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Preface

This volume grew out of lectures given at the conference “Motives, Quantum
Field Theory, and Pseudodifferential Operators,” held at Boston University on June
2 — 12, 2008. Over 90 participants listened to both introductory and advanced
lectures in these subjects. It is becoming increasingly clear that the three conference
topics are deeply linked, but since few mathematicians and physicists are conversant
in any two of the conference areas, it seemed worthwhile to collect the lectures into
a volume of proceedings.

In general, quantum field theory (QFT) is a puzzling subject for mathemati-
cians. It is a broad field with established rules of remarkable predicative power in
the laboratory. Moreover, over the past 30 years QFT has developed into a “con-
jecture machine” in algebraic geometry, symplectic geometry and number theory
[9]. However, to date there is no rigorous mathematical foundation for the standard
path integral techniques in QFT in physically relevant dimensions, either in the ex-
act or topological approaches predominant in string theory or in the perturbative
approach so successful in particle physics.

Thinking like physicists, we can (and did) avoid the foundational questions
and concentrate instead on the business of perturbative QF T, namely the calcula-
tion of Feynman integrals associated to the infinite number of Feynman graphs of
a particular QFT. Since around 1990, by stepping back a bit from the extensive
calculations in the literature, mathematicians and mathematical physicists have un-
covered surprising algebraic and analytic structures within perturbative QFT, and
have produced still incompletely explained overlaps with analytic number theory.
These discoveries include the Hopf algebra structure of perturbative QFT due to
Connes-Kreimer [5, 6] and the appearance of multiple zeta values as specific Feyn-
man integrals [3]. There results indicate a deep connection between perturbative
QFT and the theory of motives. Investigations of this connection include e.g. [2, 7],
but the theory is certainly incomplete at present. The connection between pertur-
bative QFT and pseudodifferential operators (?DOs) is similarly incomplete; while
elementary Feynman integrals, resp. multiple zeta functions, can be interpreted as
integrals, resp. sums, of symbols of YDOs and obey algebraic rules seen in the
combinatorics of the Connes-Kreimer Hopf algebra, the extent and depth of these
relationships are currently unknown.

From the beginning, we felt the need to present an overview of the three con-
ference fields, and the writeups of these lectures appear in the first part of the
volume. André’s article outlines those aspects of the theory of motives most rel-
evant to Feynman integral computations. The surprising appearance of multiple
zeta values as coeflicients in the Taylor expansion of suitably regularized Feynman
integrals suggests that these integrals are in fact periods for some motive underlying

vii



viii PREFACE

the theory. Since the theory of motives is greatly enhanced by artihmetic methods
such as assembling information from counting p points on varieties, we see hints
of a deep connection between long established computational techniques in physics
and arithmetic geometry.

The introductory article by Kreimer makes the general considerations in An-
dré’s article more concrete for specific QFTs. After motivating the general setup
of perturbative QFT, Kreimer discusses how a particular QFT produces Feynman
integrals which are periods for a specific sequence of blowups of projective spaces.
This article outlines the Hopf algebra structures which both encode time honored
Feynman integral manipulations and greatly simplify calculations. The companion
article by Manchon strips away much of the physical and analytic aspects to focus
more directly on the relevant algebra.

Finally, the survey article by Lesch both outlines the basic theory of YDOs
and focuses on the theory of regularized traces of YDOs. There is a simple minded
overlap between QFT and ¥DOs, namely that both fields must develop a system-
atic method to regularize, i.e. extract a finite part from, divergent integrals. For
example, in YDO theory one often wants to compute a meaningful trace of a non-
trace class operator by some sort of integral expression. However, it is impossible
to extend the ordinary integral for L' functions to a functional on pseudodiffer-
ential symbols with the desired integration by parts and translation invariance.
The standard replacements for the usual integral are the Wodzicki residue or the
canonical integral of Kontsevich-Vishik, which applies only to non-integer order
symbols. (Physicists choose this second option for the corresponding Feynman
integrals, avoiding integer order symbols via dimensional regularization, which per-
turbs the integer dimension of spacetime to a complex dimension.) In particular, it
is impossible to extend the ordinary operator trace to all ¥DOs, and one is forced
to either use the Wodzicki residue or the Kontsevich-Vishik trace. The Wodzicki
residue is locally computable and so is in the spirit of QFT’s locality requirement,
but does not extend the operator trace; in contrast, the Kontsevich-Vishik trace
extends the operator trace, but is not local and is not defined for integer order
WUDOs. Again, it is difficult to draw deep conclusions at present about the exact
interface between YDOs and QFT.

The second part of this volume contains more technical articles on current
research related to the conference themes. The article of Bergstrém-Brown focuses
on the Poincaré series for the moduli space M, ,, and the Tate motive underlying an
associated moduli space. This moduli space is a fundamental object in string theory,
which leads us to the unresolved question of the relationship between QFT and
string theory: it has been claimed that QFT is some sort of limit of string theory,
but the physics arguments are not formulated in terms that can be checked with
current mathematics. In any case, the appearance of arithmetic methods in string
theory [10] mirrors the corresponding appearance in QFT, and the article of Roth-
Yui concretely uses motivic techniques from arithmetic geometry to calculate string
theory generating functions. The article of Bouwknegt-Hannabuss-Mathai is also
motivated by aspects of string theory, in this case by T-duality, and relies heavily on
noncommutative geometry techniques. In fact, noncommutative geometry has been
proposed in [4, 7] as a framework to understand the relationships between QFT
and motives, so we once again note the similarities between rigorous mathematical
approaches to the two presently ill-defined physical theories.
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Another group of articles covers topics directly related to QFT. In contrast to
the many papers in mathematics which talk about QFT, the papers of Bluemlein
and Schneider actually do the QFT computations needed to compare the theory
with laboratory results. These state of the art results go far beyond “doing really
hard integrals.” Indeed, these papers involve the nontrivial combinatorics of nested
harmonic sums, and Schneider produces a novel human-computer generated recur-
rence relation for these sums. The papers of Foissy and van Suijlekom provide a
mathematical counterpart. Foissy examines the fine algebraic structure of the Hopf
algebra of rooted trees, and van Suijlekom extends the Connes-Kreimer Hopf alge-
bra to incorporate gauge theory aspects which are necessary for fermionic theories.
Finally, the paper of Mickelsson treats gauge theoretic QFT geometrically, relating
the modern theory of gerbes to classical quantization questions. It is striking to
see the range of mathematical issues in analysis, algebra and geometry that are
motivated by the mathematically non-existent theory of QFT!

The final group of articles involves WDO techniques. Scott’s paper places his
and others’ work on exotic determinants and other spectral invariants associated
to YDOs into the more abstract framework of logarithmic structures associated to
TQFTs. The article of Albin-Melrose extends their earlier work on ¥DOs on mani-
folds with boundary, treating the technical issues of Fredholmness of operators, and
prove an index theorem in their context. The adiabatic techniques in this paper are
refinements of quantum mechanical techniques, and have become an important tool
in global analysis since Witten’s supersymmetric derivation of the Morse inequal-
ities [15]. Ponge’s paper produces invariants in conformal, pseudohermitian and
CR geometry from the logarithmic singularity of the kernel of appropriate WDOs.
This analysis of singularities is an essential step in understanding any regularization
scheme for divergent integrals, and there is a surprising amount of local and global
geometry contained in the singularities.

Participants in this conference could not be expected to be experts in all three
areas, and neither can the reader. For background material on motives, one can con-
sult André’s book [1] and the more technical book by Levine [12]. Different math-
ematicians have their favorite QFT text, including Ryder [13] for a mathematics-
friendly physics approach and Deligne et al. [8] for a physics-friendly mathematical
approach. For ¥DOs, one can consult Shubin [14] for the basics (and beyond) or
Gilkey [11] for geometric applications.

In summary, the conference and these proceedings fail to present an overarching
theory uniting motives, QFT and YDOs, simply because no such theory exists at
present. Nevertheless, we hope that this volume gives a thorough overview of the
clues that point to the existence of a comprehensive theory. We hope some readers
will add evidence to this detective story or even solve the case completely!

We were very fortunate to have had financial support from the Boston Univer-
sity Department of Mathematics and Statistics, the Boston University Graduate
School of Arts and Sciences, the Clay Mathematics Institute, and the National
Science Foundation. The Scientific Advisory Committee of Spencer Bloch, Louis
Boutet de Monvel, Alain Connes, Dirk Kreimer, and Noriko Yui greatly helped to
produce a coherent conference over widely separated fields. We would also like to
express our deep thanks to Kathleen Heavey for her administrative work for the
conference, Amanda Battese for her administrative work at CMI, Vida Salahi for
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her production work on these proceedings, and Arthur Greenspoon for his lightning
quick copyediting.

(1]

[7]
(8]
(9
[10]
(11]
(12]

(13]
14]

(15]

Alan Carey, David Ellwood, Sylvie Paycha, Steve Rosenberg
August 2010
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An Introduction to Motivic Zeta Functions of Motives

Yves André

ABSTRACT. It oftens occurs that Taylor coefficients of (dimensionally regular-
ized) Feynman amplitudes I with rational parameters, expanded at an integral
dimension D = Dyg, are not only periods (Belkale-Brosnan, Bogner-Weinzierl)
but actually multiple zeta values (Broadhurst, Kreimer, ..., Bierenbaum-Weinz-
ierl, Brown).

In order to determine, at least heuristically, whether this is the case in
concrete instances, the philosophy of motives - more specifically, the theory of
mixed Tate motives - suggests an arithmetic approach (Kontsevich): counting
points of algebraic varieties related to I modulo sufficiently many primes p and
checking that the number of points varies polynomially in p.

On the other hand, Kapranov has introduced a new “zeta function”, the
role of which is precisely to “interpolate” between zeta functions of reductions
modulo different primes p.

In this survey, we outline this circle of motivic ideas and some of their
recent developments.

This article is divided in two parts.

In the second and main part, we survey motivic zeta functions of motives,
which “interpolate” between Hasse-Weil zeta functions of reductions modulo differ-
ent primes p of varieties defined by polynomial equations with rational coefficients.

In the first and introductory part, we give some hints about the relevance of the
concepts of motives and motivic zeta functions in questions related to computations
of Feynman integrals in connection with multiple zeta values.

Acknowledgments. 1 am grateful to P. Brosnan for some enlightening remarks
about Feynman amplitudes, and to the organizers of the Boston Conference for their
invitation and advice.

1. Periods and motives

1.1. Introduction. Relations between Feynman integrals and (Grothendieck)
motives are manifold and mysterious. The most direct conceptual bridge relies on
the notion of period, in the sense of arithmetic geometry; that is, integrals where

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 81Q, 32G, 19F, 19E, 14F.

Key words and phrases. Feynman integral, period, multiple zeta value, motive, zeta function,

L-function, Tamagawa number, moduli stack of bundles.

© 2010 Yves André



4 YVES ANDRE

both the integrand and the domain are defined in terms of polynomials with rational
(or algebraic) coefficients. The ubiquitous multiple zeta values encountered in the
computation of Feynman amplitudes are emblematic examples of periods.

Periods are just complex numbers, but they carry a rich hidden structure re-
flecting their geometric origin. They occur as entries of a canonical isomorphism
between the complexification of two rational cohomologies attached to algebraic va-
rieties defined over Q: algebraic De Rham cohomology, defined in terms of algebraic
differential forms®, and Betti® cohomology, defined in terms of topological cochains.

Periods are thus best understood in the framework of motives, which are sup-
posed to play the role of pieces of universal cohomology of algebraic varieties. For
instance, the motive of the projective space P" splits into n + 1 pieces (so-called
Tate motives) whose periods are 1,271, ..., (27%)™.

To each motive over Q is associated a square matrix of periods (well defined
up to left or right multiplication by matrices with rational coefficients), and a deep
conjecture of Grothendieck predicts that the period matrix actually determines the
motive.

For instance, multiple zeta values (c¢f. (1.12) below) are periods of so-
called mixed Tate motives over Z, which are iterated extensions of Tate motives.
Grothendieck’s conjecture implies that these are the only motives (over Q) with
(rational linear combinations of) multiple zeta values as periods.

In the philosophy of motives, cohomologies are thought of interchangeable real-
izations (functors with vector values), and one should take advantage of switching
from one cohomology to another. Aside from de Rham or Betti cohomology, one
may also consider etale cohomology, together with the action of the absolute Ga-
lois group Gal(Q/Q); this amounts, more or less, to considering the number N,, of
points of the reduction modulo p for almost all prime numbers p.

A deep conjecture of Tate, in the same vein as Grothendieck’s conjecture, pre-
dicts that the numbers NNV, determine the motive, up to semi-simplification. For
mixed Tate motives®, the N, are polynomials in p, and Tate’s conjecture implies
the converse.

To decide whether periods of a specific algebraic variety over Q, say a hyper-
surface, are (rational linear combinations of ) multiple zeta values may be a difficult
problem about concrete integrals. The philosophy of motives suggests, as a test, to
look at the number of points IV, of this hypersurface modulo p, and check whether
they grow polynomially in p (if not, there is no chance for the periods to be multi-
ple zeta values: this would contradict either Grothendieck’s or Tate’s conjecture).
Recently, various efficient algorithms have been devised for computing IV, at least
for curves or for some hypersurfaces, cf. e.g. [27][33].

1.2. Periods. A period is a complex number whose real and imaginary parts
are absolutely convergent multiple integrals

1
o= m
™ =

Lirst defined by Grothendieck
2or singular
3not necessarily over Z
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where ¥ is a domain in R™ defined by polynomial inequations with rational co-
efficients, (1 is a rational differential n-form with rational coefficients, and m is a
natural integer?. The set of periods is a countable subring of C which contains Q.

This is the definition proposed in [32]°. There are some variants, which turn
out to be equivalent. For instance, one could replace everywhere “rational” by
“algebraic”. Also one could consider a (not necessarily closed) rational k-form in
n variables with rational coefficients, integrated over a domain in R™ defined by
polynomial equations and inequations with rational coefficients (interpreting the
integral of a function as the volume under the graph, one can also reduce to the
case when k = n and 2 is a volume form).

More geometrically, the ring of periods is generated by % and the numbers
of the form fv w where w € Q"(X) is a top degree differential form on a smooth
algebraic variety X defined over Q, and v € H, (X (C),Y(C);Q) for some divisor
Y C X with normal crossings cf. [32, p. 3, 31]).

In many examples, e.g. multiple zeta values (see below), the integrals have
singularities along the boundary, hence are not immediately periods in the above
sense. However, it turns out that any convergent integral f7 w wherew € Q"(X\Y)

is a top degree differential form on the complement of a closed (possibly reducible)
subvariety Y of a smooth algebraic variety X defined over QQ, and + is a semialge-
braic subset of X (R) defined over Q (with non-empty interior), is a period (cf. [9,
th. 2.6]).

1.3. Periods and motives. Periods arise as entries of a matrix of the com-
parison isomorphism, given by integration of algebraic diffential forms over chains,
between algebraic De Rham and ordinary Betti relative cohomology

(1.1) Hpr(X,Y)®C = Hp(X,Y)®C.

X being a smooth algebraic variety over Q, and Y being a closed (possibly reducible)
subvariety®.

This is where motives enter the stage. They are intermediate between algebraic
varieties and their linear invariants (cohomology). One expects the existence of an
abelian category MM(Q) of mized motives (over Q, with rational coefficients), and
of a functor

h:Var(Q) - MM(Q)

(from the category of algebraic varieties over Q) which plays the role of universal
cohomology (more generally, to any pair (X,Y") consisting of a smooth algebraic
variety and a closed subvariety, one can attach a motive h(X,Y") which plays the
role of the universal relative cohomology of the pair).

The morphisms in MM(Q) should be related to algebraic correspondences. In
addition, the cartesian product on Var(Q) corresponds via h to a certain tensor
product ® on MM(Q), which makes MM(Q) into a tannakian category, i.e. it

4the very name “period” comes from the case of elliptic periods (in the case of an elliptic
curve defined over QQ, the periods of elliptic functions in the classical sense are indeed periods in

the above sense)

5 1

except for the factor —=. We prefer to call effective period an integral o in which m = 0,
to parallel the distinction motive versus effective motive

6by the same trick as above, or using the Lefschetz’s hyperplane theorem, one can express a
period of a closed form of any degree as a period of a top degree differential form
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has the same formal properties as the category of representations of a group. The
(positive or negative) ®-powers of h%(P1) (and their direct sums) are called the
pure Tate motives.

The cohomologies Hpgr and Hpg factor through h, giving rise to two ®-functors
HDRa Hgp : MM(Q) — VGCQ

with values in the category of finite-dimensional Q-vector spaces. Moreover, corre-
sponding to (1.1), there is an isomorphism in Vecc

(12) ’(DM:HDR(M)@C%HB(M)@(C

which is ®-functorial in the motive M. The entries of a matrix of w,; with respect
to some basis of the Q-vector space Hpr(M) (resp. Hg(M)) are the periods of M.

One can also consider, for each prime number ¢, the f-adic etale realization
Hy : MM(Q) — Repg, (Gal(Q/Q))

with values in the category of finite-dimensional Q-vector spaces endowed with
continuous action of the absolute Galois group of Q. As for varieties over Q, it
makes sense to reduce any motive M € M M (Q) modulo sufficiently large primes p,
and to “count the number of points of M modulo p”. This number can be evaluated
using the trace of Frobenius element at p acting on Hy(M).

1.4. Motivic Galois groups, period torsors, and Grothendieck’s pe-
riod conjecture. Let (M) be the tannakian subcategory of MM(Q) generated by
a motive M: its objects are given by algebraic constructions on M (sums, subquo-
tients, duals, tensor products).

One defines the motivic Galois group of M to be the group scheme

(13) Gmot(M) = Aut® HB\{M)

of automorphisms of the restriction of the ®-functor Hg to (M).

This is a linear algebraic group over Q: in heuristic terms, Gu,o:(M) is just
the Zariski-closed subgroup of GL(Hpg(M)) consisting of matrices which preserve
motivic relations in the algebraic constructions on Hg(M).

Similarly, one can consider both Hpgr and Hpg, and define the period torsor of
M to be

(14) Pmot(M) = Isom® (HDR|<M)7HB|<M>) GV(ZT(Q)

of isomorphisms of the restrictions of the ®-functors Hpgr and Hp to (M). This is
a torsor under G,ot(M), and it has a canonical complex point:

(1.5) WM epmot(M)(C)'

Grothendieck’s period conjecture asserts that the smallest algebraic subvariety
of Prot(M) defined over Q and containing t is Ppot(M) itself.

In more heuristic terms, this means that any polynomial relations with rational
coefficients between periods should be of motivic origin (the relations of motivic
origin being precisely those which define P,,,:(M)). This implies that a motive
M € MM(Q) can be recovered from its periods.

The conjecture is also equivalent to: Pp,.:(M) is connected (over Q) and
(1.6) tr. degg Q[periods(M)] = dim Gpot(M).
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For further discussion, see [2, ch. 23].
1.4.1. EXAMPLE. The motive of P™ decomposes as
(1.7) h(P") =Q(0) ® ... ® Q(—n),

with periods 1,27, ..., (2mi)™. Its motivic Galois group is the mutiplicative group
G,,,. In this case, Grothendieck’s conjecture amounts to the transcendence of .

1.4.2. REMARK. By definition, periods are convergent integrals of a certain
type. They can be transformed by algebraic changes of variable, or using additivity
of the integral, or using Stokes formula.

M. Kontsevich conjectured that any polynomial relation with rational coeffi-
cients between periods can be obtained by way of these elementary operations from
calculus (cf. [32]). Using ideas of M. Nori 7, it can be shown that this conjecture
is actually equivalent to Grothendieck’s conjecture (cf. [2, ch. 23]).

Grothendieck’s conjecture can be developed further into a Galois theory for
periods, cf. [3][4].

1.5. Periods and Feynman amplitudes. Let I" be a finite graph (without
self-loop), with set of vertices V' and set of edges E. Let W be its classical Kirchhoff
(determinant) polynomial, 7.e. the homogeneous polynomial of degree by (T') defined
by

(1.8) ur=> ] =

T e¢T
where T runs through the spanning trees of a given graph I' ((z.) is a set of
indeterminates indexed by the edges of T').

Let Dg be an even integer (in practice, Do = 4). The graph I" can be considered
as a (scalar) Feynman graph without external momenta. According to the Feynman
rules, when all masses are equal to 1, the corresponding Dy-dimensional Feynman
amplitude is written as

o) ko= [ TLa+ A e~ Y0 [T d%.
RPol#l eelR vEV  e—wv v—e eckE

Its dimensional-regularization, for D close to Dy, can be evaluated, using the tech-
nique of Feynman parameters, to be

n* D2 (B~ by (1) D/2)

(1.10) Ir(D) = T([E] - Jr(D)
where

111 Jr(D) = P2 T da,

(1.11) )= [, G

(an integral over the standard simplex A|g| in |E| variables).

This integral converges for D << 0, but may diverge for D = Dy. The conver-
gence issue was already studied in detail fifty years ago by S. Weinberg [36]%; see
also [13][14][30] (one has to cope with the singularities of \I/;DO/2 [[dze on Ajg,
by means of a sequence of blow-ups).

Tand granting the expected equivalence of various motivic settings
8we are indebted to P. Brosnan for this reference
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On the other hand, P. Belkale and P. Brosnan gave a meaning to Jp(D) in
general, using analytic continuation [9]. Moreover, they showed that the Taylor
coefficients of Jr(D) at Dy are always periods (of varieties closely related to he
hypersurface Xp : Wp = 0: for higher Taylor coefficients, one has to add an
indeterminate, cf. [9, p. 2660]).

In [15], this result was extended (by another method) to the case when I is
a semi-graph (i.e. in the presence of external momenta) and when the masses are
not necessarily equal to 1 but are commensurable to each other.

1.5.1. REMARK. Taking into account these results, polynomial relations be-
tween Feynman amplitudes attached to different graphs I' (like the relations which
lead to Kreimer’s Hopf algebra) can be intepreted as period relations. According
to Grothendieck’s conjecture, they should be of motivic origin, i.e. come from rela-
tions between the motives attached to the hypersurfaces Xr (and related varieties).
The work [13] provides some indirect evidence for this.

1.6. Multiple zeta values, Feynman amplitudes and Hasse-Weil zeta
functions. Multiple zeta values

1
(1.12) Clsrvsi) = Y
n>e>n>1 LTk

(where s; are integers > 1, with s; > 2) can be written in integral form: setting

dt dt _
Wo=— w1 = ——, W, :wQ(T DA w pour r > 2,
t 1-—t¢
one has
(1.13) ((31,...,sk)=/ Wy -+ - W s
I>t> >0

which is thus a period. This is actually the period of a mixed Tate motive over
Z, i.e. an iterated extension in MM (Q) of pure Tate motives, which is unramified
with respect to the Galois action on etale cohomology (cf. [2, ch. 25] for more
detail).

These numbers have long been known to occur in a pervasive manner in the
computation of Feynman amplitudes (c¢f. e.g. [17], [37]). In particular, it has been
shown in [10] that all Taylor coefficients of J(D) at D = 4 are (rational linear
combinations of) multiple zeta values when the semi-graph I' is a wheel with one
spoke and two external edges, and this was extended to some higher-loop semi-
graphs in [18].

Kontsevich once speculated that the periods of the hypersurface Xt : Up = 0
were (rational linear combinations of) multiple zeta values.

According to Grothendieck’s period conjecture, this would imply that the mo-
tive of Xr is a mixed Tate motive over Z. If this is the case, the number § X (F),)
of points of the reduction of Xt modulo p should be polynomial in p; equivalently,
the poles of the Hasse-Weil zeta function of Xr ® F,, should be integral powers of
p.

This has been checked for graphs with less than 12 edges by J. Stembridge [33],
but disproved in general by Belkale and Brosnan [8].
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However, this leaves open the interesting general question, for any X € Var(Q),
of controlling $X (F,) uniformly in p - or equivalently, of the variation of Z(X ®
F,,t) with p.

As we shall see, there are mathematical tools well-suited to tackle this question:
the Kapranov zeta function, and its variant the motivic zeta function.

1.6.1. REMARK. The relationship between Feynman diagrams and motives has
been investigated much further. For instance, in [1], P. Aluffi and M. Marcolli
propose an algebro-geometric version of the Feynman rules, which takes place in a
certain Ko-ring built from immersed conical varieties.

2. Motivic zeta functions

2.1. The ring of varieties. The idea of building a ring out of varieties by
viewing pasting as the addition is very old. In the case of algebraic varieties over a
field k, this leads to the ring Ko(Var(k))’: the generators are denoted by [X], one
for each isomorphism class of k-variety; the relations are generated by
(2.1) (X -Y]=[X]-[Y]
when Y is a closed subvariety of X. With the product given by
(2.2) (X x Y] =[X]-[Y],

Ko(Var(k)) becomes a ring,.
It is standard to denote by L the class [A'] of the affine line.

2.1.1. EXAMPLES. 1) One has
(23) (GLy) = (L" — 1) (L" = L") = (L — 1) - [SL,].

2) In the case of a Zariski locally trivial fibration X — S with fiber Y, one has
[X] = [S] - [Y]. This applies to GL,-fibrations (which are locally trivial); in order
to recover [S] from [X], taking into account the formula for [GL,], it will often be
convenient to localize Ko(Var(k)) by L and L™ — 1, n > 0.

3) (McWilliams, Belkale-Brosnan [8]): the class of the space of forms of rank r in
n variables is

E} ]Lgi 2s—1 )
(2.4) [Sym;] = 2 =1 H (L™ =1)
1 0
if 0 <r=2s<n,
s Lgi 2s ]
(2.5) [Symil =1 tor =7 [Ta—-1
1 0

Ho<r=2s+1<n.

4) In [8], it is shown that the classes of the hypersurfaces X1 attached to all graphs
T (¢f. §1.5) generate the localization of Ko(Var(Q)) by L and L™ — 1, n > 0.

9hich occurs in some early letters from Grothendieck to Serre about motives
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5) (Bloch [12]): in contrast to this result, for any fixed positive integer n, the
weighted sum Z ﬁ -[Xr], running over all connected graphs I" with n vertices,

no multiple edge and no tadpole (edge with just one vertex), belongs to Z[L] C
Ko(Var(Q)).

The structure of the ring Ko(Var(k)) is rather mysterious. It is slightly better
understood when k is of characteristic zero, using strong versions of the resolution
of singularities.

2.1.2. PROPOSITION. [11] If chark =0, Ko(Var(k)) admits the following pre-
sentation: generators are classes of smooth projective varieties X, with the blow-up
relations:

(2.6) [Bly X] - [E] = [X] - [Y]

where E denotes the exceptional divisor in the blow-up Bly X of X along the smooth
subvariety Y.

2.2. Relation to motives. In the category MM (k) of mixed motives over
k with rational coefficients'?, relations (2.1), (2.2), (2.3), (2.6) have more sophis-
ticated counterparts, which actually reduce to analogous relations if one passes to
Ko(MM/(k), the Grothendieck group constructed in terms of extensions of mixed
motives.

In fact, one expects that the functor'! h : Var(k) — MM/(k) gives rise to a
ring homomorphism

(2.7) Ko(Var(k)) — Ko(MM(k)).

This can be made rigorous, if chark = 0, using the previous proposition and a
category M. (k) of pure motives (i.e. of motives of smooth projective k-varieties,
with morphisms given by algebraic correspondences modulo some fixed equivalence
relation ~). One gets a canonical ring homomorphism

(2.8) fe : Ko(Var(k)) — Ko(M(k))

(where Ko(M.(k)) denotes the Grothendieck group constructed in terms of direct
sums of pure motives; which is actually a ring with respect to the multiplication
induced by tensoring motives). It sends L to [Q(—1)].

Recent work by H. Gillet and C. Soulé [22] allows one to drop the assumption
on char k.

2.2.1. REMARK. Conjecturally, Ko(M.(k)) = Ko(MM(k)) and does not de-
pend on the chosen equivalence ~ used in the definition of the M. (k). In fact, this
independence would follow from a conjecture due to S. Kimura and P. O’Sullivan,
which predicts that any pure motive M € M. (k) decomposes (non-canonically) as
M, ® M_, where S"M_ = \" M, =0 for n >> 0 (¢f. e.g. [2, ch. 12]'?; here S™
and A" denote the n-th symmetric and antisymmetric powers, respectively). This
is for instance the case for motives of products of curves.

10there are actually several candidates for this category, some conditional, some not

Hmore accurately, its variant with compact supports

12for the coarsest equivalence ~ (the so-called numerical equivalence), this conjecture
amounts to the following: the even Kiinneth projector H(X) — H®¥¢"(X) — H(X) is algebraic
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In the sequel, we shall deal with sub-®-categories of M., (k) which satisfy this
conjecture, and we will drop ~ from the notation Ko(M.(k)).

2.3. Kapranov zeta functions. When £ is a finite field, counting k-points
of varieties factors through a ring homomorphism

(2.9) v: Ko(Var(k)) = Z, [X]— tX(k),

which factors through Ko(M(k)). One of the expressions of the Hasse-Weil zeta
function, which encodes the number of points of X in all finite extensions of k, is

(2.10) Z(X,t) =Y #((S"X)(k)t" € Z[[]],
0

and it belongs to Q(¢) (Dwork).

M. Kapranov had the idea [26] to replace, in this expression, §((S™X)(k)) by
the class of S™X itself in Ko(Var(k))'?). More precisely, he attached to any ring
homomorphism

pw: Ko(Var(k) = R

the series
(2.11) Z,(X,t) = i ulS"X]t" € RJ[[t]],
0

which satisfies the equation
ZuX [[ X' 1) = Zu(X,1).2,(X, ).

When p = v (counting k-points), one recovers the Hasse-Weil zeta function.

When k& = C and p = x. (Euler characteristic), Z,(X,t) = (1 — ¢)7x<(X)
(MacDonald).

The universal case (the Kapranov zeta function) corresponds to p = id. When
k = Q, one can reduce X modulo p >> 0 and count Fp-points of the reduction.
The Kapranov zeta function then specializes to the Hasse-Weil zeta function of the
reduction, and thus may be seen as some kind of interpolation of these Hasse-Weil
zeta functions when p varies.

See [19] for further discussion in the perspective of motivic integration.

2.4. The Kapranov zeta function of a curve. Let us assume that X is a
smooth projective curve of genus ¢, defined over the field k. The Kapranov zeta
function

o0

(2.12) Zy(X,t) = p[S"X]t"
0

has the same features as the usual Hasse-Weil zeta function:

Bor x quasiprojective, say, in order to avoid difficulties with symmetric powers
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2.4.1. PROPOSITION. [26]

P,(X,t)
2.13 Z,(X,t) = —FL - 27
( ) H( ’ ) (1_t)(1_]Lt)
where P, is a polynomial of degree 2g, and one has the functional equation
(2.14) Z,(X,t) =L 2927 (X, L.

Sketch of proof of (2.13) (assuming for simplicity that X has a k-rational point
Zp): the mapping
X" = J(X), (z1,...,2p) = [21] + - - + [zn] — n[z0]
factors through S™X — J(X), which is a projective bundle if n > 2g — 1.
Moreover, one has an injection

SMX) = S"TNX), v1 4+ Fan—mxota Ft,

and the complement of its image is a vector budle of rank n + 1 — g over J(X).
This implies [S"T1(X)] — [S™(X)] = [J(X)]L""179 hence, by telescoping, that
Z,(X,T)(1-T)(1 —LT) is a polynomial of degree < 2g. [J

When £ is a finite field, the Hasse-Weil zeta function of X can also be written
in the form

(2.15) Z(X,t)= Z 48D (sum over effective divisors)
D>0
(2.16) = Z ho(L),. 198~ (sum over line bundles),
c

where one uses the standard notation ng =1+¢+---+ gt
R. Pellikan [31] had the idea to substitute, in this expression, ¢ by an indeter-
minate u. He proved that

(2.17) Z(X, t, u) — Z ho(ﬁ)u.tdeg£
L

P(X,t,u)
T=0(—ul)"
Finally, F. Baldassarri, C. Deninger and N. Naumann [6] unified the two gener-
alizations (2.12) (Kapranov) and (2.17) (Pellikaan) of the Hasse-Weil zeta function

(2.15) by setting:
(2.18) Zy(X, tu) =Y [Pictn,. t* € R[[t,u]]
n,d

(where Picl classifies line bundles of degree d with h°(£) > n, and n, = 1 +

u+---+u""1), and they proved that this is again a rational function of the form
P, (X,t,u)

is a rational function of the form

[EEDIEEHE
One thus has a commutative diagram of specializations
Zu(X,1)

u>q v

N\

Z,(X,t,u) Z(X,t).

N uq
N\ /

Z(X,t,u)
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On the other hand, M. Larsen and V. Lunts investigated the Kapranov zeta
function of products of curves.

2.4.2. PROPOSITION. [28][29] If X is a product of two curves of genus > 1,
Z,(X,t) is not rational for p = id.

In the sequel, following [2, 13.3], we remedy this by working with a p which
is “sufficiently universal”, but for which one can nevertheless hope that Z,,(X,t) is
always rational. Namely, we work with p. (c¢f. (2.8)): in other words, we replace
the ring of varieties by the K-ring of pure motives.

2.5. Motivic zeta functions of motives. Thus, let us define, for any pure
motive M over k (with rational coefficients), its motivic zeta function to be the
series

oo

(2.19) ot (M, 8) 1= 3 [S"M]4" € Ko(M(K))[]]
0

One has
Zmot(M SB) M/at) = Zmot(M7 t) : Zmot(Mlvt)-
2.5.1. PROPOSITION. [2, 13.3] If M is finite-dimensional in the sense of
Kimura-O’Sullivan (i.e. M = M, & M_, S"M_ = \" My = 0 forn >> 0),
then Zpmot (M, t) is rational.

(This applies for instance to motives of products of curves - and conjecturally
to any motive).

Moreover, B. Kahn [25] (c¢f. also [24]) has established a functional equation of
the form
(2.20) Zmot (MY 171 = (=1)X+ M) det M - XM . 7 (M t)
(where det M = A\X" M, @ (S™X-M_)~1).

6. Motivic Artin L-functions. One can play this game further. Hasse-
Weil zeta functions of curves can be decomposed into (Artin) L-functions. A.
Dhillon and J. Mindc upgraded this formalism at the level of motivic zeta functions
[21].
Starting in slightly greater generality, let V' be a Q-vector space of finite di-
mension. To any pure motive M, one attaches another one V ® M, defined by
Hom(V @ M,M") = Homp(V, Hom(M, M')).

Let G be a finite group acting on M, and let p : G — GL(V) be a homomorphism.
The motivic L-function attached to M and p is

(2.21) Lunot(M, p,t) 1= Zmot (V- @ M)%, ).

This definition extends to characters xy of G (that is, Z-linear combinations
of p’s), and gives rise to a formalism analogous to the usual formalism of Artin
L-functions. Namely, one has the following identities in Ko(M (k))(t):

(222) Lmot(Mv X + le t) = Lmot(Ma X5 t) : Lmot(Ma X/a t)

(2.23) Lot (M, X', 1) = Lot (M, IndS, X', 1)
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for G’ a subgroup of G),

(

(2.24) Lot (M, X", t) = Limot(M, X, t)

(G' <« G, x coming from a character x” of G/G"),

(2 25) Zmot(Mv t) = H Lmot(Ma X5 t)X(l)'
X irr.

2.6.1. ExaMPLE. Let X be again a smooth projective curve, and let G act on
X. Then G acts on the motive h(X) of X via (¢*)~!. By definition Ly, (X, X, 1)
is the motivic L-function of h(X).

If k is finite, v(Lmot(X, X, t)) is nothing but the Artin non-abelian L-function
L(X,x,t), defined by the formula (Where F denotes the Frobenius)

log L(X,x,1) = Y _wn(X) . va(X HGZX DiFiz(gF™).

This leads to the definition of motivic Artin symbols and to a motivic avatar of
Chebotarev’s density theorem [21].

2.7. The class of the motive of a semisimple group G. Let G be a
connected split semisimple algebraic group over k. Let T' C G be a maximal torus
(of dimension r), with character group X (7). The Weyl group W acts on the
symmetric algebra S(X(T)q)), and its invariants are generated in degree dy, ..., d,
(for G = SL,,, one has d; = 2,...,d, = n).

One has the classical formulas

(2.26) (t—1)" > ) = ﬁ ), Y di= dlmG-i-T)
weWw 1

K. Behrend and A. Dhillon gave the following generalization of formula (2.3)
for [SL,).

2.7.1. PROPOSITION. In Ko(Var(k))[L™Y] or Ko(M(k)), one has
(2.27) (G =L
1

(In Ko(M(k)), it is preferable to write [Q(m)] instead of L—™).

Sketch of proof: let B be a Borel subgroup, U its unipotent radical. Then [G] =
[G/B]-[T)-[U] (in Ko(Var(k)) or Ko(M(k))). On the other hand, one computes
easily [U] = Lz(dmG=") [T] = (L — 1)", and using the Bruhat decomposition,
G/B] =3 ew L"), Combining these formulas with (2.26), one gets (2.27). O

2.7.2. REMARK. With proper interpretation, (2.27) can be reformulated as a
formula for the class of the classifying stack of G-torsors over k, in a suitable
localization of Ko(M (k)):

(2.28) [BG) =[G = [Qdim &) [T (1 - (@)~

Here BG is understood as the Artin quotient stack [Speck/G]. The classes in
Ky(M(k)) of such quotient stacks with linear stabilizers are well-defined, according
to [7]; the key point is that for any connected linear algebraic group G and any



AN INTRODUCTION TO MOTIVIC ZETA FUNCTIONS OF MOTIVES 15

G-torsor P — X, one has the relation [P] = [X] - [G] in the K-group of Voevodsky
motives (c¢f. [7, app. A]), which coincides with Ky(M (k)) according to [16].

2.8. G-torsors over a curve X, and special values of Z,,,:(X). Let us
now look at G-torsors not over the point, but over a smooth projective curve X of
genus g.

More precisely, let G be a simply connected split semisimple algebraic group
over k (e.g. SL,), and let Bung x be the moduli stack of G-torsors on X (which
is smooth of dimension (g — 1).dim G).

This Artin stack admits an infinite stratification by pieces of the form
[Xi/GLy,,], whose dimensions tend to —oo. According to Behrend and Dhillon
[7], this allows to define unambiguously the class

(2.29) [Bung x| = > [Xi][GLy,]™"

in a suitable completion of Ky[M (k)] with respect to [Q(1)], taking into account
the fact that [GL,]™' = [BGL,] = Q(n?) - (1+---) € Z[[Q(1)]].

2.8.1. CONJECTURE. (Behrend-Dhillon)
(230) [BunG7X] = [Q((l - g) dim G)] H Zmot(Xv [Q(dz)})

This has to be compared with (2.28), where the d; have the same meaning;. Note
that the special values Z,,,+(X, [Q(d;)]) are well-defined since Z,,0+(X,t) is rational
with poles at 1 and [Q(1)] only.

2.8.2. PROPOSITION. [7] The conjecture holds for X = P! and any G, and for
G=SL, and any X.

Let us consider the case of SL,, to fix ideas (¢f. [20]), and comment briefly on
some specializations of the motivic formula (2.30).

1) For k = C, p = X, the formula specializes to a formula for the Euler
characteristic of Bung, x, which can be established via gauge theory & la Yang-
Mills (Atiyah-Bott [5], see also Teleman [34]).

More precisely, H*(Bung x) = H*(G)®% @ H*(BG) ® H*(QG).

2) For k = F,, p = v (counting points), the formula specializes to a formula
for the number of k-points of Bung x (Harder, cf. [23]).
More precisely, Bung x can be viewed as the transformation groupoid of

G(K) on G(Ag)/K, for K = k(X), K = [[, G(Ox.); so that #Bung x(k) =

—”OZ(GSJI;)(\KC;(AK)). One has vol(K) = q(lfg)'(nzfl) HCK(i)*l, and the Tamagawa
2

number vol(G(K)\G(Ak)) is 1, whence
n
(2.31) tBunc x (k) = ¢~ "D T ¢k (i)
2
In the last section of [5], one finds a precise comparison between the Morse-
Yang-Mills approach to the cohomology of Bung,x and the (Harder-Narasimhan)
arithmetic approach via the computation of the number of points modulo primes p,



16

YVES ANDRE

followed by some interesting speculation. The (Behrend-Dhillon) motivic approach
goes one step forward in this direction.
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ABSTRACT. We give an account of the current state of the approach to quan-
tum field theory via Hopf algebras and Hochschild cohomology. We empha-
size the versatility and mathematical foundations of this algebraic structure,
and collect algebraic structures here in one place which are either scattered
throughout the literature, or only implicit in previous writings. In particular
we point out mathematical structures which can be helpful to further develop
our mathematical understanding of quantum fields.

Introduction
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Bergbauer, Kurusch Ebrahimi-Fard and Karen Yeats for discussions and advice.

The reason for QFT. What is quantum field theory (QFT) about? For that
matter, what is quantum physics about? The answer, given with the necessary
grain of pragmatism, is simple: sum over all histories connecting a chosen initial
state with a particular final state. Square that complex-valued sum.

Various attempts had been made to make this paradigm precise: the desired
“sum over histories” has not yet reached its final form though, and mathematicians
are still, and rightfully so, baffled by QFT.

Physicists have created myriads of examples meanwhile where one can stretch
one’s mind and flex one’s muscles on what is usually called the path integral.
Many results point to rather fascinating structures, carefully formulated in a self-
consistent way. A mathematical definition of said path integral beyond perturbaton
theory is lacking though, leaving the author with considerable unease.

Early on, it was recognized that the desired Green functions in field theory are
constrained by quantum equations of motion, the Dyson—Schwinger equations. The
latter suffer from short-distance singularities, leading to the need for renormaliza-
tion.

It took us physicists a while to learn how to handle this routinely, and in a
mathematically consistent way. Progress was made by elaborate attempts at low
orders of perturbation theory, and the above equations of motion took a backseat in
contemporary physics, while formal approaches starting from the functional integral
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(constructive methods) typically failed to come to conclusions for renormalizable
theories, which remain theories of prime interest.

Meanwhile, perturbative renormalization was embarrassingly effective in de-
scribing reality, and kept QFT, understood as an expansion in Feynman graphs,
in its role as the best-tested and most-used workhorse in the stables of theoretical
physics. It is commonly denied the status of being a theory these days though, as
at the moment of writing it is not yet defined in mathematically satisfying terms.

It is a personal belief of the author that this is not testimony for bigger (read
extended) things hiding behind local quantum fields, but rather testimony to the
subtlety by which nature hides its concepts.

On an optimistic note, I indeed believe that the clear mathematical understand-
ing we have now of the practice of perturbative renormalization paves the way for
a mathematically consistent approach to QF T which bridges the gap between what
practitioners of QFT have learned, and what is respectable mathematics.

The approach exhibited in the following is based solely on the representation
theory of the Poincaré group and the requirement that interactions are local.

Before we start, let me emphasize that here is not the place to comment in
detail on progress with analytic aspects.

Still, let me mention two encouraging developments: non-perturbative aspects
can now be studied using Dyson—Schwinger equations in a much more effective
manner [29, 31, 32, 3, 4], and the relation to periods and motivic theory became
a (little!) bit clearer in collaboration with Esnault and Bloch [10, 11].

In particular, Feynman integrals are periods [2, 17, 10, 11] (considered as a
function of masses and external momenta, they are periods when those parameters
take rational values [13], though a much better argument should be made for the
Taylor coefficients in the expansion in such variables).

Better still, these periods are interesting: in a suitable parametric representa-
tion based on edge variables A, for edges e [10, 9, 11}, they appear as periods of
the mixed Hodge structure on the middle-dimensional cohomology

H*™Y(P\Yr, B\BN YY)

constructed from blow-ups P — --- — P?2™~1 which separate the boundary of the
chain of integration (contained in A = U.cgryAe = 0) from the singularities of the
graph hypersurface X, with Yr the strict transform of X and B the inverse image
of A.

For example, the complete graph on four vertices (a contribution to the vertex
function of ¢* theory) has a period 6((3) contained in ¢(3)Q, [10, 9]. Such results
have been recently extended by Dzimitry Doryn [21].

Now back to the underlying algebraic structures. Let’s first get edges and
vertices for our graphs.

1. Free QFT, interacting QFT

Classical geometry does not rule the day when it comes to quantum fields.
Much to the contrary, the often beautiful classical geometry of fields, gauge fields
in particular, must emerge as a classical limit of quantum field theory. Hence
we speak about QFT without us taking recourse to classical fields. We ignore
the geometry of the classical spacetime manifold over which we want to construct
QFT, and just remember that it has a four-dimensional tangent and cotangent
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space locally, isomorphic to flat Minkowski space. It is over such local fibres that
one formulates QFT.

Our first concern is to understand the elementary amplitudes which we use to
describe the observable physics which results from quantum field theory.

They come in two garden varieties: amplitudes for propagation, and ampli-
tudes for scattering. The former are provided by free quantum field theory: free
propagators, in momentum space, are obtained as the inverse of the free covariant
wave equations. Hence, for Minkowski space, it is Wigner’s representation theory
of the Lorentz and Poincaré groups which rules the day, providing us with free
propagators for massless and massive bosons and fermions.

The latter, amplitudes for scattering, are again provided by the representation
theory of the Poincaré group, augmented by the requirement for locality.

Let us look at a simple example to see how this comes about. Assume we take
from free quantum fields the covariances for a free propagating electron, positron
and photon. Assume we want to couple these in a local interaction. Representation
theory tells us that this interaction will have to transform as a Lorentz vector v,,
coupling the spin-one photon to a spin-1/2 electron and positron. Also, knowing
the scaling weights of free photons, electrons and positrons as determined from
the accompanying free field monomials, such a vertex itself must have zero scaling
weight, as the scaling weights of those monomials add up to the dimension of
spacetime. Indeed,

) Gl =4 = Wl=[=3/2.
) JF=1 = =1,
(3) [0 Ap] = 4 = [v,] = 0.

So what would be the Feynman rule, in momentum space say, for such an
amplitude? If the electron has momentum pq, the positron momentum ps, and the
photon momentum g = —p; — po, the vertex can be a linear combination of twelve
invariants

(4) vuzclfyu—l—CQqQ N

But if we have to have a local theory, any graph for a quantum correction for
the unknown vertex built from that unknown vertex and the known propagators
will be, by a simple powercounting exercise — we know the scaling weight of our
unknown vertex at least — logarithmically divergent.

If we are to absorb this logarithmic divergence by a local counterterm, this
gives us information on the desired Feynman rule. Let us work it out. To keep the
example simple, let us assume we suspect that the vertex is of the form

q
(5) Uy = 'U;A(CI) =+ CQq_Q-

Let us consider the one-loop 1PI graph —the lowest order quantum correction— to
find the sought after Feynman rule.
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With three vertices in the graph we have 22 = 8 integrals to do which appear
in the limit
1

1 I 1
Jim @ (7)o~ i e (8 () s (8)Das (5 + )

= f(clvc2)’7u-

In a local theory, the coefficient of In A from the integral must be proportional to
the desired vertex. Hence, dividing and taking the limit, we confirm that the term
~ g4 vanishes like 1/In A in all eight terms. We hence conclude ¢ = 0, and this
gives a good idea how locality is needed for quantum field theory to stabilize at
dintinguished Feynman rules in a self-similar manner. The same result would have
been obtained if we had done the example with the full 123 terms of the full vertex,
as it must be for a renormalizable theory.

We also conclude that the price for Feynman rules determined by locality is
that we indeed pick up local short-distance singularities. That leaves us the freedom
to set a scale, which is no big surprise: looking only at quantum fields for a typical
fibre, the cotangent space, we hence miss the only parameter around to set a scale:
the curvature of the underlying manifold. The extension of such local notions to
the whole manifold awaits future understanding of quantum gravity. This might
well start from understanding how gravity with its peculiar powercounting behaves
as a Hopf algebra [26].

Let us now proceed to see what comes with those edges and vertices as pre-
scribed above: graphs, obviously.

2. 1PI graphs, Hopf algebras

Having thus elementary scattering and propagation amplitudes available, we
can set up a quantum theory: we define incoming and outgoing asymptotic states,
and sum over all unobserved intermediate states. This is standard material for
a physicist, and we leave it to the reader to acquaint himself with the necessary
details on the LSZ formalism and other such aspects [45, 14, 12, 25].

While many textbooks on contemporary physics proceed using the path integral
to define Green functions for amplitudes, for connected amplitudes and for 1PI
amplitudes, we emphasize that these Green functions can be given a mathematically
precise meaning through the study of the Hopf algebra structure underlying the
graphs constructed from the representation theory mentioned above.!

So, having Feynman rules for edges and vertices, the above gives us Feynman
rules for n-PI graphs, graphs which do not disconnect upon removal of any n inter-
nal edges. Amplitudes for connected graphs are obtained from 1-PI Green functions
by connecting them via free covariances, and disconnected graphs finally by expo-
nentiation. It is for 1-PI graphs that the underlying algebraic structure of field
theory becomes fully visible.

The basic such algebraic structures then at our disposal are:

i) the Hopf and Lie algebras coming with such graphs,[40, 18, 19, 20]
ii) the corresponding Hochschild cohomology and the sub-Hopf algebras generated

1This might implicitly define the path integral, which has to be seen in future work. Too
often, in the authors opinion, the path integral is in the context of quantum field theory only
a reparametrization of our lack of understanding, giving undue prominence to the classical
Lagrangian.
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by the grading,[8, 23|

iii) the co-ideals corresponding to symmetries in the Lagrangian,[33, 43]

iv) the coradical filtration and Dynkin operators governing the renormalization
group and leading log expansion,[16, 30, 42]

v) the semi-direct product structure between superficially convergent and divergent
graphs, [19]

vi) and finally the core Hopf algebra [11, 27|, suggesting co-ideals leading to re-
cursions & la Britto—Cachazo—Feng—Witten (BCFW) [15], showing that loops and
legs speak to each other in many ways: it is indeed the hope of the author that the
rather disparate structures we observe in experience with multi-loop vs multi-leg
expansions will combine finally in a common mathematical framework [28].

We omitted in this list Rota—Baxter algebras [22], which are useful for minimal
subtracton (MS) schemes but less so in renormalization schemes based on on-shell
or momentum space subtractions. The reader can find a detailed study of Rota—
Baxter algebras in the above-cited work of Ebrahimi-Fard and Manchon, while the
use of momentum space subtractions was exhibited recently beyond perturbation
theory in [31]. We also omit the algebraic structure of field theory in coordinate
space, see [5, 7, 6] for a clarification on how to connect it with the approach
described here.

In this contribution, we will mainly review combinatorial and algebraic aspects
developed in recent years. We include a few results only implicit in published work
so far. A summary of analytic and algebro-geometric achievements will have to be
given elsewhere.

Let us now illustrate these algebraic structures. For that we develop our muscles
on quantum electrodynamics (QED) graphs for the vertex, fermion and photon
selfenergy, up to two loops each. Here they are:

(6) A

(7) G W@%&%ﬁ%?ﬁw@
(8) qv =

(9) Y = %%Q,

(10) " =

O
(1) N O Y

2.1. The Hopf algebra. We define a family of Hopf algebras . Each Hopf
algebra H € H is generated by generators given by 1-PI graphs and its algebra
structure is given as the free commutative Q-algebra over those generators, with
the empty graph furnishing the unit I.

For a graph I', we let T'l) be the set of its vertices, Fl[i]t be the set of its internal
edges, and F(Elx]t be the set of its external edges. Each edge is assigned an arbitrary

orientation (all physics is independent of that choice), so that we can speak of a
source s(e) and target t(e) for an edge e. For each internal edge e € I‘i[rll]t, s(e) € Tl
and t(e) € T1). We do not require that s(e) # t(e). For each e € th, t(e) € T
but s(e) ¢ '
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To each internal edge e we assign a weight w(e), to each vertex v we assign
similarly a weight w(v). We write ) . w for the sum over all these edge and
vertex weights. Then, we define

(12) won(T) == =20+ > w.
wel

Here, a grading |T'| is used which is provided by the number of independent cycles
in a graph I'; its lowest Betti number, and we hence write

[ee]

_ o j

(13) H=H’o® @Hﬂ
QI j=1

Aug(H)

So H is reduced to scalars off the augmentation ideal Aug(H). We let (I') be the
linear span of the generators.

We distinguish these Hopf algebras H = Ha,, by an even integer 0 < 2n, n € N.
They are all based on the same set of generators, hence have an identical algebra
structure. There are slight differences in their coalgebra structure though, as we
give them a coproduct depending on 2n:

(14) Agn(T) :=T@I+I&T + > y@T/y.

v=IT1; 7 CT,wa2n (7i) <0
The sum is over all disjoint unions of 1-PI subgraphs ~; such that for each ~;,
wan (7:) < 0. In the limit n — oo, we hence obtain the core Hopf algebra H o with
coproduct

(15) AeoreD) =T @I+I@T+ > &L/
~v=IT; v:CT

We also use the reduced coproducts

(16) A5, (T) := > YT/

y=I1; 7 CTw2n(v:)<0
This gives us a tower of quotient Hopf algebras [11]
(17) HyCHyCHyC---CHay - C Heore-

In the following, we often omit the subscript 2n as it is either clear which integer
we speak about, or the statement holds for arbitrary 2n in an obvious manner.

Note that Hj is the trivial Hopf algebra in which every graph is primitive.
It is the free commutative and cocommutative bialgebra of polynomials in all its
generators € (I'). Fittingly, its use in zero-dimensional field theory is an excellent
tool to count graphs [1].

For any other such Hy,, € H, n < oo, we find that the Hopf algebra decomposes
into a semi-direct product

(18) Hy, = H}™ x H3P

n 2n
where H" is generated by graphs I' such that wo, (I') < 0 and H5P is the abelian
factor generated by graphs such that ws, (T') > 0. See [19].
Let us explain the above tower a bit more. The core Hopf algebra allows us to
shrink any 1-PI subgraph ~; to a point, and hence is built on graphs with internal
vertices of arbitrary valence, coupling an arbitrary numbers of edges and all types of
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edges for which we had free covariances. Again, locality and representation theory
provide for such vertices Feynman rules as before, which are in general a sum over
all local operators which are in accordance with the quantum numbers of those
covariances. We can distinguish those operators by labeled vertices, which does not
hinder us from setting up the Hopf algebra as before. For the core Hopf algebra,
all primitives which we find in the linear span (I') have degree one,

(19) Atore(T) # 0 = [T > 1.

Note that for any chosen finite 2n, the results can be very different. A renor-
malizable theory is distinguished by the fact that for some finite ng,

(20) Wang (T) = wapn, (I"), VI, I with res(T") = res(I').

Here, res(T") is the map which assigns to a graph I" the vertex obtained by shrinking
all internal edges to zero length. What remains is the external edges connected to
the same point. If the number of external edges is greater than two, this gives us
a vertex. If it is two, we identify those two connected edges to a single edge.

If such an ng exists, we call 2ng the critical dimension of the theory. Particle
physics so far is concerned with theories critical at ng = 2, i.e. in four dimensions
of spacetime.

In such a case, all graphs with the same type of external edges evaluate to the
same result under evaluation by way,. wan, (I') then takes values € {—ro, ..., +o0},
where —rg is the value achieved for vacuum graphs, and we obtain arbitrary positive
values on considering graphs with a sufficient number of external edges.

For n > ny, for any configuration of external edges we find, at sufficiently high
degree |I'|, graphs such that wa, (I') < 0. The theory becomes non-renormalizable.

If n < mg, only a finite number of graphs fulfill wy, (I') < 0 and the theory is
super-renormalizable.

In any case, for a Hopf algebra Hs,, continuing our appeal to self-similarity,
we consider graphs made out of vertices such that ws, (I') < 0. This defines a Hopf
algebra H3". Graphs made out of such vertices but with sufficiently many external
edges such that wa, (I') > 0 then provide a semi-direct product Ha, = Hi" x HEP.
This Hopf algebra is a quotient of the core Hopf algebra, eliminating any graph
with undesired vertices.

So, already at this elementary level, there is a nice interplay between the
above-mentioned representation theory of the Lorentz and Poincaré groups and
such towers of Hopf algebras, as it is this representation theory which determines
the covariances and their possible local vertices, and hence the quotient algebras
we get.

Let us now continue to list the other structural maps of these Hopf algebras.
An antipode:

(21) S()=-T~3 ST/

yCI*
A counit e: H — Q and unit £: Q — H° c H:

(22) e(ql) = q,e(X) =0,X € Aug(H), E(q) = ¢l
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Finally, an example:

AL g Rgp) = e
+2 My @ S 4 O @ 5

As a final remark, note that there are many more quotient Hopf algebras, by re-
stricting generators to planar, or parquet, or whatever graphs.

Also, we will find all the Hopf algebras needed for an operator product expan-
sion as quotient Hopf algebras, using that, for monomials (in operator-valued fields
and their derivatives) O,, Oy, the expansion of vacuum expectation values (vev’s)
of products of two monomials at different spacetime points x,y into localized field
monomials

(23) (Ou(2)0n(0) H O (y:)) = Y Ca(2) (0.(0) H Ou; (i),

(for |z| < |y;| Vi and suitable (generalized) functions on spacetime CS, determined
only by the operators labelled a, b, ¢) proceeds on a set of graphs having as local
vertices the tree-level vev’s of the operators O, again in accordance with Wigner’s
representation theory. Note that all such vertices appear naturally in the core Hopf
algebra (as we have quotients I'/v), and hence the core Hopf algebra is the endpoint
in this tower of Hopf algebras, which allows us to formulate a full field algebra in
the sense of operator product expansions. In passing, we mention that the operator
product expansion has a connection to vertex algebras as recently established by
Hollands and Olbermann [24].

Such expansions in the core Hopf algebra also then underlie any study of
the renormalization group flow in the sense of Wilson from the Hopf algebraic
viewpoint. Let us finish this section with a cautionary remark: the difference
between Minkowski or Euclidean signature is rather irrelevant for most combinato-
rial considerations below. It is crucial though in the operator product expansions,
where the set of operators O, above needs much more careful consideration in the
Minkowskian case for expansions on the lightcone.

2.2. The Lie algebra L such that U*(L) = H. As a graded commutative
Hopf algebra ([35]), any H € H can be regarded as the dual U*(L) of the universal
enveloping algebra U(L) of a Lie algebra L. The tower H of quotient Hopf algebras
H,,, corresponds to a tower L of sub-Lie algebras Ls,. We write for each L € L,

(24) UL)=QlaLe (é L®k>,

k=2

where ®k indicates the symmetrized k-fold tensor product of L as usual for an
universal enveloping algebra, obtained by dividing the tensor algebra Le" by the
ideal ll X ZQ - 12 X ll — [117 lg} =0.

We manifest the duality by a pairing between generators of L and generators
of H,

(25) (Zy,T) =01,

the Kronecker pairing. It extends to U(L) thanks to the coproduct.
There is an underlying pre-Lie algebra structure:

(26) [ZF17 ZFZ] = ZFI ® ZFZ - ZF2 ® ZFl
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with

(27) [Zr,, Zr,] = Zr,ar; —Ty 4T, -

Here, I'; x I'; sums over all ways of gluing I'; into I';, which can be written as
(28) T «T; =Y n(I, ;D).

r
For any I' € H, we have

(29) ([ZFI’ ZFz]a F) = (ZF1 ® Zr, — Zr, ® ZFNA(F))v

for consistency.
With such section coefficients n(I';,I';,I") we then have

(30) AT)=> n(h,g,T)g®h.
h.g

The (necessarily finite, as A respects the grading) sum is over all graphs h including
the empty graph and all monomials in graphs g.

Note that we can regard a graph I' obtained by inserting I'; into I'; as an
extension

(31) 0—-T; T —=T;—0.

A proper mathematical discussion of this idea has been given recently by Kobi
Kremnizer and Matt Szczesny [34].

2.3. Hochschild cohomology. The Hochschild cohomology is encaptured by
non-trivial one-cocycles B} : H — Aug(H). The one-cocycle condition (see [8])
means

(32) bB] =0« ABI(X) =Bl (X)®I+ (id ® B])A(X).
We define Vv € (T'), such that A’(y) = 0, linear maps

o bij(y, X,T) 1 1
(33) Bi(X) 'r;:w Xy  maxf(T) (7]X)

Here, the sum is over the linear span (I') of generators of H. Furthermore,
i) maxf(I") is the number of maximal forests of I" defined as the integer

(34) maxtD) = 3 (2, 0)(Z, 1),
py€e(T),A(p)=0
(we used Sweedler’s notation A(T') =TV @ IT'”)
ii) | Xy is the number of distinct graphs obtained by permuting external edges of
a graph,
iii) bij(vy, X,I") is the number of bijections between the external edges of X and
half-edges of v such that I results,
iv) and (v|X) is the number of insertion places for X in ~.
Finally, for any r which can appear as a residue res(I'), we define

. 1
35 Brk = E - B
(35) N Aut(y) "
res(y)=r,|v|=k

which sums over all B] with a specified external leg structure and loop number,
weighted by the rank Aut(7y) of their automorphism groups.
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We want to understand these notions. We will do so by going through an
example (see [33] for a more thorough exploration):

S G SN

We will investigate

(37) BT (e o )=

and

(38) Bf@(w%er/g):

Let us start with (37). We have

(39) | e | =

As fermion lines are oriented and hence all external edges distinguished, we can-
not permute external edges and obtain a different graph contributing to the same
amplitude. Now let us count the bijections.

B S UG U S

Indeed, to glue the argument X of B} (X) into -, we identify the factors X = [T, ;.
The multiset res(vy;) identifies a number of edges and vertices. From the internal
edges and vertices of v we choose a corresponding set m which contains the same
type and number of internal edges and vertices.

We then consider the external edges of elements v; of X and count bijections
between this set and the similar set defined from m. Summing over all choices of
m and counting all bijections at a given m such that I' is obtained gives bij by
definition. In the example, there is a unique such bijection for each of the four
different graphs X.

(41) (-O- ] & ) =

This counts the number of insertion places. ~( ) has two internal vertices and
two internal edges, hence four possible choices of an insertion place.

Next, the maximal forests: we count the number of different subsets v of 1PI
subgraphs such that T'/v is a primitive element, A’(T'/v) = 0.

(42) maxf (X) = maxf ( W@M ) =2,

for any of the four graphs X as above. For each of the four graphs there are two
such possibilities. We indicate them in a way which makes the underlying tree
structure ([40, 18]) obvious:

Val

L B
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This is one major asset of systematically building graphs from images of Hochschild
closed one-cocycles: it resolves for us overlapping divergences into rooted trees.
Let us now collect:

(44) BT (e )=

@) = (Dt AP+ D+ )

The reader will notice that this fails to satisfy the desired cocycle property. To
understand the reason for this failure and the solution to this problem, we turn to

(38). We have
=1

(46) | <]

as before.

:1,
\%

(47) bij (-, —<,X) = 1,
(48) bij (O, ~4,X) = 1,

where X can still be any of the four graphs defined above.
Next,

e (<0 1-4) =2= (01 <).

There are now two insertion places for the vertex graph to be inserted into the
one-loop photon selfenergy graph.

The maximal forests remain unchanged as we are generating the same graphs
X in the two examples. Hence

(50) B+@(w§+w/§)=
o 3D+ D+ D+ D)

Again, this fails to satisfy the cocycle property. But let us now consider
(52) B (15 e w2( 4+ —4))

@ (Dt D+ -+ D)

We see that with these weights we do fulfill the cocycle condition. For this, it
is actually sufficient that the ratio of the weights is two-to-one. Taking those
weights to be four and two gives the result with the proper weights needed in the
perturbative expansion of the photon propagator. It was a major result of [33]
that these weights always work out in field theory such that we do have the desired
perturbative expansion and cocycle properties. So while the maps B are one-
cocycles for Hopf algebras generated by suitable subsets of graphs, one finds that
the maps Bf:k are proper cocycles for a Hopf algebra generated by sums of graphs
with given external leg structure and loop number.



30 DIRK KREIMER

So, working out

64 B ()= 5D

and

(55) B () = 5 (T ()

we indeed confirm

(56) AB+@ (X):B+@ (X) @I+ (id®B+@>A(X),

for

(57) X:4%ﬁ&+2(@w+w§>.

We will understand soon how the weights 4 and 2 in (53) come about.
As a final exercise the reader might finally wish to confirm

B 2 42 o Y0l
<id®B+@>A(2%“—% +2 &7 ).

(58) B, 24 2 o)
AR (2 e g )

+

To put it shortly:
1p2. 7 - 7
(59) BiT 2l 1 2c ) = 5,

where we indicated the residue res( ~( )~ ) of the one-loop primitive graph ()
by its corresponding monomial iFQ in the Lagrangian of QED, and there is indeed
only one primitive at first loop order,

1r% O
(60) B} =B, )

2.4. Sub-Hopf algebras. In the example above, we looked at the sum of all
1-PI graphs contributing to a chosen amplitude r at a given loop order k£ . This
gives us Hopf algebra elements c¢;, € H k as particular linear combinations of degree-
homogeneous elements. Such Hopf algebra elements generate a sub-Hopf algebra.
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For example in QED we have

(61) &™) = i (2005 = )+ D™ 20k = e + (k= e} ]
®cw4w + terms nonlinear on the lhs

© A - Y [0k = ) + 20k =) = D + (k= )i |
j=1
®c$w‘ + terms nonlinear on the lhs

63) &) = kZ [0 =N + 20— ) = e + (=)}
®c ,% + terms nonlinear on the lhs.

We omit to give explicit expressions for the terms nonlinear on the lhs of the co-
product. They are not really needed, as we will soon see when we study the Dynkin
operator. Similar to these sub-Hopf algebras, one can determine the corresponding
quotient Lie algebras.

2.5. Co-ideals. Often, sub-Hopf algebras like the above only emerge when
divided by suitable co-ideals. An immediate application is a derivation of Ward—
Takahashi and Slavnov-Taylor identities in this context [33, 43]. Lifting the idea
of capturing relations between Green functions to the core Hopf algebra leads to
the celebrated BCFW recursion relations [28]. All this needs much further work.
The upshot is that dividing by a suitable co-ideal I, Feynman rules ® : H — C can
be well-formulated as maps

(64) ®: H/I —C.

Let us consider as an example (following van Suijlekom [44]) the ideal and
co-ideal I in QED given by

(65) ix o= A 4 PV =0, Yk > 0,
So, for example,

(66) =
For I to be a co-ideal we need

(67) A(l)c( HeI)® (I® H).
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Let us look at A(i2) for an example:

A W@%g%%?ﬁv@ + %‘5&‘ O =

+ O @ (5 + £ )

+(E T )@ (25 + 2T )
cl®H
+ e (A o).
cEH®I

For a thorough discussion of the role of co-ideals and their interplay with Hochschild
cohomology in renormalization and core Hopf algebras, see 28] and references there.

2.6. Co-radical filtration and the Dynkin operator. For our graded com-
mutative Hopf algebras H there is a co-radical filtration. We consider iterations
[AF . H — Aug(H)®*+D of the map A’ : H — Aug(H) ® Aug(H), and filter
Hopf algebra elements by the smallest integer k such that they lie in the kernel of
such a map. We can write the Hopf algebra as a direct sum over the corresponding
graded spaces HU,

(68) H=HY.
j=0

Elements ¢I are in H[%, primitive elements are in H!, and so on.
A Hochschild one-cocycle is now a map

(69) B : HU — HUH,
Note that for example in H[2!
(70) BYMBY(I) = BY o BY(I) + BY o BL(I),

with the difference between the lhs and the rhs being an element in .

In [11] this was used to reduce the study of renormalization theory to the study
of flags of subdivergent sectors. This is closely connected to the Dynkin operator
[16, 30, 42]

(71) D:H%<F>,D::S*Y=m(S®Y)A.

Here, Y(I') = |T'|T" for all homogeneous elements, extended by linearity.
Indeed, the above difference can be calculated as

D(B% o BY(I)+ BY o B{(I)) = (|lz|+ |yl) (BY o BYL(I) + BY o BY(I)
(72) ~BY(DBL).
In physics, this leads to the next-to-leading log expansion, see [16], upon recognising
that the Feynman rules send elements in H to polynomials in suitable variables
L =1nq?/p?, say, such that elements in H™ are mapped to the terms ~ L*.

There is an interesting remark to be made concerning the fact that the Dynkin
operator vanishes on products. This allows for all things concerning renormalization
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(including for example the derivation of the renormalization group [20]) to rely on
a linearized coproduct

(73) Apin = (Pin @ id)A: H » H® H,

with Py, : H — (') the projector into the linear span of generators.
Obviously, this is not a coassociative map.

(74) (Alin ® id)AIin 7£ (1d X Alin)Alin-

To control this loss of associativity is a fascinating task on which we hope to report
in the future.

2.7. Unitarity of the S-matrix. A fact which will need much more attention
in the future from the viewpoint of mixed Hodge structures is the fact that Feynman
amplitudes are boundary values of analytic functions. We hence have dispersion
relations available, and can relate, in the spirit of the Cutkosky rules, branchcut
ambiguities to cuts on diagrams.

In particular, following the guidance of the core Hopf algebra whose primitives
are the one-loop cycles in the graph, the structure of the following matrix should
reveal the desired relation between Feynman amplitudes and (variations of) mixed
Hodge structures.

Actually, let us study a simple example where the renormalization Hopf algebra
suffices (as the extra co-graphs in the core Hopf algebra would all be tadpoles [27]):

iy
(75) S =BL (£,

Then, the two-particle cuts on I' := i&i are given by the two-particle cuts on
the primtives appearing in the one-cocycles:

(76) Bﬁz(&)—%&+ﬁ#

The whole imaginary part can be obtained from this plus the three-particle cut
This can be combined into a nice matrix M" which indeed suggests to study

the connection to mixed Hodge structures more deeply.

I 0 0
5

(77) M = Fant 0 1.
% B

In each column we cut one loop at a time, such that suitable linear combinations
of columns will express the branchcut ambiguities of the first column.

We hope that such matrices will come in handy in an attempt to deepen the
connection between Hodge theory and quantum fields, which started with the study
of limiting mixed Hodge structures and renormalization in a recent collaboration
between Spencer Bloch and the author [11]. While there it was the nilpotent orbit
theorem which was at work in the background, we hope that the reader gets an idea
from the above how we hope to further the connection to Hodge structures. This
hopefully succeeds in giving a precise mathematical backing to renormalizability
and unitarity simultaneously, a treat notoriously missing in all attempts at quantum
field theory (and gauge theories in particular) at present.
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2.8. Fix-point equations. Let us finish this paper by listing the final fix-
point equations (we give them for QED, and refer the reader to [33, 43, 28] for
the general case) which generate the whole Feynman graph expansion of QED. We
distinguish between the two formfactors of the massive fermion, mn) for its mass
and ¥@y for its wave function renormalization. Let

(78) Rqep = {YPY, mnp, Y 4y, %F2}-

Then

(79) X"(a) =1+ B (X" (a)Q*(a)),
k=1

where we take the plus sign for r = 14 and the minus sign otherwise, if r corre-
sponds to an edge. We let

XY/ X3 F
Upon evaluation by renormalized Feynman rules this delivers the invariant charge
of QED. The resulting maps B:k are Hochschild closed:

(81) bBYX = 0.
Dividing by the (co-)ideal I simplifies Q;

1
(82) Q=

VXA

See for example [31] for a far-reaching application of these techniques in QED.
Let us finally mention that upon adding suitable exact terms, B:k — Bfr;k +

Lg;k with Lg;k = b¢"F, b being the Hochschild differential b*> = 0, ¢"* : H — C,

we can capture the change of parameters in the Feynman rules by suitable such

coboundaries [41].
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Pseudodifferential Operators and Regularized Traces

Matthias Lesch

ABSTRACT. This is a survey on trace constructions on various operator alge-
bras with an emphasis on regularized traces on algebras of pseudodifferential
operators. For motivation our point of departure is the classical Hilbert space
trace which is the unique semifinite normal trace on the algebra of bounded
operators on a separable Hilbert space. Dropping the normality assumption
leads to the celebrated Dixmier traces.

Then we give a leisurely introduction to pseudodifferential operators. The
parameter dependent calculus is emphasized and it is shown how this calculus
leads naturally to the asymptotic expansion of the resolvent trace of an elliptic
differential operator.

The Hadamard partie finie regularization of an integral is explained and
used to extend the Hilbert space trace to the Kontsevich-Vishik canonical trace
on pseudodifferential operators of non—integral order.

Then the stage is well prepared for the residue trace of Wodzicki-Guillemin
and its purely functional analytic interpretation as a Dixmier trace by Alain
Connes.

We also discuss existence and uniqueness of traces for the algebra of pa-
rameter dependent pseudodifferential operators; the results are surprisingly
different.

Finally, we will discuss the analogue of the regularized traces on the sym-
bolic level and study the de Rham cohomology of R™ with coefficients being
symbol functions. This generalizes a recent result of S. Paycha concerning the
characterization of the Hadamard partie finie integral and the residue integral
in light of the Stokes property.
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1. Introduction

Traces on an algebra are important linear functionals which come up in various
incarnations in various branches of mathematics, e.g. group characters, norm and
trace in field extensions, many trace formulas, to mention just a few.

On a separable Hilbert space J# there is a canonical trace (tracial weight, see
Section 2) Tr defined on non—negative operators by

oo
(1.1) Te(T) =Y (Tej,e;),

j=0
where (e;);>0 is an orthonormal basis. This is the unique semifinite normal trace
on the algebra B(4) of bounded operators on J#. In the 1930’s MURRAY and VON
NEUMANN [MuvN36|, [MuvN37], [vIN40], [MuvN43] studied traces on weakly
closed x—subalgebras (now known as von Neumann algebras) of (). They
showed that on a von Neumann factor there is up to a normalization a unique
semifinite normal trace.

GUILLEMIN [Gui85] and WoDzICKI [Wod84], [Wod87] discovered indepen-
dently that a similar uniqueness statement holds for the algebra of pseudodifferen-
tial operators on a compact manifold. The residue trace, however, has nothing to
do with the Hilbert space trace: it vanishes on trace class operators.

In the 60s DixMIER [Dix66] had already proved that the uniqueness statement
for the Hilbert space trace fails if one gives up the assumption that the trace is
normal.

In the late 80’s and early 90’s then the Dixmier trace had a celebrated comeback
when ALAIN CONNES [Con88| proved that in important cases the residue trace
coincides with a Dixmier trace.

The aim of this note is to survey some of these results. We will not touch von
Neumann algebras, however, any further.

The paper is organized as follows:

In Section 2 our point of departure is the classical Hilbert space trace. We
give a short proof that it is up to a factor the unique normal tracial weight on the
algebra B(.) of bounded operators on a separable Hilbert space 2.

Then we reproduce Dixmier’s very elegant construction which shows that non—
normal tracial weights are abundant. We do confine ourselves however to those
Dixmier traces which will later turn out to be related to the residue trace.

Section 3 presents the basic calculus of pseudodifferential operators with pa-
rameter on a closed manifold.

In Section 4 we pause the discussion of pseudodifferential operators and look
at the problem of extending the Hilbert space trace to pseudodifferential operators
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of higher order. A pseudodifferential operator A of order < —dim M on a closed
manifold M is of trace class and its trace is given by integrating is Schwartz kernel
ka(z,y) over the diagonal

(1.2) Tr(A) = /M ka(z,x)dx.

We will show that the classical Hadamard partie finie regularization of integrals
allows to extend Eq. (1.2) to all pseudodifferential operators of non-integral order.
This is the celebrated Kontsevich-Vishik canonical trace.

Section 5 on asymptotic analysis then shows how the parameter dependent
pseudodifferential calculus leads naturally to the asymptotic expansion of the re-
solvent trace of an elliptic differential operator. For the resolvent of elliptic pseu-
dodifferential operators a refinement, due to Grubb and Seeley, of the parametric
calculus is necessary. Without going into the details of this refined calculus we
will explain why additional log A terms appear in the asymptotic expansion of
Tr(B(P — A\)~V) if B or P are pseudodifferential rather than differential opera-
tors. These log A\ terms are at the heart of the noncommutative residue trace. The
straightforward relations between the resolvent expansion, the heat trace expansion
and the meromorphic continuation of the (—function, which are based on the Mellin
transform respectively a contour integral method, are also briefly discussed.

In Section 6 we state the main result about the existence and uniqueness of
the residue trace. We present it in a slightly generalized form due to the author
for log—polyhomogeneous pseudodifferential operators. A formula for the relation
between the residue trace of a power of the Laplacian and the Einstein—Hilbert
action due to KALAU-WALZE [KaWa95] and KASTLER [Kas95] is proved in an
example.

Then we give a proof of Connes’ Trace Theorem which states that on pseu-
dodifferential operators of order minus dim M on a closed manifold M the residue
trace is proportional to the Dixmier trace.

Having seen the significance of the parameter dependent calculus it is natural
to ask whether the algebras of parameter dependent pseudodifferential operators
have an analogue of the residue trace. Somewhat surprisingly the results for these
algebras are quite different: there are many traces on this algebra, however, there is
a unique symbol-valued trace from which many other traces can be derived. This
result resembles very much the center valued trace in von Neumann algebra theory.
Furthermore, in contrast to the non—parametric case the L2-Hilbert space trace
extends to a trace on the whole algebra. This part of the paper surveys results
from a joint paper with MARKUS J. PFLAUM [LePf00].

Finally, in the short Section 7 we will discuss the analogue of the regularized
traces on the symbolic level and announce a generalization of a recent result of S.
Paycha concerning the characterization of the Hadamard partie finie integral and
the residue integral in light of the Stokes property. The result presented here allows
one to calculate de Rham cohomology groups of forms on R™ whose coefficients lie in
a certain symbol space. We will show that both the Hadamard partie finie integral
and the residue integral provide an integration along the fiber on the cone R* x M
and as a consequence there is an analogue of the Thom isomorphism.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS. I would like to thank the organizers of the conference
on Motives, Quantum Field Theory and Pseudodifferential Operators for inviting
me to contribute these notes. Also I would like to thank the anonymous referee
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for taking his job very seriously and for making very detailed remarks on how
to improve the paper. I think the paper has benefited considerably from those
remarks.

2. The Hilbert space trace (tracial weight)

2.1. Basic definitions. Let J# be a separable Hilbert space. Denote by
PB(H) the algebra of bounded operators on .#°. Let &/ be a C*—subalgebra, that
is, a norm closed self-adjoint (a € & = a* € &) subalgebra. It follows that <7 is
invariant under continuous functional calculus, e.g. if a € &7 is non—negative then
Vae o

Denote by o7, C o/ the set of non—negative elements. 7, is a cone in the
following sense:

(1) Tedy, NeRy = \T € o,
(2) S, Te A, \pueRL = ANS+ul € .

A weight on &7 is a map

(2.1) 79 — Ry U{oc}, Ry :=][0,00),
such that
(2.2) TAS + uT) = A1(S) + ur(T), A\u>0, S,T¢€ .

A weight is called tracial if
(2.3) 7(TT*) = 7(T*T), T € ;.
It follows from (2.3) that for a unitary U € & and T € </,
(2.4) T(UTU*) = 1(UTY*)(UTY?)") = r(UTY*)*(UTY?)) = 7(T).
(2.2) implies that 7 is monotone in the sense that if 0 < .S < T then
(2.5) T(T)=7(S)+7(T —S) >7(59).

REMARK 2.1. In the literature tracial weights are often just called traces. We
adopt here the convention of KADISON and RINGROSE [KaRi97, Chap. 8].

We reserve the word trace for a linear functional 7 : #Z — C on a C-algebra
2 which satisfies T(AB) = 7(BA) for A, B € %. A priori a tracial weight 7 is only
defined on the positive cone of & and it may take the value co. Below we will see
that there is a natural ideal in 2/ on which 7 is a trace.

2.1.1. The canonical tracial weight on bounded operators on a Hilbert space.
Let (e;)jez, be an orthonormal basis of the Hilbert space #; Z, :={0,1,2,...}.
For T € #, () put

(2.6) Tr(T) ==Y (Tej,e;).
j=0

Tr(T) is indeed independent of the choice of the orthonormal basis and it is a tracial
weight on #(.°) (PEDERSEN [Ped89, Sec. 3.4]).
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2.1.2. Trace ideals. We return to the general set—up of a tracial weight on a
C*—subalgebra &/ C #(¢). Put

(2.7) L, 1) ={Ted | r(T)< oo}
and denote by .£!(«/, 7) the linear span of .Z} (<, 7). Furthermore, let
(2.8) L, 1) ={Ted | 7(T*T) < oo}.

Using the inequality
S+ S+T)<(S+T)(S+T)+(S-T)"(S-T)

2.9
(2:9) =2(S*"S+T1"T)
and the polarization identity
(2.10) AT*S = Z (S +i*T)* (S + i*T)

one proves exactly as for the tracial weight Tr in [Ped89, Sec. 3.4]:

PROPOSITION 2.2. LY (o, 7) and L?(,T) are two-sided self-adjoint ideals
in .
Moreover for T, S € £?(</,T) one has TS, ST € L1 (<, 7) and
T7(ST) = 7(TS).

The same formula holds for T € (<, 7) and S € B(7).
In particular 7 | £P(o/,7),p = 1,2, is a trace.

2.2. Uniqueness of Tr on B(4). As for finite-dimensional matrix algebras
one now shows that up to a normalization there is a unique trace on the ideal of
finite rank operators.

LEMMA 2.3. Let FR(J) be the ideal of finite rank operators on . Any trace
7: FR(H) — C is proportional to Tr | FR(H).

PROOF. Let P,Q € Z(H) be rank one orthogonal projections. Choose v €
im P,w € im Q with ||v|| = [Jw|| = 1 and put
(2.11) T := (v,-) w.
Then T € FR(H) and T*T = P,TT* = Q. Consequently 7 takes the same value
Ar > 0 on all orthogonal projections of rank one.

If T € FR() is self-adjoint then T = 37", 11;P; with rank one orthogonal
projections P;. Thus

N
(2.12) T(T) = Ar Y g5 = A Te(T).
j=1
Since each T' € FR(.#) is a linear combination of self-adjoint elements of FR(.5)
we reach the conclusion. d

The properties of Tr we have mentioned so far are not sufficient to show that
a tracial weight on %(5¢) is proportional to Tr. The property which implies this
is mormality:
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PRrROPOSITION 2.4. 1. Tr is normal, that is, if (T)nez, C B(IH) is an
increasing sequence with Ty, — T € B4 (H) strongly then Tr(T') = sup,,ez, Tr(T)-

2. Let T be a normal tracial weight on B(H). Then there is a constant
Ar € Ry U{oo} such that for T € B () we have 7(T) = A\ Tr(T).

REMARK 2.5. In the somewhat pathological case A = co the tracial weight 7
is given by

(2.13) (T = {So T €2\ O

In all other cases 7 is semifinite, that means for T' € %, () there is an increasing
sequence (T, )nez, with 7(T,) < oo and T;, /T strongly. Here, T;, may be chosen
of finite rank.

PROOF. 1. Let (ex)rez, be an orthonormal basis of /. Since T;, — T strongly
we have (T,ep,er) /' (Ter,ex). The Monotone Convergence Theorem for the
counting measure on Z then implies

o) o0
(2.14) Te(T) = Z(Tek,ek) = sup Z(Tnek,ek> = sup Tr(T,).
k=0 n€Z+k=0 nely

2. Let 7 : B4(H) — Ry U{oo} be a normal tracial weight. As in the proof of
Lemma 2.3 one shows that 7 [ FR(J) = A\ Tr | FR() for some A, € Ry U{oo}.

Choose an increasing sequence of orthogonal projections (P,)nez, , rank P,, =
n. Given T € % () the sequence of finite rank operators (T/2P,T"2),¢z, is
increasing and it converges strongly to T'. Since 7 is assumed to be normal we thus
find

7(T) = sup 7(TY2P,T'/?)
ne€Zy

= sup A\, Te(TY2P,TY?) = X, Tx(T). 0
neZy
REMARK 2.6. The uniqueness of the trace Tr we presented here is in fact a
special case of a rich theory of traces for weakly closed self-adjoint subalgebras of
PB(H) (von Neumann algebras) due to MURRAY and VON NEUMANN [MuvN36],
[MuvN37], [vIN40], [MuvIN43|.

2.3. The Dixmier Trace. In view of Proposition 2.4 it is natural to ask
whether there exist non—normal tracial weights on #(J#). A cheap answer to this
question would be to define for T' € B, ()

(T) = {Tr(T), T € FR(),

(2.15) 0, T ¢&FR(H).

Then 7 is certainly a non—trivial non—normal tracial weight on Z(5¢).

To make the problem non—trivial, one should ask whether there exists a non—
trivial non—normal tracial weight on % (5#) which vanishes on trace class operators.
This was answered affirmatively by J. DIXMIER in the short note [Dix66]. We
briefly describe Dixmier’s very elegant argument.

Denote by J# () the ideal of compact operators. We abbreviate

(2.16) LP(A) = LP(B(A), Tx),
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see Section 2.1.2. A compact operator T is in .Z* () if and only if > u;(T) <
j=1

oo. Here p;(T),j > 1, denotes the sequence of eigenvalues of |T'| counted with
multiplicity.
By £1:2°) () 5 L1 (A) one denotes the space of T € # () for which

Z”J O(logN), N — oo.

For an operator T € (1) (#) the sequence

T):= N>1
an(T) logN—l— Zﬂj =z 5

is thus bounded.
PROPOSITION 2.7 (J. DIXMIER [Dix66]). Let w € I*°(Z4 \ {0})* be a linear
functional satisfying

(1) w is a state, that is, a positive linear functional with
w(l,1,...)=1.
(2) w((an)n>1) =04 lim ay =0.
N—o0

(3)
(2.17) w(ag,as,as,...) =w(a, a1, a, a9, . ..).

Put for non-negative T € L) ()

Mz

Tr,(T) :=w

( log N—|—1 N>1)

(2.18)

=: lim
w 1og N+1

IIMZ |

Then Tr,, extends by linearity to a trace on f(l’oo) (). If T € L1(H) is of trace
class then Tr,(T) = 0 . Furthermore,

N
1
2.19 Tr,(T) = lim ———— T
if the limit on the right hand side exists.
Finally, by putting Tr,(T) = oo if T € B (H)\ L) () one extends Tr,,
to B (H) and hence one obtains a non—normal tracial weight on B(H).

PROOF. Let us make a few comments on how this result is proved: First the
existence of a state w with the properties (1), (2), and (3) can be shown by a fixed
point argument; in this simple case even Schauder’s Fixed Point Theorem would
suffice. Alternatively, the theory of Cesaro means leads to a more constructive
proof of the existence of w, CONNES [Con94, Sec. 4.2.7].

Next we note that (1) and (2) imply that if (any)n>1 is convergent then
w((an)N>1) = A}gnoo ayn. Thus changing finitely many terms of (an)ny>1 (i-e.
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adding a sequence of limit 0) does not change its w—limit. Together with the posi-
tivity of w this implies

(220) lf N S ﬁN fOI‘ N 2 N() then w((OéN)N21) S w((ﬁN)Nzﬂ.
The previously mentioned facts imply furthermore

(2.21) hm 1nfaN <w((an)n>1) < limsup ay.
N—00

Now let Ty, T5 € .Z(1:>°) be non-negative operators and put

1 al 1 al
aN = mz w5 (Th), Bmzm;uy( 2)

(2.22)
1

N = log(N + 1)

N
Z (T1 + T3).

Using the min-max principle one shows the inequalities

N 2N
(2.23) > pi(Ty + To) <ZM T1) + i (T2) <> i (11 + To),
Jj=1 j=1 Jj=1
cf. HERSCH [Her61la, Her61b], thus
(2.24) Y < an + B,
log(2N + 1)
2.25 < == .
(2.25) an + By < log(N + 1) 12V

(2.24) gives w((yn)n=1) S w((an)n>1) +w((By)nz1)-
The proof of the converse inequality makes essential use of the crucial assump-
tion (2.17). Together with (2.25) and (2.20) we find

(2.26) w((an)n=1) + w((Bn)n=1) <w(r2,74 %, - -)
= w(Y2, 72574, V45 - - - )s

s0, in view of 2.7 (2), it only remains to remark that
lim (y2n —72n-1) = 0.
N—o0

Thus Tr,, is additive on the cone of positive operators. Since Tr,,(T') depends
only on the spectrum, it is certainly invariant under conjugation by unitary opera-
tors. Now it is easy to see that Tr,, extends by linearity to a trace on .Z(1:°) (7).
The other properties follow easily. O

3. Pseudodifferential operators with parameter

3.1. From differential operators to pseudodifferential operators. His-
torically, pseudodifferential operators were invented to understand differential op-
erators. Suppose given a differential operator

(3.1) P= S pala)ilel

Oz«
lal<d
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in an open set U C R™. Representing a function u € C§°(U) in terms of its Fourier
transform

(3.2) u(w) = [ eOade, ds = (2m) e
where 4(¢) = [, e @ u(z)dz, we find

Pule) = [ e Op(a a(e)de
(3.3) _ / ( /U ei<rfy7£>p(x’§)u(y)dy)d§

=: (Op(p)u)(z).
Here
(34) p(x,ﬁ) = Z pa(l‘)fa
la|<d

denotes the complete symbol of P. The right hand side of (3.3) shows that P is a
pseudodifferential operator with complete symbol function p(z, £).

Note that p(x,€) is a polynomial in £&. One now considers pseudodifferential
operators with more general symbol functions such that inverses of differential
operators are included into the calculus. E.g. a first approximation to the resolvent
(P — A%)~1 is given by Op((p(-,-) — A9)~1). For constant coefficient differential
operators this is indeed the exact resolvent.

Let us now describe the most commonly used symbol spaces. In view of the
resolvent example above we are going to consider symbols with an auxiliary param-
eter.

3.2. Basic calculus with parameter. We first recall the notion of conic
manifolds and conic sets from DUISTERMAAT [Dui96, Sec. 2]. A conic manifold
is a smooth principal fiber bundle I' — B with structure group R* := (0,00). It
is always trivializable. A subset I' C RY \ {0} which is a conic manifold by the
natural R’ -action on RY \ {0} is called a conic set. The base manifold of a conic
set ' ¢ RV \ {0} is diffeomorphic to ST := I' N S¥~!. By a cone I' ¢ RV we
will always mean a conic set or the closure of a conic set in RV such that I' has
nonempty interior. Thus RY and RY \ {0} are cones, but only the latter is a conic
set. {0} is a zero—dimensional cone.

3.2.1. Symbols. Let U C R™ be an open subset and I' C RY a cone. A typical
example we have in mind is I' = R™ x A, where A C C is an open cone.

We denote by S™(U;T'), m € R, the space of symbols of Hérmander type (1, 0)
(HORMANDER [HOr71], GRIGIS-SJ@STRAND [GrSjo4]). More precisely, S™(U;T)
consists of those a € C*°(U x I') such that for multi-indices a € Z%,v € ZY and
compact subsets K C U,L C I" we have an estimate

(3.5) 0000 a(2,€)| < Capy (14 )"V, ze K geLr

Here L¢ = {t¢ | £ € L,t > 1}. The best constants in (3.5) provide a set of semi-
norms which endow S*(U;T') := U,,cc S™(U;T") with the structure of a Fréchet
algebra. We mention the following variants of the space S°®:
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3.2.2. Classical symbols CS™(U;T"). A symbol a € S™(U;T) is called classical
if there are ap,—; € C*(U x I') with
(3.6) i (2,7€) = 1"V ap_j(2,€), r=1,[¢] =1,
such that for N € Z

N-1

(3.7) a= Y am_j €S N(UT).
j=0
The latter property is usually abbreviated a ~ > ap,—;.
§j=0

Many authors require the functions in (3.6) to be homogeneous everywhere
on '\ {0}. Note however that if ' = R? and f : ' — C is a function which is
homogeneous of degree a then f cannot be smooth at 0 unless a € Z,. So such a
function is not a symbol in the strict sense. We prefer the functions in the expansion
(3.7) to be smooth everywhere and homogeneous only for r > 1 and |£| > 1.

The space of classical symbols of order m is denoted by CS™(U;TI'). In view of
the asymptotic expansion (3.7) we have CSml(U; I') c CS™(U;T) only if m —m’ €
Z. is a non—negative integer.

3.2.3. log-polyhomogeneous symbols CS™*(U;T). a € S™(U;T) is called log—
polyhomogeneous (cf. LESCH [Les99]) of order (m,k) if it has an asymptotic ex-
pansion in S°(U;T") of the form

(o'} k
(3.8) an~ Z Uy With ay—j = Z bm—j.1,
§=0 1=0

where a,, ; € C®°(U x T') and b, 1 (2, &) = by_j1(, £/|€]) || log! €] for |¢] >
1.

By CSm’k(U ;T') we denote the space of log—polyhomogeneous symbols of order
(m, k). Classical symbols are those of log degree 0, i.e. CS™(U;T') = CS™*(U;T).

3.2.4. Symbols which are holomorphic in the parameter. If ' = R™ x A, where
A C C is a cone one may additionally require symbols to be holomorphic in the A
variable. This aspect is important if one deals with the resolvent of an elliptic dif-
ferential operator since the latter depends analytically on the resolvent parameter.
This class of symbols is not emphasized in this paper.

3.2.5. Pseudodifferential operators with parameter. Fix a € S™(U; R"™ x T") (re-
spectively € CS™(U; R™ xT")). For each fixed pg € T’ we have a(-, -, o) € S™(U; R™)
(respectively € CS™(U;R™)) and hence we obtain a family of pseudodifferential op-
erators parametrized over I' by putting

[Op(a(uo)) u] () = [A(y0) u] ()
= / ) alz, €, o) () de
.
- / ) /U V) o, €, 1o) uly)dydt.

Note that the Schwartz kernel K 4(,,,) of A(uo) = Op(a(uo)) is given by

(3.9)

(3.10) Kty (2,4 10) = / V) oz, €, o) de.

n
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In general the integral is to be understood as an oscillatory integral, for which we
refer the reader to [Shu01], [GrSj94]. The integral exists in the usual sense if
m+mn <0.

The extension to manifolds and vector bundles is now straightforward, al-
though historically it took quite a while until the theory of singular integral op-
erators had evolved into a theory of pseudodifferential operators on vector bun-
dles over smooth manifolds (CALDERON-ZYGMUND [CaZy57]|, SEELEY [See59,
See65], KOHN-NIRENBERG [KoNi65]). For a smooth manifold M and a vector
bundle E over M we define the space CL™ (M, E;T) of classical parameter de-
pendent pseudodifferential operators between sections of E in the usual way by
patching together local data:

DEFINITION 3.1. Let E be a complex vector bundle of finite fiber dimension
N over a smooth closed manifold M and let I' C R? be a cone. A classical pseudo-
differential operator of order m with parameter p € T' is a family of operators
B(p) :T°(M; E) — I'*(M; E), p €T, such that locally B(u) is given by

(Bl u)(e) = 2m) ™ [ [ O, pyuty)dude

with b an N X N matrix of functions belonging to CS™ (U, R™ x T').
CLmJ“(M , E;T') is defined similarly, although we will discuss CL™" only in the

non—parametric case. Of course, operators may act between sections of different
vector bundles E, F. In that case we write CL™"(M, E, F;T).

REMARK 3.2. 1. In case I' = {0} we obtain the usual (classical) pseudo-
differential operators of order m on U. Here we write CL™ (M, FE) instead of
CL™(M, E;{0}) respectively CL™ (M, E, F') instead of CL™ (M, E, F;{0}).

2. Parameter dependent pseudodifferential operators play a crucial role, e.g., in
the construction of the resolvent expansion of an elliptic operator (GILKEY [Gil95]).

A pseudodifferential operator with parameter is more than just a map from I’
to the space of pseudodifferential operators, cf. Corollary 3.8 and Remark 3.9.

To illustrate this let us consider a single elliptic operator A € CL™(U). For
simplicity let the symbol a(z,£) of A be positive definite. Then we can consider
the “parametric symbol” b(x, &, \) = a(z,§) — A™ for A € A :==C\ R;.

However, in general b lies in CS™(U; A) only if A is a differential operator. The
reason is that b will satisfy the estimates (3.5) only if a(x,&) is polynomial in &,
because then 8?a(x,§) =0if |B] > m. If a(x,&) is not polynomial in &, however,
(3.5) will in general not hold if 5 > m.

This problem led GRUBB and SEELEY [GrSe95] to invent their calculus of
weakly parametric pseudodifferential operators. b(z,&, A) = a(z,£) — A™ is weakly
parametric for any elliptic A with positive definite leading symbol (or more generally
if A satisfies Agmon’s angle condition). The class of weakly parametric operators
is beyond the scope of this survey, however.

3. The definition of the parameter dependent calculus is not uniform in the
literature. It will be crucial in the sequel that differentiating by the parameter
reduces the order of the operator. This is the convention, e.g. of GILKEY [Gil95]
but differs from the one in SHUBIN [Shu01]. In LEscH-PrrLAUM [LePf00, Sec. 3]
it is shown that parameter dependent pseudodifferential operators can be viewed
as translation invariant pseudodifferential operators on U x I' and therefore our
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convention of the parameter dependent calculus contains MELROSE’s suspended
algebra from [Mel95].

ProPOSITION 3.3. CL**(M, E;T') is a bi-filtered algebra, that is,
AB € CL™ ™ kF (A1 B.T)
for A€ CL™*(M, E;T) and B € CL™* (M, E;T).

The following result about the L?—continuity of a parameter dependent pseudo-
differential operator is crucial. We denote by L?(M, E) the Hilbert space of sections
of F of Sobolev class s.

THEOREM 3.4. Let A € CL™(M,E;T"). Then for fized n € T the operator
A(p) extends by continuity to a bounded linear operator L2(M,E) — L?_ (M, E),
seR.

Furthermore, for m < 0 one has the following uniform estimate in w: for
0<9<1,ug €T, there is a constant C(s,¥) such that

A |5, 5401m| < C(5,9, o) (L + |p)) =PI ] > ||, p €T

Here ||A(p)||s,s40)m| denotes the norm of the operator A(u) as a map from the
Sobolev space LI(M, E) into L?, 5, (M, E).

If ' = R™ then we can omit the po in the formulation of the Theorem (i.e.
to = 0). For a proof of Theorem 3.4 see e.g. [Shu01, Theorem 9.3].

3.2.6. The parametric leading symbol. The leading symbol of a classical pseu-
dodifferential operator A of order m with parameter is now defined as follows: if A

o0
has complete symbol a(x,§, ) with expansion a ~ > ap,—; then
§=0

oi (z,& p) = lim r~"a(z, 7€ i)

(3.11) (&, 1)

VIER + [l

o’y has an invariant meaning as a smooth function on
T*M x T\ {(z,0,0) | x € M}
which is homogeneous in the following sense:
ol (x,ré,rp) = r"o’y (x, &, p) for (&, 1) # (0,0), r > 0.
This symbol is determined by its restriction to the sphere in
S(T*M x T) = {(€,0) € T*M x T | [¢[2 + uf? = 1}
and there is an exact sequence
(3.12) 0 — CL™ Y(M;T) — CL™(M;I") & C=(S(T*"M x T')) — 0;

the vector bundle E being omitted from the notation just to save horizontal space.

= (€ + |ul*)™ 2 ap (x, )-

EXAMPLE 3.5. Let us look at an example to illustrate the difference between
the parametric leading symbol and the leading symbol for a single pseudodifferential
operator. Let

(3.13) a(z,&) = Y aa(x)E

lal<m
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be the complete symbol of an elliptic differential operator. Then (cf. Remark (3.2)
2.)

(314) b(.’[, ga )‘) = a‘(l'v 5) =A™

is a symbol of a parameter dependent (pseudo)differential operator B(\) with pa-
rameter A in a suitable cone A C C. The parameter dependent leading symbol of
Bis o (x,,A) = am(z,§) — A" while for fixed A the leading symbol of the single
operator B(A) is o7y (#,€) = am(x,§) = o (x,§, A =0).

In fact we have in general:

LEMMA 3.6. Let A € CL™(M, E;T) with parameter dependent leading symbol
ot (x,&, 1). For fized po € T' the operator A(po) € CL™ (M, E) has leading symbol
UZL(HO) (J?, 5) = O'ZL(J,‘, fa O)

PRrROOF. It suffices to prove this locally in a chart U for a scalar operator A.
Since the leading symbols are homogeneous it suffices to consider £ with || = 1.
So suppose that A has complete symbol a(z,&, ) in U. Write a(x, &, pn) =
am (2, &, p)+a(x, & p) witha € CS™ H(U; R™ xT) and ay, (2, 7€, 1) = 7 (2, €, 1)
for r > 1,]€|? + |u[? > 1. Then for fixed g € I' we have a(-, -, o) € CS™ H(U; R™)
and hence rli_}rgo r~™a(x,r€, up) = 0. Consequently
02”(”0)(:1:,5) = Tlgn;o " am (z, 7€, po)

= E}m am(x,f,,uo/r) :am(x’gao)' U

3.2.7. Parameter dependent ellipticity. This is now defined as the invertibility
of the parametric leading symbol. The basic example of a pseudodifferential oper-
ator with parameter is the resolvent of an elliptic differential operator (cf. Remark
3.2 and Example 3.5). The following two results can also be found in [Shu01,
Section I1.9].

THEOREM 3.7. Let M be a closed manifold and E,F complex vector bun-
dles over M. Let A € CL™(M,E,F;T) be elliptic. Then there exists a B €
CL™™(M, F,E;T") such that AB—1I € CL”*(M,F;T"), BA—I € CL” (M, E;T).

Note that in view of Theorem 3.4 this implies the estimates
(3.15) IB()A(p) = Illse + | A()B(p) = Ilsp < C(s,t, N) 1+ [u)) Y
for all s,£ € R, N > 0. This result has an important implication:

COROLLARY 3.8. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.7, for each s € R there
is a po € T such that for |u| > |uo| the operator

Al) s LM, E) — L2, (M, F)
is invertible.
PROOF. In view of (3.15) there is a g = po(s) such that
I(BA=D) ()]s <1 and [(AB = I)(#)l|s—m < 1,

for |u| > |po| and hence AB : L? — L? and BA : L2, — L%, are invertible.
O
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REMARK 3.9. This result causes an interesting constraint on those pseudodif-
ferential operators which may appear as special values of an elliptic parametric
family. Namely, if A € CL™(M, E, F;T') is parametric elliptic then for each p the
operator A(u) € CL™(M, E, F) is elliptic. Furthermore, by the previous Corollary
and the stability of the Fredholm index we have ind A(u) = 0 for all p.

4. Extending the Hilbert space trace to pseudodifferential operators

We pause the discussion of pseudodifferential operators and look at the Hilbert
space trace Tr on pseudodifferential operators.

4.1. Tr on operators of order < —dim M. Consider the local situation, i.e.
a compactly supported operator A = Op(a) € CL™*(U, E) in a local chart.

If m < —dim M then A is trace class and the trace is given by integrating the
kernel of A over the diagonal:

Tr(A)z/UtrEI (ka(z,z))dx

— [ [ tre(ate.9)des,
U n
where we have used (3.10).

The right hand side is indeed coordinate invariant. To explain this consider a
coordinate transformation x : U — V. Denote variables in U by x,y and variables
in V by #,9. It is not so easy to write down the symbol of x,A. However, an
amplitude function (these are “symbols” which depend on z and y, otherwise the
basic formula (3.9) still holds) for . A is given by

=~ a a1 | det DETH(E, )
42 R

cf. [Shu01, Sec. 4.1, 4.2], where ¢(Z, ) is smooth with ¢(Z,%) = Dx~(z)*. Com-
paring the trace densities in the two coordinate systems requires a linear coordinate
change in the {&—variable. Indeed,

Tr(k.A) = /V /n tre, (a(k™'2,¢(F,2)'€))dedE

(4.1)

(4.3) = /V/ trp, (a(k™'%,€))d¢ | det De™ ' ()|dz,
= /U/" trp, (a(z, z,£))dé dv = Tr(A).

Therefore, the trace of a pseudodifferential operator A € CL™"(M, E) of or-
der m < —dim M =: —n on the closed manifold M may be calculated from the
complete symbol of A in coordinates as follows. Choose a finite open cover by
coordinate neighborhoods Uj,j = 1,...,r, and a subordinated partition of unity
¢;,j = 1,...,r. Furthermore, let ¥, € C;°(U;) with ¥,;¢; = ¢;. Denoting by
a;(x,€) the complete symbol in the coordinate system on U; we obtain

() ) = DTy e) = [, [ esterms, (oo asae

A priori the previous argument is valid only for operators of order m < —n.
However, the symbol function a;(x,§) is rather well-behaved in £. If for a class of
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pseudodifferential operators we can regularize fR" a;(x,€)d¢ in such a way that the
change of variables (4.3) works then indeed (4.4) extends the trace to this class of
operators. Such a regularization is provided by:

4.2. The Hadamard partie finie regularized integral. The problem of
regularizing divergent integrals is in fact quite old. The method we are going to
present here goes back to HADAMARD who used his method to regularize integrals
which arose when solving the wave equation [Had32].

Given a function f € CSm’k(RP), e.g. a(z,-) above for fixed . Then f has an
asymptotic expansion

oo k
(45) F(2) ~aione S5 e lal) ™ log! |2,

§=01=0
Integrating over balls of radius R gives the asymptotic expansion

oo k+1

(4.6) /l o f(z)dz ~p_oo Z Z FuR™ =i 10g! R.

j=01=0

The regularized integral ][ f(z)dz is, by definition, the constant term in this as-
P

ymptotic expansion. Some authors call the regularized integral partie finie integral
or cut—off integral.

It has a couple of peculiar properties, cf. [Mel95], which were further investi-
gated in [Les99, Sec. 5] and [LePf00]. The most notable features are a modified
change of variables rule for linear coordinate changes and, as a consequence, the
fact that Stokes’ theorem does not hold in general:

PROPOSITION 4.1. [Les99, Prop. 5.2] Let A € GL(p,R) be a regular matriz.
Furthermore, let f € CS™F(RP) with expansion (4.5). Then we have the change of
variables formula

(4.7) f(Ag)dE
RP

ko qyi+1
= | det A" (ﬁ FOdE+>" ( z i) - /S fopa(€)logt! A1£Id£> :
P 1=0 r

The following proposition, which substantiates the mentioned fact that Stokes’
Theorem does not hold for , was stated as a Lemma in [LePf00]. A couple of
years later it was rediscovered by MANCHON, MAEDA, and PAycHA [MMPO05],
[Pay05].

PROPOSITION 4.2. [LePf00, Lemma 5.5] Let f € CS™*(RP) with asymptotic
expansion (4.5). Then

0
—fd§ = ) J1-pk(&)&;dvols(§).

RP afj Sp—

We will come back to this below when we discuss the residue trace.
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4.3. The Kontsevich—Vishik canonical trace. Using the Hadamard partie
finie integral we can now follow the scheme outlined in Subsection 4.1. Let A €
CL“*(M, E) be a log polyhomogeneous pseudodifferential operator on a closed
manifold M. If a ¢ Z we put, using the notation of (4.4) and (4.3),

(4.8) TR(A) := Z /U ][ vj(x)trg, (aj(x, §))d§ dx.

By Proposition 4.1 one shows exactly as in (4.3) that TR(A) is well-defined.
In fact we have (essentially) proved the following:

THEOREM 4.3 (KONTSEVICH-VISHIK [KoVi95], [KoVi94],
LescH [Les99, Sec. 5]). There is a linear functional TR on

U CL** (M, E)
acC\{—n,—n+1,—n+2,...},k>0
such that
(1) In a local chart TR is given by (4.1), with [, to be replaced by the cut-off
integral JFRW
(ii) TR | CL“*(M,E) = Tr | CL**(M, E) if a < — dim M.
(iii) TR([A, B]) =0 if A € CL“*(M,E), B € CL*'(M,E), a +b ¢ Z.

We mention a stunning application of this result [KoVi95, Cor. 4.1]. Let G
be a domain in the complex plane and let A(z), B(z) be holomorphic families of
operators in CL**(M, E) with ord A(z) = ord B(z) = z. We do not formalize the
notion of a holomorphic family here. What we have in mind are e.g. families of
complex powers A(z) = A%. Assume that G contains points z with Re z < — dim M.
Then TR(A(z)) is the analytic continuation of Tr(A(:)) | GN{z € C | Rez <
—dim M }; a similar statement holds for B(z).

If for a point 29 € G\ {—n,—n + 1,...} we have A(z) = B(z) we can
conclude that the value of the analytic continuation of Tr(A(})) | GN{z € C ‘
Rez < —dim M } to zp coincides with the value of the corresponding analytic
continuation of Tr(B(-)) | GN {z € C | Rez < —dim M }. Namely, we obviously
have TR(A(zp)) = TR(B(2p)). The author does not know of a direct proof of this
fact.

Proposition 4.1 shows that if A is of integral order additional terms show up
when making the linear change of coordinates (4.3), indicating that TR cannot be
extended to a trace on the algebra of pseudodifferential operators. The following
no go result shows that the order constraints in Theorem 4.3 are indeed sharp:

PROPOSITION 4.4. There is no trace T on the algebra CL°(M) of classical
pseudodifferential operators of order 0 such that 7(A) = Tr(A) if A € CL™>°(M).

PROOF. We reproduce here the very easy proof: from Index Theory we use the
fact that on M there exists an elliptic system 7" € CL°(M,C") of non-vanishing
Fredholm index; in general we cannot find a scalar elliptic operator with non—
trivial index. Let S € CL%(M,C") be a pseudodifferential parametrix (cf. Theorem
3.7) such that I — ST, I — TS € CL™*°(M,C"). 7 and Tr extend to traces on
CL°(M,C") = CLY(M) ® M(r,C) via 7(A® X) = 7(A) Tr(X), A € CL*(M), X €
M(r,C) and Tr(X) is the usual trace on matrices. Since smoothing operators are
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of trace class one has
(4.9) indT =Tr(I — ST) — Te(I —TS)
and we arrive at the contradiction
0#indT =Tr(I — ST) —Te(I - TS)
=7(I—-ST)—7(I-TS)=7(T,S]) =0. O

5. Pseudodifferential operators with parameter: Asymptotic
expansions

We take up Section 3 and continue the discussion of pseudodifferential operators
with parameter.

5.1. The Resolvent Expansion. The following result is the main technical
result needed for the residue trace. It goes back to MINAKSHISUNDARAM and
PLEDEL [MiP149] who follow carefully HADAMARD’s method of the construction
of a fundamental solution for the wave equation [Had32]. It is at the heart of
the Local Index Theorem and therefore has received much attention. In the form
stated below it is essentially due to SEELEY [See67], see also [GrSe95]. The
(straightforward) generalization to log—polyhomogeneous symbols was done by the
author [Les99]. Of the latter the published version contains annoying typos, the
arxiv version is correct.

THEOREM 5.1. 1. Let U C R" open r C R? a cone, and a € CS™"(U;T),
m+n <0, A=O0p(a). Let ka(z;p) = [p. a(x, & p)dE be the Schwartz kernel (cf.

Eq. (3.10)) of A on the diagonal. Then ka € CS™™R(UT). In particular there
18 an asymptotic expansion

oo k

(5.1) ka2 1) ~uisoo Y em—ga(@, i/ [u]) g™ log" |
§=01=0
2. Let M be a compact manifold, dim M =: n, and A € CL™"(M, E;T). If
m+n < 0 then A(u) is trace class for all p € T and Tr A(-) € CS™ ™ ). In
particular,

Tr A1) ~pjosoe Y Y m—gi (/1) [l ™ ™ Tog ||
§=0 1=0

3. Let P € CL™(M, E) be an elliptic classical pseudodifferential operator and
assume for simplicity that with respect to some Riemannian structure on M and
some Hermitian structure on E the operator P is self-adjoint and non—negative.
Furthermore, let B € CLb’k(M7 E) be a pseudodifferential operator. Let A = {)\ €
C | |argA| > €} be a sector in C\Ry. Then for N > (b+n)/m,n = dim M, the
operator B(P — \)™ is of trace class and there is an asymptotic expansion

oo k+1

Tr(B(P = A\)"N) mace DD ¢

(5.2) =0 =0 . A€EA.

+ Z dj AN
=0

Furthermore, ¢j 41 =0 if (j —b—n)/m & Z.
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PrOOF. We present a proof of 1. and 2. and sketch the proof of 3. in a special
case.
Since a € CS™*(U;T') we have Eq. (3.8). Thus we write

N
(5.3) a= Z Gm—j + RN,

=0

with Ry € S™"N(U;T). In fact, Ry € S" Y ~'*(U;T) for every € > 0, but we
don’t need this below. Now pick L C I') K C U, compact and a multi-index «.
Then for x € K the kernel k4 y of Ry satisfies

8ﬁkA,N(x,$§M)‘

(5.4) - ’ o 333N(%€’u)d£]

< Coscr [ (L4 (€P + )2 11 ag
< Corp (1 + |pf)mtnlel=,
Now consider one of the summands of (3.8). We write it in the form
(5.5) b1 (@, €, 1) = bin—ja(x, &, 1) log' ([€° + |uf?),
with
(5.6) b1 (2, 7€, 1) = ™ by iz, € p),  for > 1€+ [p)® > 1.
Then the contribution ky,—;; of by,—;; to the kernel of A satisfies

K5 (2,5 70)

= [ B il og! (€ + #2luP) g

(5.7) = pmd / b, 716, ) (log 12 + log (|r €[> + |uf?))" ¢
R’IL

=T [ b (@, € ) (log 72+ log (1€ + ) g,
R’IL
proving the expansion (5.1).

2. follows simply by integrating (5.1). In view of (5.4) the expansion (5.1)
is uniform on compact subsets of U and hence may be integrated over compact
subsets. Covering the compact manifold M by finitely many charts then gives the
claim.

3. We cannot give a full proof of 3. here; but we at least want to explain where
the additional log terms in (5.2) come from. Note that even if B € CL*(M, E) is
classical there are log terms in (5.2). In general the highest log power occurring on
the rhs of (5.2) is one higher than the log degree of B.

For simplicity let us assume that P is a differential operator. This ensures that
(P —A™)~"N (note the A™ instead of \) is in the parametric calculus (cf. Remarks
3.2 2., 3.5). We first describe the local expansion of the symbol of B(P — \™)~ V.
To obtain the claim as stated one then has to replace A™ by A and integrate over M:
choose a chart and denote the complete symbol of B by b(x,&) and the complete
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parametric symbol of (P — A™)~" by ¢(z, &, \). Then the symbol of the product is
given by

(5.8) (bxq)(x,EX) ~ >

Q€LY

Z'—Oé

R CACHINCATEN L

Expanding the rhs into its homogeneous components gives

(b q)(x,&,X)

o X Y S @) @y (&),

=0 |a+1+1'=j

(b—l—|a|)—(log)homogeneous (—mN —I’)—homogeneous

(b—mN —j)—(log)homogeneous

The contribution to the Schwartz kernel of B(P — A™)~% of a summand is given
by

(5.10) @) (00 -6, 0)

We will see that the asymptotic expansion of each of these integrals a priori con-
tributes to the term A~% in the expansion (5.2). So additional considerations, which
we will not present here, are necessary to show that by expanding the individual
integrals (5.10) one indeed obtains the asymptotic expansion (5.2).

The asymptotic expansion of (5.10) will be singled out as Lemma 5.2 below.
The proof of it will in particular explain why the highest possible log-power in (5.2)
is one higher than the log-degree of B. ]

The following expansion Lemma is maybe of interest in its own right. Its
proof will explain the occurrence of higher log powers in the resolvent respectively
heat expansions. The homogeneous version of the Lemma can again be found in
[GrSe95]. We generalize it here slightly to the log—polyhomogeneous setting (cf.
[Les99]).

LEMMA 5.2. Let B € C*(R"),Q € C*(R™ x [1,00)) and assume that B,Q
have the following properties

B(&) = B(¢/l€De log" [¢], Il = 1,
(5.11) Q(r&,rA) =riQE,N), r>1,A>1,
R, D < C(g[+1)7,
where b,q € R and b+ q+ n < 0. Then the following asymptotic expansion holds:

FOV = [ BlOQE N

(5.12) k1 L ‘
~asroe O AT ogd X ) " a1
§=0 j=0

ck+1 = 0 if b is not an integer < —n.
The coefficients cj,d; will be explained in the proof.

PRrROOF. The integral on the lhs of (5.12) exists since b+ ¢ +n < 0.
We split the domain of integration into the three regions:
L<A<EL ] <1,and 1 < [ < A
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1 < A < |¢]: Here we are in the domain of homogeneity and a change of variables
yields

/A<s| B(§)Q(&, \)d€
=N / B(¢/1])[¢]" (log" [€1) Q(€/A, 1)de
A<g]

5.13 ~
(5.13) _ )\q+b+n/ B(&/I€)I€]" (log A + log \§|)kQ(§, 1)de,
1<[¢]

k
Z AR 1607 )
j=0

giving a contribution to the coefficient ¢; for 0 < j < k.
|€] < 1: For the remaining two cases we employ the Taylor expansion of the
smooth function n — Q(n, 1) about n = 0:

N
(5.14) Qn, 1) =Y _Q;(n) + Rn(n),
j=0
where Q;(n) € Clm,,...,n,] are homogeneous polynomials of degree j and Ry

is a smooth function satisfying Ry (n) = O(In|Y*1), n — 0. Respectively, for
EeER" A >1,

(5.15) QEN) = QE/N\ 1) AT = ZQ; ) AT+ Ry (€/X) X

Plugging (5.15) into the integral for || < 1 we find

B(§)Q(&, N)d¢ =

l€1<1

(5.16)

giving a contribution to the coefficient d;.
1 < [§] < A: We again use the Taylor expansion (5.15) with NV large enough
such that b+ N +1 > —n to ensure f\E\<1 1€|P1log” [€] |Rn(€)|dE < oo for all j. Let

B"(€) := B(&/|€])|€]P log" |¢] be the homogeneous extension of B() to all & # 0.
Then

(5.17) /|£<1(|B(§)I +[BM NN Ry (E/N)]dE = O™V, A = o0,
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and thus

\

B(EA' Ry (§/A)dE

&I<A

/ (ENT R (€/0)dE + O(AT-N-1)

(5.18) <\§|<A

- /Ig B(e/IEDEI (log A+ log [€])* R (€)de Ar+++
+o} R D G

So the contribution of the “remainder” Ry to the expansion is not small, rather it
contributes to the coefficient ¢; of the A9t**" log? \ term for 0 < j < k. Note that
so far we have not obtained any contribution to the coefficient ¢y 1.

Such a contribution will show up only now when we finally deal with the sum-
mands in the Taylor expansion. Using polar coordinates we find

/ B(€)Q; (€)de A1
1<) <A

=\~ j/ / log r)Q;(rw)r™ ' dvolgn-1 (w)dr
Sn—1

(5.19) o J/ b1+ Jogk pdy
1

k
- Sl N log? A+ B, b4+n+3j#0,
=0 o=0
kHlong)\, b+n+j5=0.

As a side remark note the explicit formula

A
(5.20) / r log” rdr
1

—1)7k! —j —1)F g
2 weparnpe AT gt A+ (e, a1,

longrl A, a=—1.

Sl

k+1

The constant term in (5.20) respectively 3; on the rhs of (5.19) was omitted in
[Les99, Eq. 3.16]. Fortunately the error was inconsequential for the formulation
of the expansion result because §; is just another contribution to the coefficient
d;. O

2. Resolvent expansion vs. heat expansion. From the resolvent expan-
sion one can easily derive the heat expansion and the meromorphic continuation of
the (—function. In fact under a mild additional assumption the resolvent expansion
can be derived from the heat expansion of the meromorphic continuation of the
(—function (cf. e.g. LESCH [Les97, Theorem 5.1.4 and 5.1.5], BRUNING-LESCH
[BrLe99, Lemma 2.1 and 2.2]).

Let B, P be as above. Next let v be a contour in the complex plane as sketched
in Figure 1. Then Be~*F has the following contour integral representation:
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FIGURE 1. Contour of integration for calculating Be™*¥ from the resolvent.

Be P = 2_—11 / e"B(P —\)~td\
iy
(5.21) 7 v
= —(—t)_N“L,l)' / eB(P - \) "N
211 y

Taking the trace on both sides and plugging in the asymptotic expansion of
Tr(B(P — \)~Y) one easily finds

oo k+1 e 0 )
(5.22)  T(Be ) ~inos Y aj(B, Pt loglt +>  di(B, P) 1.
§=0 1=0 j=0

Aj k+1 =0if (] —b—n)/m €Z+

5.3. Heat expansion vs. (—function. Finally we briefly explain how the
meromorphic continuation of the (—function can be obtained from the heat expan-
sion. As before let B € CL**(M, E) and let P € CL™ (M, E) be an elliptic operator
which is self-adjoint with respect to some Riemannian structure on M and some
Hermitian structure on E. Furthermore, assume that P > 0 is non—negative. Let
[yer p be the orthogonal projection onto ker P and put for Res > 0

(523) P77 = (I - errP) (P+ errP)is-

ILe. P~* [ kerP = 0 and for £ € im P we let P~%¢ be the unique € ker P+
with P°n = &. The (—function of (B, P) is defined (up to a I'-factor) as the Mellin
transform of the heat trace Tr(B(I — Il p)e™tF):

((B,P;s) =Tr(BP®)
5.24 1 o0
(5.24) = _/ t* 1 Tr(B(I — Hyer p)e"F)dt, Res> 0.
I'(s) Jo
Tr (B (I —yer ple~tF ) decays exponentially as t — co. The meromorphic continu-
ation is thus obtained by plugging the short time asymptotic expansion (5.22) into
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the rhs of (5.24) (cf. e.g. [Les97, Sec. II.1]):

['(s)¢(B, P;s) = /Olts—l Tr(Be ) dt

1
(5.25) - - Tr(Bchrp) + Entire function(s),
e’} k—‘,—l / T
23 et
j=0j= 0 - )7 s+j

where the formal sum on the right is meant to dlsplay the principal parts of the
Laurent series at the poles of I'(s){(B, P; s).

The I'function has simple poles in Z_ = {0,—1,—2,...}, hence the d; do
not contribute to the poles of ((B, P;s). The a;.l depend linearly on the a;; and
consequently a,/j,lc+1 =01if (n4+b—j)/m is not a pole of the I'-function. Let us
summarize:

THEOREM 5.3. Let M be a compact closed manifold of dimension n. Let B €
CLb’k(M, E) and let P € CL™ (M, E) be an elliptic operator which is self-adjoint
with respect to some Riemannian structure on M and some Hermitian structure on
E. Then the {—function {(B, P;s) is meromorphic for s € C with poles of order at
most k+ 1 in (n+b—j)/m.

6. Regularized traces

6.1. The Residue Trace (Noncommutative Residue). We have seen in
Proposition 4.4 that the Hilbert space trace Tr cannot be extended to all classical
pseudodifferential operators.

However, in his seminal papers [Wod84]|, [Wod87] M. WODZICKI was able
to show that, up to a constant, the algebra CL®*(M) has a unique trace which he
called the noncommutative residue; we prefer to call it residue trace. The residue
trace was independently discovered by V. GUILLEMIN [Gui85] as a byproduct of
his axiomatic approach to the Weyl asymptotics. In [Les99] the author generalized
the residue trace to the algebra CL**(M, E). Strictly speaking there is no residue
trace on the full algebra CL**(M, E). Rather one has to restrict to operators with
a given bound on the log degree.

In detail: let A € CL**(M, E) and let P € CL™(M, E) elliptic, non-negative
and invertible, cf. Subsection 5.3. Put

Resi (4, P)
= mF T Resp 1 Tr(AP™*)|s=0

6.1
(6.1) = m* L (—1)* 1 (k 4+ 1)! x coefficient of log"™ ¢ in the

asymptotic expansion of Tr(Ae™ ") as t — 0.

In [Les99] it was assumed in addition that the leading symbol of P is scalar.
This assumption allows one to use Duhamel’s principle and to systematically exploit
the fact that the order of a commutator [A, P] is at most ord A + ord P — 1. Using
the resolvent approach it was shown in GRUBB [Gru05] that for defining Resy
and to derive its properties one does not need to assume that P has scalar leading
symbol.
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The main properties of Resg can now be summarized as follows:

THEOREM 6.1 (Wodzicki-Guillemin; log—polyhomogeneous case [Les99]).

Let A € CL™*(M,E) and let P € CL™(M,E) be elliptic, non-negative and
invertible.

1. Resk(A, P) =: Res,(A) is independent of P, i.e.

Resy : CL**(M,E) — C
is a linear functional.
2. If A e CL“*(M,E), B € CL" (M, E) then Resy([A, B]) = 0. In particular,
Res := Resy is a trace on CL*(M, E).
3. For A € CL**(M, E) the k-th residue Resy,(A) vanishes if

4. In a local chart one puts

(1;2:)1”)! (/m—l tre, <afn,k(:v,£))ld£\)|dx|.

Then wi(A) € T(M,|Q]) is a density (in particular independent of the choice of
coordinates), which depends functorially on A. Moreover

(63) Resk(A):/ wk(A)

M
5. If M is connected and n = dim M > 1 then Resy induces an isomorphism
CLY* (M) /[CL“* (M), CLY(M)] — C. In particular, Res is up to scalar multi-
ples the only trace on CL®*(M).

(6.2) wi(A) (@) =

ExAMPLE 6.2. 1. Let A be a classical pseudodifferential operator of order

—n = —dim M which is assumed to be elliptic, non—negative and invertible. To
calculate the residue trace of A we may use P := A~'. Thus
(6.4) Res(A) = nRes Tr(A*)|,—o = nRes (A1 8)|s=1 > 0,

where ((A™1;s) = ((I, A~1;s) is the (—function of the elliptic operator A~!. The
positivity follows from Eq. (6.2).

2. Let A be the Laplacian on a closed Riemannian manifold (M, g). Then the
heat expansion (5.22) (with B = I and P = A) simplifies: since A is a differential
operator there are no log terms and by a parity argument every other heat coefficient
vanishes [Gil95]. Thus we have an asymptotic expansion

(6.5) Tr(e ') ~is0 Y aj (A2 ag;(A) =0.
7=0

The a;(A) are enumerated such that (6.5) is consistent with (5.22). The first
few a;(A) have been calculated although the computational complexity increases
drastically with j (cf. e.g. [Gil95]). One has

ag(A) = ¢, vol(M)
(6.6) =c sca. vo
0x(8) =, [ scal(M.g)aval.

The latter is known as the Finstein-Hilbert action in the physics literature. There-
fore the following relation between the heat coefficients (and in particular the EH
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action) and the residue trace has received some attention from the physics commu-
nity, e.g. KALAU-WALZE [KaWa95], KASTLER [Kas95]. We find for real «
Res(A%) = 2 lim s Tr(A“™%)
s—0
= QE%SC(I,A;S—Q)

1

(6.7) =2 lin(l) ﬁ / A (Tr(e*m) — dimker A)dt
s— S —« 0

(6.8) =23 lim a;(8)s

0 (s —a)(s —at I57)

(6.9)
0, otherwise.

Here we have used that the (—function of A has only simple poles (cf. Theorem
5.3). Furthermore, in (6.7) we use that due to the exponential decay of (Tr(e™**) —
dim ker A) the function s — [ 7%~ 1(Tr(e~*~) —dim ker A)d¢ is entire and hence
does not contribute to the residue at s = 0. Furthermore, note that the sum in
(6.8) is finite.
In view of (6.6) we have the following special cases of (6.9):
_ 2@0(A)
I'(3)
(6.11) Res(A'™"/2) = ¢ EH(M, g),

where EH denotes the above mentioned Einstein-Hilbert action. It is formula (6.11)
which caused physicists to become enthusiastic about this business. Needless to say,
the calculation we present here goes through for any Dirac Laplacian. One only has
to replace the scalar curvature in (6.6) by the second local heat coefficient, which
can be calculated for any Dirac Laplacian.

We wanted to show that the relation between the heat asymptotic and the poles
of the (—function, which is an easy consequence of the Mellin transform, leads to a
straightforward proof of (6.11). There also exist “hard” proofs of this fact which
check that the local Einstein-Hilbert action coincides with the residue density of
the operator A'~"/2 [KaWa95],[Kas95].

(6.10) Res(A™™/?) = ¢, vol(M),

6.2. Connes’ Trace Theorem. The famous trace Theorem of Connes gives
a relation between the Dixmier trace and the Wodzicki—-Guillemin residue trace for
pseudodifferential operators of order minus dim M. It was extended by CAREY et.
al. [CPS03], [CRSS07] to the von Neumann algebra setting.

THEOREM 6.3 (Connes’ Trace Theorem [Con88]). Let M be a closed man-
ifold of dimension n and let E be a smooth vector bundle over M. Further-
more let P € CL™"(M, E) be a pseudodifferential operator of order —m. Then
P ¢ L0XNL2(M,E)) and for any w satisfying the assumptions of the previous
Proposition one has

(6.12) Tr,(P) = ~ Res P.
n

We give a sketch of the proof of Connes’ Theorem using a Tauberian argu-
ment. This was mentioned without proof in [Con94, Prop. 4.2.5.4] and has been
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elaborated in various ways by many authors. The argument we present here is an
adaption of an argument in [CPS03] to the type I case.
Let us mention the following simple version of Ikehara’s Tauberian Theorem:

THEOREM 6.4 ([ShuO1, Sec. II1.14]). Let F : [1,00) — R be an increasing
function such that

(1) ¢p(s) = [°A72dF()) is analytic for Res > 1,
(2) Tim (5~ 1)Cr(s) = L.

Then

lim
s—1+4+

(6.13) lim £

= L.
A—ooo A

COROLLARY 6.5. Let F : [1,00) — R be an increasing function such that
[T e AdF(N) = £+ O(t71),t — 0+, for some € > 0. Then Ikehara’s Theorem
applies to F' and (6.13) holds.

PRrROOF. The (—function of F satisfies

Co(s) = /1 TR
> 1

:/1 m/Ooots—le—t*dt dF())

1 4s5—1 e’}

t

= / —/ e "™ dF(\) dt + holomorphic near s = 1
o I'(s) /i

1

~ = 1. O
F(S)s—l near s

PROOF OF CONNES’ TRACE THEOREM. Each P € CL™"(M,E) is a linear
combination of at most 4 non—negative operators: to see this we first write P =
1(P+ P*)+ 5 (P — P*) as a linear combination of two self-adjoint operators. So
consider a self-adjoint P = P*. We choose an elliptic operator @ € CL™"(M, E)
with @ > 0 and positive definite leading symbol. Since we are on a compact mani-
fold it then follows that ¢-Q— P > 0 for ¢ large enough. Hence P = ¢-Q — (¢-Q— P)
is the desired decomposition of P as a difference of non—negative operators.

So it suffices to prove the claim for a non—negative operator P. Then P + Q)
is elliptic and invertible for each ¢ > 0. By an approximation argument we are
ultimately left with the problem of proving the claim for an elliptic positive operator
PeCL™(M,E).

Let p11 > po > g > -++ > 0 be the eigenvalues of P counted with multiplicity.
We consider the counting function

(6.14) FO)=#{jeN | u ' <A}
The associated (—function
oo
(6.15) Cr(s) :/ AT AF(N) = Te(P*) = Y
1 py>1
is, up to the entire function w;, the (~function of the elliptic operator P

pi>1
Thus by Theorem 5.3 the function (r is holomorphic for Res > 1 and it has a
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meromorphic extension to the complex plane, and 1 is a simple pole with

1
(6.16) lim(s — 1){r(s) = — Res(P) # 0,
s—1 n
cf. Example 6.2 1. Thus Ikehara’s Theorem 6.4 applies to F' and hence
. F(\) 1
(6.17) /\ILH;O ~ =5 Res(P).
Claim:
1
(6.18) lim ju; = —Res(P) =: L.
Jj—00 n
To see this let € > 0 be given. Then there exists a Ay such that for A > )y
F(})
1 l1-e<—=<1 .
(6.19) e < VA +€
Thus

(6.20) ITazrne 1= <#{FeN | pu' <A} < (1+6e)AL.

63

Hence for j > (1 + ¢)\L we have uj_l > A and for j < (1 — )AL we have ,uj_l <A

For a given fixed jy large enough we therefore infer
(6.21) (L—e)L <ju; <(1+e)L, j=jo,

proving the Claim.
Now consider

(6.22) Blu) = / AR = >y
! pj=e
We check that Tkehara’s Tauberian Theorem applies to 3:

/mé*wﬂu%:/ME*””waw
1

1

(6.23) = /Oo x5V dF (2) = (p(1 + 5)
= LeZiP) +0(1), s—0.

Thus Corollary 6.5 implies

1 B(u) w—soo 1

24 - c= ) M7, C Res(P).

(6.24) W X mm ~Res(P)
pjze

To infer Connes’ Trace Theorem from (6.24) we choose jo such that (6.21) holds
for e = 1/2 and j > jo. Then put for N large enough uy := log ﬁ Hence we

have p; > py > e~ for 1 < j < N and thus

N
1 1
T e D I R S
log(N +1) 7= og(N'+1) s expleun)
~logN +1luy

pj>exp(—un)

— L, for N — oo,

Hj
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by (6.24) and since uy/log(N + 1) — 1. This proves

N
1 1
6.26 li - < L ==Res(P).
(6.26) s N ) .E, i < - Res(P)

Arguing with uy = log (1+ E=)7 instead of uy = log 7 =517 )L one shows

1
(6.27) liminf - o N - Z nj > L= —Res(P),

and Connes’ Trace Theorem is proved. (Il

The attentive reader might have noticed that we did not use the full strength
of the Claim (6.18). We only used that there exist positive constants c1, o such
that ¢; < ju; < co for j > jo.

6.3. Parametric case: The symbol valued trace. In contrast to Proposi-
tion 4.4 the situation is entirely different for the algebra of parametric pseudodif-
ferential operators.

Fix a compact smooth manifold M without boundary of dimension n. Denote
the coordinates in R? by w1, ..., u, and let Cluq, . .., up] be the algebra of polyno-
mials in g1, ..., up. By a slight abuse of notation we denote by 11; also the operator
of multiplication by the j-th coordinate function. Then we have maps

9; : CL™(M, E;RP) — CL™ (M, E;RP),

(6.28) o
w; : CL™(M, E;RP) — CL™" (M, E;RP).

Also 0; and p; act naturally on the parametric symbols over the one-point space
CS**(RP) := CS**({pt}; R?) and on polynomials Clu1,...,u,]. Thus they act on
the quotient CS®**(RP)/Clu1, ..., up]. After these preparations we can summarize
one of the main results of [LePf00].

Let E be a smooth vector bundle on M and consider A € CL™(M, E;RP)
with m +n < 0. Then for o € RP the operator A(u) is trace class; hence we
may define the function TR(A) : u — Tr(A(p)). The map TR is obviously tracial,
i.e. TR(AB) = TR(BA), and commutes with 0; and p;. In fact, the following
theorem holds.

THEOREM 6.6. [LePf00, Theorems 2.2, 4.6 and Lemma 5.1] There is a unique
linear extension

TR : CL*(M, E;RP) — CS**(R?)/Clu1, - - -, itp]
of TR to operators of all orders such that
(1) TR(AB) = TR(BA), i.e. TR is tracial.
(2) TR(0;A) =0; TR(A) forj=1,...,p
This unique extension TR satisfies furthermore:
(3) TR(pjA) = u; TR(A) forj=1,...,p.
(4) TR(CL™(M, E;RP)) C CSm‘””l(Rp)/(C[ul,...,up].

This Theorem is an example where functions with log—polyhomogeneous ex-
pansions occur naturally. Note that although an operator A € CL™ (M, E;RP) has
a homogeneous symbol expansion without log terms the trace function TR(A) is
log—polyhomogeneous.
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SKETCH OF PROOF. The main observation for the proof is that differentiating
by the parameter (6.28) lowers the degree and hence differentiating often enough
we obtain a parametric family of trace class operators:

Given A € CL™(M, E;RP), then 0“A € CLm_Ial(M,E,Rp) is of trace class
if m — |a| 4+ dim M < 0. Now integrate the function TR(0*A)(u) back. Since we
mod out polynomials this procedure is independent of o and the choice of anti-
derivatives. This integration procedure also explains the possible occurrence of log

terms in the asymptotic expansion and hence why TR ultimately takes values in
CS**(RP). For details, see [LePf00, Sec. 4]. O

TR is not a trace in the usual sense since it maps into a quotient space of
the space of parametric symbols over a point. However, composing any linear func-
tional on CS**(R?)/Clu1, .. ., pp] with TR yields a trace on CL*(M, E;RP). A very
natural choice for such a trace is the Hadamard partie finie integral { introduced
in Subsection 4.2. Let us first note that for a polynomial P(u) € Cluq, ..., pp] of
degree r the function

p+r

(6.29) / KRP(,u)d,u = ZajRj

is a polynomial of degree p 4+ r without constant term. In particular
(6.30) ][ P(u)dp = 0
Rr

and hence JCRP induces a linear functional on the quotient space
CS.’.(RP)/C[,U’D s nup]'
Thus putting for A € CL*(M, E;RP)

(6.31) TR(A) := ]{w TR(A)(w)dp

we obtain a trace TR on CL®*(M, E;RP) which extends the natural trace on oper-
ators of order < —dim M — p

(6.32) (/ Tr)(A) := /Rp Tr(A(u))dp.

However, since f is not closed on CS**(R?) (Prop. 4.2), TR is not closed on
CL*(M, E;R). Therefore we obtain derived traces

(6.33) O, TR(A) :i= TR, (4) = ]i TR, 4) (1)

The relation between TR and ﬁj can be explained more elegantly in terms of
differential forms on R? with coefficients in CL*° (M, E; RP) (see LESCH, MOSCOVICI
and PrLaum [LMJO09]). Let A® := A*(RP)* = C[dua,...,du,] be the exterior
algebra of the vector space (RP)* and put
(6.34) Q, :=CL>*(M, E;RP) @ A®.

Then, €2, consists of pseudodifferential operator-valued differential forms, the coef-
ficients of duy being elements of CL> (M, E; RP).
For a p-form A(u)dui A ... A du, we define the regularized trace by

(6.35)  TR(A()d A .. Adpy) = ]{g TR(A) (w)dps A - .. A dpsy.
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On forms of degree less than p the regularized trace is defined to be 0. TR is
a graded trace on the differential algebra (£2,, d). In general, TR is not closed.
However, its boundary,

TR = dTR:=TRod,

called the formal trace, is a closed graded trace of degree p — 1. It is shown in
[LePf00, Prop. 5.8], [Mel95, Prop. 6] that TR is symbolic, i.e. it descends to a
well-defined closed graded trace of degree p — 1 on

(6.36) 09, := CL®(M, E;R?)/ CL™>°(M, E;R?) © A®.

The properties of the formal trace TR resemble those of the residue trace.
Denoting by r the quotient map €, — 02, we see that Stokes’ formula with
‘boundary’

(6.37) TR(dw) = TR(rw)

now holds by construction for any w € €.
Finally we mention an interesting linear form on CS**(RP)/Clu1,...,pp) in
the spirit of the residue trace. Let

(6.38) Q" CS** (RP) = CS™*(RP) @ A®

be the r—forms on RP with coefficients in CS**(RP). We extend the notion of
homogeneous functions to differential forms in the obvious way. If w = fdu; A
-+ Adu,;, is a form of degree r and f € CSa’k(Rp) then we define the total degree
of w to be r + a. The exterior derivative preserves the total degree and each
w € Q°* CS**(RP) of total degree a has an asymptotic expansion

(6.39) WY was
§=0

where w,—; are forms of total degree a — j which are log-polyhomogeneous in
the sense of (3.8), see (3.6). More concretely, if f € CS®™¥(RP) then for w =
fduy A ... dup, we have

(6.40) Watr—j = fa—j-
Accordingly we define wqyr—ji1 := fa—ji-
Finally let X =3%_, #j% be the Liouville vector field on RP.
J

After these preparations we put for w = fdus A--- Adp, € QP CS**(RP)

! ) = L vo
(6.41) res(w) = G /Szk1 ix(wo) = G /5pr fopodvols .

On forms of degree < p we put res(w) = 0.

PROPOSITION 6.7. If f € Clu1, ..., tp] is a polynomial then
res(fdur A -+ Aduy) = 0.
If w € Q* CS™Y(RP) then res(dw) = 0.

The second statement is due to MANCHON, MAEDA and PAycHA [MMPO5].
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Proor. For f € Clui,...,up the component of homogeneity degree 0 of
fdpa A -+ ANdpy, is obviously 0.
Using Cartan’s identity we have

res(dw) = /Sp—l ix (dwo) = /Sp_l(ixd-f' dix )(wo)

= / Lxwy =0,
gp—1

since the Lie derivative of a form of homogeneity degree 0 with respect to the
Liouville vector field X is 0. O

(6.42)

Composing the res functional with TR we obtain another trace on the algebra
CL*(M, E;RP) which despite of the previous Proposition is not closed. The point
here is that the range of TR is not contained in CS®(RP) but rather in CS®*(RP).

The significance of this functional and its relation to the noncommutative
residue is still to be clarified.

7. Differential forms whose coefficients are symbol functions

Proposition 6.7 says that the res functional on Q°® CS*(R™) descends to a linear
functional on the n—th de Rham cohomology of differential forms with coefficients
in CS*(R™). In PaycHA [Pay05] it is shown that the space of linear functionals
on CS*(R™) having the Stokes property is one-dimensional. From this statement
in fact the uniqueness of the residue trace can be derived. Translated into our
terminology this means that the dual of the n—th de Rham cohomology group
of R™ with coefficients in CS®*(R™) is spanned by res. In particular the n-th de
Rham cohomology group of R™ with coefficients in CS®*(R™) is one-dimensional. In
[Pay05] it is shown furthermore that the uniqueness statement for linear functionals
having the Stokes property is basically equivalent to the uniqueness statement for
the residue trace.

We take up this theme and study in a rather general setting the de Rham co-
homology of differential forms whose coefficients are symbol functions. The results
announced here are inspired by [Pay05] but are more general. We pursue here an
axiomatic approach. Details will appear elsewhere.

7.1. Differential forms with prescribed asymptotics.

DEFINITION 7.1. Let &/ C C*[0,00) be a Fréchet space with the following
properties.

(1) C5°([0,00)) C & C C™([0,00)) are continuous embeddings. C*([0, c0))
carries the usual Fréchet topology of uniform convergence of all deriva-
tives on compact sets and Cg°(R) has the standard LF-space topology as
inductive limit of the Fréchet spaces { f € C*([0,00)) | supp f C [0, N]},
N eN.

We denote by @ = {f € & ’ supp f C (0,00)}.

(2) The derivative 0 := = maps & into <.

(3) There is a non—trivial linear functional f : & — C with the following
properties:

(a) The restriction of f to C§°([0,00)) is a multiple of the integral [;~.
That is, there is a A € C such that for f € Ci°([0,00)) we have

FF=2]5 f(a)de.
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(b) f1is closed on <. That is, for f € <% we have £ f = 0.
(c) If f € o and  f = 0 then the function F := [ f € /.

REMARK 7.2. It follows from (1) that if x € C*°([0, 00)) with x(z) =1,z > =z
and f € o then xf € & because (1 — x)f € C5°([0,00)) C 7.

2. Since & is Fréchet it follows from (1) and (2) and the Closed Graph Theorem
that % : @/ — &/ is continuous.

3. If X in (3a) is nonzero we can renormalize f such that A = 1. Thus we are
left with two major cases: A =1 and A = 0. In the first case § is a regularization
of the ordinary integral while in the second case { is an analogue of the residue
trace. This will be explained below in the examples.

EXAMPLE 7.3. 1. The Schwartz space ./ (R), £ = |.

2. Let CS“([0,0)), a € [0,00) be the classical symbols of order a. This space
carries a natural Fréchet topology. If a & {—1,0,1,...} then let f be the regular-
ized integral in the partie finie sense described in Subsection 4.2. This integral is
continuous with respect to the Fréchet topology on CS*([0, 00)).

If a € {-1,0,1,...} then let f be the residue integral (cf. (6.2)), i.e. if

(71) f(l') ~r—oo Z fafjxa_j
=0
then

(7.2) ][f = fo1.

One can vary this example. With some care one can also deal with log—
polyhomogeneous symbols. Moreover, there are classes of symbols of integral order
where the regularized integral has the Stokes property [Pay05]. These “odd class
symbols” also fit into the present framework.

From now on &/ will always denote a Fréchet space as in Def. 7.1.

Starting from &7 we can construct associated spaces of functions on R" respec-
tively on cones over a manifold.

Let M be an oriented compact manifold. By #%([0,00) x M) we denote the
space of functions f € C*°(]0,00) x M) such that

e There is an € > 0 such that f(r,p) =0 forr < e,p € M.
e For fixed p € M we have f(-,p) € «.

Note that for f € @%(]0,00) x M) the map M — & ,p > f(-,p) is smooth. This
follows from the Closed Graph Theorem.
As a consequence we have a continuous integration along the fiber

(7.3) 7{[0,00)”1)/1”:%([O’”)XM)_}CW(M)’ e ][ 1),

We put

(7.4) A(R") = {r*f | f € #([0,00) x S*7'},

where 7 : R™ \ {0} — [0,00) x S"" 1 z > (||z]|,z/||z|]) is the polar coordinate
diffeomorphism.

Furthermore we put & (R") := C3°(R™) + <% (R™). %4 (R™) carries a natural
LF-topology while &7 (R™) carries a natural Fréchet topology.
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REMARK 7.4. Composing the integral (7.3) with an integral over M yields a
natural integral on <7 ([0,00)) x M). In the case of M = S"~! and the standard
integral on S™~! this integral even extends to an integral on </ (R™) which has
the Stokes property. If & = CS%(|0,00)) the so constructed integral on .o/ (R™)
is the Hadamard regularized integral if a ¢ {—1,0,1,...} and the residue integral
if a € {-1,0,1,...}. Thus our approach allows us to discuss these two, a priori
rather different, regularized integrals within one common framework.

Finally we denote by QF.%([0,00) x M) the space of differential forms whose
coefficients are locally in #%([0,00) x U) for any chart U C M. A more global
description in terms of projective tensor products is also possible:

(7.5) A([0,00) x M) = sty @ C(M),
respectively
(7.6) Q° ([0, 00) x M) = (o & Fdr) @ Q°*(M).

By Def. 7.1, (2) the exterior derivative maps QF.a/g)(X) to QFT1.a7)(X) for
X =[0,00) x M, respectively X = R™. The corresponding cohomology groups are
denoted by H kQ';a/(O)(X ). Our goal is to calculate these cohomology groups.

DEFINITION 7.5. We call the o of type I if A in Def. 7.1 (3a) is 1 and of type
ITif X is 0.

LEMMA 7.6. & is of type II if and only if the constant function 1 is in <.
Moreover we have for k= 0,1

0 , if o is of type I,

k ~
(7.7) H"4/([0,00)) = {(C , if o is of type IL.

H*¢/([0,00)) (obviously) vanishes for k > 2. Furthermore { induces an isomor-
phism H'.o7([0,00)) ~ C.

7.2. Integration along the fiber and statement of the main result.

7.2.1. Integration along the fiber. The integration (7.3) extends to an integra-
tion along the fiber of differential forms as follows (cf. [BoTu82]):

A k—form w € QF.o7([0,00) x M) is, locally on M, a sum of differential forms
of the form

(7.8) w= fi(r,p)"m + fa(r,p)m"nz Adr
with f; € @ ([0,00) x M), € Q*(M),n2 € Q¥~1(M). For such forms we put
(7.9) W 1= <][ fg)ﬂ'*’ﬂg.

([0,00)x M) /M

LEMMA 7.7. 7, extends to a well-defined homomorphism
QF o74([0, 00) x M) — QF~Lary([0, 00) x M).
Furthermore, , commutes with exterior differentiation, i.e.
dy oy = Ty O dr, x M-

For the proof of this Lemma the closedness of { is crucial.
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7.2.2. Statement of the main result. We are now able to state our main result:

THEOREM 7.8. Type I: If & is of type I then the natural inclusion Q8 (R™) —
Qo (R™) of compactly supported forms induces an isomorphism in cohomology.

Type II: If o is of type II then
C, k=0,1,n,

0, otherwise.

(7.10) H*of (R™) ~ {

In both cases § induces an isomorphism H"o/ (R™) —s C.

REMARK 7.9. 1. The groups H*</(R") can be described more explicitly.
Namely, the natural inclusion Qe (R™) — Q°«7(R"™) induces isomorphisms

H*oy(R") — H* o/ (R™)
for k > 1. Furthermore, integration along the fiber induces isomorphisms
T s HRatp(R™) — HF1(S"7Y),  for k > 1.

Thus there is a natural extension of integration along the fiber to closed forms
e QR (RY) — QF1(S"~1). The isomorphisms H* o4 (R") — C, k = 1,n
are given by integration along the fiber.

2. This Theorem generalizes the results of [Pay05, Sec. 1] on the character-
ization of the residue integral and the regularized integral in terms of the Stokes
property.

3. The proof of the Theorem is based on the Thom isomorphism below.

7.2.3. The Thom isomorphism. We consider again a Fréchet space & as in
Def. 7.1. Having established integration along the fiber the Thom isomorphism is
proved along the lines of the classical case of smooth compactly supported forms.
The result is as follows:

THEOREM 7.10. Let &7 be a Fréchet algebra as in Def. 7.1. Let M be a compact
oriented manifold of dimension n. Furthermore let

Ty : Q87 ([0,00) x M) — QF71(]0, 00) x M)

be integration along the fiber as defined in Section 7.2.1.
Then m, induces an isomorphism

(7.11) H"o#([0,00) x M) — H1(M)
for all k > 0 (meaning H°%([0,0) x M) ~ {0}.)
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Renormalization in Connected Graded Hopf Algebras: An
Introduction
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ABSTRACT. We give an account of the Connes-Kreimer renormalization in the
context of connected graded Hopf algebras. We first explain the Birkhoff de-
composition of characters in the more general context of connected filtered
Hopf algebras, then specialize down to the graded case in order to introduce
the notions of locality, renormalization group and Connes-Kreimer’s Beta func-
tion. The connection with Rota-Baxter and dendriform algebras will also be
outlined. This introductory/survey article is based on joint work with Kurusch
Ebrahimi-Fard, Li Guo and Frédéric Patras ([19], [16], [21], [22], [23]).
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1. Introduction

In any physical system in interaction, it is crucial to make a distinction between
actually measured parameters and bare parameters, i.e. the value these parameters
would take in the absence of any interaction with the environment. Renormalization
can be briefly defined as any device enabling us to pass from the bare parameters
to the actually observed parameters, which will be called renormalized. We can
have an idea of it by considering a spherical balloon moving in a fluid (water, the
air, any gas...), as considered by G. Green as early as 1836 ([26], see also [9] and
[10]): at very low speed (such that the friction is negligible), everything happens
as if an extra mass % had been added to the balloon mass mg, where M is the
mass of the fluid volume replaced by the balloon. The total force F' = mg acting
on the balloon (with m = mg + %) splits into gravity Fy = mggo and Archimedes’
force —Mgg, where gy ~ 9.81 ms~2 is the gravity on the Earth’s surface. Bare
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parameters are the mass mg, the gravity force Fjy and acceleration gy, whereas the
renormalized parameters are:

M M mo — M
1 m=mo+ —, F=(1-—")F, =0 0.
(1) 0t 3 (1= )Fo i

Let us remark that the initial aceleration g decreases from gg to —2gy when the
interaction, represented by the fluid mass M, increases from 0 to +o0o. An extra
difficulty arises in quantum field theory, even in its perturbative approach: bare
parameters are usually infinite! They are typically given by divergent integrals’
like, for example,

1
5 / L w
@) e T I

These infinite quantities illustrate the fact that switching off the interactions in
quantum field theory is impossible except as a mental exercise?. One must then
subtract another infinite quantity from the bare parameter in order to recover the
(observed, hence finite) renormalized parameter. This process very often splits into

two steps:

(1) regularization, which replaces the infinite bare parameter by a function
of an auxiliary variable z, which tends to infinity when z tends to some zj.

(2) Renormalization itself, of purely combinatorial nature. For renormalizable
theories, it extracts a finite part from the function above when z tends to
Z0-

There are a lot of ways to regularize: let us mention the cut-off regularization, which
consists in considering integrals like (2) on a ball of radius z (with zg = +00),
and dimensional regularization ([28], [4]), which “integrates on a space of com-
plex dimension z”, where zq is the spatial dimension d (for example d = 4 for the
Minkowski space-time)3. In this case the function which appears is meromorphic
in z with a pole in zg.

Renormalization is given by the BPHZ algorithm (BPHZ for N. Bogoliubov,
O. Parasiuk, K. Hepp and W. Zimmermann, [3], [27], [51]). The combinatorical
objects here are Feynman graphs, classified according to their loop number L.
The Feynman rules associate to each graph* some quantity to be regularized and
renormalized. One has first to choose a renormalization scheme, i.e. the finite
part for the “simplest” quantities, corresponding to one-loop graphs (L = 1). One
can then renormalize the other quantities by induction on L. When regularized
Feynman rules give meromorphic functions of one complex variable z (which is the

IMore precisely, the physical parameters are given by a series in the coupling constants
(representing the interaction), each term of which is a divergent integral. We focus here on the
renormalization of each of those terms, leaving aside the question of renormalizing the whole
series.

2In contrast to the balloon considered above, for which the interaction can be brought very
close to zero by letting it evolve in a quasi-perfect vacuum.

3This “space of dimension z” has been recently given a rigorous meaning in terms of type II
factors and spectral triples ([10] § 19.2).

4‘cogether with an extra datum: its external momenta.
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case, for instance, for dimensional regularization), a most popular regularization
scheme is the minimal subtraction scheme, which consists in taking the value at zg
after removing the polar part. D. Kreimer first observed [30] that Feynman graphs
are organized in a connected graded Hopf algebra. The BPHZ algorithm is then
reinterpreted in terms of a Birkhoff decomposition for the regularized Feynman
rules understood as an A-valued character of the Hopf algebra, where A is some
algebra of functions of the variable z (e.g. meromorphic functions of the complex
variable z for dimensional regularization) [8].

2. A summary of Birkhoff-Connes—Kreimer factorization

We introduce the crucial property of connectedness for bialgebras. The main
interest resides in the possibility to implement recursive procedures in connected
bialgebras, the induction taking place with respect to a filtration (e.g. the coradical
filtration) or a grading. An important example of these techniques is the recur-
sive construction of the antipode, which then “comes for free”, showing that any
connected bialgebra is in fact a connected Hopf algebra. The recursive nature of
Bogoliubov’s formula in the BPHZ [3, 27, 51] approach to perturbative renormal-
ization ultimately comes from the connectedness of the underlying Hopf algebra,
respectively the corresponding pro-nilpotency of the Lie algebra of infinitesimal
characters.

For details on bialgebras and Hopf algebras we refer the reader to the standard
references, e.g. [48]. The use of bialgebras and Hopf algebras in combinatorics can
be traced back at least to the seminal work of Joni and Rota [29].

2.1. Connected graded bialgebras. Let k£ be a field with characteristic
zero. A graded Hopf algebra on k is a graded k-vector space

H=EPHn
n>0

endowed with a product m : H ® H — H, a coproduct A : H — H ® H, a unit
u:k — H,aco-unit € : H — k and an antipode S : H — H fulfilling the usual
axioms of a Hopf algebra [48], and such that:

m(Hy ® Hy) C Hpig,
AM,) C P My @M,

p+g=n

S(Hn) C Hy.

If we do not ask for the existence of an antipode S on H we get the definition
of a graded bialgebra. In a graded bialgebra H we shall consider the increasing

filtration:
n
H' =P H,.
p=0

Suppose moreover that H is connected, i.e. Hy is one-dimensional. Then we have:

Kere = @Hn.

n>1
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PROPOSITION 1. For any x € H™,n > 1 we can write:

szx@l—f-l@x—f—ﬁx, Az € @ Hp @ Hy.
p+a=n,
p#0,97#0

The map A is coassociative on Kere and Ay = (I®*1 @ A)I®F2g A)--.A
sends H™ into (H"—F)®k+L

Proor. Thanks to connectedness we clearly can write:
Az =a(z®1)+b(1l®z)+ Az

with a,b € k and Az € Kere @ Kere. The co-unit property then tells us that, with
k® H and H ® k canonically identified with H:

z=(e®I)(Azx) = bz, r=(I®e)(Azx) = ax,
hence a = b = 1. We shall use the following two variants of Sweedler’s notation:
Az =)z, ®m, ﬁx:Zx/@)x”,
(z) (x)

the second being relevant only for x € Kere. If x is homogeneous of degree n we
can suppose that the components x1,zs,2’, and z” in the expressions above are
homogeneous as well, and we have then |z1| + |z2| = n and || + |2”| = n. We
easily compute:

ADA(Z)=20101+10201+101Qx
+Zx’®x”®1+x’®1®x”+1®x’®x”
(z)

+(A® )A(z)

and

I0A)A@) =19101+10201+1010z
+Y P @ @1+ @10 +107 @a”
()

+ (I ®A)A(z),

hence the co-associativity of A comes from that of A. Finally, it is easily seen by
induction on k that for any = € H"™ we can write:

Ek(l‘) _ Zm(l) R ® x(k+1)’

with |2()] > 1. The grading imposes

k+1

> V] =n,
j=1

so the maximum possible for any degree |x(j)\ isn—k. |
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2.2. Connected filtered bialgebras. A filtered Hopf algebra on k is a k-
vector space together with an increasing Z -indexed filtration:

HCH CocH ' C-o, R =H

endowed with a product m : H ® H — H, a coproduct A : H — H ® H, a unit
u:k — H, aco-unit € : H — k and an antipode S : H — H fulfilling the usual
axioms of a Hopf algebra, and such that

m(HP @ HY) C HPTY, A(H")C Y HP®H,  and S(H") C H".
ptg=n
If we do not ask for the existence of an antipode S on H we get the definition of a
filtered bialgebra. For any x € H we set:

|z| := min{n € N, x € H"}.
Any graded bialgebra or Hopf algebra is obviously filtered by the canonical filtration
associated to the grading:
H" =DM,
i=0

and in that case, if x is a homogeneous element, x is of degree n if and only if
|z] = n. We say that the filtered bialgebra H is connected if H° is one-dimensional.
There is an analogue of Proposition 1 in the connected filtered case, the proof of
which is very similar:

PROPOSITION 2. For any x € H",n > 1 we can write:

Ar=2r®1+1®z+ Az, Az € Z HP @ HI.
p+a=n,
p#0,9#0
The map A is coassociative on Kere and Ay = (I®* 1@ A)(I®*2@A) .- A sends
H™ into (H— k)R

The coradical filtration endows any pointed Hopf algebra H with a structure of
filtered Hopf algebra (S. Montgomery, [39] Lemma 1.1). If H is moreover irreducible
(i.e. if the image of k& under the unit map w is the unique one-dimensional simple
subcoalgebra of #) this filtered Hopf algebra is moreover connected.

2.3. The convolution product. An important result is that any connected
filtered bialgebra is indeed a filtered Hopf algebra, in the sense that the antipode
comes for free. We give a proof of this fact as well as a recursive formula for the
antipode with the help of the convolution product: let H be a (connected filtered)
bialgebra, and let A be any k-algebra (which will be called the target algebra). The
convolution product on the space L(H, .A) of linear maps from # to A is given by:

pxp(z) =malp @ P)Ax)

= o(wn)(ws).
(=)

PROPOSITION 3. The map e = ug0¢, given by e(1) = 14 and e(x) = 0 for any
x € Kere, is a unit for the convolution product. Moreover the set G(A) = {p €
L(H,A), (1) =14} endowed with the convolution product is a group.
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PROOF. The first statement is straightforward. To prove the second let us
consider the formal series:

¢ @) = (e~ (e - )" (@)
= 3 (e— )" ().

m>0

*—1

Using (e—)(1) = 0 we have immediately (e —¢)*™(1) = 0, and for any = € Kere:

(=)™ (@) = man-1(p® - @ @)An_1(x).
—_——
n times

When 2 € HP this expression then vanishes for n > p + 1. The formal series ends
up then with a finite number of terms for any x, which proves the result. |

COROLLARY 1. Any connected filtered bialgebra H is a filtered Hopf algebra.
The antipode is defined by

(3) S@) = (uoe—1I)""(a).
m>0

It is given by S(1) = 1 and recursively by either of the two formulas for x € Kere:

S(z)=—x— Z S(z")z” and S(x)= -z — Z ' S(x").
() ()

PROOF. The antipode, when it exists, is the inverse of the identity for the
convolution product on £(H,H). One just needs then to apply Proposition 3 with
A = H. The two recursive formulas follow directly from the two equalities

m(S@NHA(z)= 0 =m(I®S)A(x)
fulfilled by any = € Kere. ]
Let g(A) be the subspace of L£L(H,A) formed by the elements a such that

a(1) = 0. It is clearly a subalgebra of £(#,.A) for the convolution product. We
have:

(4) G(A) =e+g(A).

From now on we shall suppose that the ground field & is of characteristic zero. For
any x € ‘H" the exponential:

a*k(

exp’(0)() = Y2 *

k>0 :

z)

is a finite sum (ending up at kK = n). It is a bijection from g(.A) onto G(A). Its
inverse is given by

_1)k-1
log*(e + a)(z) = Z %a*k(x).
k>1

This sum again ends up at kK = n for any x € H™. Let us introduce a decreasing
filtration on £ = L(H, A):

LM :={a €L, A = 0}.
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Clearly £° = £ and £! = g(.A). We define the valuation val p of an element ¢ of
L as the largest integer k such that ¢ is in £*. We shall consider in the sequel the
ultrametric distance on £ induced by the filtration:

(5) d(ip,p) = 271,
For any «, 8 € g(A) let o, f] = a % — B x a.
PrROPOSITION 4. We have the inclusion
LPx L1 C L:p-&-q7

and moreover the metric space L endowed with the distance defined by (5) is com-
plete.

PRrROOF. Take any x € HPT9~! and any a € LP and 3 € £9. We have

(axB)(z) =Y a(w1)B(x2).
(x)

Recall that we denote by |z| the minimal n such that z € H™. Since |z1| + |z2| =
|z] < p+q—1, either |x1] < p—1or |xa] < g—1, so the expression vanishes. Now if
(1) is a Cauchy sequence in L it is immediate to see that this sequence is locally
stationary, i.e. for any x € H there exists N(x) € N such that ¥, () = Yy (e ()
for any n > N(z). Then the limit of (¢,,) exists and is clearly defined by

([l

As a corollary the Lie algebra £! = g(A) is pro-nilpotent, in a sense that it is
the projective limit of the Lie algebras g(.A)/L", which are nilpotent.

2.4. Characters and infinitesimal characters. Let H be a connected fil-
tered Hopf algebra over k, and let A be a commutative k-algebra. We shall con-
sider unital algebra morphisms from # to the target algebra 4, which we shall call,
slightly abusively, characters. We recover of course the usual notion of character
when the algebra A is the ground field k. The notion of character involves only the
algebra structure of H. On the other hand the convolution product on £L(H,.A) in-
volves only the coalgebra structure on H. Let us consider now the full Hopf algebra
structure on ‘H and see what happens to characters with the convolution product:

PROPOSITION 5. Let H be a connected filtered Hopf algebra over k, and let A
be a commutative k-algebra. Then the characters from H to A form a group G1(A)
under the convolution product, and for any ¢ € G1(A) the inverse is given by

(P*_l =go S.

We call infinitesimal characters with values in the algebra A those elements «
of L(H,A) such that

a(zy) = e(z)a(y) + alz)e(y).
PROPOSITION 6. Let G1(A) (resp. g1(A)) be the set of characters of H with
values in A (resp. the set of infinitesimal characters of H with values in A). Then

G1(A) is a subgroup of G(A), the exponential restricts to a bijection from gy(A)
onto G1(A), and g1(A) is a Lie subalgebra of g(A).
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PrROOF. Part of these results are a reformulation of Proposition 5 and some
points are straightforward. The only non-trivial point concerns g1(A) and G1(A).
Take two infinitesimal characters o and § with values in .4 and compute

(axB)(zy) = Y alz1y1)B(x2y2)
(z)(y)

= > (a(z)e(yn) + e(@)alpn)).(Bla2)e(yz) + e(z2)alyz))
() (y)

= (ax B)(x)e(y) + a(x)B(y) + Bx)aly) + e(x)(a* £)(y)-

Using the commutativity of A we immediately get

[, B](zy) = [, B(x)e(y) + e(x)]ev, B](y),
which shows that g;(A) is a Lie algebra. Now for a € g1(A) we have

n

a(an) = Y- (1)o@,

k=0

as easily seen by induction on n. A straightforward computation then yields

exp”(a)(zy) = exp®(a)(z) exp™(a)(y).
]

2.5. Renormalization in connected filtered Hopf algebras. We describe
in this section the renormalization & la Connes—Kreimer ([30], [7], [8]) in the ab-
stract context of connected filtered Hopf algebras: the objects to be renormalised
are characters with values in a commutative unital target algebra A endowed with
a renormalization scheme, i.e. a splitting A = A_ @ A, into two subalgebras which
play a symmetrical role, except that one has to decide in wich one to put the unit
1. An important example is given by the minimal subtraction (MS) scheme on the
algebra A of meromorphic functions of one variable z, where A is the algebra of
meromorphic functions which are holomorphic at z = 0, and where A_ = 27 1C[z7}]
stands for the “polar parts”. Any A-valued character ¢ admits a unique Birkhoff
decomposition

=9 x oy,
where ¢ is an Ay-valued character, and where p_(Kere) € A_. In the MS
scheme case described just above, the renormalized character is the scalar-valued

character given by the evaluation of ¢, at z = 0 (whereas the evaluation of ¢ at
z = 0 does not necessarily make sense).

THEOREM 1. Factorization of the group G(A)

(1) Let H be a connected filtered Hopf algebra. Let A be a commutative uni-
tal algebra with a remormalization scheme such that 1 € Ay, and let
m: A — A be the projection onto A_ parallel to Ay. Let G(A) be as
earlier the group of those ¢ € L(H,A) such that p(1) = 14 endowed
with the convolution product. Any ¢ € G(A) admits a unique Birkhoff
decomposition

(6) p=¢"xp,,
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where p_ sends 1 to 14 and Kere into A_, and where ¢, sends H into
Ay. The maps ¢o_ and @4 are given on Kere by the following recursive
formulas:

o (@) = =7 (p(@) + 3 o (@)e(@"))
()

p+(@) = (I = m)(p(@) + 3 - (@)e(a")).
(x)
where I is the identity map.
(2) If ¢ is a character, the components p_ and w4 occurring in the Birkhoff
decomposition of ¢ are characters as well.

PrOOF. The proof goes along the same lines as the proof of Theorem 4 of
[8]: for the first assertion it is immediate from the definition of 7 that ¢_ sends
Kere into A_, and that ¢, sends Kere into A,. It only remains to check equality
w4+ = @_ * p, which is an easy computation:

er(2) = (1 =) (@) + Y p-(@)e(a"))-
()

=p(z)+o_(x)+ Y _p_(2')p(a")
(=)
= (- *p)(x).
The proof of assertion (2) can be carried out exactly as in [8] and relies on the
following Rota—Baxter relation in A:

(7) m(a)w(b) = m(m(a)b+ am (b)) — w(ab),
which is easily verified by decomposing a and b into their Ay -parts. We will derive
a more conceptual proof in Paragraph 2.7 below. O

REMARK 1. Define the Bogoliubov preparation map as the map B : G(A) —
L(H,A) given by
(8) Blp) =¢-x(p—e),
such that for any x € Kere we have

B(p)(x) = p(x) + Y p-(@)p(z").
@)

The components of ¢ in the Birkhoff decomposition read

(9) - =e—moB(yp), oy =e+ (I —m)oB().

On Kere they reduce to —m o B(p), (I —m) o B(yp), respectively. Plugging equation
(8) inside (9) and setting o := e — ¢ we get the following expression for p_:

(10)  p-=e+Plp-*a)

:e—l—P(a)—l—P(P(a)*a)—|—~~+P(P(...P(a)>x<a)~-*04)—|—~~
—_——

n times

and for 4 we find

(11)  ¢pp=e—Pp-*a)
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(129)  =et Plos «p)
— e+ P(B)+ P(P(8) % ) —-~-+P(P(...P(,@)*,@)..-*ﬁ) T
\—-/_/
n times
with B := —p ' xa = e — ¢!, and where P and P are projections on L(H,A)

defined by P(a) = (I — 7) o a and P(a) = 7 o o, respectively.

REMARK 2. Although subalgebras Ay and A_ can obviously be interchanged so
that 1 always belongs to A, it is better to keep the notation A_ for the counterterms
and Ay for the renormalized quantities. Hence the unit 1 of the target algebra A can
belong to A_ in some renormalization schemes: the most common example of this
situation in physics is the zero-momentum subtraction scheme which can be briefly
recast as follows (see [4] Paragraph 3.4.2): the target algebra A is the algebra of
functions which are rational with respect to external and internal momenta (denoted
by letters p and k respectively), well-defined at the origin, and polynomial with
respect to an extra indeterminate . The product is given by:

(]‘3) fg(Aa k17 k25p15p2) = f()\7 klapl)g(Aa k27p2)'

The subalgebra Ay is the subalgebra of functions f = >, _, N fy such that fg, as
a function of external momenta, vanishes at the origin at order > d + 1. The
subalgebra A_ is the subalgebra of functions f = Y ._, N fy such that fq is a
polynomial in external momenta of degree < d. The character ¢ from the Hopf
algebra, of Feynman graphs (with external momenta) to A is given by T — AU I,
where It is the integrand for the Feynman rules, and d(T') is the superficial degree of
divergence of the graph. Hence the renormalization is performed before integrating
with respect to internal momenta, and is based on subtracting the terms of degree
< d(T) w.r.t. external momenta in the taylor expansion of the integrand. This is
the original setting in which the BPHZ algorithm has been first developed [3], [27],
[51]. The on-shell scheme can be understood in a similar way, by considering Taylor
expansions around the physical mass of the theory instead of around the origin (see
[4], Paragraphs 3.1.3 and 3.3.1).

2.6. The Baker—Campbell-Hausdorff recursion. Let £ be any complete
filtered Lie algebra. Thus £ has a decreasing filtration (L£,) of Lie subalgebras
such that [L,, L] C Lign and £ 2 1im L/L,, (ie., L is complete with respect to

—

the topology induced by the filtration). Let A be the completion of the enveloping
algebra U(L) for the decreasing filtration naturally coming from that of £. The
functions

exp: Ay — 1+ Ay, exp(a) = Z

log:1+ A; — Ay, log(l—i—a):—z (=)

n=1

are well-defined and are inverses of each other. The Baker—Campbell-Hausdorff
(BCH) formula writes for any z,y € £; [44, 50],

exp(z) exp(y) = exp(C(z,y)) = exp(z + y + BCH(z,y)),
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where BCH(z,y) is an element of £o given by a Lie series the first few terms of
which are:

BCH(z,y) = le,] + w5l 91) + 500 [y al] = 57l s [l + -

Now let P : L — L be any linear map preserving the filtration of £. We define P
to be Idg —P. For a € Ly, define x(a) = lim, o0 X(n)(a) where x(,)(a) is given by
the BCH recursion

X(0)(a) = a,
(14) X(nt1)(a) = a = BCH(P(x(n)(a)), (Idz —P)(x(n)(a))),

and where the limit is taken with respect to the topology given by the filtration.
Then the map x : £1 — £, satisfies

(15) x(a) = a — BCH(P(x()), P(x(a))).

This map appeared in [13], [12], where more details can be found, see also [37, 38].
The following proposition ([16], [37]) gives further properties of the map x.

PROPOSITION 7. For any linear map P : L — L preserving the filtration of
L there exists a (usually non-linear) unique map x : L1 — Ly such that (x —
Id;)(L;) C Lo for any i > 1, and such that, with P :=1d; —P we have

(16) Vae Ly, a= C(P(X(a)), P(X(a))>
This map s bijective, and its inverse is given by
(17) x~(a) = C(P(a), P(a)) = a + BCH(P(a), P(a)).

PROOF. Equation (16) can be rewritten as
x(a) = Fa(X(a))v
with F,, : £1 — L, defined by
F,(b) = a — BCH(P(b), P(b)).

This map Fj, is a contraction with respect to the metric associated with the filtra-
tion: indeed if b,e € £, with ¢ € L,,, we have

F,(b+e) — F,(b) = BCH(P(b), P(b)) — BCH(P(b+¢), P(b+¢)).

The right-hand side is a sum of iterated commutators in each of which € does appear
at least once. So it belongs to L£,41. So the sequence F'(b) converges in £y to a
unique fixed point x(a) for Fy,.

Let us remark that for any a € £;, then, by a straightforward induction argu-
ment, xn)(a) € L; for any n, so x(a) € £; by taking the limit. Then the difference
x(a) —a = BCH(P(x(a)), p(x(a))) clearly belongs to Lo;. Now consider the map
¥ : L1 — Ly defined by ¢(a) = C(P(a), p(a)). It is clear from the definition of
that 9o x =1d,,. Then y is injective and % is surjective. The injectivity of ¢ will
be an immediate consequence of the following lemma.

LEMMA 1. The map v increases the ultrametric distance given by the filtration.
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PrOOF. For any z,y € L; the distance d(z,y) is given by 27" where n =
sup{k € N, z —y € L;}. We have then to prove that ¥(z) — ¢¥(y) ¢ L,+1. But

Y(x) = ¥(y) = x —y+ BCH(P(x), P(z)) — BCH(P(y), P(y))
—r—y+ (BCH(P(x), P(x)) — BCH(P(z) — P(z —y), P(z) — P(a — y))).

The rightmost term inside the large brackets clearly belongs to £,11. Asz —y ¢
L,,+1 by hypothesis, this proves the claim. O

The map ¥ is then a bijection, so x is also bijective, which proves Proposition 7. [J

COROLLARY 2. For any a € L1 we have the following equality taking place in
1+ Al C A:

(18) exp(a) = exp(P(x(a))) exp(P(x(a))).

Putting (10) and (18) together we get for any o € Ly the following non-
commutative Spitzer identity:

(19) e+P(a)+-~-+P(P(...P(a)*a) -~->ka)—|—~~~ = exp [—P(X(log(e—a))ﬂ.
_—

n times
This identity is valid for any filtration-preserving Rota—Baxter operator P in a
complete filtered Lie algebra (see section 4). For a detailed treatment of these
aspects, see [13], [12], [16], [22].

2.7. Application to perturbative renormalization. Suppose now that
L = L(H,A) (with the setup and notations of paragraph 2.5), and that the oper-
ator P is now the projection defined by P(a) = m o a. It is clear that Corollary 2
applies in this setting and that the first factor on the right-hand side of (18) is an
element of G1(.A), the group of A-valued characters of H, which sends Kere into
A_, and that the second factor is an element of (G; which sends H into A, . Going
back to Theorem 1 and using uniqueness of the decomposition (6) we see then that
(18) in fact is the Birkhoff-Connes—Kreimer decomposition of the element exp*(a)
in G;. Indeed, starting with the infinitesimal character a in the Lie algebra g;(.A)
equation (18) gives the Birkhoff-Connes—Kreimer decomposition of ¢ = exp*(a) in
the group G1(A) of A-valued characters of H, i.e.,

¢ =exp*(—P(x(a))) and @4 =exp*(P(x(a))) such that ¢ =@~ %@y,

thus proving the second assertion in Theorem 1. Comparing Corollary 2 and Theo-
rem 1 the reader may wonder about the role played by the Rota—Baxter relation (7)
for the projector P. In the following section we will show that it is this identity
that allows us to write the exponential ¢_ = exp*(—P(x(a))) as a recursion, that
is, o = e+ P(p— * a), with @« = e — ¢. Equivalently, this amounts to the fact
that the group G (A) factorizes into two subgroups G (A) and G (A), such that
pr € GT(A).

3. Locality, the renormalization group and the Beta function

3.1. The Dynkin operator. Any connected graded Hopf algebra H admits
a natural biderivation Y defined by Y (x) = nz for x € H,,. The map ¢ — poY
is a derivation of (£(#,.A),*). When the ground field is k = R or C the bideriva-
tion Y gives rise to the one-parameter subgroup of automorphisms of H given by
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0y(z) = e™x for x € Hy, and ¢ — @ o 6, is an automorphism of (L(H,A), ) for
any t € k.

The Dynkin operator is defined as the endomorphism D = S %Y of H (where
S is the antipode). One can show that for any commutative unital algebra A the
correspondence p — @ o D gives rise to a bijection Z from the group of characters
G 4 onto the Lie algebra of infinitesimal characters g,. When £ = R ou C the
inverse 27! =T': g4 — G 4 is given by the following formula ([38] § 8.2):

(20) T(a)=e+

n>1

/ (wof_p)*---x(aof_, )dvy---dvy,.
0<vp <+ Sy <400

Applying this to an element x in H decomposed into its homogeneous components
xy (one can suppose xo = 0), and using the equality

1
21 / e kv emRvu gy Ly = ,
( ) 0<y; <<y <400 kl(k1+k2)(k1++kl)

one easily infers the explicit formula [17] :

ey * -0k Qg

(22)  T(a)=e+ )y > ko (k1 + ko) (ky & - + k1)

n>1 ki,....ki€N*, ki+---+ki=n

with ap = a o 7, and where for any k£ > 0 one denotes by 7 the projection of
‘H onto the homogeneous component Hj of degree k. One can then easily verify
the same formula on the field of rational numbers, and then on any field k of
characteristic zero. The Dynkin operator was introduced in the general setting of
commutative or cocommutative Hopf algebras by F. Patras and Chr. Reutenauer
([42], see also [17]). Several properties, such as the explicit formula (22) above,
still make sense for any connected graded Hopf algebra.

3.2. The renormalization group and the Beta function. We suppose
k =R or k = C here. We will consider the one-parameter group ¢ — ¢ o ;, of
automorphisms of the algebra (L(H,A), *) i.e.,

(23) ¢! (2)(2) = () (2).
Differentiating at ¢ = 0 we get

d
(24) Tili? = #peY).

Let G4 be any of the two groups G(A) or G1(A) (see Paragraph 2.4). We denote
by Gljc the set of local elements of G 4, i.e. those ¢ € G4 such that the negative
part of the Birkhoff decomposition of ¢! does not depend on ¢, namely

i ={peai| L =0}

In particular the dimensional-regularized Feynman rules verify this property: in
physical terms, the counterterms do not depend on the choice of the arbitrary mass
parameter p (’t Hooft’s mass) one must introduce in dimensional regularization in
order to get dimensionless expressions, which is indeed a manifestation of locality
(see [9]). We also denote by G'$°¢ the elements ¢ of G!§° such that ¢ = ¢*~'. Since
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composition on the right with Y is a derivation for the convolution product, the
map = of the preceding paragraph verifies a cocycle property:

(25) E(p* ) = E(¥) + " xE(p) * .

We summarise some key results of [9] in the following proposition:

PROPOSITION 8. (1) For any ¢ € G4 there is a one-parameter family hy
in G4 such that o' = @ x hy, and we have
. d

(2) 2Z restricts to a bijection from G'S¢ onto g4 N L(H, Ay). Moreover it
is a bijection from GEZC_ onto those elements of g4 with values in the
constants, i.e.

9% = 94 NLH,C).
(8) For ¢ € G'S°, the constant term of hy, defined by
(21) Fi(e) = lim (@)

is a one-parameter subgroup of GANL(H,C), the scalar-valued characters

of H.
PROOF. For any ¢ € G4 one can write
(28) ¢ =y
with hy € G 4. From (28), (24) and the definition of = we immediately get
©x hy = @ hy % 25(p * hy).
Equation (26) then follows from the cocycle property (25). This proves the first

loc

assertion. Now take any character ¢ € G 3¢ with Birkhoff decomposition ¢ =
©* ' x ¢, and write the Birkhoff decomposition of ¢t:

ot = ()T (D)4
= ()" = ()4
= (pxe ) * ()4
= @x*hy,
with h; taking values in A, . Then zZ(¢p) also takes values in A, as a consequence
of equation (26) at t = 0. Conversely, suppose that zZ(p) takes values in A;. We
show that h; also takes values in A, for any ¢, which immediately implies that ¢

belongs to Gljc.
For any v € g4, let us introduce the linear transformation U, of g 4 defined by

Uy(0) :=y*6+200Y.

If v belongs to g4 N L(H, Ay) then U, restricts to a linear transformation of g4 N
L(H,Ay).

LEMMA 2. For any ¢ € G4, n € N we have

ZhpoY" = pxUly,(e).
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PrOOF. The case n = 0 is obvious, n = 1 is just the definition of =. We check
thus by induction, using again the fact that composition on the right with Y is a
derivation for the convolution product:

+1QDOY"+1 _ ( "(poY")oY
= 2(pxUlg(e)) oY
= 2(poY) x Uz, (e) +2zp* (U?E(Lp)(e)oy)
= p* ( :( ) * UzE(<p)(e) + ZU:E(Ap) (6) o Y)
_ n+1
o w*U"(w)( €)-
O

Let us go back to the proof of Proposition 8. According to Lemma 2 we have
for any t, at least formally,

(29) ' = pxexp(tU.z(p))(e)-
We still have to fix the convergence of the exponential just above in the case when
2E(¢p) belongs to L(H,.A+). Let us consider the following decreasing bifiltration of
E(H, .A+)Z

LY = (29L(H, A)) N LP,
where £? is the set of those a@ € L(H,.A) such that a(x) = 0 for any = € H of
degree < p — 1. In particular £! = g,. Considering the associated filtration,

we see that for any v € goNL(H, Ay) the transformation U, increases the filtration
by 1, i.e.,

U, (L) C £y
The algebra £(H,.A;) is not complete with respect to the topology induced by this
filtration, but the completion is L(H, .//4:), where .,/4: = C|[#]] stands for the formal

series. Hence the right-hand side of (29) is convergent in £(H,.A,) with respect to
this topology. Hence for any v € L(H,.A}) and for ¢ such that zZ2(p) = v we have

o' = pxhy with hy € L(H, A;) for any ¢. On the other hand we already know that
h: takes values in meromorphic functions for each ¢. So h; belongs to L(H,Ay),
which proves the first part of the second assertion. Equation (26) at ¢t = 0 reads

- : d
(30) 2E(p) = h0) = — ()
For ¢ € Glj‘i we have, thanks to the property p(Kere) C A_,

dt | =0
ha(@) = ()1 (@) = (T=m)(¢'(@) + Z ¢ ) (")

HI = ) (=elo( +z2go (@')p(a")a"]) + O(t*)

= tRes(poY)+O(t?),
hence:

(31) h(0) = Res (poY).
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From equations (24), (31) and the definition of = we get
(32) 22(¢) = Res (poY)

for any ¢ € G'$°, hence zfi(cp) € g°. Conversely let 5 in g°. Consider ¢ =
Z71(271B). This element of G4 verifies, thanks to the definition of Z,

zipoY =1h x f.
Hence for any = € Kere we have

2p(x) = ﬁ (B(x) + Zw(ac’)ﬁ(x”)).
(z)

As f(x) is a constant (as a function of the complex variable z) it is easily seen by
induction on |z| that the right-hand side evaluated at z has a limit when z tends
to zero. Thus ¢(x) € A_, and then

(1]

p=2"(p) e G,

which proves assertion (2).

Let us prove assertion (3): the equation ¢! = @ * h; together with (¢!)® = @'**
yields

(33) hsyt = hg * (hy)®.

Taking values at z = 0 immediately yields the one-parameter group property

(34) Feio=Fsx Fy

thanks to the fact that the evaluation at z = 0 is an algebra morphism. ]

We can now give a definition of the Beta function: for any ¢ € Gljc, the Beta
function of ¢ is the generator of the one-parameter group F; defined by equation
(27) in Proposition 8. It is the element of the dual H* defined by

d
(35) Blg) = 01 Fila)
for any x € H.
PROPOSITION 9. For any ¢ € Giﬁc the Beta function of ¢ coincides with that

of the negative part p*~' in the Birkhoff decomposition. It is given by any of the
three expressions:

Ble) = Res E(p)
= Res (¢* oY)
= —Res (p_0oY).
PROOF. The third equality will be derived from the second by taking residues
on both sides of the equation
0=2(e) =E(p-) + ¢ *E(p ) x o,
which is a special instance of the cocycle formula (25). Suppose first ¢ € G¢°¢,

hence p* ! = ¢. Then 2Z(y) is a constant according to assertion 2 of Proposition 8.
The proposition then follows from equation (31) evaluated at z = 0, and equation
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(32). Suppose now ¢ € G'$¢, and consider its Birkhoff decomposition. As both

components belong to GIA?C we apply Proposition 8 to them. In particular we have

o' = @xhy,
(N = @y,
(<P+)t = P4 kW,

and the equality ¢! = (¢* 1)t x (o)t yields

(36) he = ()" H vy % @y % wy.

We denote by Fy, Vi, W; the one-parameter groups obtained from h;, v¢, wy, respec-
tively, by letting the complex variable z go to zero. It is clear that p*|.—¢ = e,
and similarly that W} is the constant one-parameter group reduced to the co-unit
e. Hence equation (36) at z = 0 reduces to:

(37) F, =V,

hence the first assertion. the cocycle equation (25) applied to the Birkhoff decom-
position reads

E(p) = E(p+) + (p) T E(9) * 04
Taking residues of both sides yields

Res Z(p) = Res Z(p* 1),
which ends the proof. O
The one-parameter group F; = V; above is the renormalization group of ¢ [9].

REMARK 3. As it is possible to reconstruct p_ from B(p) using the explicit
formula (22) above for Z=1, the term o_ (i.e. the divergence structure of @) is
uniquely determined by its residue.

REMARK 4. It would be interesting to define the renormalization group and the
Beta function for other renormalization schemes and other target algebras A. A
first step in that direction can be found in [17].

4. Rota—Baxter and dendriform algebras

We are interested in abstract versions of identities (10) and (19) fulfilled by the
counterterm character ¢_. The general algebraic context is given by Rota—Baxter
(associative) algebras of weight 0, which are themselves dendriform algebras. We
first briefly recall the definition of Rota—Baxter (RB) algebra and its most important
properties. For more details we refer the reader to the classical papers [1, 2, 6,
45, 46], as well as for instance to the references [15, 16].

4.1. From Rota-Baxter to dendriform. Let A be an associative not nec-
essarily unital nor commutative algebra with R € End(A4). We call a tuple (A, R)
a Rota—Baxter algebra of weight 6 € k if R satisfies the Rota—Baxter relation

(38) R(z)R(y) = R(R(z)y + zR(y) + bzy).
Note that the operator P of Section 2.5 is an idempotent Rota-Baxter operator. Its
weight is thus # = —1. Changing R to R’ := uR, u € k, gives rise to a RB algebra

of weight 6’ := 6, so that a change in the # parameter can always be achieved, at
least as long as weight non-zero RB algebras are considered.
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Let us recall some classical examples of RB algebras. First, consider the inte-
gration by parts rule for the Riemann integral map. Let A := C(R) be the ring of
continuous real functions with pointwise product. The indefinite Riemann integral
can be seen as a linear map on A:

(39) I1:A— A, I(f)(z) = /If(t)dt

0
Then, integration by parts for the Riemann integral can be written compactly as
(40) I(f)(@)I(g)(x) = I(I(f)g)(x) + I(f1(g))(x),

dually to the classical Leibniz rule for derivations. Hence, we found our first example
of a weight zero Rota—Baxter map. Correspondingly, on a suitable class of functions,
we define the following Riemann summation operators:

[x/60]— [x/6]

(41) Z 0f(nb) and Z 0f(nb).

We observe readily that
/0] z/0]

(o) (S -5 5 5 Josonmon

n>m=1 m>n=1 m=n=1

[z/0] [z/0] [z/0]

292<ka9) (m#) +Zo2<z ) 292 f(nB)g(nb)

(42)
= Ry (Ry(f)g)(x) + Ry (fRy(9)) (x) + ORy(fg)(x).
Similarly for the map Ry except that the diagonal, omitted, must be added instead

of subtracted. Hence, the Riemann summation maps Ry and Ry, satisfy the weight
0 and the weight —6 Rota—Baxter relation, respectively.

PROPOSITION 10. Let (A, R) be a Rota—Bazter algebra. The map R = —0id s —
R is a Rota—Bazter map of weight 6 on A. The images of R and R, A+ C A,
respectively, are subalgebras in A.

The following Proposition follows directly from the Rota—Baxter relation:
PROPOSITION 11. The vector space underlying A equipped with the product
(43) x*gy = R(x)y + R(y) + Ozy
is again a Rota—Baxter algebra of weight 6 with Rota—Bazxter map R.

We denote it by (A, R) and call it the double Rota—Baxter algebra. The
Rota—Baxter map R becomes a (not necessarily unital even if A is unital) algebra
homomorphism from the algebra Ay to A. The result in Proposition 11 is best
understood in the dendriform setting which we introduce now. A dendriform alge-
bra [32] over a field k is a k-vector space A endowed with two bilinear operations
< and > subject to the three axioms below:

(a<b)<c=a<(bxc), (a=b)<c=a-(b=<c), a=(b=c)=(ax*xb)=c

where a *x b stands for a < b+ a >~ b. These axioms easily yield associativity for the
law *. The bilinear operations > and < defined by

(44) a>b:=a>b-b=<a, a<b:=a<b-b>a
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are left pre-Lie and right pre-Lie, respectively, which means that we have
(45) (a>b)>c—a>(b>c)=(b>a)>c—b> (a>c),
(46) (a<ab)<tc—a<(b<c)=(a<tc)<db—a<(c<b).

The associative operation * and the pre-Lie operations >, < all define the same Lie
bracket:

(47) [a,b] :=axb—bxa=a>b—b>a=a<b—b<a.

PROPOSITION 12. [11] Any Rota—Baater algebra gives rise to two dendriform
algebra structures given by

(48)  a <b:=aR(b) + fab= —aR(b), a = b:= R(a)b,
(49)  a<'b:=aR(b), a>"b:= R(a)b+ 0ab= —R(a)b.

The associated associative product * is given for both structures by a * b =
aR(b) + R(a)b+ ab and thus coincides with the double Rota—Baxter product (43).

REMARK 5. [11] In fact, by splitting again the binary operation < (or alter-
natively >'), any Rota—Bazter algebra is tri-dendriform [34], in the sense that the
Rota—Baxter structure yields three binary operations <,¢ and > subject to axioms
refining the axioms of dendriform algebras. The three binary operations are defined
by a < b=aR(b), aob=0ab and a > b = R(a)b. Choosing to put the operation
to the < or > side gives rise to the two dendriform structures above.

Let A= A @ k.1 be our dendriform algebra augmented by a unit 1:
(50) a<l:=a=:1»>a 1<a:=0=:a*>1,

implying a x1 = 1+*a = a. Note that 1+1 =1, but that 1 <1 and 1 > 1 are not
defined [44], [4]. We recursively define the following set of elements of A[[t]] for a
fixed z € A:

w (@) =w(z) =1,
w (z) =z < (winil)(f))y
w(:) (x) := (w(:fl)(x)) - .

We also define the following set of iterated left and right pre-Lie products (44). For
n>0,let ay,...,a, € A:

(51) é(")(al, CeyQp) = ( o ((a1 > ag) > (13) R an,l) > an
(52) r(ay, ... an) = a1 < (a2 < laz < (an 1 <an)) )
For a fixed single element a € A we can write more compactly for n > 0,
(53) (D (g) = (f(") (a))>a and r (@) =a < (r(”)(a))
and (M (a) := a =: r(V(a). We have the following theorem [23, 17].

THEOREM 2. We have

w(n) (a) _ Z f(il)(a) K ook g(ik)(a)

- . - il(i1+i2)"'(i1+"'+ik)7
11t tig=n
81 4ees0 >0
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) (a) % - - % (1) (a)
r\) () * - x 1) (q
w&”)(a)_ Z i1(i1 +i2) -+ (i +'~'+i)'
. _Hk_” 1+ 122 1 k
B1y.eyif >0
PROOF. The free unital dendriform algebra with one generator a is naturally
endowed with a connected graded cocommutative Hopf algebra structure. It has

been shown in [23] that the associated Dynkin operator D verifies

(54) D(w(™(a)) = €™ (a), D(w$(a)) = r(a).
This result then comes from the formula (22). O

These identities nicely show how the dendriform pre-Lie and associative prod-
ucts fit together. This will become even more evident in the following: we are
interested in the solutions X and Y in A[[t]] of the following two equations:

(55) X=1+ta<X, Y=1-Y » ta.
Formal solutions to (55) are given by:
X = Zt"w(j)(a) resp. Y = Z (")
n>0 n>0
Let us introduce the following operators in A, where a is any element of A:
L. fa](b):==a<b Ly [a](b):==a>=b Rila](b):=b<a R.[a](b):=b>a
Lglal(b) :==a<b Lyla](b) :=a>b Rga](b):=b<a Ryla](b):=br> a.
We have recently obtained the following pre-Lie Magnus expansion [19]:
THEOREM 3. Let Q' = Q/(ta), a € A, be the element of tA[[t]] such that

X = exp*(V) and Y = exp*(—Q), where X and Y are the solutions of the two
equations (55), respectively. This element obeys the following recursive equation:

(56) Q)= }fifz L a0 = ;0(_1)771%& )™ (ta),
or alternatively
(57) 0 (1a) = g 1) = )y LR

where the By’s are the Bernoulli numbers.

Recall that the Bernoulli numbers are defined via the generating series:

11 1
. 'In m*l—— _ = 4 .
exp(z) — 1 Z 2t 1t Tt T

and observe that Bo,+3 = O, m > 0.

4.2. Non-commutative Bohnenblust-Spitzer formulas. Let n be a posi-
tive integer, and let OP,, be the set of ordered partitions of {1, ...,n}, i.e. sequences
(71, ...,m) of disjoint subsets (blocks) whose union is {1,...,n}. We denote by
OPF the set of ordered partitions of {1,...,n} with k blocks. Let us introduce for
any m € OP" the coefficient

w(m) = !

ol (ol + 2l) -+ (| + ol 4+ [l
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THEOREM 4. Let aq,...,a, be elements in a dendriform algebra A. For any
subset E = {j1,...,jm} of {1,...,n} let (E) € A defined by

(E):= > ("Naj, ,...,q;, ).

TES,
We have
Z (...(a(71 = Gpy) > ~~~agn_1> ~ Gy, = Z Z w(m)l(ary) * -+ x [(g).
oESy, k21rxeOP}

See [22] where this identity is settled in the Rota-Baxter setting, see also [18].
The proof in the dendriform context is entirely similar. Another expression for
the left-hand side can be obtained [23]. For any permutation o € S,, we define the
element T, (a1, ..., ay,) as follows: define first the subset E, C {1,...,n} by k € E,
if and only if 041 > o for any j < k. We write F, in the increasing order

1<k <<k <n-—-1
Then we set
(58) Ty(ay, ... a,) =% (a,,, ..., Aoy, ) %ok 8(”_’%)((1%;)“, cey Qo)

There are p+ 1 packets separated by p stars in the right-hand side of the expression
(58) above, and the parentheses are set to the left inside each packet. Following
[31] it is convenient to write a permutation by putting a vertical bar after each
element of E,. For example for the permutation o = (3261457) inside S; we have
E, ={2,6}. Putting the vertical bars,

o = (32]6145|7),
we see that the corresponding element in A will then be

Ta(al, ey 0/7) = 4(2) (a3, ag) * 6(4) (aﬁ, a, ay, a5) * é(l) (0/7)

= (a3 > ag) * (((GG > ay) > ay) > a5) * Q7.

THEOREM 5. For any ai,...,a, in the dendriform algebra A the following
identity holds:
(59) Z (...(ag1 = Gpy) - ) — Gy, = T,(at,...,an,).
ocESy €Sy

A g-analog of this identity has been proved by J-C. Novelli and J-Y. Thibon
[41].
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Fredholm Realizations of Elliptic Symbols on Manifolds with
Boundary II: Fibered Boundary

Pierre Albin and Richard Melrose

ABSTRACT. We consider two calculi of pseudodifferential operators on mani-
folds with fibered boundary: Mazzeo’s edge calculus, which has as local model
the operators associated to products of closed manifolds with asymptotically
hyperbolic spaces, and the ¢ calculus of Mazzeo and the second author, which
is similarly modeled on products of closed manifolds with asymptotically Eu-
clidean spaces. We construct an adiabatic calculus of operators interpolating
between them, and use this to compute the ‘smooth’ K-theory groups of the
edge calculus, determine the existence of Fredholm quantizations of elliptic
symbols, and establish a families index theorem in K-theory.

Introduction
If the boundary of a manifold is the total space of a fibration

(1) 7 ——0X

l‘b
Y
one can quantize an invertible symbol
o€ C®(S*X;hom(n*E, n*F))

as an elliptic pseudodifferential operator in the ®-b or edge calculus, \Il%_b(X ;B F),
introduced in [8] or alternately as an elliptic operator in the ®-c or ¢ calculus,
VY (X; E,F), introduced in [9]. As on a closed manifold, either of these operators
will induce a bounded operator acting between natural L2-spaces of sections but,
in contrast to closed manifolds, these operators need not be Fredholm.

A well-known result of Atiyah and Bott [2] established that for a differential
operator on a manifold with boundary X to admit local elliptic boundary conditions
it is necessary and sufficient for the K-theory class of its symbol [o] € K .(T*X) to
map to zero under the natural map

K.(T*X) —» KNT*9X).
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At one extreme, when Z = {pt}, the ®-b calculus is the zero calculus of [7] and
the ®-c calculus is the scattering calculus of [12], and for these the vanishing of the
Atiyah-Bott obstruction is equivalent to the existence of a Fredholm quantization
of 0. At the other extreme, when Y = {pt}, the ®-b calculus is the b-calculus of
[11] and the ®-c calculus is the cusp calculus of [9], and in either case there is no
obstruction to finding a Fredholm realization of an elliptic symbol o. The case of
general ¢ is intermediate between these two extremes. Indeed, it was established
in [14] that one can use ® and the families index to induce a map K.(T*X) —
KXT*Y) (see §4) and that o has a Fredholm quantization in the ®-c calculus if
and only if

[0] € ker (K.(T*X) — KX(T*Y)) .

In this paper the corresponding result for the edge calculus is established. We point
out that another extension of the Atiyah-Bott obstruction, to a class of operators
on stratified manifolds, is discussed in [15].

To this end we consider the even ‘smooth K-theory’ group of the edge calculus
Ko1(X) consisting of equivalence classes of Fredholm edge operators under the
relations generated by bundle stabilization, bundle isomorphisms, and smooth ho-
motopy (see §1). This has a natural subgroup Ke.p,—oo(X) of equivalence classes
with principal symbol the identity, and there are analogous odd smooth K-theory
groups defined by suspension.

The corresponding groups are defined and identified for the ®-c calculus in [14].
The analysis of these groups for the ®-c calculus is simpler for two related reasons.
The first is that the ®-c calculus is ‘asymptotically normally commutative’ whereas
the ®-b calculus is ‘asymptotically normally non-commutative’. More precisely, the
behavior of a ®-c operator near the boundary is modeled by a family of operators,
parametrized by Y, acting on the Lie group R"*! times the closed manifold Z. On
the other hand, the behavior of a ®-b operator near the boundary is modeled by
a family of operators, parametrized by Y, acting on the Lie group Rt x R” times
the closed manifold Z. To see the effect of this difference on the analysis of these
calculi, one can compare the relative simplicity of identifying KCy.(X) in [14, §2]
versus the corresponding identification of Ko(X) in [1].

The other related simplification is that the ®-c calculus admits a smooth func-
tional calculus, while the ®-b calculus does not. This means that for the ®-c
calculus one can study the smooth K-theory groups using much the same construc-
tions one would use to study the K-theory of its C*-algebra (see for instance the
constructions used in [14, §4] to define KK-classes). One could remove this diffi-
culty by passing to a C*-closure of the ®-b calculus, but at the considerable cost
of losing the smooth structure.

Instead, we will study the smooth K-theory groups of the ®-b calculus by
constructing an ‘adiabatic’ calculus of pseudodifferential operators interpolating
between the ®-b and ®-c calculi. This induces maps, labeled ad, between their
smooth K-theory groups. We work more generally in the context of a fibration

X —M 2 B where the fibers are manifolds with fibered boundaries, thus altogether
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.
b

Using our analysis of the smooth K-theory groups of the zero calculus in [1], we
establish the following theorem.

we have

(2)

THEOREM 1. The maps

Koo(8) 25 Ko (9), Kbo(d) D Ko (4)

are 1somorphisms, and restrict to isomorphisms

Ko —oo(®) 25 Kob—oo(8);  Kho—oo(®) 25 Kby _oo()-

Furthermore, these groups fit into a commutative diagram

Ks-c,—o0 (¢) Ko (9) K2 (T*M/B)

T~ Joa =

K, o0 (6) —= Ky, (9) —= K (T*M/B)

T |

K (T"M/B) <— K, () <— Kgp o (9)

7 o] T

K (T*M) K. () Ka-e, o0 (¢)

wherein the inner and outer six term sequences are exact.

In [14], the groups K .(¢) are identified in terms of the KK-theory of the
C(B)-module
Co(M)={feC(M): f|,,, € ®C(D)}
and the K%_C’ioo (¢) groups are identified with the K-theory of the vertical cotangent
bundle T7*D/B. Below, we establish the analogue of the latter directly and deduce
the analogue of the former from Theorem 1.

COROLLARY 2. There are natural isomorphisms
K1(0) = KKE(Co(M),C(B)), and Kg,, _ . (¢) = KI(T"D/B).

From the six-term exact sequence and this corollary the topological obstruc-
tion to realizing an elliptic symbol via a family of Fredholm ®-b operators can be
deduced.

COROLLARY 3. An elliptic symbol ¢ € C*°(S*M/B;hom(n*E,n*F)) can be
quantized as a Fredholm family of ®-b operators if and only if its K-theory class
satisfies

[0] € ker (K.(T*M/B) — K}(T*D/B)).
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Finally, in [14] the second author and Frédéric Rochon defined a topological
index map Kg..(¢) = K(B) and showed that it coincided with the analytic index.
Thus the group Ko¢.p(¢) inherits a topological index map from its isomorphism
with Kg_(¢) and, since the adiabatic limit commutes with the analytic index, the
following K-theoretic index theorem follows.

COROLLARY 4. The analytic and topological indices coincide as maps
Ken(9) = K(B).

In Section 1, we review the ®-b and ®-c algebras of pseudodifferential operators
and the definition of the smooth K-theory groups. In Section 2, we set up the
adiabatic calculus and prove that it is closed under composition in an appendix. In
Section 3 we use an excision lemma and the analysis of the smooth K-theory of the
zero calculus from [1] to identify the groups IC%_bv_oo(d)). Finally, in Section 4, we
establish the six term exact sequence and finish the proof of Theorem 1.

1. ®&-b and P-c algebras of pseudodifferential operators

We recall some of the main features of these calculi and refer the reader to,
e.g., [11], [8], and [9] for more details. For the moment we restrict attention to the
case of a single operator (i.e., B = {pt}).

We start by describing the vector fields that generate the differential opera-
tors in the two calculi. Let {z,y1,...,Yn, 21,---, 2y} be local coordinates near the
boundary with y; lifted from the base under the fibration (1) and the z; vertical.
Here z is a boundary defining function, i.e., a non-negative function on X with
{z =0} = 0X and dz # 0 on the boundary. The fibered cusp structure depends
mildly on this choice.

The Lie algebra, Vs.1,, of vector fields tangent to the fibers of the fibration over
the boundary is locally spanned by the vector fields

{202,20y,,...,20y,,05,...0:, }.

Fibered boundary differential operators are polynomials in these vector fields. That
is, any P € Diff% , (X) can be written locally as

P= 3 Gas(@y.2) (@0:) (29,)" (9.)".
Jj+lal+|B|<k

There is a vector bundle ®PTX, the ®-b tangent bundle, whose space of smooth
sections is precisely Vg._p. It plays the role of the usual tangent bundle in the study
of the ®-b calculus. For instance, ®-b one-forms are elements of the dual bundle,
b+ X and a ®-b metric is a metric on *PT X, e.g. locally

d$2 q)*gy
(1.1) gob = —5 + -2 t9z.

‘Extreme’ cases of fibered boundary calculi are the b-calculus (where Y is a
point) and the 0-calculus (where Z is a point). The b-calculus models non-compact
manifolds with a cylindrical end. It was used in [11] to prove the APS-index theo-
rem. The 0-calculus models non-compact manifolds that are asymptotically hyper-
bolic. It has applications to conformal geometry through the Fefferman-Graham
construction and to physics (e.g. holography) through the AdS/CFT correspon-
dence [5].
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There is also a ®-c tangent bundle, whose space of sections Vg_. is locally
spanned by
{220,220y, ,...,20y,,04,...0.,}.

Thus a fibered cusp differential operator P € Diff§__ (X) can be written locally as

P= Y ajaps(zy2) (220,) (20,) (9.)° .
J+lal+|8|<m

The ‘extreme’ cases of fibered cusp calculi are known as the cusp-calculus
(where Y is a point) and the scattering-calculus (where Z is a point). The cusp-
calculus models the same geometric situation (asymptotically cylindrical manifolds)
as the b-calculus, and indeed these calculi are very closely related (see [1, §3]). The
scattering-calculus models non-compact, asymptotically locally Euclidean mani-
folds. Indeed, if one compactifies R™ radially to a half-sphere, the metric near the
boundary takes the form

dz?®  hy
x4 x?’
and so defines a metric on the scattering tangent bundle.

As an illustration of the difference between the ®-b and ®-c calculi we point

out that the scattering Lie algebra is asymptotically commutative in the sense that

[Vsm Vsc] C szca

while the sub-bundle of the zero tangent bundle °7'X spanned by commutators of
zero vector fields is non-trivial over the boundary. This asymptotic commutativity
of horizontal vector fields in the ®-c calculus lies behind the simplifications over
the ®-b calculus.

As on a closed manifold, certain interesting operations (e.g. powers, parametri-
ces, or inverses) require passing to a larger calculus of pseudodifferential operators.
Pseudodifferential operators mapping sections of a bundle E to sections of a bundle
F are denoted ¥} , (X; E, F) and ¥} . (X; E, F) respectively. Operators in these
calculi act by means of distributional integral kernels as in the Schwartz kernel
theorem, i.e.

Pf(C) = /X Kp (6 C) ().

These integral kernels have singularities along the diagonal and when (,{’ € 0X.
The latter can be resolved by lifting the kernel to an appropriate blown-up space,
denoted respectively X%_b and X%_C. We will describe these spaces below, in §2, as
part of the construction of the adiabatic calculus.

These pseudodifferential calculi each possess two symbol maps. On a closed
manifold, the highest order terms in the local expression of a differential operator
define invariantly a function on the cosphere bundle of the manifold. This same
construction yields the principal symbol of a differential (and more generally pseu-
dodifferential) ®-b operator as a function on the ®-b cosphere bundle, i.e., the
bundle of unit vectors in ®-PT*X. This interior symbol fits into the short exact
sequence,

UEN (X B F) < Uk (X B, F) 2.0 (‘I)'bS*X; (N*X)* ® hom (W*E,TF*F)) :

where (N*X )k denotes a line bundle whose sections have homogeneity k£ and = is
the projection map ®*S*X — X. The interior symbol in the fibered cusp calculus
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works in much the same way, and the corresponding sequence
V(X B F) < Uk (X, B, F)-2C™ (‘P-CS*X; (N*X)* @ hom (" E, 7T*F)) ,

is also exact. The interior symbol is used to define ellipticity: an operator is elliptic
if and only if its interior symbol is invertible.

The second symbol map, known as the normal operator, models the behavior of
the operator near the boundary. Following [3], at any point p € Y let Zg-1() C Va.p
be the subspace of ®-b vector fields that vanish along the fiber ®~! (p) (as ®-b
vector fields). These vector fields form an ideal and the quotient "7, X is a Lie
algebra. The projection

Vo, — Q_prX
lifts to a map of enveloping algebras
Diff§ , (X) — D (*"T,X),

and the image of P € Diff% , (X) is known as the normal operator of P at p,
Ngbp (P). The normal operator extends to pseudodifferential operators and can
be realized either globally (its kernel is obtained by restricting the kernel of P to a
certain boundary face in X2 ) or locally by means of an appropriate rescaling as
follows.

Assume that we have chosen a product neighborhood of the boundary and, in
a neighborhood Uy of a point p € Y, we have chosen a local trivialization of ®, so
that U C X looks like

(1.2) U20,e) x Uy x Z 2 Uy,
with coordinates {z}, {y;}, and {z;} on the respective factors, and a corresponding
decomposition of the tangent bundle

PPTX =PPNOX @ VOX.

Using (1.2) we can define the dilation
(@, vi, 25) M (0z, 0ys, 2;) -
If V € Vg1, then in local coordinates

V= (1;)V

is a smooth vector field defined in a neighborhood of zero (increasing as ¢ decreases).
The map

Vop 3V i lim Vs € T(**NozZ)pVoz
—

has kernel 7, ., and realizes ‘I"prZ as a Lie algebra of smooth vector fields on
T,Z. More generally, Let Ly, be a chart at p mapping into N; Y, and define the
normal operator of P € ¥, (X) at p to be

. * T —1\* *
Ny (P)u = lim (My) LizP (L") (M%) u.
The Lie group structure on ®? NOX at the point p € Y is that of RT x R", i.e.
(s,u) - (s',u') = (ss',u+su').

The kernel of the normal operator at the point p € Y is invariant with respect to
this action, so the normal operator acts by convolution in the associated variables.
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We refer to this as a non-commutative suspension, and denote these operators by
Uheus (PPNOX; E, F). They fit into a short exact sequence

2Uk (X5 B, F) = Uk (X; B, F) 5wk (*PNOX; E, F).

The same construction yields a model operator at every point p € Y for the
fibered cusp calculus. In this case the Lie group is commutative and isomorphic
to R x R"; the resulting calculus is referred to as the suspended calculus. The
corresponding short exact sequence is

20k (X, B, F)— Uk (X B, F) 20k (*°NOX;E,F).

The volume form of a ®-b metric (e.g. (1.1)), together with Hermitian metrics
on E and F, defines a space of L? sections. An operator P € VX , (X E, F) acts
linearly on L2 sections of E; boundedly if £ < 0. There is a corresponding scale
of ®-b Sobolev spaces, Hj , (X; E), and an element P € V% | (X; E, F) defines a
bounded linear operator

Hy (X3E) D By F (X F).

This operator is Fredholm if and only if both symbol maps o (P) and Ng._y, (P) are
invertible operators, in which case P is said to be fully elliptic.

In order to carry out our analysis below, we will need a good understanding of
the normal operators of elements of ¥ . A construction from [8] and [6] realizes
normal operators of the zero calculus as families of ‘b,c-calculus’ on the interval,
referred to as reduced normal operators. Operators in this calculus have b-behavior
at one end of the interval and cusp-behavior at the other end. The reduced normal
operator of an operator in ¥, (X; E) lies inside the space

v, 2 ([0,1], 7 E)

of operators with b-behavior of order —oco near 0 and which vanish to infinite
order near 1. In the following result from [6], © denotes the canonical projection
S*0X — 0X.

PROPOSITION 1.1 ([6], Prop. 4.4.1). The reduced normal operators of elements
of Uy (X; E) are precisely those functions

N (57, p) € C% (S*0X) ®,C ([—17 1] 791/2) 5.8 (R+,bQ1/2>
®C°°(f2) c* (iQ,B* (Hom (ﬂ'*E ® vaQ*1/2)))

with N (y',m; -, p) the lift of a density on T*0X, and which for each n € S*0X
extend to an element of W, >~ ([0,1],7*E) in such a way that

(1.3)

(1.4) N e o= (s*ax, W, % ([0, 1] ,W*E)) .

Remark. Notice that the fact that A (y',m; -, p) is the lift of a density on T*9X
implies in particular that the b-normal operator is a family defined on S*9X but
actually only depending on 0X.

Next, we define K-theory groups of ®-b operators. Following [14, Definition
2], define

Agy, (M;E,F) ={(0c (A),N (A)): A€ ¥y (M;E, F) Fredholm}
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so that K%, (M) consists of equivalence classes of elements in Ag.y, (M; E, F),
where two elements are equivalent if there is a finite chain consisting of the following:

(15) (O',N) € Ag.p (M;E,F) ~ (U/,N/) € Ag.p (M;E/,F/)

if there exists a bundle isomorphisms vg : £ — E’ and vr : F' — F’ such that
o =75' 00’ oyg and N = 75 o N 0 v,

(1.6) (0,N) € Ag.p, (M;E, F) ~ (5,177) € Ag (M; B, F)

if there exists a homotopy of Fredholm operators A; in ¥ , (M; E, F'), with (o, N) =
(0 (40), N (4y)) and (5, N) = (0 (A1), N (41)), and

(1.7) (0,N) € Agp, (M;E,F) ~ (e ®1dg, N @ 1dg) € Ag,(M;E® G, FaG).

Similarly, we define KL, (M) as equivalence classes of elements in the space of
based loops

QAgp, (M;E,F) = {s € C™ (S', Ao, (M; E, F)) : s (1) = 1d},

where the equivalences are finite chains of (1.5), (1.6), (1.7) with bundle transfor-
mations and homotopies required to be the identity at 1 € S'.

In the same way, we can describe ’C%_b,—oo (M) and K, _ ., (M) as equivalence
classes of elements in

Apb,—o (M;E,F)={N (Id+A): Ac VT (M;E,F),Id+A Fredholm},
and
QAgb,—oo (M;E,F) ={s€ C® (S', App,—oo (M; E, F)) : 5 (1) = Id}

respectively.

2. Adiabatic limit of edge to ¢ calculi

For a compact manifold with boundary, with a specified fibration of the bound-
ary, we show that there is an adiabatic limit construction passing from the fibered
boundary (for ¢ > 0) calculus to the fibered cusp calculus in the limit. Every
Fredholm (i.e., totally elliptic) operator in the limiting calculi occurs in a totally
elliptic family in the adiabatic calculus, so with constant index. This allows the
K-theory of the two algebras to be identified and the (families) index map for one
to be reduced to that of the other.

Let X be a compact manifold with boundary, with boundary fibration

Z — 8X —Y . We construct a resolution of X? x [0,&q] which carries the adia-
batic calculus. First blow up the corner and consider

B

X3, = [X? % [0, 0] ; (9X)? x {o}} POy X2 % [0,¢0] -

Then blow up the two sides to get
B
X2 = {Xa);X x 0X x {0};0X x X x {o}} o, X2
The lifts of these manifolds are disjoint in X (21) and commutativity of blow-ups
shows that there is a smooth map, which is in fact a b-fibration, to the rescaled
single space
X. =[X x[0,e0];0X x {0}]
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in either factor:
TL e
Xt ﬂfl X..
This leads to the action of the adiabatic operators on C* (X,).

The choice of the fibered-cusp structure on X corresponds to the singling out
of a class of boundary defining functions which all induce the same trivialization of
the normal bundle to the boundary along the fibres of ®. Let x be such a boundary
defining function, on the left factor of X in X2 and let =’ denote the same function

on the right factor. The hypersurface x = z’ is smooth near (90X )2 C X? and lifts

to be smooth near the front face of X(Qz), ff ()((22)>7 i.e. the lift of (0X)? x {0}. In
fact it meets the front face in a smooth hypersurface; we denote by § its intersection

with the fibre diagonal
Foi(xg).
In fact it is already smooth in X (21) and does not meet the side faces blown up to
produce X(QQ).
Note that § is not a p-submanifold because of its intersection with the lift of
(0X )2 x [0, ep] where it meets the boundary of the fibre diagonal
B C X

really of course the lift of the fibre diagonal inside (9X)? x [0, £o] to X2, . The blow

(2)
up of B resolves § to a p-submanifold, so we can set

XZp = [X(22)§%;3} .

We will also use B and § to denote the boundary hypersurfaces of X?2; that result
from blowing up these submanifolds.

/
X' X \

FIGURE 1. X2 x [0, &¢] FIGURE 2. X2,

PROPOSITION 2.1. The diagonal, diag.4 = diag x [0,20] C X2 x [0, 0], lifts to
an interior p-submanifold of X2, and the projections lift to b-fibrations
L

X2 = X,
TR

which are transverse to the lifted diagonal.
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PRrROOF. To show that the diagonal lifts to an interior p-submanifold, it is only

necessary to consider it near the new boundary faces. Let {@,y1,...,Yn, 21, -, 2k}
be local coordinates near the boundary on the left factor of X2 as in §1, and
{z', 91, ¥}, 21, ..., 2.} a corresponding set of coordinates on the right factor of
X?2. Then local coordinates on X2 near B N diag.4 are given by
/
x Yi — Y
s = ;,x’,ui = Zx/ L Yis %y 2y
In these coordinates, diag.y = {s = 1,u; = 0,2; = z;}, hence diag.4 is a p-
submanifold near ‘8. In the corresponding local coordinates near § N diag,s,
s—1
S = Taxlvuivy;azj7z_;'7

the diagonal is given by diag. = {S = 0,u; = 0,2; = 27} and is again a p-
submanifold. Next, to see that the maps mr and 7y lift to b-fibrations, note that
they do not map any boundary hypersurface to a corner and are fibrations in the
interior of each boundary face. Finally, they are transverse to the lifted diagonal
from the local coordinate description of diag_g. ]

For any Zs-graded vector bundle E = (E,, E_) over X the space U¥; (X;E) of
adiabatic-® pseudodifferential operators on X, between sections of £ and sections
of E_, is defined to be

Uk (X5 By, Eo) = {A € I" 1 (X%, Diag x [0,20] ; Hom (B4, E_) @ Qg) :
A =0 at the lifts of 9X x X x[0,e0], X x0X x[0, 0] , 0X x X x{0}, X x0X x{0} }.
PROPOSITION 2.2. These kernels define continuous linear operators
C¥ (X Ey) = C* (X E).
PrROOF. This follows from the push-forward and pull-back theorems of [10]

together with proposition 2.1. Indeed, given a section f € C* (Xs, 6‘I’Ql/z) and an
operator A € Uk, (X;°?Q'/?) we have

Af =(mp), (A 7Rf).
Since A vanishes to infinite order at all faces of X%, not meeting the diagonal, and
each boundary face meeting the diagonal maps down to a unique boundary face in
X, it follows directly that smooth functions are mapped to smooth functions. In

the same way, if £ is a smooth index set for X, and A¢ is the associated set of
polyhomogeneous functions then

AE 2 A8
The same argument holds with bundle coefficients with only notational differences.
O
We will give a similar geometric proof of the composition
Uy (X3G H) o Why (X E,G) € Wi (X: B, H).

in the appendix (Proposition A.2), after we describe the corresponding triple space.

Operators in the adiabatic calculus, along with the usual interior symbol, have
four ‘normal operators’ from restricting their kernels to the different boundary faces.
These restrictions in turn have natural interpretations as operators in simpler calculi
derived from the suspended and non-commutative suspended calculi in which the
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normal operators of the fibered cusp and fibered boundary calculi respectively lie.
All together, we have five surjective homomorphisms

o S™(®-aT* X, hom(E))
N‘B & Coo ([0’ 1]5 ’ ‘II%-Nsus (X7 E))
Ny | s 0t OGE) — | 0 (F1L1], , Wy (X3E))
RO \IIQ-C(X7 E’)

Ry \Ifgl_b(X; E)

with range respectively the homogeneous sections, the non-commutative ®-suspended
calculus, the ®-suspended calculus, the fibered cusp and fibered boundary calculi
respectively.

The model adiabatic calculus, where Nz takes values, is a bundle of suspended
pseudodifferential algebras on Y x (0,1). Namely, if ff(X.) denotes the lift of
0X x {0} to X., then the adiabatic front face of X?2; as a bundle over Y x [—1,1] =
ff (X.) /Z (where Z is the fiber of ®) with fiber over {y} x {££} the product of

r+e
RC(W) x Z, x Z, with RC(W) the radial compactification of the subspace

W =ker (**TX. = TX.).

It is useful to see how the product on the fibers evolves as ¢ — 0. For simplicity
assume we are in the case Z = {pt}. In projective coordinates away from ¢ = 0,

roor
x S, u, &)= | l‘_y y€
()y? 77) )y? ) 9 )
xT xT

the product on the fiber of the zero front face over the point (0, yo,¢) is given by
(s,u) - (s',u') = (ss',u+su').

In the perhaps less natural coordinates

-z y —
(x’ y’ S’ U’ 5) = (x7 y’ ’y y7€>
x x

this product takes the form
(S,U)-(S"\U")=(S+S5+85,U+U +SU").

Near the adiabatic front face we can use coordinates

r—e -z Yy -y
Se,Ue) =
(1‘7%5;77 € 8) (x’y’€’$+8’x(x+g)7 T

and obtain a family of products over the point (0, yo,0,70)
(Se,U) - (SLU") = (S: + 8. +¢eS.SL, U+ U +eS.U").

Note that if ¢ = 1 this product coincides with that on the zero front face, while
at the adiabatic front face (¢ = 0) it coincides with the product on the scattering
front face.

Note that this construction extends to families: If X — M % B is a fibration
with X as above, then carrying out the above blow-ups on M xp M (the fiber
product of M with itself) we obtain a fibration

2 2
X€<I> M6<I>

|

B
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which carries the kernels of families of adiabatic operators, U (M/B;E).

PROPOSITION 2.3 (cf. [14], Proposition C.1). If P € U7y (M/B;E) and the
normal operators o (P), Ny (P) and Nz (P) are invertible then Ro (P) and Ry (P)
are both fully elliptic and have the same families index.

PRrROOF. The invertibility of o (P) allows the construction of a parametrix
Qo € ¥_3" (M/B; E_, E;) with residues

Id—QoP € V-2° (M/B;Ey), 1d—PQy € V_2°(M/B;E_).

Each invertible normal operator permits this to be refined to a parametrix with
residues vanishing to infinite order at the corresponding boundary face. Thus the
m

hypothesis of the proposition permit us to find @ € ¥_J" (M/B;E_) with residues
Id—QP € 2®V_2° (M/B;Ey), 1d—PQ € a®V_2° (M/B;E_).

The induced equations for Ry (P) and Ry (P) show that these operators are fully
elliptic hence Fredholm.

The residues above are families of compact operators over [0,1] in the inter-
section of the fibered cusp and fibered boundary calculi, hence it is possible to
stabilize. That is, we can find an operator

A€ 2™V (M/B;E) = C™ ([0, 1), , 9 (M/B; ]E))

such that the null space of P 4+ A is in C*° (M/B; E) and forms a trivial smooth
bundle over [0,1] x B (see [14, Lemma 1.1]). It follows that the index bundles for
Ry (P) and R; (P) coincide in K (B). O

THEOREM 2.4. The adiabatic construction above induces a natural map

K3.c (9) = Ko (9),
which restricts to
Ka-c, o0 (#) = Koty oo (9),
and fits into the commutative diagram

K. (9)

2]

K" (B) <" K.y (6) = K. (T* (X/B))
PROOF. Given a fibered cusp pseudodifferential operator, P € ¥4 _(M/B;E)
we can construct an element of WY » (M/B;E) by following the construction in [14,
Proposition 8]. First the kernel of P gives us the normal operator of a putative
P (e) at the (lift of) e = 0. This fixes the boundary value for the face §, which as
we have just seen is fibered over the lifted variable

r=t"¢ e[-1,1],
r+e
with fiber given by the front face in the fibered cusp calculus. Knowing the value at
7 =1, we extend to the rest of § to be independent of 7. This fixes the kernel at the
boundary of B and we simply extend it as a conormal distribution to the diagonal

and vanishing to infinite order at the other boundary faces. Having defined a kernel
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consistently on the boundary of M 82¢ we can choose an extension which is conormal
to the diagonal in the interior, thus obtaining an element P (¢) € ¥%; (M/B;E).

If P is Fredholm then the normal operators o (P (¢)) and Nz (P (¢)) are invert-
ible as is Nog (P (€)) for small enough ¢, say € € [0, d]. Of course we can arrange for
Ng (P (€)) to be invertible for all e, for instance by rescaling [0, 4] to [0,1] or by
perturbing P (¢) with a family A (¢) such that Ny (A (¢)) is a finite rank smoothing
perturbation vanishing at ¢ = 0 and making the family No (P (¢)) invertible (as in
[14, Remark 1.2]).

The invertibility of these normal operators allows us to apply Proposition 2.3
and conclude that Ry (P (E)) is fully elliptic. Thus, in terms of the maps

‘I’(e)@(M/B;]E)

Vg (M/B;E) Vg, (M/B;E)

we see that we can lift each fully elliptic family P in the ®-c calculus via Ry to a
family P(e) in the adiabatic calculus such that R;(P(¢)) is a fully elliptic family in
the ®-b calculus. Notice that the choice of § and extension to € = 1 do not change
the homotopy class of Ry(P(e)). Furthermore, we can always extend a homotopy
of P to a homotopy of P () as well as the other equivalence relations defining the
K-groups (stabilization and bundle isomorphism), so we have a map

Ko (9) 3 [P] 2% [Ry (P ()] € Ky (9)

well-defined independently of choices.

From the construction it is clear that perturbations of the identity by a smooth-
ing operator are preserved as is the interior symbol, and from Proposition 2.3 so is
the families index. O

3. Fredholm perturbations of the identity

In this section, we prove that the map

Krg-c,foo (¢) — K::‘P-b,foo ((b) ’

induced by the adiabatic construction in Theorem 2.4 is an isomorphism.

We first recall the excision argument from [14] and reduce to the case ® = Id,
i.e., the scattering and zero calculi. We start by replacing M with a collar neigh-
borhood of its boundary, dM x [0, 1],. The K-theory groups we are considering are
made up of equivalence classes of normal operators, so there is no loss in restricting
attention to the quantizations that are supported in this neighborhood, and reduce
to the identity at x = 1.
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The fibration extends off the boundary into the entire neighborhood OM x
[0,1],, so we have the simpler situation

Z % [0,1] —— 90X x [0,1] —— OM x [0, 1]
Y % [0,1] D x [0,1]

|5

B

where furthermore we have the following reduction.

LEMMA 3.1. There are ‘excision’ isomorphisms

K::I)-c,foo (¢) = IC:c,foo(qs) and Icg-b,foo (¢) = Icgfoo((b)
PROOF. Recall [16, Lemma 6.3], [14, proof of Prop. 3.1] that given
be V> (OM/D;E)

P-sus
such that Id +b is invertible, we can assume that b acts on a finite-rank sub-bundle
W of C*° (0M/ D) pulled-back to T* (D/B) x R and then think of b as the boundary
family of a family in W% (M/B; E) or in ¥ ;> (D x [0,1] /B; W). Doing the same
to fibered boundary operators we obtain the isomorphisms above. |

Hence, it suffices to show that the adiabatic homomorphism between K5, _ Oo(5)
and IC&_OO(%) is an isomorphism. Both the kernel of an operator in > (M; E)
and the kernel of an operator in ¥, (M; E) are, near their respective front faces,
translation invariant in the ‘horizontal’ directions. We can apply the Fourier trans-
form in these directions and restrict to the front face, and obtain in either case an

element of
(3.1) S(T*OM) ©,C*> ([-1,1]) &, Hom (E).

In the scattering case this is easily recognized as defining a class in

K 1 (T*OM x R) = K;2(T*0OM) and respecting the product structure. We show
in the following theorem that the zero case defines the same class in K° (T*0M).
The coincidence of the classes defined by the commutative (scattering) product
with that defined by the non-commutative (zero) product is a manifestation of
Bott periodicity (cf. [4, Proposition 9.9]).

THEOREM 3.2. The map K2, __(¢) — ICa_Oo(a) induced by the adiabatic cal-

sc,—
culus is an isomorphism and fits into the commutative diagram

Kk oo (¢) —> K: (T*0M/B)

l o

K5, —o0 ()

Before proving this theorem, we quickly review the relevant descriptions of the
topological K-theory groups from [13]. Recall that for any manifold X we can
describe K (X) as stable homotopy classes of maps

K (X) = lim [X: GL (V)]
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so also [13, Proposition 3],
(3:2) K'(X) = |X;G™>(V; B)|,
where V' is any compact manifold with boundary and
G °(V;E)={Id+A: A€ U~°°(X; E) and (Id +A) is invertible}.
Similarly, we can define K°(X) from K!(X) by suspension, i.e.,
K" (X) =1lim [X;C% ((81,1) : (GL(N) ,1d))]
and this can also be thought of as [13, Proposition 4]
(3.3) K’ (X) = [X; G, (U; B)],

with U any closed manifold of positive dimension and, using S to denote Schwartz
functions,
GoX (U; B) ={Id+A: A S(R; U™°(U; E)) and (Id+A) is invertible}.

sus

For non-compact manifolds the same definitions apply, but the families of operators
are required to be equal to the identity outside a compact set. Homotopies are also
required to be the identity outside a compact set, however, in either case, the
compact set is not fixed.

PrOOF (OF THEOREM 3.2). Recall that in [1] it is shown that the groups
K§ o (¢) are canonically isomorphic to the groups KZ(T*0M/B). So, for each
g0 > 0, we have an isomorphism into K¢ (T*90M/B) consistent with the product
on the € = g¢ slice of the adiabatic calculus. The smoothness of the product in the
adiabatic calculus shows that, for any Fredholm operator Id +A € \Il;qfo, we obtain

for each g9 > 0 the same class in K2 (T*0M).

Thus we have two homomorphisms from K, . (¢) into K2 (T*9M). The first
is the isomorphism given by identifying (3.1) with an element of K ! (T*0M x R) =
K2 (T*0M). The second comes from extending the given Fredholm scattering op-
erator into a Fredholm adiabatic operator and applying the isomorphism of [1].

The first can be represented by a map
[T*OM x R; GLy (C)] = [S"0M x R4 x R;GLy (C)],

34
(34) =[S"OM;S (Ry x R) ® GLy (C)],

with the zero subscript denoting that the restriction to zero in the R factor de-
pends only on the base variable in S*OM. The second homomorphism comes from
quantizing the product in (3.4) into the b,c-calculus with a parameter e:

[S*0M; S (R4 x R) @ GLy (O)), %= |5*0M; 05207 ([0, 1] ;CN)}O

When ¢ = 0 we have the commutative product and for positive €, the non-commutative
(cf. [4, Proposition 9.9, Theorem 9.5]). Hence the isomorphism between K3 _ _(¢)

0,—oc0

and K0 (T*0M) is taken into the isomorphism between K¢ (¢) and K2 (T*OM)

sc,—o0

by the adiabatic limit. (Il
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4. Six term exact sequence

The Atiyah-Singer Index Theorem induces natural maps
KI(T*M/B) > [0] 2% [indas 0] € K (T*D/B)

and, together with the identifications K¢*1(T*D/B) = K‘gjjﬁoo (¢), these are maps
Ky(T*M/B) — ’C%:},,OOW) Just as in [14, Thm. 6.3], they fit into a diagram

(4.1) K9 b oo (6) —2— KO, (¢) —=% KO (T*M/B)

K} (T*M/B) <— K., (¢) ~ Kb, oo (¢)

with the maps i, and o, induced by inclusion and the principal interior symbol,
which we now show is exact.

PROPOSITION 4.1. The diagram (4.1) is exact.

PrOOF. While exactness at K} (¢) follows directly from the definitions, to
establish exactness elsewhere we give a different description of the maps I,.

Given a class [0;] € K}(T*M/B), it is shown in [14, Proposition 6.2] that there
is a family of operators

P, € ¥ (M/B;C") and Fredholm, such that
o(P) =0y, Py=1d, P € (1d+¥;(M/B;CY)) and Fredholm

and the identification K3 . . (¢) = K2(T*D/B) takes [P1] to [indag75,,0]. As
in the proof of Theorem 2.4, we can lift the family P; to a family of operators in
the adiabatic calculus P;(g) such that P, = R;(P:(¢)) satisfies

P, e 0% (M/B;C"Y) and Fredholm, such that
o(P) =0, Py=1d, P, e (1d+¥z;2(M/B;C")) and Fredholm

and, from Theorem 3.2, the identification Kg_p, oo (¢) = K.(T*D/B) takes [Py] to
[indag 75,,0]. Thus we can think of I as being [oy] — [Py].

An clement [oy] is in the null space of Iy if Py ~ Id, i.., precisely when [oy]
is in the image of the map K} (¢) =% KX(T*M/B). On the other hand the
homotopy P, shows that [Py] is automatically trivial as an element K39, (¢), that
is, ImI; C nullép, and conversely, if [Q] € nullig, there is (after stabilization) a
homotopy of operators from the identity to @, and the symbol of this homotopy
defines an element in K}!(T*M/B) that is sent by I; to [Q]. Thus we see that
the diagram is exact at K}(T*M/B) and at KL, (¢). Just as in [14, Theorem
6.3] the same arguments prove exactness at K}(T*M/B) and K} _(¢) using Bott
periodicity. ([l
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As explained in the proof of this proposition, the diagrams
I
K{(T*M/B) —— K&} (¢)
\ l
ad

Kl (@)

are commutative. Hence the six term exact sequences for the smooth K-theory of
®-c and ®-b operators make up a commutative diagram:
KSoc.—oe (9) K§.c (9) K2 (T*M/B)
ad ol
K%—b,foo (¢) — K§ ., (¢) — K2 (T*M/B)

! l

K (T*M/B) <— K., (9) =— Ko, o (9)

K (T*M) Ks.c () Kooc,-oe (9)

and, since we have already shown that K, __(¢) ad, K% (¢) is an isomorphism, the
five-lemma implies the following.

THEOREM 4.2. The adiabatic calculus induces an isomorphism of the smooth
K-theory groups of the ®-c calculus and those of the ®-b calculus,

K2 (6) 2% K81 (9).

a
o~

Appendix A. Triple adiabatic space

In this section we prove the composition formula for the adiabatic calculus.
The kernel of the composition is given by an appropriate interpretation of

’CAOB (Caclve) = ]CA (C,Cl/,f:) ICB (C//,Clae) .
M2,
Our method is geometric, we construct a space M§’¢ with three b-fibrations ‘first’,
‘second’, and ‘composite’ down to M€2¢. The kernel of the composite is then cor-
rectly given by
(mo), (rpA-75B).

The basic triple space is M? x [0, ¢g] where €y > 0 and M is a compact manifold

with boundary and a specified fibration ¢ : 9M — Y of the boundary. We first

have to perform the ‘boundary adiabatic’ blow ups to be able to map back to the
single and double spaces

M(?’l) = [M3 x [0,¢0], A7, Ap, Ac, As, Ar, Anr, Az,
Ap = (0M)? x {0}, Ap = M x OM x OM x {0},
(A.1) As =0M x OM x M x {0}, Ac = OM x M x OM x {0},
Ar =M x M x OM x {0}, Apy = M x OM x M x {0},
Ap =0M x M x M x {0}.
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Then consider the lifts of the triple and double fiber diagonals, lying within the
lifts of the faces (OM)? x [0, €] and (OM)? x M x [0, €g] and its cyclic images. We
can denote these as B, the triple boundary fibred diagonal and B¢, B¢ and By,
the double fibered diagonals. These are all p-submanifolds, meeting in the standard
way for diagonals so we may define

(AQ) M(?)Q) = [M(?)D,%T,SBS,%C,%F}

The double and triple fibered-cusp diagonal faces are not p-submanifolds in
My but lift to be p-submanifolds, which we denote §7, §r, J¢, §s and Fr,
§¢ and §'%. Here, §, is the lift of the corresponding double diagonal in the face
produced by the blow-up of Ap, O = S,C, F and §}, is the lift of the intersection
of this submanifold under the blow-up of Ar. The intersection properties of these
submanifolds is essentially the same as for the fibered-cusp (or indeed the cusp)
setting itself. Thus we complete the definition by blowing up in ‘the usual’ order

PROPOSITION A.1. FEach of the projections, dropping one or two factors of M,
lift to b-fibrations

TF
TC 'qus:;Mequ,
s

(A4)
TL
T :MS’¢—>M€.
TR

ProoF. This is the usual commutativity of blow ups argument. Rearrang-
ing the ‘fibred-cusp’ faces works just as for the (fibered-) cusp calculus. After
these triple and two double faces have been blown down, the corresponding fibered-
boundary faces can be blown down, as can the pure adiabatic faces. (I

PROPOSITION A.2.
Uk, (M; G, H) o ¥, (M B,G) W5 (M E, H)

PRrOOF. This follows from Proposition A.1 via the push-forward and pull-back
theorems of [10]. Indeed, given two operators (acting on half-densities for simplic-
ity) A and B the kernel of their composition is given by

Ao B = (m¢), (A -7pB).

As the maps are b-fibrations and transversal to the diagonals this yields a distri-
bution conormal to the diagonal of the appropriate degree. Since the kernels of A
and B vanish to infinite order at every face not meeting the diagonal, the product
of their lifts will vanish to infinite order at every face not meeting the triple diag-
onal (as this is the intersection of the lift of the two diagonals). Hence only the
faces coming from diag (MS) x {0}, and the blow-ups of B and Fr potentially
contribute to the push-forward. It follows that the resulting distribution is smooth
down to the each of the boundary faces. O
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Inversion of Series and the Cohomology of the Moduli
Spaces M,

Jonas Bergstrom and Francis Brown

ABSTRACT. For n > 3, let Mg, denote the moduli space of genus 0 curves
with n marked points, and My ., its smooth compactification. A theorem due
to Ginzburg, Kapranov and Getzler states that the inverse of the exponential
generating series for the Poincaré polynomial of H®(My ) is given by the
corresponding series for H® (Mo,n). In this paper, we prove that the inverse
of the ordinary generating series for the Poincaré polynomial of H®(My,z) is
given by the corresponding series for H® (Mg’n), where Mg, C Mg’n C Mon
is a certain smooth affine scheme.

1. Introduction

For n > 3, let My ,, be the moduli space, defined over Z, of smooth n-pointed
curves of genus zero, and let My, C My, denote its smooth compactification,
due to Deligne-Mumford and Knudsen. In [1], an intermediary space Mgm, which
satisfies

s _
Movn C Mo,n C MQm,

was defined in terms of explicit polynomial equations. It is a smooth affine scheme
over Z. The automorphism group of My, is the symmetric group &,, permuting
the n marked points, and this gives rise to a decomposition (see [1]),

Mon=J oM],) .

O'EGn

Thus M, defines a symmetric set of canonical affine charts for Mg,
In this note, we compute the dimensions

Qi = dimg Hi(/\/lgm; Q)

of the de Rham cohomology of Mg,n for all ¢ and n. Our main result can be
expressed in terms of generating series, as follows. If X is a smooth scheme over
Q of dimension d, we will denote its compactly supported Euler characteristic (or
rather, Poincaré polynomial) by:

2d

ec(X)(q) = ) _(~1)" dimq Hi(X; Q)¢ .

=0

© 2010 Jonas Bergstrom and Francis Brown
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Furthermore, if H*(X) = 0 whenever i > d, we define the (usual) Euler character-

istic as:
d

e(X)(g) =Y _(~1)" dimq H'(X;Q) ¢ .
=0

Consider the exponential generating series:

o) = o= Mo @) Dy
glxr) = x4+ Z ec(momﬂ)(Q) %T,L .
n=2 ’

The following formula is due to Ginzburg-Kapranov ([4], theorem 3.3.2) and Getzler
(3], §5.8)

(1) 9(9(z)) = 9(g(z)) = = .

In this paper, we will consider the ordinary generating series:

f(l‘) = T Z 6(M0,7L+1)(Q) z" 5
n=2
fi@) = oY (M) @)

THEOREM 1.1. The following inversion formula holds:

(2) f(fs(@) = f5(f(z)) = @ .

Using the well-known formula

—

n—

(3) e(Mont1)(q) = H(q — 1)

=2

and the purity of M, ., we deduce a recurrence relation for e(/\/lgmﬂ) from (2),
and hence also for the Betti numbers a,, ;. The proof of equation (2) uses the fact
that the coefficients in the Lagrange inversion formula are precisely given by the
combinatorics of Stasheff polytopes, which in turn determine the structure of the
mixed Tate motive underlying Mg}n.

In the special case ¢ = 0, the series f(z) reduces to = — Y " ,(n — 1)!z™,
which is essentially the generating series for the operad £ie. Comparing equation
(2) to Lemma 8 in [10] we find that the dimensions a,,—3 = H" 3(M},; Q) are
precisely the numbers of prime generators for Lie. We expect that there should
be an explicit bijection between H ”73(./\/13,"; Q) and the set of prime generators
described in the proof of Proposition 6 in [10], and, more generally, an operad-
theoretic interpretation of equation (2) for all g.

REMARK 1.2. The numbers a,, ,,—3 count the number of convergent period inte-
grals on the moduli space My ,, defined in [2], called ‘cell-zeta values’. Specifically,
there is a connected component X of the set of real points Mo ,(R) € MJ, (R)
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whose closure X5 C Mgvn(R) is a compact manifold with corners, and is combi-
natorially a Stasheff polytope. For any w € H"’S(Mgm; Q), one can consider the

integral
I(w) = / weR,
Xs

which is the period of a framed mixed Tate motive over Z, see [6]. By a theorem
in [1], the number I(w) is a Q-linear combination of multiple zeta values. For
example, when n = 5, we have a5 2 = 1, and there is essentially a unique such
integral. Identifying Mo s with {(t1,t2) € (P'\{0,1,00}), 1 # t2}, we can write

I(w) as
/ dtydts —2).
o<ty <ty<1 (1 —t1)t2

This work was begun at Institut Mittag-Leffler, Sweden, during the year 2006-
2007 on moduli spaces. We thank the institute for the hospitality.

2. Geometry of Mg_’n

We recall some geometric properties of Mg’n from [1]. The set of real points
Mo (R) is not connected but has n!/2n components, and they can be indexed
by the set of dihedral structures® § on the set {1,...,n}. Let X5 denote one such
connected component. Its closure in the real moduli space

76 C ﬂO,n (R)

is a compact manifold with corners. The variety ./\/lg)n C My, is then defined to
be the complement Mo,n\Aé, where Aj is the set of all irreducible divisors D C
Mo ,\ M., which do not meet the closed cell X5. Conversely, every irreducible
divisor D C ﬂo,n\Moyn which does meet the closed cell X4, defines an irreducible
divisor D N M}, € M, \Mo,,. In the case n = 4, we have:

Mo = PN\{0,1,00} , MJ, =P"\{oo} , Moy =P",

where X; is the open interval (0,1) and X is the closed interval [0, 1].

In the case n = 5, one can take four points in general position in P? and identify
My 5 with the complement of a configuration of six lines passing through each pair
of points. The compactification Mg 5 is obtained by blowing up these four points,
giving a total of ten boundary divisors. Picturing P? minus the six lines one sees
that the set of real points Mg 5(R) has exactly 12 connected components which
are triangles. Choosing one of these components Xy, and blowing up only the two
points which meet X yields a space in which the boundary divisors incident to
X5 form a pentagon. The space ./\/lg) 5 is obtained by removing all divisors of My 5
except the pentagon which bounds X 5. Thus we obtain twelve isomorphic varieties
My 5, one for each connected component of Mo 5(R).

In general, X5 C MJ, (R) has the combinatorial structure of a Stasheff poly-
tope. Its faces of codimension k are in bijection with the set of decompositions of
a regular n-gon into k + 1 polygons (with at least 3 sides) by k non-intersecting

LA dihedral structure on a set S is an identification of the elements of S with the edges of
an unoriented polygon, i.e., considered modulo dihedral symmetries.
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chords. Suppose, for each ¢ > 1, that there are A\;(D) polygons in a decomposition
D which has ¢ + 2 sides. Then the corresponding face is

and X ;4o has itself the combinatorial structure of a Stasheff i-polytope. Note that
X3 and Mg 3 are just points. Since a closed polytope is the disjoint union of its
open faces, we deduce the following stratification for ngn:

n—2Ai(D)

(4) Mg,n = HiD( H H Mo,z‘+2) .
D

i=1 j=1

Here, the disjoint union is taken over all decompositions D of a regular n-gon, and
ip is the isomorphism which restricts to the inclusion of each face Fp < Xs. The
empty dissection corresponds to the inclusion of the open stratum My .

EXAMPLE 2.1. There are nine chords in a regular hexagon, six of which de-
compose it into a pentagon and trigon, and three of which decompose it into two
tetragons. It then has 21 decompositions into three pieces (a tetragon and two
triangles), and 14 into four triangles. Therefore equation (4) can be abbreviated:

(5) M) g = Mg U (6 M5 U 3/\/1(2))4) U21 Moq U4 Mqs .

3. Purity

Since ./\/lo » is stratified by products of varieties My ,, which are isomorphic
to an affine complement of hyperplanes and therefore of Tate type, it follows that
H i(ngn) defines an element in the category of mixed Tate motives over Q. In
fact, it was proved in [1] that Mg)n is smooth and affine, so it follows by a theorem
due to Grothendieck that its cohomology is generated by global regular forms.
Using the well-known fact that H'(Mo ) is pure [3], it follows that the subspace
H i(ngn) is also pure. We can therefore work inside the semisimple subcategory
(or Grothendieck group) generated by pure Tate motives. We have that,

(6) HI(M},) 2 Q(—i)™
The purity of the spaces Mg’n has the important consequence that we have an
equality of Poincaré polynomials (i.e. not only of Euler characteristics),

n—2X\; (D)

g i) = (11T <o)

=1 j=1

4. Decompositions of regular n-gons

If A\ is a partition of a number, we define \; to be the number of times ¢ appears
in this partition. For each partition A of n—2, we then define P(X) to be the number
of choices of —1+ ", \; non-intersecting chords of an n-regular polygon that gives
rise, for each i, to A; subpolygons with ¢ 4+ 2 sides. Thus, P(\) counts the number
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of decompositions of an n-gon of given combinatorial type. This number is found
to be equal to (see Ex. 2.7.14 on p. 127 in [5]):

(n =D
Combining this result and (7) we find that,

(8) PQA) =

n—2

(9) eM§,) = D PO [T eMoira).

Abn—2 i=1
Using equation (3) we can now compute the ay, ;’s for any ¢ and n,
EXAMPLE 4.1. From Example (5), we have
e(Mgg) = (a—2)(q—3)(g—4) +6(¢—2)(q—3) +3(g —2)* +21(q — 2) + 14,
which reduces to ¢* + 5¢ — 4. In particular, ag 3 = dimgq H*(M) 4, Q) = 4.

Clearly a, 0 = 1 for all n, and it is also easy to see that a,,; = 0 for all n. In
the following table we present the results for n from five to eleven.

ap1 | Gn,2 Gn 3 QAn 4 Un 5 Qn 6 Qn, 7 Qn,8
M} 5 0 1
Mig | O 5 4
My, | 0 15 28 22
Mis | O 35 | 112 | 206 144
My | 0O 70 | 336 | 1063 | 1704 | 1089
Mio | O | 126 | 840 | 3999 | 10848 | 15709 | 9308
My | 0 | 210 | 1848 | 12255 | 49368 | 119857 | 159412 | 88562

There are no entries above the diagonal, because My, is affine. For small 4, one
can use (9) to write down explicit formulae for a,, ; as a function of n, e.g.,

n—1 n
an,2:< 4) and an’3:4<6).

Finally, setting ¢ = 0 in (9) gives the following closed formula for the dimension
Gy, of the middle-dimensional de Rham cohomology of ngn, where [ :=n — 3,

I4+1 _
(10) dimg H'(M§,:Q) = 3> POy -J[ (-0 + 1)
AFI+1 i=1

5. An inversion formula

PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1. The proof is immediate on comparing equation (9)
with the combinatorial interpretation of Lagrange’s formula for the inversion of
series in one variable (see [9], equation (4.5.12), p. 412). More precisely, consider

the formal power series:
(o]
u(z) =x — g u;x’
i=2
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Lagrange’s formula states that the formal solution to v(u(z)) = « is given by

oo
x)=z+ E vz
=2

where vy = ug, v3 = 2u§ + uz, v4 = 5u§’ + Sugus + ug, and in general:

n—1
Up = ZP()\)Hu;\_H, forn>2.
Arn—1 i=1
The theorem follows from (9) on setting u; = e(Mog it1)- O

REMARK 5.1. There is a stratification of ﬂom similar to the one described
by (4) for MJ,,, but where P()) should be replaced by T(\), and where T()) is
the number of dual graphs of n-pointed stable curves of genus zero that has \;
components with a sum of 7 + 2 marked points and nodes. Now note that from the
proof of theorem 1.1 and (1) it follows that T'(\) = P(X) - (n — 1)!/ [T, (i + 1)!*i.

In the special case when ¢ = 0, we deduce the following corollary.

COROLLARY 5.2. The generating series for dimgq H"*3(Mg7n;Q) is obtained
by inverting the series

Z(n—l)!x"=x+x2+2x3+6x4—|—...

n=1

REMARK 5.3. The cohomology of My, is a module over the symmetric group

GS,, with n elements, whose representation theory can for instance be found in [3]
r [8]. The dihedral subgroup Ds,, which stablizes a dihedral ordering ¢ acts upon
the affine space Mgvn, and hence its cohomology. It therefore would be interest-
ing to compute the character of this group action on H '(./\/lgm), and compare its

equivariant generating series to the one obtained by restriction Resg;n H*(Mo.).

6. A recurrence relation

Let us alter our series slightly and put F(z) := —f(—z) and Fs(z) := — f5(—z).
By theorem 1.1 we find that Fs(F(x)) = F(Fs(z)) = x. The series F(x) is easily
seen to satisfy the differential equation:
o?F'(x) = (F(x) — ) (zq +1) .
By differentiating F5(F(x)) = x, we have Fj(F(z))F’'(z) = 1. Substituting the
previous expression for F’(z) gives:
F3(F(x))(F(z) — z)(zq + 1) =

By changing variables y = F'(x), where F5(y) = F5(F(x )) = x, we obtain:
Fi(y)(y — Fs(y))(a Fs(y) +1) = F5(y)* -

Expanding out gives:
yFy — FsFy — F§ + qyFsFy — qF{F; =0 .

If we write

9]

_ n

= E any
n=1
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then the coefficient of y™ is exactly:

na, — Z kapa; — Z ara; + q Z kapa; — q Z karaja,, =0 .

k+l=n-+1 k+l=n k+l=n k+l4+m=n+1

Decomposing the first sum >, kaga; = (n+1)aia, + ZZ;ZI kagan1—, and
using the fact that a; = 1, gives the recurrence relation:

an = — Z kapa; + Z (¢k — Daga; — ¢ Z kapaa,, -

k+l=n+1,k,1>2 k+l=n k+l4+m=n+1

THEOREM 6.1. The recurrence relation

an = — Z kapa; + Z (gk — 1)ara; — q Z karaiam,
k+l=n+1 k+l=n k+l+m=n+1
k,1>2
with initial conditions ag = 0, a1 = 1, has a unique solution given by

Apn = (_1)n+1e(Mg,n+1)'

In the special case ¢ = 0, we have the following corollary. Note that in theorem 9
of [10] there is an equivalent presentation of this recurrence relation.

COROLLARY 6.2. The dimensions by, := dimgq H”_Q(ngnﬂ; Q) are the unique
solutions to the recurrence relation:

bn= > kbibi+ Y bib, for n>2,

k+l=n+1 k+l=n
k,1>2
with initial conditions by = 0,b7 = —1.
PROOF. Set b, = —ay|q=0 in the previous theorem. |
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C*-Algebras in Tensor Categories

Peter Bouwknegt, Keith C. Hannabuss, and Varghese Mathai

ABSTRACT. We define and systematically study nonassociative C*-algebras as
C*-algebras internal to a topological tensor category. We also offer a concrete
approach to these C*-algebras, as G-invariant, norm closed x-subalgebras of
bounded operators on a G-Hilbert space, with deformed composition product.
Our central results are those of stabilization and Takai duality for (twisted)
crossed products in this context.

1. Introduction

In [12] we gave an account of some nonassociative algebras and their appli-
cations to T-duality, with a brief mention of the role of categories at the end. In
this paper we will develop the theory more systematically from the category the-
oretic perspective. In particular we shall not need to assume that the groups are
abelian, and will mostly work with general three-cocycles rather than antisymmet-
ric tricharacters. We believe, however, that the results in this paper are of interest
independent of our original motivation. Since writing [12] we have become aware
of more of the large literature in this subject, for example, the work of Frohlich,
Fuchs, Runkel, Schweigert in conformal field theory [22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27], and
of Beggs, Majid and collaborators [1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 14]. Most of that work is al-
gebraic in spirit, working with finite groups or finite dimensional Hopf algebras,
whereas we are primarily interested in locally compact groups and C*-algebras,
which necessitate the development of a rather different set of techniques. The work
of Nesterov and collaborators [35, 36, 37, 38, 39] does use vector groups, but
has rather different aims and methods. In addition, there is a well-established the-
ory of C*- and W*-categories, [28, 34], in which the algebras are generalised to
morphisms in a suitable category, which means that they are automatically asso-
ciative. One could generalise to weak higher categories, but the examples discussed
in [12] suggest that one starts by looking at categories in which the algebras and
their modules are objects, which is also more directly parallel to the algebraic cases
already mentioned.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 46170 Secondary: 47L70, 46M15,18D10,
46L08, 46L55, 22D35, 46L.85.

Key words and phrases. nonassociative, C*-algebras, stabilization, Takai duality, topological
tensor categories, twisted crossed products.
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In Section 2 we introduce the tensor categories that we use and give some
elementary examples, based on our earlier work in [12]. Within the category it
is possible to define algebras and modules. The next three sections show how to
obtain nonassociative algebras of twisted compact and bounded operators on a
Hilbert space, and introduce Morita equivalence. We then link this to exterior
equivalence in Section 6, which establishes that exterior equivalent twisted actions
give rise to isomorphic twisted crossed product C*-algebras.

Section 7 is devoted to an extension of the nonassociative Takai duality proved
in [12]. This is especially useful, because it provides a method of stabilising al-
gebras. For example, an associative algebra with a very twisted group action has
a nonassociative dual and double dual which admit ordinary untwisted group ac-
tions. The double dual is Morita equivalent to the original, and so one could replace
the original associative algebra and twisted action by an equivalent nonassociative
algebra and ordinary action.

The main result in Section 8 establishes the fact that twisted crossed prod-
ucts can be obtained by repeated ordinary crossed products, but with a possible
modified automorphism action of the final subgroup, a result that goes a long way
towards proving an analog of the Connes-Thom isomorphism theorem [15, 16] in
our context, as briefly discussed in the final section.

A theorem of MacLane [34] asserts that every monoidal category can be made
strict, that is, associative, but in general the functor which does this is quite compli-
cated. However, in our category things are much simpler, and in Appendix A, it is
shown that whenever a nonassociative algebra acts on a module, its multiplication
can be modified to an associative multiplication. Examples of the strictification
process are discussed there, in particular to the algebras of twisted compact and
bounded operators which are defined to act on a module, but also have more seri-
ous implications for physics, where the algebras are generally represented by actions
on modules. (On the other hand this does not mean that we can simply dismiss
the nonassociativity, because there are known nonassociative algebras such as the
octonions, cf. [3], which fit into our framework.) Appendix B gives a concrete ap-
proach to our nonassociative C*-algebras, as G-invariant, norm closed x-subalgebras
of bounded operators on a G-Hilbert space, with composition product deformed by
a 3-cocycle on G. In Appendix C, we revisit the construction of our nonassociative
torus, via a geometric construction that realizes it as a nonassociative deforma-
tion of the C*-algebra of continuous functions on the torus. For completeness, we
have summarized in Appendix D, the original motivation for this work, namely,
T-duality in string theory.
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2. Tensor categories and their algebras

As in [29] we use tensor category to mean just a monoidal category, without
any of the other structures often assumed elsewhere. That is, a tensor category is a
category in which associated to each pair of objects A and B there exists a product
object A ® B, and there is an identity object 1, such that 1@ A 2 A ¥ A® 1,
together with associator isomorphisms

(2.1) P=0yp0: AR (BRC)— (A®B)®C

for any three objects A, B and C, satisfying the consistency pentagonal identity on
quadruple products:

®(B®(C®D))

/y PA,B,coD
®(C))

(A B)® (C® D)

(B
\ZICD A®B,C,D

(A (B(C)®D— (A® B)® ())
‘I’ABC®1D

with each arrow the appropriate map ®, and the triangle relation:

A®(1® B) (A®1)® B

Pa1,B

1R
1R

A®B

MacLane’s coherence theorem ensures that these conditions are sufficient to guaran-
tee consistency of all other rebracketings, [30]. (The theorem proceeds by showing
that one can always take the category to be a strictly associative category. We
prove this explicitly for our examples in Appendix A)

Module categories provide two standard examples of tensor categories with the
obvious identification map ® = id. One is the category of R-modules and R-
morphisms, for R a commutative algebra over C. The appropriate tensor product
of objects A and B is A®x B, and the identity object is R itself. Continuous trace
algebras with spectrum S are Cp(S)-modules, and so can be studied within this
category with R = Cy(.5), though some care is needed in defining the appropriate
tensor products in the case of topological algebras, but this can be done explicitly
in this case, cf. [40, Sect 6.1].
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A subtly different example is provided by the algebra of functions H = Cy(G) on
a separable locally compact group G. As well as being an algebra under pointwise
multiplication it also has a comultiplication A : H — H ® H taking a function
f € Co(G) to (Af)(z,y) = f(zy), and a counit € : H — C, which evaluates f at the
group identity. This enables us to equip the category of H-modules with a tensor
product A ® B over C, on which f acts as A(f), and the identity object being C
with the trivial H-action of multiplication by e(f). Writing the comultiplication in
abbreviated Sweedler notation Af = f1) ® f(2), the action on A ® B is

flaxb] = fayla] * f2)[b].

Since everything has been defined in terms of the comultiplication and counit of
H, this clearly generalises to bialgebras, and even to quasi-bialgebras. If G is an
abelian group, with Pontryagin dual group G = Hom(G, U(1)), then we can work

~

with C*(G) instead of C(G), and the tensor product action of £ € G is just £ ® &.
If the group G acts on S, the two examples can be combined in the category of
modules for the crossed product, or transformation groupoid, algebra Cp(S) » 6,
equipped with the tensor product over Cy(S), and identity object Cy(S).

Both examples use modules for a x-algebra, with f*(s) = f(s) in Cy(S) and
f*(x) = f(z=1) in Cy(G), and the category contains conjugate objects A*, having
the same underlying set, but with the algebra action changed to that of f* and
conjugated scalar multiplication. For a an element of some object A and a* the
same element considered as an element of A* we then have f*[a*] = fla]*. Working

o~

with C*(G) instead of Cp(G) one has £(z—1) = &(x) so that £&* = £. This too can be
generalised to quasi-Hopf algebras [29, Section XV.5] which provide such structure
as do the coinvolutions in Kac C*-algebras. Conjugation A — A* preserves direct

sums and gives a covariant functor. Another crucial property follows by noting that
in Cy(G) one has

A )@ y) = [Hay) = fly~la=h) = AN~ a~h) = (o) ® f(y) (@, v),

so that conjugation reverses the order of factors in the tensor product. There is a
natural isomorphism between (A® B)* and B*® A*. Since preparing the first draft
of this paper the preprint [6] has appeared and gives a systematic account of bar
categories, of which these form one example. We refer the reader there for more
detail.

Tensor categories have enough structure to define algebras and modules.

DEFINITION 2.1. An object A is an algebra (or monoid) in a tensor category
if there is a morphism x : A ® A — A that is associative in the category, that
is, *(x ® id)® = *(id ® x) as maps A ® (A® A) — A. An algebra A in the
category is called a x-algebra if the category has the above conjugation of objects
and A* = A. A left (respectively, right) module M for A is an object such that
there is a morphism, which we also denote by *, sending A® M to M (respectively,
M@ A to M), and satisfying the usual composition law in the category, that is,
for left modules x(x ® id)® = *(id x *) as maps A ® (A ® M) — M. For brevity,
the term module will mean a left module, unless otherwise specified. An A-5-
bimodule X for two algebras A and B in the category is a left module for A and a
right module for B, with commuting actions (allowing for rebracketing given by an
associator map).
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®(A®A) A A)®
\A/

As an example we note that continuous trace algebras with spectrum S are
algebras in the category of Cy(S)-modules introduced above. In fact Cy(S) can
be identified with a subalgebra of the centre ZM (.A) of the multiplier algebra of a
continuous trace algebra A, and so it also acts on all A-modules, so that A-modules
in the ordinary sense are also A-modules in the category. Similarly, continuous
trace algebras with spectrum S on which G acts as automorphisms are algebras
in the category of Cy(S) % G-modules. Although we have so far taken & to be
the usual identification map, there are other possibilities. Let G be a separable
locally compact group with dual 6, and let ¢ € C(G x G x G) be normalised to
take the value 1 whenever any of its arguments is the identity 1 € G, and satisfy
the pentagonal cocycle identity

(2.2) o(z,y, 2)0(x, Yz, w)P(y, 2, w) = Py, 2, w)p(x, y, zw) .

Since C(G) is the multiplier algebra of Cy(G) it also acts on Cy(G)-modules. Unlike
the algebraic case there are various module tensor products, and it is assumed that
we have chosen one for which the action of C(G) ® C(G) ® C(G) is defined.

DEFINITION 2.2. The category Cg(¢) has for objects normed Cy(G)-modules,
or equivalently normed a—modules, and its morphisms are continuous linear maps
commuting with the action. The tensor structure comes from taking the tensor
product of modules with the tensor product action of the coproduct (Af)(z,y) =
f(zy) for f € C(G), (or diagonal tensor product action £ ® £ of £ € 6) For any
three objects A, B and C the associator map, ® : A® (B&C) - (A® B)®C is
given by the action of ¢ € C(GxGxG) = C(G)®C(G)®C(G). The identity object
is the trivial one-dimensional module C, on which G acts trivially, or, equivalently,
f € C(G) multiplies by f(1), where 1 is the identity element in G.

We could introduce a similar structure for Cy(S) x G modules.

As already mentioned, the algebras (or monoids) in Cg(¢) are objects A for
which there is a product morphism A®.A — A, which we shall write as a®b +— axb.
An algebra A can have a module M, when there is a morphism AQ M — M, which
we also write a ® m +— a x m, relying on the context to distinguish multiplications
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from actions. The category structure forces interesting compatibility conditions on
algebras and modules.

PROPOSITION 2.3. Let A be an algebra in the category Cg(¢). Then the group
G acts on an algebra A by automorphisms, and the action of G on an A-module
M gives a covariant representation of A and G or, equivalently, a representation of
the crossed product A x G.

PROOF. For a,b € A, and £ € G we have > {la] x £[b] = [axb], showing that the
action of G is by endomorphisms, and since Gisa group, these are invertible, and
so automorphisms.

The morphism property gives £[a]*&[m] = [a*m], showing that the actions of
A and G combine into a covariant representation of (A, G) Standard theory then
tells us that this is equivalent to having an action of the crossed product A x G. O

We need to take care concerning the ordering of products where ® sets up the
appropriate associativity conditions. When A is an algebra in the category, and
M is an A-module, we shall simplify the notation by writing ®(a = (b*m)) for the
composition of the maps ¢ : A® (A®M) = (A® A) ® M and the multiplications
and action

ARA) M- AR@M— M,

applied to a® (b®c¢), and similarly for triple products of algebra elements. We shall
similarly abbreviate the notation for other operations involving tensor products.

The algebra of twisted compact operators K,(L?(Q3)), introduced in [12], pro-
vides an example of an algebra in the category Cg(¢). There we assumed that ¢
was an antisymmetric tricharacter, that is, ¢(x,y, z) is a character in each of its
arguments for fixed values of the others, and is inverted by any transposition of
its arguments. This is sufficient to ensure that it satisfies the cocycle identity, but
at the expense of slightly more complicated formulae the cocycle condition usually
suffices, for example the product of two integral kernels is defined by

(2.3) (k1 * ko) (z,2) = /¢(xy_1,yz_1, 2)k1(z, y)ko(y, 2) dydz .

The action of f € C(G) on K4(L?(G)) multiplies the kernel K (z,y) by f(xy'), and
one checks that this defines an automorphism using the identity (Af)(zy !, yz~1) =
f(xz=1). Moreover, as may be readily checked using the pentagonal identity:

(24)  ((k1xka) * k3))(z,w)

/ eyl gzt D)@z, 2w, w)ky (@, y)ka(y, 2)ks(z, w) dyd=

:/d)(xy_l,yz_l,zw_l)gb(xy_l,yw_l,w)gb(yz_l,zw_l,w)
X k1 (z,9)k2(y, 2)ks(z, w) dydz
(2.5) = (k1 % (ko x k3)) (7, w) .
In Appendix B the twisted compact operators K,(L*(G)), introduced in [12],
and the twisted bounded operators By (L?(G)) are systematically defined and stud-
ied, providing examples of C*-algebras in the category Cg(¢). In fact, any norm

closed, G-invariant x-subalgebra of B, (L?(G)) gives an example of a C*-algebra in
the category. The reworking of the twisted compact operators and twisted bounded
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operators with a general cocycle ¢ shows that the arguments of [12] need not depend
on ¢ being a tricharacter, although there may be simplifications when it is.

PROPOSITION 2.4. Let A : A® (B® C) — C be a morphism in Cg(¢). If ¢ is
a tricharacter then A(P(a® (b®¢))) = Ma® (b®«¢)), for alla € A, b € B and
¢ € C. The same applies for a morphism A : A® (B® C) - A® C — A which
factors through C.

PROOF. The fact that A is a morphism means that for any f € Cy(G)
(SN = AId @ A)A(f)® = M) @ (fi2) © f3))¢

or
Ae(f)® = A f1) @ (f2) ® f(3)))¢,

Thus the effect of (f(1)® (f2) ® fi3))) (7w, y, 2) = f(x(yz))d(z,y, 2) is just the same

as e(f)o(x,y, 2) = f(1)p(x,y,z). In other words, the effect of AP is concentrated

where zyz = 1. However, when ¢ is an antisymmetric tricharacter, it takes the

value 1 when arguments are repeated, and so

P(x,y,2) = o, y, 2)d(x, ¥, y)p(x, ¥, 2) = p(a,y, 2yz) = 1.
In other words A® = A. A similar argument applied to B ® C' covers the case when
A factors through C.
We conclude by remarking that in the abbreviated notation introduced above,
one would write A(®(a® (b®¢))) = AMa® (b ¢)). O

More generally C(G) can be replaced by other algebras. To give the desired
structure we require at least a comultiplication A to define a tensor product action,
a linear functional e satisfying e(hi)ha = h = hie(hy) defining the action on the
identity object, and a three-cocycle ® in the multiplier algebra M(H ® H ® H),
consistent with these. The pentagonal cocyle condition is

(2.6)  (A®id®id)(®)(id®id® A)(®) = (® ®id)(id ® A @ id)(®)(id ® ).

Consistency of the associativity rebracketing with the action of H on tensor products
of modules requires

(2.7) (A ®id)A(h) = ad®(id ® A)A(R)

whilst consistency with the action on the identity object means that e contracted
with the middle part of ® gives the identity. These are precisely the conditions
satisfied by a quasi-bialgebra [29, Section XV.1].

DEFINITION 2.5. The objects in the category C"(®) are H-modules, and the
morphisms are linear H-endomorphisms, with the associator map given by the ac-
tion of ® € HOH®H. The action on tensor products is given by the comultiplication
and the trivial object is C with the action given by the counit.

The quasi-bialgebra version of Proposition 2.3 asserts that H acts by auto-
morphisms of an algebra A in the category, that is, ha x b] = h(y)[a] * h(9)[b], for
all a,b € A, and the actions of H and A on an A-module are covariant, so that
hla xm] = h(yla] x hz)[m], for all m € M, and one has a module for the crossed
product A x H.

We shall often use H to include the case of C'(G), though in the latter case there
are extra analytic conditions. (In principle one might use Kac algebras, [20, 21],
but that would require too big a digression.)
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We shall outline our results for topological groups (more directly linked to our
applications) and for quasi-Hopf algebras.

We shall work in tensor categories of modules for an appropriate locally com-
pact abelian group (more directly linked to our applications) or for a quasi-Hopf
algebra (which makes the algebraic structure particularly transparent), though it
is probably possible to extend much of this to tensor categories of modules for Kac
algebras [20, 21|, which provide a natural framework for considerations of duality.
Even locally compact groups present challenges beyond those present in the purely
algebraic case of Hopf algebras, for example, the algebra Cy(G) of compactly sup-
ported functions on G has no unit, since the constant function 1 is not compactly
supported, whilst L>°(G) has no counit since evaluation at the identity is not de-
fined, and in neither case is there an antipode, though both have a coinvolution as
Kac C*-algebras. One also requires modules which are not finitely generated.

3. Hilbert modules in tensor categories

The notion of the twisted kernels on L?(G) can be extended to more general
Hilbert spaces. There are several equivalent characterisations of the bounded op-
erators in a normal Hilbert space, and for our purposes the most useful approach
is rather indirect.

Let H be a G-module with an inner product (-,-). Since the inner product

takes values in the trivial object C, consistency with the action of G requires that

<£[w1]7§[w2]> = f[<¢17¢2>] = <1/}1>’(/}2>7 for all g S a and 7/}17 d]? S 7{7 so that the G
action is unitary, or equivalently (i1, flie]) = (f*[11], ¢2) for all f € C(G).

DEFINITION 3.1. An object H in Cg(¢) with an inner product (-, -) with respect
to which the action of G is unitary (or, equivalently, consistent with the *-structure
of C(G)) is called a pre-Hilbert space in Cg(¢). If it is complete in the norm topology
it is called a Hilbert space in Cg(¢).

The unitarity of the action of G means that the inner product on ‘H defines a
morphism from the conjugate space H* introduced earlier to the dual of H given
by ¥* = (1,-). We can alternatively think of an inner product as a morphism
H* @ H — C, written ¥} ® ¥ — (11, 19), which satisfies the positivity condition.

PROPOSITION 3.2. In order that the map taking A to A* be consistent with the
associator isomorphism it is mecessary and sufficient that

(3.1) P(A®(BeC) =0 (Ao (B ()",
for all objects A, B and C, or, equivalently in Cg(¢), that the ¢ be unitary.
Proor. We have
P(AR(BC)"=(A®B)®C)"

=C"®(B*®@ A"

=o 1((C*® B*) ® A*)

=27 ((A® (B®C))),
which amounts to saying that the function ¢* = ¢!, so that ¢ is unitary. |

In ordinary Hilbert spaces bounded operators can be characterised as those
that are adjointable, and this definition is easy to generalise.
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DEeFINITION 3.3. Modifying the usual definition we shall call a linear operator
A on H adjointable if for all 11 and 5 € H there is an operator A* such that

<A * ’(/}17 ¢2> = (I)(<77[J17 A* % ’(/}2>)7
where the ordering on each side is that given by the order-reversing conjugation,
that is, the two sides are images of (] ® A*) ® 12 and (Y] @ (A* ® 1)2)) under
the module action and inner product map.

We note that this definition is taken to mean that A and A* are in a *-algebra
with a module H. The unitarity of the action means that the ordinary bounded
operators are objects in the category with the action ¢[A] = £ o0 Ao &L The
equality of the images of (¢ @ A*) ® 1o and P(¢Y] ® (A* ® 1h7)) allows us to
identify the adjoint A* with the conjugate A*. We note that the unique action of G
consistent with the covariance property gives £ : A — £o Ao &~1. When @ is given
by an antisymmetric tricharacter ¢ we may apply Proposition 2.4 to the morphism
A1 ®(AR1s)) = (1, A * 1h2) to deduce that @ acts trivially and the condition for
the adjoint reduces to (A*q, ¥9) = (1, Atbs), as usual. In this case the adjointable
operators are therefore just the bounded operators on H. For general ¢ one will
have a natural generalisation of the bounded operators, the subject of the next
section.

4. Twisted compact and twisted bounded operators

Regarding H as a right C-module for the scalar multiplication action, Rieffel’s
method allows us to define the dual inner product (-, -)) such that

(W0, 1h1)) x a2 = P(2ho * (Y1, 92)).

(As usual when ¢ is an antisymmetric tricharacter, as in [12], the invariance of the
inner product renders the ® action trivial, so that ® (1o * (11, ¥2)) = o * (11, 1s).)

In the associative case the dual inner products (10, 1)) span the algebra K(H)
of compact operators, and in the nonassociative case we define the norm-closure of
the span to be the twisted compact operators K,(#). The dual inner product is

not generally invariant under the action of G. Indeed, we have

(4.1) (&[], E[wn])) * Elva] = &ltho * (b1, ¥2)]

from which it follows that (&[vo], E[v1]) = € o (4o, 1) o €71, This means that
there is a new multiplication x on K4(#), so that, for K1, Ky € K(H), ¢ € H,

(42) (Kl*Kg)*Qﬁ:@(Kl*(KQ*Q/J)),
where the right hand side is just the iterated natural action of KCy(H) on H.

LEMMA 4.1. The compact operators in Ky(H) are automatically adjointable
with (Y2, 11) being the adjoint of (1, 1)2).

PrOOF. This is proved by consideration of (1o, (11,12) *¢3)) for ¢, € H,
j =0,1,2,3. To keep the orderings clearer we write H; = H, j = 0,...,3, and
think of ¢; € H;, so that the vectors involved in the inner product

Yo @ (Y1 @3) @3) € Hy @ (H1 @ H3) @ Hs).

Rewriting (11, 1¥2) * 3 = @ (11 * (1o, 13)), is just a rebracketing, and with three
more such steps we can rebracket it as (H§ ® (H1 @ H3)) @ Hs, which differs from
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the original by a single rebracketing, and so by just one application of ® (by the
pentagonal identity). We also have

(Mo © (H1 @ H3)) = (H1®@H3)" @ Ho)" = (H2 @ H1) @ Ho)",
from which we see that the adjoint of (11, 9)) is (12, 11). O
The associative case suggests that the multiplier algebra of the twisted compact

operators should be a twisted version of the bounded operators, but we can be more
explicit.

DEFINITION 4.2. The twisted bounded operators By(#) are the adjointable
operators, equipped with the G action given by £ - A = £ o0 Ao &~ 1, and the twisted
multiplication given, for A, B € By(H) and ¢ € H, by
(4.3) (AxB)x1) = D(Ax (Bx)).

LEMMA 4.3. If A and B are adjointable then so is AxB and (AxB)* = B*xA*.
Thus the adjointable operators with this multiplication form a (generally nonasso-
ciative) *-algebra of twisted bounded operators Bg(H). The twisted compact op-
erators ICg(H) are an ideal in By(H) (and so, in particular, Ks(H) is a subalge-

bra). When ¢ is an antisymmetric tricharacter the twisted bounded operators are
bounded operators but with a different multiplication. In that case, when H = L*(G)

with the multiplication action of G, £[¢](x) = £(z)¢(x), then Ky(H) is the algebra
Ks(L*(G)) defined in [12].

PRroOOF. This time we consider (1, (A * B) * 1), which arises from
P @ ((A® B) @) € H* @ ((As @ Ap) @ H),

where the indices on A just serve as reminders of where operator lives. Similar
rebracketings to those in the previous lemma

Y1 (A® B) ® 1) =91 @ (A@ (B ) = (Y1 © A) © (B® 1) =
= (Y1 @A) @B) @y = (V] @ (A® B)) @42,
give us an element of (H* ® (A® A)) ® H. Moreover,
H* @ (Ar @ Ap) = (A ® Al) @ H)",
from which it follows that

(B % A%) x 41, 2) = ({41, (A x B) x ¢2)),

so that B* x A* = (A% B)*. This proves that A x B is adjointable, and allows us
to form an algebra. In the associative case it is totally straightforward to see that
KC(H) is an ideal because, for any A € B(H) and v, ¢1, 12 € H, we have

(Ax (1o, Y1) * tho = Ax (Yo (1, 2)) = (A* 1o, 1)) * 2,
showing that Ax (1o, 1)) = (A * 1o, ¢1)). Similarly (o, 1) x A = (o, A* x 1)),

from which it is obvious that left and right multiplication preserve the generators
of (H). In the nonassociative case, there are several rebracketings involved but,
thanks to the pentagonal identity these reduce to

(A x v, 1)) = P(A* (Yo, P1))).
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The right hand side is

/ oy, 2)E@NIC ) (ELA] * o, C[t]) dirdydz dedndc,

and this is in the closure ICy () of the span of the dual inner product.

We have already seen that when ¢ is an antisymmetric tricharacter the ad-
jointable operators are the same as usual, that is, the bounded operators. The
argument of Proposition 2.4 applied to A(¢o ® (1 @ 12)) = {11, 12) shows that
® also disappears from the formula for the dual inner product in this case; for
H = L?*(G) with the natural inner product we get the same rank one operators
defined by the dual inner product as when ¢ = 1, that is, the ordinary compact op-
erators, which are the closure of the kernels C.(G x G), and only the multiplication
changes. More precisely we see that

({0, 1)) ha) () = @(Yo () (W1, ¥2)) = wo(ﬂf)/Gqﬁ(x,y,y)%—(y)%(y) dy,

so that for an antisymmetric tricharacter (o, ¥1)(x,y) = ¥o(x)1(y). It is straight-
forward to check that multiplication follows from the formula of [12, Sect 5. O

COROLLARY 4.4. The twisted bounded operators form a x-algebra in Cg(¢) with
A* identified with A*.

It is no coincidence that the same space B(#H) can carry both associative and
nonassociative multiplications, as one can see from the discussion of strictification
in Appendix A.

We have thus shown that the twisted bounded operators are closed under
twisted multiplication, without deriving any simple relationship between the norm
of AxB and those of A and B. In particular we do not have the C*-algebra identity
|A* x A|| = ||A||>. However, there is a simple substitute for this.

PROPOSITION 4.5. For any A in the algebra of twisted bounded operators By(H),
A* % A =0 if and only if A= 0.

PrOOF. It is clear that A = 0 implies A* x A = 0. Conversely, for any 1,
(A4, Ay is obtained from (¢, (A* x A)y) by the appropriate actions of ®. Since
these are linear, when A* x A = 0 we must also have (A, Ay) = 0, and this forces
A=0. O

DEFINITION 4.6. A C*-algebra in Cg(¢) is a *-algebra which is #-isomorphic
to a norm-closed *-subalgebra of Bg(H) for some Hilbert module H. (Here *-
isomorphisms are defined as usual except that they must also be Cg(¢)-morphisms.)

5. Morita equivalence

In Section 2 we defined bimodules in a category, but we now want to study
them in a little more detail.

DEFINITION 5.1. Let X be a right A-module for A a C*-algebra in Cg(¢), and
let X* denote the conjugate left A-module. An A-valued inner product on X is a
morphism X* x X' — A, written ¢} ® s — (1, 12) g, such that for all ¥y, e € X,
and b € A,
(1) (1,12 xb)R) = (11, 12) p*b, where ® is given by the action of a cocycle
¢ on G;
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(ii) (31,%1) R is positive in A, in the sense that it can be written as a sum of
elements of the form b} x b; with b; € A, and vanishes only when ¢; = 0.
One calls X" a (right) Hilbert .A-module.

REMARK. Assumptions (i) and (ii) are consistent because a series of rebrack-
etings and uses of (i) gives

(# b, *b)r — b* % (0, 0) R *b) = b* % (Db} *bj) xb),

and undoing the various rebracketings takes us back to the obviously positive term

> (b *b)* % (b *b).
J
This argument is slightly more delicate than one might realise, but as a morphism
in the category the inner product must satisfy

T, ) Rl = (f1 W], faltb2]) rs

as do products f[bs x b;] = f{'[b5] x f2[b;], so that the various actions of ¢ on the
inner product and on the algebra products really do match each other. This was
the reason for taking this definition of positive rather than the other possibilities,
such as having positive spectrum, which are equivalent in the associative case, but
undefined or less useful here.

PROPOSITION 5.2. For all ¢y and 1y € X we have (1,12)r = (2, 91)%

Proor. The polarisation identity gives
3

wl,m—Zz (1 +1"to, 1 +i"1h) = Y i (i by + o, 8"y + 1)

r=0

and, since property (ii) tells that the inner product is real, this is the same as

Wzﬂ/)lﬁz- O

Obviously ordinary Hilbert spaces when A = C, and ordinary Hilbert C*-
modules (when G is trivial), provide examples. Any C*-algebra A, considered as
an A-A-bimodule for the left and right multiplication actions, can be given the
A-valued inner product (aq,a2) 4 = ajas. This is certainly bilinear on A* x A and
for the action by automorphisms one has

fllar,a2)r] = flaias] = filai]felaz] = (f{[a1], f2laz]) -

The inner product is obviously positive, and Proposition 4.5 ensures that a*xa = 0
if and only if @ = 0. This example can be combined with a Hilbert space H to
obtain H ® A with the A-valued inner product

(V1 ®@a1,92 ® az)r = (P1,v2)aias,

compatible with the (right) action of A by right multiplication.
One can similarly define A-valued inner products for left A-modules, either as
the conjugate of the right A-module X*, or directly as follows.

DEFINITION 5.3. Let X be a left A-module for A a C*-algebra in Cg(¢), and
let X* denote the conjugate left .A-bimodule. An A-valued inner product on X is a
morphism X X X* — A, written ¥} ® g — (11, %9) 1, such that for all ¥y, 9 € X,
and a € A,
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(i) ®1({ax1,%9)1) = a* (1,12) 1, where ®; is given by the action of a
cocycle ¢ on Gy;

(ii) (31,41)r is positive in A, in the sense that it can be written as a sum of
elements of the form a} xa; with a; € A, and vanishes only when ¢; = 0.
One calls X a (left) Hilbert A-module.

As with the A-valued inner product a polarisation argument shows that (11, ¢9), =
(2, Y1)}

Returning to right Hilbert C*-modules, the next task is to study the algebra of
adjointable operators a on X which commute with the action of C'(G) and admit
an adjoint a* satisfying

(5.1) (ax1,0)g = P(p,a* xO) R .

Examples are provided by rank one operators

(Yo, V1)L Y2 = @b * (11, U2)R),

where ® = ‘1)1 X @2.
All this suggests an abstraction of this structure into the idea of an imprimi-
tivity Aj-As-module X.

DEFINITION 5.4. Let X’ be an A;-As-bimodule, for A; a C*-algebra in Cg(¢),

j =1, 2, such that the actions of (a,Al) and (a,Ag)are mutually commuting, and
each generates the commutant of the other. Let X have A; and As-valued inner
products, such that each algebra is adjointable in the inner product associated with
the other:

(5.2) (ax 11, 2)r = ®(1,a" x2) R, (11,12 x D), = (Y % b, Y2) 1, .

In addition one asks that the inner products are full in the sense that their images
are dense in A; and As, respectively, and linked by the imprimitivity condition
that each is dual to the other,

(5.3) (o, 1)L * b2 = @(Yo * (Y1,¥2)R) -
Then X is said to be an imprimitivity bimodule for A; and As.

We have defined bimodules within a single category Cg(¢), but this is easily
extended to cover bimodules X for C*-algebras A; and A in different tensor cat-
egories, Cg, (¢1) and Cg, (¢2), (where Gi, Gy are separable locally compact abelian
groups with three-cocycles ¢; and ¢2). We take G = Gy X Gy with the product
cocycle ¢ = @1 X ¢o, and then Cg, (¢1) forms a subcategory of Cg(¢) on which
C(Gy) acts trivially (by its counit, e5), and similarly with indices reversed. Within
Cg(¢) there is no problem in taking an A;-As-bimodule X, which as a left module
is in Cg, (¢1), and as a right module in Cg,(¢2). In particular, when Gy is trivial,
one can use the bimodule to compare modules for twisted and untwisted algebras
(cf. [12]).

As with Hilbert spaces, when ¢; and ¢, are antisymmetric tricharacters the
rebracketing which links the dual inner products is independent of ®.

LEMMA 5.5. In the case of A; in category Cg,(¢;), described above, when ¢
and ¢o are antisymmetric tricharacters the inner products are linked by

(5.4) (o, 1)L *x V2 = Yo x (V1,Y2)R -
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Proor. This follows from Proposition 2.4, since the inner product ¥} ® ¥2 —
(¥1,1%2) g is a Cy(Gy)-morphism, so that ®; acts trivially on the terms involving
this, and 1 ® ¥ — (1,19) 1, is a Cy(Gz)-morphism, so that ®5 acts trivially on
the terms involving that. By rewriting the equation linking the inner products as

Oy (Yo, 1)1 * ¥2) = D1 (Yo * (1, ¥2) R),

we see that each ®; acts trivially, so that

(Yo, V1)1 *x V2 = 1bo * (Y1, 12) R
O

DEFINITION 5.6. Two C*-algebras A; and Ay are said to be Morita equivalent
if there exists an imprimitivity A4;-As-bimodule.

THEOREM 5.7. Morita equivalence is an equivalence relation.

PRrROOF. Reflexivity follows by using A with the inner product (a1, a2) = ajas
as an imprimitivity A-.A-bimodule. Symmetry follows by replacing an A-B-bimodule
X, by the conjugate B-A-bimodule X*, equipped with the dual inner product.

To prove transitivity, suppose that X and ) are imprimitivity A-B- and B-C-
bimodules, respectively, and set Z = X @Y. Certainly Z is an A-C-bimodule, and
it may be equipped with dual inner products as follows. The right inner product is
obtained from the following composition of maps

(YV*RX)R(XRY) = V(X @(XRY)) = V'(X*'X)RY) = V' @(Bk))
- YV"')Y—=C,
where the first two maps are given by the appropriate associator ®, the third is
the right inner product on X', the next is the action of B on ), and the last is the
right inner product on Y. The end result is (y1, (x1,22) g * Y2) r, and this actually
factors through X ®p ). For example, the associator gives a map
<1‘1,I2*b>R*y2 — <£E1,:E2>R* (b*yg)
so that the composition depends only on x5 ®p5 y2. That will also apply for the
other argument and so one really has a map Z* ® Z — C. The map is a morphism,
because
(ool (f 2], fey[x]) r * fayly2l) r = (f(1 1), fio (@1, 22) R] * fi3)[y2]) R
= (fiylnl, fol{zr, m2) R *x p2)) R
= fl{y1, (1, 22) R * Y2) R)-

The positivity follows from the positivity of the inner products on X and )Y, ex-
ploiting the fact that exactly the same rebracketings occur for the inner products
and for sums of the form ), b5 % b;.

The left inner product Z ® Z* — A is similarly obtained from the composition
of the following maps:

(XRY)2(V'@X") 5 XR(YVRV'RX")) = XR((YRY")RX™) = X@(BRX™)
- XX — A,
and its properties similarly checked. O

We saw at the end of the previous section that X' = H is an imprimitivity
K (H)-C-bimodule.
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THEOREM 5.8. The twisted compact operators K4(H) are Morita equivalent
to C, with ‘H providing the bimodule which gives the equivalence, and shows that
Ks(H) has trivial representation theory.

Now Ky, (H;) is Morita equivalent to C via the bimodule #; for any Hilbert
space H; and twistings ¢;, so, by the symmetry and transitivity of the equivalence,
Ko, (H1) and Ky, (H2) are Morita equivalent via the bimodule H1 ®cH5 = H1 @H;.

6. Exterior equivalence for nonassociative algebras

The nonassociative algebras appear in [12] as twisted crossed products of or-
dinary associative algebras, when one had to lift an outer automorphism. In this
section we return to that situation.

In the case of a Dixmier-Douady class on a principal T-bundle E described by
a de Rham form along the fibres, there is a homomorphism from T to the outer
automorphism group of an algebra A with spectrum E. This is lifted to a map
a: T — Aut(A) with

(6.1) azoy = ad(u(z, y))aay ,

and

(6.2) w(z,y)u(zy, 2) = o(x, y, 2) o [uly, 2)Ju(z, yz) .
Any other lifting 6 would have the form

(6.3) Bela] = ad(wy)az(a],

for suitable w, € A, and
(6.4) BaBy = ad(v(z,y))Bey -
For trivial v and v this is just the usual exterior equivalence.
LeMMA 6.1. If B, = ad(w, ), then (5,8, = ad(v(z, y)),@w with
(6.5) v(z,y) = ez, y)wsaslwylu(z, y)wg, |
for some central c(x,y), and this is the most general form of v.
PROOF. For consistency, we must have
ad(v(z, Y)way)azyla] = ad(wy )z ad (wy oy [a]]
= ad(wg o [wy]) [z oy a]]
= ad(wy o [wy|u(z,y))[awy[a]],
so that we must have
U(CL‘, y)wxy = C(LL‘, y)wmaz [wy]u(x7 y) s

for some central c(z, y). (]

For genuine representations when u and v are identically 1, this reduces to the
usual requirement for exterior equivalence,

(6.6) Way = Wa Oz [Wy) .

We can now prove the following result well known in the algebraic context.
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LEMMA 6.2. Different liftings of an outer automorphism give cohomologous

cocycles ¢, that is, cocycles differing by a coboundary

c(z,y)c(ry, 2)

c(z,yz)c(y, 2)

PRrOOF. In general, we can now calculate that

(6.7) (de)(z,y, 2) =

v(z, y)o(ey, 2)

= c(a,y)e(zy, 2)wpa[wyu(z, y)wg wey oy [w.lu(ry, 2)w,,,
= c(z, y)e(zy, 2)wzonlwylu(@, y)agy[w:lu(zy, 2)wy,.

= c(z, y)e(y, 2)wpazlwy)azay [w.lu(z, y)u(zy, 2)wg,.
¢(,y, 2)c(y, 2)e(x, y2)we oz [wyay[w.]uly, 2)Ju(z, y2)wg,,
= (¢.dc)(z,y, 2)c(y, 2)c(x, y2)weag[wy oy [w.|u(y, 2)w l]az[wyz] (x,yz)w;ylz
= (¢.de)(,y, 2)wlv(y, 2)lwy v (z, y2)

= (¢.dc)(z,y, z) Ba[v(y, 2)]v(z, y2),

showing that v and v have cohomologous cocycles ¢ and ¢.dc. O

THEOREM 6.3. The crossed product algebras A xo ., G and A g, G, with
Bz = ad(wy) oy and v(z, Y)Wy = Wy, [wylu(z,y), are isomorphic.

Proo¥F. The product of f,g € A xg, G is given by
(P2 9)@) = [ £@)8 1o 2ol v o) dy
— [ 1wy lot oy oy a) dy

= /f(y)wy%[‘q(z/’lac)wy—1m]U(y,y”ﬂdw;1 dy,
so that we may set fo,(z) = f(z)w, to get
(f *Bw g)w(l‘) = (fuw *a,u gw)(x)v

and similar calculations on f* confirm that f +— f, is the required isomorphism. [J

So, up to isomorphism, the twisted crossed product depends only on the outer
automorphism group, and a matching multiplier. The choice of v does matter, since
even when u = 1 the crossed product is not usually isomorphic to a twisted crossed
product. In fact, if we take ¢ = dc, the composition of twisted compact operators
is given by

(68) (Kl*KQ)(.I,Z)
(6.9) :/Kl(x,y)KQ(y,z)dc(xyil,yzfl,z) dy
:/Kl(x,y)Kz(%Z)C(nylvyfl)c(mfl,Z)C(ﬂiy*lay)flc(yzflvz)fldy

=c(zz7t 2 /K1 z,y)e(zy™ L y) Ky, 2)e(yz "t 2) e(ay T yz ) dy.
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1 1

This can be rewritten in terms of K{(x,y) = Ki(z,y)c(zy~,y)~* as

(6.10) (K * Ky) (2, 2) = /Kf(l‘,y)KS(y&)C(xy*l’yzfl)dy,

showing that the new multiplication is still twisted. Indeed, it is obtained by
applying the untwisted multiplication to the image of K; ® K under the action
of c € C(G) ® C(G). Even such slightly deformed products can have very different
differential calculi, as investigated by Majid and collaborators (particularly the
recent preprint [14]).

We now define two automorphism groups with algebra-valued cocycles (a,u)
and (8, v) to be exterior equivalent if

(611) Bz = ad(wz)amv and U(l’, y) = wmaz(wy)u(xa y)w;yl :
These can be rewritten as
(6.12) oy = ad(w; ") Bs, and  u(x,y) = Be(w, Hwy v(z, y)way,

demonstrating the reflexivity of the equivalence, and similarly the product of the
algebra elements gives transitivity.

We now can easily rephrase (and shorten) the derivation of Packer-Raeburn
equivalence [12, Cor 4.2]. The cocycle equation for u can be written as

u(z, y)u(ry,y o t2) = o2, y, y o ) au[uly, y e ) u(z, 27 2).

We now work in A ® K(L?(G)) which acts on a € A® L*(G). We define

-1

(wea)(2) = u(z,z" 2)a(z™'2),

and 8, = ad(w,)a, and use the above version of the cocycle identity to show that
(o, u) is exterior equivalent to (3,v) with (v(z,y)a)(z) = ¢(z,y,y  r~12)a().

7. The general duality result

In this section we generalise the construction at the end of Section 6 to general
C*-algebras with twisted actions.

THEOREM 7.1. Let B be a C*-algebra on which the group G acts by twisted
automorphisms B4, with twisting given by v(x,y), satisfying the deformed cocycle

condition with tricharacter obstruction ¢. The twisted crossed product (BX g, G)x G
is isomorphic to the algebra of B- valued twisted kernels B ® ng(LQ(G)) with the
product

(7.1) (k1 % ko) (w, z) = /Gkl(w,u)k:g(u,z)¢(wu_1,uz_1,z)_1 du .

The double dual action on (B xs, G) % G is equivalent to
(72) (Bykr)(w, ) = d(wz", z,y)ad(V,) (8, [k (wy, zy)]]
which is the product of the original action B, and a twisted adjoint action of

¢(y,25_ ,Z) )’U(y,Z_l),

" e T

on B-valued kernels.
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Proor. The twisted crossed product B x3, G consists of B-valued functions
on G with product

(f*9)(x /f )Bylo(y™ 2)Ju(y, y~ ') dy,
and (B x4, G) x G consists of B-valued functions on G x G with product
(P69 = [(FL.)BylGln ) (w) dn
- /éxcF(y7n)ﬁygn[G(y_lwm‘lf)]v(y,y‘lw) dydn

=/ . F(y.n)Byn(y ' 2)G(y 'z, n ' E)))v(y, y ') dydn.

We now Fourier transform with respect to the second argument, so that

F(z,2) = /6F<x,f>£<z> d,

to get
(F*Q)(z,2) = / F(y,m)Byn(y )Gy~ z,n &) oy, v~ 2)&(2) dydnde
- / Fly, myn(y"22)8, Gy~ "2 17 €) (7€) (2))oly, y~ ') dydlde

- /G Fly,y1e2)8,[C(y e, 2)o(y,y ') dy.

—1 —1

Next we introduce Ep(w, 2) = By—1[F(wz1, 2)Jo(w™!, wz""') and by setting w =
2z in the last product formula, applying (5,-1, and using the standard identities
for v and ¢, we obtain

T (w,2) = By [F * G) (w21, 2)u(w ™, wz1)

/,Bw F(y, y )] B 16y[G (y Lwz™t )] By [v(y, vy twz " Do(w ™t wet) dy

- /G Bt [F(y, y w)o(w ™, 9)Bur, [Gly w21, 2)]
x v(w ty,y fwz T N g(w Ly, y twe ) dy

z/Ep(w,y_lw)ﬁc(y‘lw,z)ﬂﬁ(w_l,y,y_lwz_l)dy
G

= / /]%F(wa ’U/)/];G(’LL, Z)¢(w_17 wu_la uz—l) du.
G

Now, by the cocycle identity

Pu"t uz™t )p(w™h wut u)

—1y
) = e ua T, gl L wa 1,z

P(w™, wu

from which it follows that with kp(w, u) = kg (w,u)d(w=!, wu=!, u) we have
kpsc(w,z) :/ kp(w, u)ka (u, 2)p(wu™ uz""t, 2) " du.
G

Thus we have an isomorphism with B-valued twisted kernels B ® ICa(Lz(G)).
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We can also compute that the double dual (untwisted) action of y € G takes

ﬁ(x €) to f(y)Fg\x,f). Integrating against £(z) we see that this takes F\(z,z) to
F(x,zy), and so kg to

(Byor) (w. 2) = Burs [Pz o™ we)

= By(awy) - [F(wy) (zy) " zp)o(w ™ wz™")

= ad(v(y, (wy) ™))~ 5y5(wy [F((w )( y) " ay)lo(w™ weTt)

= oy, (wy) ™) 7By (ke (wy, zy)o((wy) ~, wz") " o(y, (wy) " o(w ™ wz")
= vy, (wy) ™) 7By [k (wy, z)]8, v ((wy)*l,wfl)]*lv(y, (wy)"Ho(w™ w2t
v(y, (wy) ™) 7By ke (wy, 2y)] ey, (wy) ™ wz") " o(y, (2y) 7).

This in turn, with a couple of applications of the pentagonal identity, gives the

)"
)"

following expression for (Bykip)(w, 2):

plw™ wz 2)e(y  w T wa Tt zy) T ey, (wy) T we ) T (y, (wy) ) T
x Bylkr(wy, zy)|v(y, (zy) ")

-1 .1 —1,-1
— L SO Ty () ) o )l ) )

Z’f;”-lﬂf yfuy) (o ()~ o (w9 23], (2) )

oyl s -

w = o(wz"", z,y)ad(Vy) ™' By[kr (wy, 2y)],
where V), is defined in the Theorem. This is the product of the original action
By, and a twisted action on B-valued kernels, which combines the original action
By with an adjoint action of V,,, and an action on kernels of the type discussed in
[12, Sect 5]. (Two actions a and § linked by an inner automorphism ad u can be
removed by an exterior equivalence.) ]

= 2712

As a consequence of this result we can, when convenient, replace an algebra
B with twisted action by a (stable) nonassociative algebra B ® Ky (L?(G)) with an
ordinary action.

Since the arguments are now quite general they could also be used to show
that the third dual is isomorphic to the first dual tensored with ordinary compact
operators.

8. Twisted and repeated crossed products

The standard Takai duality theorem can be seen from a different perspective
by identifying the repeated crossed product (A x G) x G with the twisted crossed
product A x (G X, G), where the twisting is done by the Mackey multiplier o on
GxG given by o((y,n), (z,£)) = n(z). (For G = R, every multiplier is equivalent
to a Mackey multiplier.) In fact the crossed product A x G consists of A-valued
functions a, b, on G with product

(8.1) (axb)(x) = /G a(y)oy by~ )] dy



146 P BOUWKNEGT, KC HANNABUSS, AND V MATHAI

with G-action (a¢la])(z) = &(z)a(z), and the repeated crossed product similarly

o~

consists of functions from G x, G to A with product

(8.2) (a % b) (. €) = / oy, )T )y by, 1€)] dydy

Now a twisted crossed product given by a projective action 3 of G X, G would have
product

(83) (axb)(z.€) = / 0y 1) By my by~ 2,172 (g 1), (9T, 7 1E)) gy

and we see that these match if f(, ) = oy, and o((y,7), (z,£)) = n(z). The duality
theorem then follows from Green’s results on imprimitivity algebras and the fact

that the twisted group algebra of G x, G is essentially the algebra of compact
operators on L?(G).

This equivalence between a twisted crossed product and a repeated (untwisted)
crossed product has an analogue when the twisting is done with a three-cocycle,
which can be exploited in reverse, to reinterpret the twisted crossed product as a
repeated crossed product. We take two exterior equivalent twisted automorphism
groups (S3,v) and (53,0) of a C*-algebra A:

(84) ﬁz = ad(wm)ﬂma and i)\(l‘, y) = wxﬁm(wy)”(x7 y)w;yl .
Both v and © define the same three-cocycle ¢, which we shall assume to be an

antisymmetric tricharacter, so that when trivial it is identically 1

THEOREM 8.1. For a separable locally compact abelian group G and a sta-
ble C*-algebra A, let § : G — Aut(A) be a twisted homomorphism with B¢, =
ad(v(&,m))Bey, for all &,m € G. Suppose that G = Gy x Ga, where G; has trivial
Moore cohomology H3(G;,U(1)). Suppose that the corresponding three-cocycle ¢ is
identically 1 on Gy and is also 1 when two of its arguments are in G (this being
true for antisymmetric tricharacters on R? x R). Then we may take v to be trivial

on the subgroups G; and (8,v) is exterior equivalent to (3, V), where

(8.5) Bux = BuBx, and  0(xX,yY) = B.[0(X,y)]

where lower case letters denote elements of Gy and capitals elements of Go, and
(X, y) = v(X,y)v(y, X)~L. The cocycle v satisfies

(XY, z) = Bx[0(Y, 2)]0(X, 2), and
(8.6) U(X,y2) = 0(X,y,2) *0(X,y)B,[0(X, 2)],
and v defines the three-cocycle p(xX,yY,27) = ¢(X,y, 2)>.

PROOF. Since ¢ =1 on the subgroups, the stabilisation theorem ([12, Cor4.2]
and below) tells us that we may also take v to be 1 on the subgroups. It follows from
the definitions that B\wX = ad(v(x, X))Bzx, so that we could take w,x = v(z, X).
In fact it is more convenient to make a slightly different choice since we also have

Be By = v(&,n)Ben = ad(v(§, 7]))5776&

from which we deduce

(ﬂwﬁX)(/BuﬂY) = /Bac (BXﬁy)ﬁY
= Brad(v(X,y))ByBx Py
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= ad(B:[v(X, y)])ad(v(z,y)) Bzyad (v(X,Y)) Bxy -

Since the cocycle v is determined up to scalars, and v(z,y) = 1, v(X,Y) = 1 on the
subgroups, this gives us the required form v(zX,yY) = B.[v(X,y)]. Alternatively
we can see that up to scalar factors wyx Bz x [wyy]v(zX, yY )w zyXY is

B [0(X, )o@, y) Bay | [0(X, Y)] = Ba[0(X, y)]
using the triviality of the restriction of v to the subgroups. Now, we also have
(XY, 2) = ¢(X,Y, 2)v(X,Y) ' Bx[v(Y, 2)]v(X,Y2)
= ¢(X,Y, 2)v(X,Y) ' Bx[0(Y, 2)]0(X, 2, V) o(X, 2)v(Xz,Y)
= ¢(X,Y,2)¢(X,2,Y) to(X,Y)!
x Bx[0(Y; 2)]0(X, 2)b(z, X, V) B:[v(X, Y)]u(z, XY),

and using the triviality of v on subgroups, and the fact that ¢ must be trivial
whenever two of its arguments are in G, this reduces to

FXY, 2) = Bx [0V, 2)[(X, 2).
Similarly, we have
Bx[v(y, 2)Jv(X,y2) = ¢(X,y,2) " o(X,y)v(Xy, 2)
= (X, y,2)" oy, X, 2)0(X, y)By[v(X, 2)]o(y, X )
= 0(X,y,2) " oy, X, 2)0(X, y) 8, [0(X, 2)|o(y, 2, X) ~Mo(y, 2)v(yz, X),

and using the triviality of v on subgroups as well as the antisymmetry of ¢ this
reduces to

o(X, yz) = o(X, v, Z)_31~)(X7 y)ﬂy [5(X, Z)}
We then have

0z X, yY)o(xyXY, 2Z)0(x X, yzY Z) "

= Bu[0(X, 9)]Bey [0(XY, 2)]B. [0(X, y2)] !

= Bu[0(X, y)B,[0(XY, 2)[5(X, yz) "]

= ¢(X,y,2) 7 Bu[0(X, y) B, [0(XY, 2)0(X, 2) "' 0(X, y) 7]
= 0(X,y,2) > Bo[0(X, ) By[Bx [0(Y, 2)]0(X,y) ']

= 0(X,y,2) B Bx[B,[0(Y; )]

= ¢(X,y,2) " B.Bx[0(yY, 22)],

showing that a cocycle identity holds for ©. The corresponding three-cocycle
o(xX,yY,27Z) = ¢(X,y,2)? is not antisymmetric, but its antisymmetrisation,

[p(xX,yY, 22)o(yY, 2Z, 2 X )p(2Z, 2 X, yY)]% = (X, y,2)0(Y, z,2)p(Z, z,y)
= ¢(va yY) ZZ):
is just the original cocycle ¢. |

THEOREM 8.2. Writing fy (y) = f(yY), the crossed product algebra Axg G~
A x Gy) x5 Gy has twisted convolution product
B

(87) Uwhzéh%@mHﬂW7
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where Bx[f](y) = Bx[f(y)]v(X,y), and *, denotes the convolution product on

A Gy. The map X — BX s a group homomorphzsm and ,BX gives an isomor-
phism between twisted crossed products for multipliers o and ¢ x o, where ¢ x (y, z) =

o(X,y,2).

ProOOF. We calculate that
(F<9)@X) = [ FY)8,6v gty 2Y "1 X)8, (Y, )] dydy
= [ 16¥)8, Bvloty oY XY, e)] dydy
— [ £6¥)8, Brloty oy X)) dyay
so that

(f*g)x = /fY %, By lgy-1x]dY.
We can then check that

Bx By [£1(2) = Bx By [f(2)0(Y, 2)]5(X, 2)
= Bxy[f(2)IBx [0(Y, 2)]0(X, 2)
= Bxy [f(2)]0(XY, 2)
= Bxv[f1(2) -
Next consider a twisted crossed product with U(1)-valued multiplier o
(Bxlr)» Bxlol) @) = [ Bx 1B, Bxlal*2)lo oy dy

/ BxLF@)F(X, )8y Bx oy~ 2)]5(X, 5~ 2o (y, y~ ") dy
= [ Bl X3, oty 2T )8, FXy 0oy 0) dy
= Bx / F@)Bulo(y ) e(X, 9,y 2)o (v y~ ') dylo(X, )

which differs from SBx [f * g](x) by the insertion of ¢(X,y,y 'z) in the convolution
integral, changing the multiplier o to ¢(X,-,-)o. O

This result tells us that the twisted crossed product multiplication for A x G can
be obtained by doing repeated crossed products but with a modified automorphism
action of the final subgroup. The result is still nonassociative because one still
has the three-cocycle ¢. There is no inconsistency because BX does not act as
automorphisms of a crossed product A x G;. We shall now show how to modify
things to get a more useful result.

Suppose now that we replace the algebra A by an algebra B which admits not
only an action of G but also a compatible action of C(Gz) = C(G/Gy). (This would
be automatic for an algebra induced to G from a subgroup N.)

THEOREM 8.3. Let B be a C*-algebra admitting an action B of the abelian
group G = Gy X Go with multiplier v and ¢ satisfying the conditions of the previous
theorems and also a compatible action of C(Gsa). Then B xga,, G is stably equivalent
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to an ordinary repeated crossed product (B X3, G1) X3, Go, where Ej is the restriction
of B to G;.

PROOF. We have already seen that, by replacing (5, v) by (B , V), the multipliers
on the subgroups are trivial and that when one splits the crossed product into a
repeated crossed product the first part is just an ordinary crossed product with
the action 31. Now, by the Packer-Raeburn trick, this is stably equivalent to a
projective crossed product with the C(Gsy)-valued multiplier o (y, z) defined as the
function X — ¢(X,y, ), The advantage is that B x is now an automorphism, since
when we put 0 = @, we have

Bxlf) o Bxlo(a) = [ Bxl10)3, Bx o) 2wy o) dy
— [ BxlF@ITX.0)8, Bx oty NFCX. ™ Dlon( ) dy
— [ Bl B, loty )T 1), FXy )y ) dy
= [ Bl BB lat ey )X,y ) X, )
— xl / )89y~ D) uly,y ™ 2) dyf5(X, ) = Bx[f . 9],

o~

where @z (y, 2)o(X,y,2) = vzx (y,2) = Bx (vz(y, z)g)}l follows from compatibility
of the actions. O

This result takes us quite a long way towards proving the analogue of the
Connes-Thom isomorphism in our context. We take G = R?, with the subgroups
G; = R?, and Gy = R. In [12] the algebra has the form B = indﬂéi.A, and so has an
action of R3. As already noted the Moore cohomology group H? is trivial on the
subgroups G; = R? and Gy = R. Using Theorem 7.1 we express the twisted crossed
product B x R? as a repeated crossed product (B x R?) x R. The standard Connes-
Thom isomorphism tells us that K. (B x R?) = K,(B), so that the first crossed
product does not change the K-theory. The second crossed product with Gy is
more problematic because the group does not act as automorphisms. However,
it is stably equivalent to the case where one does have automorphisms. In that
stably equivalent algebra the ordinary Connes-Thom theorem then asserts that the
K-theory of the crossed product (B x R?) x R is the same as that of B x R? and so
of B, apart from a shift of 1 in degree. Superficially this appears to have proved the
desired generalisation of the Connes-Thom theorem to the twisted algebra Bx g ,R3,
but the missing ingredient is to check that the stabilisation equivalence valid for
ordinary K-theory is also consistent with the definition of K-theory in the category

Co(9).
9. Some remarks and speculations related to K-theory

Here we give an application, to a version of K-theory, of Takai duality in our
context. For A an algebra in the category Cg(¢) we can define the ring Ky (A, @)
of stable equivalence classes of projective finite rank .A-modules in Cg(¢). We have
already seen that these modules are also A x a—modules, and it follows from Propo-
sition A.2 that these are also finite rank and projective. There is thus a natural
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identification of Ky(A, ®) with the stable equivalences of finite rank projective
A x G-modules. There is a caveat that Ky(A, 1) does not reduce to the K-theory
of the G-algebra A, since the finite projective A-modules used in the definition are
also expected to be G-invariant. The reason is that only G-invariant projections are
well defined in the category Cg(¢), cf. below. In fact, Ko(A,1) 2 Ky(A x G), and
for G =2 R? Connes-Thom isomorphism theorem gives K (A x 6) = K4(A), so that
Ko(.A, 1) = Kd(.A)

We actually want to apply this to a C*-algebra of the form A = B x G, Wi'/ﬁ\h
B associative, to find Ky(B x G, ®) in terms of equivalence classes of (B x G) x G-
modules. By Theorem 7.1, one has (BxG) G B®IC$(L2(G)), which by Appendix
A, can be strictified to the associative C*-algebra B K(L?(G)). (There is a natural
correspondence between the modules since the nonassociative effect of ® appears
only for repeated actions, and the action itself can be defined in the same way
for both cases. The strictification functor thus preserves the properties of being
finite rank and projective.) This associative C*-algebra is Morita equivalent to B
itself, so that the stable equivalence classes of finite rank projective modules for
(B % G) x G are in natural bijective correspondence with those for B, that is, with
Ko(B® K(L?(G))). In other words Ko(B x G, ®) = Ky(B @ K(L*(G))).

At first sight a degree change appears to be missing, but this is a consequence
of the way we have defined Ky(A, ®), as previously explained. The morphisms in
the category Cg(¢) with associator ¢ are G-maps, and so projective modules for an
algebra A in this category are submodules of free modules defined by G-invariant
projections E. Such modules can also be thought of as submodules of free modules
defined by idempotents e in a matrix algebra M, (A), so that Ev = v e. We then
see that

(9.1) vk gle] = g(g
so that e = g[e] is invariant under the action of G.

To properly define the K-theory of a C*-algebra in the category Cg(¢), we
need to consider an enveloping category that includes not just G-morphisms. One
such candidate is the Karoubian enveloping category, and will be considered in a
future work. We also plan to investigate Tannakian duality and its consequences
in our context. More precisely, let G denote the Euclidean group, and ¢ the 3-
cocycle on it as in the text. Then our tensor category Cg(¢) is just a twisted
representation category, Rep,.(G, ¢), where the subscript is a reminder that we take
topology into consideration. Then the dual tensor category consists of continuous,
tensorial functors F : Rep,(G, ¢) — B(V), where B(V') denotes bounded operators
on the Hilbert space V. Here V varies, and tensorial means respecting the structures
in the tensor category. The dual tensor category is a tensor category denoted by
Rep,.(G, ¢)’, and the putative analog of Tannakian duality in this context would say
that Rep,(G, ¢) and Rep, (G, ¢)” are equivalent tensor categories. The consequences
of Tannakian duality applied to C*-algebras within Cg(¢) = Rep.(G, ¢) will also be
explored.

“loxe)=g(Eg'v)=Ev=uvxe,

Appendix A. Equivalence to a strict category

MacLane showed that every monoidal category is equivalent to a strict category
in which the structure maps such as ® are the obvious identity maps. The general
construction is described and applied to the category Cg(¢) in [1, 2]. We shall give
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a simpler alternative construction which works in this case, and it is one of those
cases where the structure is more transparent in the more general category CH(®)
of modules for a Hopf algebra H, although we shall apply it to H = C*(G) ~ Cy(G).
(It is to some extent motivated by our observation that A-modules in the category
Cs(¢) are automatically modules for the crossed product A x 6)

The algebra H is an H-H-bimodule under the left and right multiplication ac-
tions, and so, in particular it is an object in CH(®), though it is not an algebra
in the category, since its multiplication is associative in the strict sense. We shall
exploit this dual role of H to construct the functor to a strict monoidal category.

Consider the functor F which takes each object A of CH(®) to the algebraic
tensor product F(A) = A ® H, and each morphism T € hom(A, B) to F(T) €
hom(F(A), F(B)) which sends a ® h to T(a) ® h. (When H = Cy(G) we can
use F(A) = C(G,.A) as a more convenient alternative.) Since H is a bimodule
F(A) is an H-H-bimodule, with the right multiplication action by H, and the left
comultiplication action, given in Sweedler notation by

h - ((L ® k) = Ah(a ® k) S h(l)[a] ® h(g)k
With these actions we may take the new tensor product operation to be AQp B =
A®n B (or A®c¢, Gy B), for which the new identity object is F'(C) = H (or Cy(G))
itself.
THEOREM A.1.

(i) For A € CH(®) set F(A) = A®H and let the tensor product F(A)@pF(B)
be the quotient of (A ® H) ® (B ® H) by the equivalence relation that
(a-h)@b~a® (h-b), foralla € F(A), be F(B) and h € H. Then

F(A) oy F(B) 2 F(A® B).

(ii) For A€ Co(¢) set F(A) = C(G,.A) and let the tensor product [F(A)®c,(c)
F(B)] be the quotient of C(G, A)@C(G, B) by the equivalence relation that
(a-h)®@b~a® (h-b), foralla € F(A), b€ F(B) and h € Cy(G). Then

F(A) @c,(c) F(B) = F(A® B).
In each case set F(T) = T ® id for a morphism T. Then F defines a

functor between tensor categories. (The associator in each case is just @
tensored with the identity.)

Proor. We have
FA ey FB)=(AH) on (BoH) 2 (A®B)®H=F(A®B),
giving the result and showing consistency with the previous tensor product. (In
Sweedler notation we have the isomorphism is given explicitly by (a®h)®@ g (b®k) —
(a®@ A(R)(b® k) = (a®@ (h(1)b) @ (h(2)k).) Most of the rest is easily checked. In
particular, we find that
((a®@h)@n (b@k)) @n (c®1) = ((a® h)[b]) ® (h)ka)ld)) ® hes)ke)!
= ®[(a ® (h(1)[b] ® hi2)k(1)[c]))] @ hz)k2)l
= (P®id)[(a®h) @n [(b@ k) @u (c@1)]].

For future reference we also note the connection with the crossed product.



152 P BOUWKNEGT, KC HANNABUSS, AND V MATHAI

PROPOSITION A.2. If A is an algebra with multiplication x then F(A) can be
given the multiplication defined by the maps

FAuFA)=FAA) 2 (A A)H — (A®H)=F(A),

where the arrow denotes the map x ® 1. When H = Cy(G), F(A) equipped with
this multiplication is just the crossed product A x G. If M is a module for A then
F(M) is a module for F(A), and (id ® €)F(M) can be identified with M regarded
as a A x G-module.

ProoOF. We have

which is the crossed product multiplication in A x G, when H = C(G). Replacing
b by an element of M and applying e (which is a counit and a multiplicative
homomorphism) we have

(id®@e)(a®@h)x (m e k)] = (a® hqy[m])e(he)k)
= (a* hy[m]) ® e(hz) )e(k)
= (ax h[m]) ® e(k),

as required. ([l

The advantage of expressing the crossed product action in terms of F' is that
the functor respects direct sums and maps the free A-module A" to the free A x G-
module (A x 6)” If M is a finite rank projective module defined by e : A" — M,
then F'(M) is a finite rank projective module defined by (A x é)” — F(M), and,
taking the image under id®e, we see that M is a finite rank projective A x G-module.

We now introduce a new tensor product F'(A) o F(B), such that for a € F(A),
be F(B), and ¢ € F(C), we have

(aob)®@nc=a®y (bRnc).
This can be done explicitly using ®, since
(aob)®@yc= 1 ((a®@nb)®Hc),

and ® ! is given by the left action of an element ¢! € HOH®H on A®B®C. For
convenience we shall write ¢~ ! in a Sweedler type notation as ¢~! = ¢’ ® ¢" ® ¢,
but this is neither intended to imply that ¢ is decomposable nor that this is in the
range of (A ® 1)A. We then have
(aob) @ne= (¢ a@nd" b)@ud"c= (¢ -adu e’ b)-¢" Buc,
or, formally,
aob=(¢'-awnd”-b) " € F(A) @n F(B).

In fact, this expression makes perfectly good sense (in the multiplier algebra if not
in the original algebra), and can be used as a definition of a o b. (This would not
have been true in the original setting with a € A and b € B, and the original tensor
product, since there was only a left action and the argument would have led to
aocb=(¢-a®u¢” - b)®¢" € (A®B)®@H, not in A® B. Whether it makes sense
in the original algebra or in some slightly extended algebra depends on the detail

of the situation. The case when H = Cy(G), F(A) = C(G, A) gives a large enough
algebra to work whilst the algebraic tensor product would generally be too small.)
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Another useful way of thinking about the product is that F(A® B) ~ [(A®
B) ® H], and @' maps this to A®@ (B®H) ~ A® F(B) ~ F(A) @y F(B).
As a consequence of the definition, for d € F(D)

(aob)oc)®@d=(aob)®(c®d)
—a®(b® (c®d)
=a® ((boc)®d)
=(ao(boc))®d,

and taking D = H we see that we now have strict associativity. We note that if H has
a unit 1 the original algebra A can be identified with the subalgebra A®1 C A®H,
(or in the case of H = C(G) with the constant functions in the algebra C(G, A)).
These are not closed under the new tensor product o.

The new tensor product now carries over to products on algebra, so that x
is replaced by a new product a * b = 1.[a x b], where ¢.(z,y) = ¢(x,y,2) acts
as an element of C'(G) ® C(G), The associativity of this may now be checked by
either of the above calculations, and similarly for actions of algebras on modules.
In summary, the action of an algebra A on a Cy(G)-module can always be replaced
by an action of the crossed product A x 6, which a Fourier transform identifies
with C(G,.A), which means that for modules one always works with the objects
whose multiplication can be made associative. This result clarifies the paradox
of the relevance of nonassociative algebras when algebras of operators are always
associative, for we see that in representation the action of nonassociative algebras
can always be replaced by an associative action if one so wishes. The situation
is rather similar to that of projective representations of groups, where, for any
multiplier ¢ on a group G, a projective o-representation of G can be obtained
from an ordinary representation of its central extension G?. Nonetheless, there
are situations in which G and ¢ appear naturally or linking a number of different
situations, so that although G7 is technically useful, it does not really capture the
essence of the situation. The study of the canonical commutation relations as a
projective representation of a vector group provides a good example. The central
extension has representations allowing all possible values of Planck’s constant, and
so misses an important feature of the physical situation.

In addition to the left and right actions of H, when H is a Hopf algebra there
is also a right coaction of H on F(A) = A® H given by

deoA: A@H— (A®H)®H,

and similarly for Cy(G). There is no rebracketing problem since H is the algebra
whose modules give the objects rather than an object itself, and the fact that this
is a coaction follows from the coassociativity of A. To check compatibility with the
tensor product structure, we note that

(a®@h)®@n (b@k) = (a® haq)y) @n (b® hik)
= [(a® ha)) @n (b h)ka))] @ bk
=[(a®h()) ®n (b® k)] @ heayka),
showing direct compatibility with the coaction on the individual factors. (With a

little modification of the functor F' it is possible to work with quasi-Hopf algebras
t00.)
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If we instead consider the dual action of 8 in the dual Hopf algebra H* given
in Sweedler notation by

9[(1 X h] = G(h@))a X h(l) s
where 6(h(s)) denotes the pairing of H* with H, then this shows that one has the

correct action on tensor products. We can therefore regard F' as a functor from
CH(®) to M (1) (or from Cg(9) to Ca(1)).

A.1. Example: Strictification of the twisted compact operators. The
easiest way to see how the strictifcation works is to consider an example, such as
the algebra K 4(L?(G)), which maps to F(K4(L?(G))) = C(G, K4s(L?*(G))). We first
note that the product of a @ h and b ® k in A ® Cy(G) is given by

((a®@h)x (b@k))(x) = (axhqb]) ® (he)k)(@) = (axhq)b]) @ b ()k(z).
Now, defining h,(u) = h(ur) = (Ah)(u,z) = hq)(u)hz)(z), we see that the prod-
uct can be rewritten as

((a@h)* (b@k))(x) = (ahe[b])k(x).

Writing k(z) (v, w) = k(v, w; z) for the Ks(L?(G))-valued function on G, the action
of a function h, is just multiplication by h,(vw~!) = h(vw~'z) The product of
two such kernel-valued functions is therefore

(k1 * ko) (u, w; ) = /kl(u, v;vw ) ks (v, w; ) d(uv ™t vw ™t w) dv.
This can be rewritten as
(k1 * ko) (u, w; wa) = /kl(u, v;vx) ke (v, w; wz)Pluv ™ vw ™ w) dv,

so that kj — K (u, w; 2) = k;(u, w; wx) gives an isomorphism with Co(G)®K(L?*(G))
equipped with componentwise multiplication.

According to the general prescription we can turn this into an associative prod-

uct by applying @1, that is, multiplying by ¢(uv™!, vw™!, wz)~!, to get

(k1 * ko) (u, w; wa)

= /kl (u, v; v2) ko (v, w; wa)P(uv ™, v~ wr) Fo(uv ™ vw ™ w) dv,
The cocycle identity tells us that

dluw ™ w, x)d(uv™ vw ™t wr) = gluv™ vw™H w)p(uv ™t v, 2)plvw ™ w, T)
so that we can rewrite the product as
(k1 * k) (u, w; wa)p(uw ™, w, z)
= /kl(u,v;vx)kg(v,w; wz)p(uv™ v, ) rp(vwH w,z) " du .

Setting k% (u, w; z) = k(u, w, wz)p(uw ™!, w,z)~! gives

(kq * kQ)F(u,w,x) = /kf(u,v;x)kf(v,w;x) dv .

showing that the new product is isomorphic to the usual product on C(G, K(L?(G)))
=~ (Cy(G) ® K(L?(G)), which is certainly associative.

For future reference we note that the same argument applies to algebra-valued
compact operators IC¢(L2(G)) ® A when A is associative, the only change being
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that the product of k; in the composition formula must be interpreted as a product
in the algebra rather than of scalars.

This example shows that quite different nonassociative algebras can have the
same associative version, since for any cocycle ¢, K(L?*(G)) has C(G, K(L?*(G))) as
its associative version (including the case of trivial ¢, when the algebra is associative
from the start).

This is important in clarifying the duality theorem [12, 9.2], where it was shown
that the double dual of B = u-ind§(A) is Ky(L?(G)) ® B, since the associative
version K(L?(G)) ® B is stably equivalent to B, as usual. This certainly means that
all the representations (that is, the modules) correspond naturally with those of B.
We summarise this in a theorem.

THEOREM A.3. The dual B = B Xgo G of the algebra B = u-indy(A) is a
nonassociative algebra with a natural action of G, and the double dual B xG can be
given the associative product K(L?(G)) ® u-indS (A).

We conclude by noting that the octonions @ can be constructed from R using
G = Zy X Zo X Zo with the cocycle

(A1) d(a,b,c) = (—1)lPel = (_1)abxe)

where G is identified with {0,1}® € R®. Thus the same procedure can be used to

give an associative version of C'(Zs X Zg X Z2,0), as a 64-dimensional algebra over
R.

Appendix B. Nonassociative bounded operators, tempered
distributions & a concrete approach to nonassociative C*-algebras

We begin with an illustrative example. Let G = R"™, and consider the space of all
bounded operators B(L?(G)) on the Hilbert space L?(G). We begin by showing that
T € B(L*(G)) determines a unique tempered distribution k7 on G2. That is, there
is a canonical embedding, B(L?(G)) < &’(G?). This embedding will be frequently
used, for instance to give the algebra B(L?(G)) a nonassociative product, which has
the advantage of being rather explicit. Later, we will also determine other closely
related results. Recall that the Sobolev spaces H*(G), s € R, are defined as follows:
the Fourier transform on Schwartz functions on G is a topological isomorphism,
~: S(G) = S(G), where we identify G with its Pontryagin dual group. It extends
uniquely to an isometry on square integrable functions on G, ~: L?(G) — L?(G).
Moreover, by duality, the Fourier transform extends to be a topological isomorphism
on tempered distributions on G, ~: §’(G) — §’(G). Then for s € R, define H*(G)
to be the Hilbert space of all tempered distributions @) such that (1 + \f|2)5/2@(§)
is in L2(G), with inner product (Q1, Q2)s = ((14[£[%)*/2Q1(€), (1+[¢[2)*/2Q2(&))o,
where ( , )o denotes the inner product on L?(G).

The following are some basic properties of Sobolev spaces, which are established
in any basic reference on distribution theory. For s < ¢, H'(G) c H*(G) and
moreover the inclusion map H'(G) < H*(G) is continuous. Also one has S(G) =
Neer H°(G), S'(G) = U,er H°(G) and the inclusions ts: S(G) — H?*(G) and
ks: H*(G) — S'(G) are continuous for any s € R. The renowned Schwartz kernel
theorem says that a continuous linear operator T: S(G) — &'(G) determines a
unique tempered distribution k7 on G2, and conversely.



156 P BOUWKNEGT, KC HANNABUSS, AND V MATHAI

LEMMA B.1. There is a canonical embedding,
(B.1) B(L*(G)) = §'(G?),
whose image is contained in the subspace of composable tempered distributions.

PROOF. Suppose that T' € B(L?*(G)). Then in the notation above, the compo-
sition
(B.2) kooT otg: S(G) = S'(G),

is a continuous linear operator. By the Schwartz kernel theorem, it determines a
unique tempered distribution k7 € S’(G?). Suppose now that S € B(L?(G)). Then
ST € B(L*(G)) and

(B.3) kst (z,y) = /eG ks(z,2)kr(z,y) dz,

where / dz denotes the distributional pairing. ([l
z2€G

We can now define a new product on B(L?*(G)) making it into a nonassociative
C*-algebra.

DEFINITION B.2. Let ¢ € C(G x G x G) be an antisymmetric tricharacter on
G. For S,T € B(L?*(G)), define the tempered distribution kg, € S'(G?) by the

formula

(B.4) kssr(z,9) z/ ks(z, 2)kr(z,9)o(x,y, 2) dz.
z€G
Then for all £,9 € L?(G), the linear operator S =T given by the prescription
(B5) €550 = [ hsarlen)E(@i) dedy.
x,yec

defines a bounded linear operator in B(L?(G)), which follows from the earlier ob-
servation that S x 7T is an adjointable operator.

This extends the definition in [12] of twisted compact operators K,(L?(G)).
Then by §4, % defines a nonassociative product on B(L?(G)) which agrees with the
nonassociative product on the twisted compact operators, which will be justified
in what follows. We denote by By(L?(G)) the space B(L?(G)) endowed with the
nonassociative product %, and call it the algebra of twisted bounded operators.

There is an involution kg« (x,y) = ks(y,z) for all S € By(L?(G)), and the
norm on By(L?*(G)) is the usual operator norm. The following are obvious from the
definition: V X\ € C, V Sy, S2 € Bs(L?(G)),

(S1+ S2)* = ST+ 53,
(B.6) (AS1)* = AST,
Sy = 5.

The following lemma can be proved as in Section 5 in [12].
LEMMA B.3. V 51,52 € B,(L*(G)),
(B.7) (S1%82)" =55%57.
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What appears to be missing for the deformed bounded operators By (L?(G)) is
the so called C*-identity,

(B.8) 155 % Sull = [ISTSull = [1S1]*.

However, we will continue to call B,(L?*(G)) a nonassociative C*-algebra and this
prompts the following definition of a general class of nonassociative C*-algebras.

DEFINITION B.4. A nonassociative C*-subalgebra A of Bs(L?(G)), is defined
to be a G-invariant, x-subalgebra of B,(L?(G)) that is closed under taking adjoints
and also closed in the operator norm topology.

In particular, such an A satisfies the identities in equations (B.6) and (B.7).
Examples include the algebra of twisted bounded operators B,(L?(G)) and the
algebra of twisted compact operators K,(L?(G)). The following two propositions
can be proved as in Section 5 of [12].

PRrROPOSITION B.5. The group G acts on the twisted algebra of bounded operators
Bs(L?(G)) by natural x-automorphisms

(B.9) 0.[k](z,w) = ¢(x, z,w)k(zx, wx),

and 0,6, = ad(9(2, )by, where ad(o (2, ) IK)(2, ) = B, 5, 2)k(z, w)(, g, 10)~
comes from the multiplier o(x,y)(v) = ¢(z,y,v).

PROPOSITION B.6. By(L?(G)) is a continuous deformation of B(L*(G)).

Appendix C. Nonassociative crossed products and nonassociative tori

C.1. Nonassociative tori — revisited. Here will present a slightly different,
more geometric, approach to the definition of the nonassociative torus as defined
in [12], which in fact generalizes the construction there, and also realizes it as a
nonassociative deformation of the algebra continuous functions on the torus. We
begin with a general construction, and later specialize to the case when M is the
torus. N

Basic Setup: Let M be a compact manifold with fundamental group T, and M
its universal cover. Assume for simplicity that M is contractible, that is M = BT
is the classifying space of T'. In that case we have an isomorphism H™(M,Z) =
H™T,Z), due to Eilenberg and MacLane [17, 18].

A large class of examples of manifolds M that satisfy the hypotheses of the
Basic Setup are locally symmetric spaces M = I'\G/K, where G is a Lie group, K
a maximal compact sulzgroup of G, I' a discrete, torsion-free cocompact subgroup
of G, since in this case M = G/K is a contractible manifold. This includes tori and
hyperbolic manifolds in particular.

The isomorphism H™(M,R) — H™(I',R) can be explicitly constructed by mak-

ing use of the double complex (Cp’q(]T/[/, I');4,d), with

(C.1) CP4(M,T) = CP(L,QUM)) = {f : T®" — QI(M)},

where we think of g-forms on M as a left I-module through the action v -w =
(v*)"'w. The differential d : CP4(M,T') — CP9FtL(M,T) is the de Rham differen-
tial on (M), hence this complex is acyclic since M is contractible. The differential
§:CP9(M,T) — CPTL9(M,T) is given by

(C.2)

(5f)71,~wp+1 =M 'f“/2,~~~~,7p+1 - f"/l"/2v~~:'Yp+l + (_1)pf71w~,7p7p+1 + (_1)p+1f%,~~ﬁp :
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Its cohomology HP (T", Q24 (]/\Z )) is known as the group cohomology with coefficients in
the I'module Q(M) The map H(M,R) — H(T',R) is now obtained by ‘zigzagging’
through this double complex, much in the same way as for the Cech-de Rham
complex. We will illustrate the procedure in the case of our interest, i.e. how to
explicitly associate to a closed degree 3 differential form H on M a U(1)-valued
3-cocycle o on the discrete group I'.

First we let H denote the lift of H to M. Now H = dB, where B is a 2-form
on M ie. BeCY% 2(M ). Since H is T-invariant, it follows that for all ~veTl, we
have 0 =~-H — H = d(y- B — B) = d0B, so that v- B — B is a closed 2-form on
M. By hypothesis, it follows that
(C.3) (0B)y=v-B—-B=dA,,

for some 1-form A, on M, ie. A € CY1(M,T). Then by (C.3), it follows that the
following identity holds for all g,~ € I":
d(B-A, — Ag, + Ag) = d0A = 6dA = §°B =
By hypothesis, it follows that
B-Ay—Apgy+ Ag = (04)py =dfy

for some smooth function fz. on M, that is, f € C29(M,T). Continuing, one
computes that,
da- fay = fapry + fapy — fap) =dof = 52A =

Therefore

- fory = fapy + fapy = fap = (0f)apr = cla, B,7),

where ¢(a, 3,7) is a constant. That is, ¢: T x I' x ' = R is a 3-cocycle on T', and
we can set for all t € R,

(C4) O't(()é,ﬂ,’)/) = exp (itc(avﬂaIY)) .
Then o («, 8,7) is a U(1)-valued 3-cochain on +, satisfying the pentagonal identity,
(05) Ut(a> 57 ’7)0}(0{, /B/YJ 6)Ut (ﬁ7 v, 6) = 0¢ (Oéﬁ, v, 6)0}((1, /87 75) 9

for all a, 8,+,0 € I'. That is, o¢(a, 8,7) is actually a U(1)-valued 3-cocycle on I'.
It is convenient to normalize the function f, g such that f, g(zo) = 0 for all

a, 8 €T and for some xg € M. Then the formula for the U(1)-valued 3-cocycle on
I" simplifies to,

o, B,7) = exp (it(a™ " f5,4(20))) -
Consider the unitary operator u;(3,v) acting on L?(T") given by
(ue(B,7)¥) (@) = exp(ita™ " f5. (20))(a) = or(a, B,7)¥ ().
We easily see that

or(a, B, v)ur(e, Blui(aB, ) = Salud(B,7)]ui(e, 57)

where £, = ad(p(a)) and (p(a)¥)(g) = ¥(ga) is the right regular representation.
One can define, analogous to what was done in [12], a twisted convolution product
and adjoint on C(T',K), K = IC(L2(F)) by

(C.6) (f = 9)(@) = > FW)&lgly™ o)uy,y " z),

y€er
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and

(C.7) Fr(@) = ue(e,a™ ) @]

The operator norm completion is the nonassociative twisted crossed product C*-
algebra

C*(IC, Fv Jt) = ,C(L2(P)) vaut I

where as before, o;(a, 8,7) is a U(1)-valued 3-cocycle on I' as above. This con-
struction extends easily to the case when K is replaced by a general I'-C*-algebra
A, giving rise to a nonassociative C*-algebra denoted by C*(A,T',0¢) = A X¢,, I

In the special case when M = T" is a torus, we get the nonassociative torus
Ay, (n). Now A,,(n) is just the ordinary crossed product K(L?(Z™)) x Z", where
Z™ acts on KC(L?(Z™)) via the the adjoint of the left regular representation. By the
Stabilization theorem, and using the Fourier transform,

K(L*(Z™)) x Z™ = C*(Z™) @ K(L*(Z™)) = C(T") @ K(L*(Z")).

This then indicates why A,,(n) is a nonassociative deformation of the ordinary
torus T™ for ¢t # 0.

EXAMPLE. As an explicit example, consider the 3-torus M = T3. We have
M = R? and T = Z3. Let us take, for H € H3(M,R), k times the volume
form on M (i.e. k times the image in de Rham cohomology of the generator of
H3(M,7) = 7). Its lift to M is explicitly given by

H = kdzy Adro Adrs

where (21, 22,23) are standard coordinates on M = R3. Let us denote elements
of I' = Z® by n = (n1,n2,n3). Going through the procedure above, we see that a
representative of this 3-form in group cohomology is given by ¢(1, m, n) = klymang.
However, by making different choices for B, Ay, etc., specifically

B = 3k (w1 dzy A dxs + cycl)
An = ¢tk (n1(vodes — w3dwsy) + cycl) |
fman = %k (mq(nexs — ngxe) + cycl) |
we can also construct a completely antisymmetric representative, namely
(C.8) c(l,m,n) = {kl- (mxn).

It is this representative which gives rise to an antisymmetric tricharacter oy on I'.
Note that the image of an integer cohomology class in H?(M,R) is not necessarily
integer-value, but in this example rather ends up in %Z. This example explains and
corrects a discrepancy between our earlier paper [12] and the physical interpretation
of our nonassociative 3-torus in the context of open string theory by Ellwood and
Hashimoto (cf. Eqn. (5.14) in [19]).

C.2. Factors of automorphy and continuous trace C*-algebras. We
next study principal PU-bundles P and associated bundles of compact operators
Kp and their sections over manifolds M that satisfy the assumptions of the Basic
Setup of Appendix C.1. Let P denote the lift of P to M. Since H3(M) =0, i

follows that P is trivializable, i.e. P = M x PU. Having fixed this 1som0rphlsm
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we can define a continuous map j : I' x M — PU = Aut(K) by the following
commutative diagram,

j(7,2)
) K = (Kp) 0 K= (Kp)ys
p P
(KP)p)
Then
(C.10) J (2, 2) i (v, v2w) i (2, @) = 1.

is a factor of automorphy for the bundle Kp. Conversely, given a continuous map
j:T'x M — PU = Aut(K) satisfying (C.10), we can define a bundle of compact
operators,

(C.11) K;=(MxK)/T =M

where 7 - (z,€) = (v z,j(v,2)¢) for v € T and (z,£) € M x K.

Given any two algebra bundles of compact operators, K;, K, over M with
factors of automorphy j, j” respectively, and an isomorphism ¢ : KC; — KCj/, we get
an induced isomorphism

(C.12) ¢ MxK=K; — Ky =MxK
given by ¢(z,¢) = (x, u(z)§), where u : M — PU is continuous. Since ¢ commutes

with the action of T, v - ¢(z, &) = d(y(x,£)), we deduce that (v -z, 5’ (v, z)u(z)€) =
(v @, uly - 2)i(y, )€)~ Therefore

(C.13) 7' (v, x) = uly - @)j(y, @)yu(z) !

for all z € M and ~v € T'. Conversely, two factors of automorphy 7,5’ give rise
to isomorphic algebra bundles K;, ;. of compact operators if they are related by

(C.13) for some continuous function u : M — PU.
Therefore continuous sections of p can be viewed as continuous maps f €
C(M,K) satistying the property,

(C.14) flv-x)=j(v,z)f(x), Vyel,ze M.
For example, f(z) := > (7, x) " F(y-z) converges uniformly on compact sub-
sets of M whenever F: M — K is a compactly supported continuous function, and
satisfies (C.14), therefore defining a continuous section of p.

We would like to write the Dixmier-Douady invariant of the algebra bundle
of compact operators Kp over M in terms of the factors of automorphy There is
no obstruction to lifting the factor of automorphy j:I'x M — PU = Aut(K) to

j I'x M — U, because of our assumptions on M. However the cocycle condition
(C.10) has to be modified,

(C15) 3\(71’72, ) (71;72‘%) (72; )* 7(7137271.);

where 7 : I'x I'x M — U(1). There is no obstruction to lifting 7 : I'x T'x M — U(1)
to7 : I'xI'x M — R, however the cocycle condition satified by 7 has to be modified
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to 0T(V1,72,73) = n(y1,72,73), where n : I' x I' x I' — Z is a Z-valued 3-cocycle
on I'. One can show DD(P) = §([7']) = [n]. Thus, given a principal PU bundle
P on M, we have derived a cohomology class [n] € H*(I',Z) = H3(M,Z) which
is by standard arguments independent of the choices made. The relation with the
previous discussion is that [n] = [¢].

To see that the converse is true, notice that 7 can be viewed as a continuous
map 7 : I' x I' = C(M,U(1)), which is easily verified to be a C(M,U(1))-valued
2-cocycle on I'. Recall from standard group cohomology theory that equivalence
classes of extensions of a group I'" by an abelian group C(M,U(1)) on which T
acts is in bijective correspondence correspondence with the group cohomology with
coefficients, H*(T, C’(M U(1))). We will first show that possible extensions I' of T
by C(M,U(1)) are in bijective correspondence with elements of H3(M,Z) called
the Dixmier-Douady invariant, and we will also compute DD(P) € H3(M,Z) in
our case. Now there is an exact sequence of abelian groups,

(C.16) 0—Z— C(M,R) - C(M,U(1)) > 0.

This leads to a change of coefficients long exact sequence,
(C.17)

. — H*T,C(M,R)) — HX(T,C(M,U(1))) > H3(T,Z) — H3(T,C(M,R)) —

Since T' acts freely on M and C(M ,R) is an induced module, it follows that
HI(T',C(M,R)) = 0 for all j > 0. Therefore H’(T',C(M,U(1))) = HI*}(T,Z) =
HI*Y(M,Z) for all j > 0, and in particular for j = 2 as claimed. In particular,
since [7'] € Hz(F,C(M,U(l))), we see that DD(P) = §([7']) = [n] € H3}([',Z) =
H3(M,Z) is the Dixmier-Douady invariant of P.

We next explain how the data (H, B, Ay, fo,3) also determine a bundle gerbe
in a natural way. The bundle gerbe consists of the submersion M — M. Then the
fibered product M2 s equivariantly isomorphic to I'x M. Under this identiﬁcation
the two projection maps ; : M2 — A M i = 1,2 become the action p : I' x M — M
of I on M and the projection p : M xT — M respectlvely Then A, defines a
connection on the trivial line bundle £, — {~} x M whose curvature is dA,. The
choice of curving is B, satisfying the equation u*B — p*B = dA, which on the sheet
{7} x M reduces to v*B — B = dA.. The 3-curvature dB = H is the lift of the
closed 3-form H on M. What is surprising is that H need not have integral periods!

Appendix D. Motivation from T-duality in String Theory

For completeness we have summarized the original motivation for this work,
namely T-duality in string theory, in this appendix. We believe, however, that the
results in this paper are of interest independent of our original motivation.

T-duality, also known as target space duality, plays an important role in string
theory and has been the subject of intense study for many years. In its most basic
form, T-duality relates a string theory compactified on a circle of radius R, to a
string theory compactified on the dual circle of radius 1/R by the interchange of the
string momentum and winding numbers. T-duality can be generalized to locally
defined circles (principal circle bundles, circle fibrations), higher rank torus bundles
or fibrations, and in the presence of a background H-flux which is represented by a



162 P BOUWKNEGT, KC HANNABUSS, AND V MATHAI

closed, integral Cech 3-cocycle H on the spacetime manifold Y. Tt is closely related
to mirror symmetry through the SYZ-mechanism.

An amazing feature of T-duality is that it can relate topologically distinct
spacetime manifolds by the interchange of topological characteristic classes with
components of the H-flux. Specifically, denoting by (Y, [H]) the pair of an (isomor-
phism class of) principal circle bundle 7 : Y — X, characterized by the first Chern
class [F] € H?(X,Z) of its associated line bundle, and an H-flux [H] € H3(Y,Z),

o~ o~

the T-dual again turns out to be a pair (Y, [H]), where the principal circle bundles

T —_— Y 9 T — i}
X X
are related by [ﬁ] = m.[H], [F]=T. [ﬁ ], such that on the correspondence space
Y Xx )/;
p P
Y %
X

we have p*[H] — p*[H] =0 [8, 9].

In earlier papers we have argued that the twisted K-theory K* (Y, [H]) (see, e.g.,
[7]) classifies charges of D-branes on Y in the background of H-flux [H] [13], and
indeed, as a consistency check, one can prove that T-duality gives an isomorphism of
twisted K-theory (and the closely related twisted cohomology H*(Y, [H]) by means
of the twisted Chern character chy) [8]

K*(Y, [H]) —> K*+\(V, [H))

l/chH

H*(Y, [H]) —= H*+\(V, [H])

chg

-

The above considerations were generalized to principal torus bundles in [10, 11].
Since the projective unitary group of an infinite dimensional Hilbert space
PU(H) is a model for K(Z,2), we can ‘geometrize’ the H-flux in terms of an (iso-
morphism class of) principal PU(#H)-bundle P over Y. We can reformulate the
discussion of T-duality above in terms of noncommutative geometry as follows.
The space of continuous sections vanishing at infinity, A = Cy(Y, £), of the associ-
ated algebra bundle of compact operator K on the Hilbert space & = P Xpyy) K.
A is a stable, continuous-trace, C*-algebra with spectrum Y, and has the property
that it is locally Morita equivalent to continuous functions on Y. Thus the H-flux
has the effect of making spacetime noncommutative. The K-theory of A is just
the twisted K-theory K*®(Y,[H]). The T-action on Y lifts essentially uniquely to
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an R-action on A. In this context T-duality is the operation of taking the crossed
product A x R, which turns out to be another continuous trace algebra associated
to ()A’, [}AI ]) as above. A fundamental property of T-duality is that when applied
twice, yields the original algebra A, and the reason that it works in this case is due
to Takai duality. The isomorphism of the D-brane charges in twisted K-theory is,
in this context, due to the Connes-Thom isomorphism. These methods have been
generalized to principal torus bundles by Mathai and Rosenberg [31, 32, 33|, how-
ever novel features arise. First of all the T"-action on the principal torus bundle
Y need not always lift to an R"-action on A. Even if it does, this lift need not
be unique. Secondly, the crossed product A x R™ need not be a continuous-trace
algebra, but rather, it could be a continuous field of noncommutative tori [31], and
necessary and sufficient conditions are given when these T-duals occur. More gen-
erally, as argued in [10], when the T"-action on the principal torus bundle Y does
not lift to an R™-action on A, one has to leave the category of C*-algebras in order
to be able to define a “twisted” lift. The associator in this case is the restriction of
the H-flux H to the torus fibre of Y, and the “twisted” crossed product is defined
to be the T-dual. The fibres of the T-dual are noncommutative, nonassociative
tori. That this is a proper definition of T-duality is due to our results which show
that the analogs of Takai duality and the Connes-Thom isomorphism hold in this
context. Thus an appropriate context to describe nonassociative algebras that arise
as T-duals of spacetimes with background flux, such as nonassociative tori, is that
of C*-algebras in tensor categories, which is the subject of this paper.
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Structural Relations of Harmonic Sums and Mellin
Transforms at Weight w =6

Johannes Bliimlein

ABSTRACT. We derive the structural relations between nested harmonic sums
and the corresponding Mellin transforms of Nielsen integrals and harmonic
polylogarithms at weight w = 6. They emerge in the calculations of massless
single—scale quantities in QED and QCD, such as anomalous dimensions and
Wilson coefficients, to 3— and 4-loop order. We consider the set of the multiple
harmonic sums at weight six without index {—1}. This restriction is sufficient
for all known physical cases. The structural relations supplement the algebraic
relations, due to the shuffle product between harmonic sums, studied earlier.
The original number of 486 possible harmonic sums contributing at weight w
= 6 reduces to 99 sums with no index {—1}. Algebraic and structural relations
lead to a further reduction to 20 basic functions. These functions supplement
the set of 15 basic functions up to weight w = 5 derived formerly. We outline
an algorithm to obtain the analytic representation of the basic sums in the
complex plane.

1. Introduction

Inclusive and semi-inclusive scattering cross sections in Quantum Field Theories
such as Quantum Electrodynamics (QED) and Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD)
at higher loop order can be expressed in terms of special classes of fundamental
numbers and functions. Zero scale quantities, like the loop-expansion coefficients
for renormalized couplings and masses in massless field theories, are given by special
numbers, which are the multiple (-values [1,2] in the known orders. At higher
orders and in the massive case other quantities will also contribute [3]. The next
class of interest is comprised by the single scale quantities to which the anomalous
dimensions and Wilson coefficients belong [4-6], as also other hard scattering cross
sections which are differential in one variable z = f// L given by the ratio of two
Lorentz invariants with support z € [0,1]. A natural way to study these quantities
consists in representing them in Mellin space by performing the integral transform

(L1) M [f(2)] (N) = / dz 2V f(2) .
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In the light-cone expansion [7] these quantities naturally emerge as moments for
physical reasons with N € N. Their mathematical representation is obtained in
terms of nested harmonic sums [8-10]

N (signb)*
(12 Sha() = > T g k), sy =1

k=1
which form a common language. This is the main reason to adopt this prescrip-
tion also for other quantities of this kind. The harmonic sums lead to the multiple
(-values in the limit N — oo for b # 1. In the latter case the harmonic sums
diverge. ' To obtain a representation which is as compact as possible we seek to
find all relations between the harmonic sums. There are two classes of relations :
i) the algebraic relations, cf. [11]. They are due to the index set of the harmonic
sums only and result from their quasi-shuffle algebra [12].
i1) the structural relations. These relations depend on the other properties of the
harmonic sums. One sub-class refers to relations which are obtained by consider-
ing harmonic sums at N and integer multiples or fractions of N, which leads to
a continuation of N € Q. Harmonic sums can be represented in terms of Mellin
integrals of harmonic polylogarithms Hz(z) weighted by 1/(1 + z) [13], which be-
long to the Poincaré-iterated integrals [14]. 2 The Mellin integrals are valid for
N € R, N > Ny. From these representations integration-by-parts relations can be
derived. Furthermore, there is a large number of differentiation relations

dl
ST M) (V) = M [l (2)f(2)] (V)
We analyzed a wide class of physical single scale massless processes and those con-
taining a single mass scale at two and three loops [4-6] in the past, which led to
the same set of basic harmonic sums and, related to it, basic Mellin transforms. As
in the case of zero scale quantities, this points to a unique representation, which
is generally process independent and is rather related to the topological structure
of the contributing Feynman integrals. The representation in terms of harmonic
sums is usually more compact than a corresponding representation by harmonic
polylogarithms, since i) Mellin convolutions emerge as simple products; i) har-
monic polylogarithms are multiple integrals, which are usually not reducible to
more compact analytic representations. The latter one requires to solve (part of)
these integrals analytically. In the case of harmonic sums the analytic continua-
tion of their argument N to complex values has to be performed to apply them in
physics problems. As outlined in Ref. [16-18] this is possible since harmonic sums
can be represented in terms of factorial series [19] up to known algebraic terms.
Harmonic sums turn out to be meromorphic functions with single poles at the non-
positive integers. One may derive their asymptotic representation analytically and
they obey recursion relations for complex arguments N. Due to this their unique
representation is given in the complex plane.

In the present paper we derive the structural relations of the weight w = 6
harmonic sums extending earlier work on the structural relations of harmonic sums

(1.3)

1Due to the algebraic relations [11] of the harmonic sums one may show that this divergence
is at most of O(In"(N)), where m is the number of indices equal to one at the beginning of the
index set.

2Generalized polylogarithms and Z-sums were considered in [15].
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up to weight w = 5 [18]. > The paper is organized as follows. In Sections 2-6 we
derive the structural relations of the harmonic sums of weight w = 6 of depth 2
to 6 for the harmonic sums not containing the index {—1}. The restriction to this
class of functions is valid in the massless case at least to three-loop order and in the
massive case to two-loop order. In Section 7 we summarize the set of basic functions
chosen. The principal method to derive the analytic continuation of the harmonic
sums to complex values of N is outlined in Section 8 in an example. Section 9
contains the conclusions. Some useful integrals are summarized in the appendix.

2. Twofold Sums

The following w = 6 two—fold sums occur : Si51(N),Sta,12(N),S_33(N) and
S3.3(N),S_5,_3(N). The latter sums are related to single harmonic sums through
Euler’s relation.

(21) Sa’b(N) + Sb’a(N) = Sa(N)Sb(N) + Sa/\b(N) ,

with a Ab = sign(a) - sign(b)(Ja] + |b|). For the former six sums we only consider the
algebraically irreducible cases. In Ref. [18] the basic functions, which determine
the harmonic sums without index {—1} through their Mellin transform, up to w =
5 were found :

(2.2) w=1:1/(x—-1)

(2.3) w=2:In(l+z)/(z+1)

(2.4) w=3:Liy(z)/(x £1)

(2.5) w =4: Lig(z)/(z + 1), S12(z)/(x£1)

w="5:Liy(z)/(x £ 1), S13(x)/(x£1), Saa(x)/(x £1),
(2.6) Lij(z)/(x£1),  [In(2)S12(~2) - Li(—x)/2]/(z £ 1)

In the following we determine the corresponding basic functions for w = 6.
In case of the double sums we show that they all can be related to

Li5(x)] )

1+
up to derivatives of basic functions of lower degree and polynomials of known har-
monic sums. The representation of Si51 (V) read:

(28)  Ssi(N)=M [(Ll5_(~"”))+

r—1

(2.7) M [

(N) = S1(N)C(5) + S2(N)¢(4)

~S(NICE) + (V)
29 Sesa(¥) = ()Y M | 2 () 4 2005) @) - s - S (N)G0)
+52(N)C() — S5 (N)C(3) + S (NG

with

1 1
(2.10) / drg(z)[f ()]s = / dzlg(z) — g(D)f(2)

3We correct a typographical error in [18]. The bracket in (5.10) has to close before ¢(k).



170 JOHANNES BLUMLEIN

and

15

(2.11) s¢ = —ln(2)((5)+/0 dzLis(Z)

142

16

being one of the basic constants at weight w = 6. For the determination of the con-
stants in the alternating case we use the tables associated to Ref. [10]. To express
one of the sums given below we also give a second representation of S_s 1 (N),

(2.12)

S—5,1(N) = S_5(N)S1(N) + S_6(N)
Lis(—x) — In(z)Lis(—) + In*(z)Liz(—x)/2
z+1
In®(2)Lig(—2)/6 — In*(x) In(1 + z) /24

z+1

# =D | |

+ ey |

ﬁC(5) In(2) — s¢ -

— 12CB) 1S4 (N) = Su(N)] - Z2¢(2)° + S +

The other two-fold sums are

(2.13)
S_4_o(N)=—M l(‘lmf’(_iﬁ) ;l_rl(lx)Li4(_x) > J (N)
+ 0@ 84N ~ 54(N)] — SCBISs(N) + S¢S (V)
- 2E)SN)
(2.14) S_45(N) = (-1)" M [4“5(“’”) Ij:ii(x) ln(x)] (N) +2¢(3)S_5(N)
~ BA)S 2 (N) + 4B 1 () + 200(2)" — 5¢(3)?

- %g(s) In(2) + 4sg

(215) 81, -2(N) = 5C(2) [S_a(N) — Sa(N)] — 2¢(8)S5(N) + SC(4)S 5(N)

4Li5(—x) — In(z)Lig(—x)

- S+ ()Y M| . ()
— TR + 1203 +40(5) n(2) — sy
(2.16)
S1a(N) = —M [(4“5(””) k) ] (N) +20(8)83(N) — 3¢(4)Sa()
T +

+4¢(5)S1(N)
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6Li5(—x) — 31In(z)Lis(—x) + In*(x)Liz(—x)/2
rz—1

(217) S5 s(N)=M (V)

~ 2 [5-5(V) — S5(N)] — ZCOS(N) + 2 C(E)S (N)
= 2 [S%5(V) + So(N)
(2.18)

S-33(N) = 3((4)S-2(N) = 6¢(5)5-1(N)
+ (_1)N+16M l<5174(1 — l‘) — C(S))
+

1+ (N)+

VM [(3ln<x> 51200 = 2) = GO+ ) 1200 = ) = G2 )

271

. 81 g2y 45
280

27+ 324(3)2 + 5 ¢(5)In(2) — 6s

(2.19)

S33(N) = 3¢(4)Sa(N) — 6¢(5)S1(N) — 6 M [(51,4(

1—$)—C(5))

r—1

M Km%x) [S1.2(1 — ) = ¢(3)] /2 + 3In(x) [S1.3(1 — 2) — <<4>1)

rz—1

= LISV) + So(V)]

In the above relations Nielsen integrals, [20], given by
p+n+1 . 1
(2.20) Spn(T _1 PRSI /0 “n "(1—zz)

occur. The correspondmg functions S7 (1 — ) are given by
(2.21)
S12(1 —x) = —Liz(x) + log(z)Lia(x) + %log(l — x)log?(z) + ¢(3)
(2.22)
S1.5(1 ~ #) = ~Lia(z) +log(#)Lig(x) — 5 108> (x)Lia (x) ~ 5 log"(2) log(1 ~ 7)
)
(2.23)
S1.4(1 —x) = —Lis(x) + In(z)Lis(z) — %lnz(x)Lig(a;) + %lng(l')Liz(l‘)

1
+51 In*(z) In(1 — z) + ¢(5) .

They are used to express the respective sums in terms of the Mellin transforms of
basic functions and their derivatives w.r.t. N.

The algebraic relation for S33(/N) can be used to express M[(Lis(z)/(x —
1))+](N). The Mellin transform in S_3 _3(NN) allows one to express S_4 _3(N)
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and S_42(N) through (2.12). Sy2(N) and S_33(NN) do not contain new Mellin
transforms. Therefore the only non-trivial Mellin transform needed to express the
double sums at w = 6 is M[Li5(z)/(1 + x)](N).

In some of the harmonic sums Mellin transforms of the type

Lik(—x)

= A
contribute. For odd values of k = 2[ 4 1 the harmonic sums S; _x—_1)(V),
S_(k—1),1(N) and S_; _;(N) allow one to substitute the Mellin transforms of these
functions in terms of Mellin transforms of basic functions and derivatives thereof.

For even values of k this argument applies to M[Lix(—2)/(1+ z)](N) but not
to M[Lig(—2)/(1+ z)](N). In the latter case one may use the relation

21 42 1-z 1tz 1-z 1tz

Since in massless quantum field-theoretic calculations both denominators occur,
one may apply this decomposition based on the first two cyclotomic polynomials,
cf. [21], and the relation between Lij(22) and Lix(dx), [22]. The corresponding
Mellin transforms also require half-integer arguments. In more general situations
other cyclotomic polynomials might emerge. The relation

(2.26)
() o

| (5), | (45) -

(2.24)

(2.25)

+ M (I;'ﬁ))J (N)+ M (%)J ()
L (M)] ) - [ as e

determines M[Liy(—x)/(1+x)](NV). For k = 2,4 the last integral in (2.26) is given
by

! i2 £L'2
(2.27) / @Bt~ (o)) - )
1 14 .’[2
e i) = Zie)@) + 302003 - 2¢06)

The corresponding relations for M[Lix(—z)/(1+ z)](N) are :
(2.29)

B2 [(2) | (55 o

(257) ](N)— M2 )
.

r—1

+M

3 1
+206) - 5@ )
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(2.30)

[ =g [(859) ] (5 [ () oo
(57) |- w22 o

— 5502 () ~ 2C@)3) + 2a¢(5)

+M

In the case of w = 6 these relations do not lead to a further reduction of basic
functions but are required at lower weights, cf. [18].

3. Threefold Sums

The triple sums are :

(3.1)

(3.2)

S_ara(N) = (-)¥ ' M [S—(”] (V) + (2¢(5) - C(2)C(3))S 1 (V)

1+
_ %5_2(1\7) +C(3)S_3(N) + ;L—l()C(2)3 + é@‘(?))2 - %C@) In(2)

— B M) + S50
(3.3)

Hopp,—
S-3,-21(N)=M {M

r—1

| (V)4 1501 () 4 [5-a(8) = S2(V)]
< e m@ - §oe)] + geersw)

- (§e@06) - S s10)

(3.4)
S_2,31(N)=S_2(N)S_31(N)+ S51(N) + S—3,_3(N) — S_3,1,—2
—5_3_21
(3.5)
517_2,_3(]\[) = S_g(N)SL_Q(N) + 8175(N) — Sl(N)S_gv_g(N) — S_37_3(N)
+S_3_21(N)
(3.6)

51773_’72(1\[) = Sl(N)ng)fz(N) + 574)72(1\7)
+S5_3_3(N)—5_-31,-2(N)—S_35_21(N)



174 JOHANNES BLUMLEIN
(3.7)
S_21,-3(N)=S_3_3(N)—5_3(N)S1,—2(N) —S15(N)+ Si1(N)S_2,_3(N)

— S_Q(N)S_gvl(N) — 8571(N) + S_27_4(N) + Sl(N)S_37_2(N)
+S_31,-2(N)

rz—1

(Al(—a;) /24 Ss0(—x) — Sa0(—7) ln(m)) ] )
.

1

- 50 800 (V) = S0 ()] - [ 5¢3) -

N =

+ 0P8V + | 226(6) - 1626 s1v)

(3.9)
S 321(N) =

(~1)¥ M [2532( ;H 2] () + 6(2)8-0a(N) — Fe(0)5-a(N)

11

41
2

5166 + 53

) - )s )+ By

168 ol ¢(5)In(2)

1 (1 7
+56(2 )2 1n*(2) + ZC( )¢(3)In(2) — Eg(z) In*(2) — 2¢(2)Liy (5) — Lgg

2
(3.10)
Sa-aa () = (-1 | 010018 () - (Be(s) - i) s

+((2)S2,—2(N) — ((3)S2,-1(N)
+|-Zoer i (3) + e me - e@nEE) + i)

< [5a(V) = S-a(V)] = L6 ) - 6@ - 462tk  5)

11 87 11 )
0@+ 1 CB) = ¢ (@) - s

+¢(2)%1n*(2) + D

(3.11)
S1,2,-3(N) = S_3(N)S1,2(N) + S1,-5(NV)
— S1(N)S_32(N) —S_33(N)+ S_321(N)

(3.12)
517_372(]\7) = —SQ(N)S_,?,J(N) — S_571(N) + 527_3,1(]\7) + Sl(N)S_372(N)
+S_42(N)
(3.13)

S2,1,—3(N) = S3 _3(N) = S_3(N)S12(N) = S1,_5(N) + S1(N)S2,_3(N)
— 82, 31(N) 4+ S2,—4(N) + S1(N)S_32(N) + S_33(N) — S_321(N)
(3.14)
873’172(1\[) = SQ(N)S,;),J(N) + 875’1(N) + 573’3(]\7) — 52’73’1(N) — 573’2’1(1\])
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(3.15)

3/2)A;(x) — Lia(z)Liz()
z+1

+¢(2)S-22(N) = ¢(3)S-2,1(N)

+ (569~ 202)003) ) S1a(¥) - [362)° - a3 + M)

(V)

S_pai(N) = (VM [(

—CPWR) + 2C2)CB) () + £((2) (@) +4C(2)Lis (1) L3

2 2
(3.16)
S3,_2,1(N) =853 _3(N) = 531,-2(N) = S_231(N) + S_2(N)S31(N) + S_51(N)
(3.17)

S1,-23(N) =S_33(N) = S3(N)S_21(N) = S_24(N) +S_2(N)S1,3(N)
+ 51775(]\7) + QS,Q(N)S&l(N) + Sgﬂfg(N) -5 (N)537,2(N)
=S4 —2(N)+ S_51(N) — S3.1,—2(N) = S_231(N)

(3.18)

S1,3,-2(N) =—=8_3(N)S31(N) = S_51(N)+5_231(N) + S1(N)S3,_2(N)
+ S4,—2(N)

(3.19)

572’1’3(1\]) = Sg(N)S,QJ(N) + 572’4(]\7) - S,Q(N)S:;’l(N)
— S3,_3(N) + S5,1,-2(N)

(3.20)
S31 a(N) = (—1)¥ M [Al(—a:)/Q + S372f:_xi - 111(3:)5'272(—33)} (V)
5 [S5a(N) — S5, 1 (V)]
- [5¢® - 56 me)| 15205 - 5-a()
+ 0PN + | 2566) - L0163 )
FEDCR)° — 1C3) — 3C(6) @) — L)) () + 56
(3.21)
S321(N) = M (253’2(x;:f1(x)/2) 1 (V)
+
+C)S0a() = JES) ~ (F<06) - 32)3)) S1v)
(3.22)

5273,1(N) - M [((3/2)‘41(37)‘%__1112(37)1-‘13(37)) ] (N)
.
+62)S2a(V) ~ €352 () + (3605) -~ 262)6(3) ) $1()

(3.23)
S1,2,3(N) = S3(N)S12(N) + S1,5(N) = S1(N)S32(N) — S33(N) + S3.2,1(N)
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(3.24)

S2.1,3(N) =2S33(N) — S3(N)S12(N) — S15(N) + S1(N)S2.3(N) — S2.31(N)
+ S2.4(N) + S51(N)S52(N) — S5.2.1(N)

(3.25)
517372(]\]) e —SQ(N)S371(N) — 5571(]\]) + S27371(N) + S5 (N)ngg(N) + S472(N)

(3.26)
(3.27)

Sp22(N) = —M

(2A1(:c) + Li3(2) In(x) /2 — 283.2(x) ln(x)) ] )
;

r—1

P (N) + 2¢(3)S2.1(N)

M l<45372(x) - 2Lig(x)Lig(x)>+

+2(¢(5) = €(2)¢(3)) S1(N)

= SSHN) + 5Sa(N)Si(N) + £Su(N)
(3.28)
S 225(N) = (1) M [Ml(x) e h;(?{z — 2522(7) ln<x>] (V)
+ ()N M [453,2@) - iLi;(m)Lg(x)} )

+2¢(3)S-2,1(N) +2(¢(5) = ¢(2)¢(3)) S-1(N)

- JOEKENE) + @) + 2L (3) - 50

N | —

+2T0(@2)? — 203 - 22(5) In(2) + s
S9,—29(N) =—=25_522(N) + S2(N)S_22(N)+ S_42(N)+ S_24(N)
(3.29)
S9.2,—2(N) =S_922(N) — % [S2(N)S_22(N) + S_42(N)+S_24(N)
—S52(N)S2,—2(N) = Sg,—2(N) — S2,-4(N)]
(3.30)

_99 _9o(N)=M
S_2.2,-2(N) 1

(—45372(—‘%)—ln(a:)Li2(—:c)/2+21n(1:)S2,2(—x)> ] )
N

+ M

(2Li3(—:c)L12(—x) - 2Al(—~’6))+

rz—1

(V)

— 23S 2,1 (N) + 50 [ 2, 2(N) ~ 8 2(N)

i [%gw T L, (;) +2((3) In(2) - ¢(2) In*(2) + %ln“m]
_|_

< [5-2() = SaV)] + (0263 - 5e09)) 19
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(3.31)

Sy o _a(N) = % (=525 2(N) + S_2(N)Ss._2(N) + 51 _2(N) + Sa.4(N)]
(3.32)

S s _sa(N) = % [=S_5.5_2(N) + S—2(N)S—s.5(N) + Sas(N) + S_s_4(N)]
(3.33)

S o s a(N) = %siz(N) + %S,Q(N)s4(N) + %S,G(N) .

There emerge numerator functions, which do not belong to the class of Nielsen
integrals 4,

(334 M) = [ i)
(3.35) As(z) = /Ow % In(1—y)S1,2(y)
(3.36) As(z) = /Om %[Lu(l —y) —C4)] .

As seen in Egs. (3.27), (Ai(z)/(z — 1))+ is not a basic function since its Mellin
transform reduces to single harmonic sums and known Mellin transforms alge-
braically. Furthermore, some numerator functions are given by harmonic poly-
logarithms Hg, 4. (2), a; € {—1,0,+1}, which cannot be significantly reduced
further. Harmonic polylogarithms are Poincaré-iterated integrals [14] over the al-
phabet [fo, f1, f-1] = [1/x,1/(z = 1),1/(z + 1)], [13], with

(3.37) Hy(x) = In(x)

(3.38) Hi(z) = —In(l-2)
(3.39) H i(z) = In(1+ )
and

(3.40) @) = [ dv fulo)to)

4. Fourfold Sums

The quadruple-index sums are :

(4.1)
S-anaa () = (-1 M [ 220 () 4 )52 (N) - (2605) - KBNS ()
+ éC(Q)C(S) In(2) — éC(Q) In*(2) — ¢(2)Liy <%) 4 24(2)2 m2(2)
_ %4(2)3 + 2—746(3) In®(2) + g—iC(gy _ %g@) In(2) + 21n(2)Lis (%)

o (D) o Lo o (L) 5
+ In“(2)Liy (2 +361n (2) + 2Lig 5 5

4Note a misprint in Eq. (14), [17]. Lis(y) should read Lis(1 — y).
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[(549),

35273(1‘) + AQ(J?)
r+1

(V) +¢(4)52(NV) — (2¢(5) = ¢(2)¢(3))51(N)

(4.3)
S_2211(N) = (-1)N*'M {

} (V) + C(3)S—2.1(N)

+ <121C( ) —3¢(2)¢(3 )) S_1(N) - §<(2)C(3) In(2) + %g(z) In*(2)

2L (3 ) - 50 AR + See)

7 9 73 (1
- Eg(s) In®(2) — gg(s)2 + ag(s) In(2) — 41n(2)Lis (§>

1 1 1 9
J— 2 1 — —_— — 6 J— ] [— [—
21n"(2)Liy (2) 18 In”(2) — 4Lig (2) + 156

Ho,—1,0,11(2)
1+2x

(4.4)

So a1 (V) = (—D)VH M [ } (V) + C(3)S2,1 (V)

+[ c()()ﬂw]s_ )
+[ Lis (%) 3¢ In(2) + 3¢ (2) — 5 ' (2)

X [S2(N) = 55(N)] - £C(2)C(3) n(2)
- §<<2>1n4<2> -2t (3
0@ WR) — AP + () (2)

105 103

+ 152CB)2 = = C(5) In(2)

+ 41In(2)Lis (2> +21n%(2)Liy (1) —l—Eln (2) + 4Lig (%) + 56
&

(7 M ] () - (02163) 55D SaV) - CBIS-2 (V)

+ G2 a1 (V) + 0B M) + 150 ') + oL 3)

~ 2P W) + (D~ TR~ B ) + s
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(4.6)

Hoy,— T
S 9 211(N)=-M [(w

r—1

+(Jgeer® - 560 si

X [S—2(N) — Sa(N)]

(V) +¢(3)S2.1(NV)

rx—1

(4.7) Soa11(N) = —M [(352,3(&6) + Az(x))
"

+ (g0 -3 ) sim

Here, the harmonic polylogarithm Hy 1 01,1(2) is given by

B Tdy (Y S12(2)
(4.8) Hy_1011(x) = /o ) /0 dzl+z

We tested the above sum-relations containing harmonic polylogarithms in the
Mellin transforms numerically using the code of Ref. [23].

5. Fivefold Sums

Two 5-fold sums contribute :

(5.1)
So10a(N) = - M [(%)J (N) + ¢()S1(N)
(5.2)
S-anna () = (1M 0 () 4 g5y )
+ 560 @) + ) + 3@ (5 ) - 5@ nEe)

7 49 9 . (1 1 . (1
— EC(Z’;) In®(2) — mC(S) — In(2)Lis (5) ~3 In?(2)Liy (5)

1

- L) - v (%) T+ In(2)((5) -

All other sums can be traced back to these sums using algebraic relations [11].
The other Mellin transforms emerging in their representation were all calculated in
Refs. [9,18] before.
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6. Sixfold Sums

Only one sixfold sum contributes at w = 6, S7 11,111 (V). This sum is completely

sdydydydy

reducible into a polynomial of single harmonic sums, cf. [9],

1 .1 1 1
6.1) Sy 1= %Sl 852511+Es3sf+§s4sf+gs5sl+ﬁsfsg
6

+= 515253+ 52+ 5254+ 53+ Lg,

7. The Basic Functions

In the following we summarize the basic functions the Mellin transforms of which
represents the harmonic sums up to weight w = 6 without those carrying an index
{—=1}. The corresponding sums of lower weight were determined in Refs. [8,18,24].
The 20 new functions are given by

(7.1) w="6:Lis(z)/(z + 1), S1a(x)/(x£1), Sas(x)/(x £1),
Sza(z)/(x £1), Lig(z)Lig(x)/(x £ 1),
Ai(z)/(z +1), Az (z)/(z £1), As(z)/(z +1)

Ho 101,1(2)/(x £+ 1), Hopo,~101(x)/(x+1)
[A1(—x) + 2S5 2(—x) — 252 2(—2) In(x)]/(z £ 1)

[A1(—x) + 253 2(—2x) — S2,2(—x) In(z) + LiZ(—z)In(z)/4
— Lig(—z)Lis(—2)]/(z — 1)

and extend the set Egs. (2.2-2.6). The algebraic relations allow one to express the
initial set of 99 functions by 30 functions and the structural relations reduce the
basis further to 20 functions.

8. Complex Analysis of Harmonic Sums

The anomalous dimensions and Wilson coefficients expressed in Mellin space allow
simple representations of the scale evolution of single-scale observables, which are
given by ordinary differential equations. The experimental measurement of the ob-
servables requires the representation in z—space. Therefore, one has to perform the
analytic continuation of harmonic sums to complex values of N. Precise numerical
representations for the analytic continuation of the basic functions up to weight
w = 5 were derived in [25] based on the MINIMAX-method [26]. One may even
obtain corresponding representations for quite general functions ®(z), z € [0,1],
as worked out for the heavy flavor Wilson coefficients to 2-loop order in [27]. ® For
other effective parameterizations see [28].

Here we aim at exact representations. The inverse Mellin transforms are ob-
tained by a contour integral around the singularities of the respective functions in
the complex plane.

5For another proposal for the analytic continuation of harmonic sums to N € R, for which
some simple examples were presented, cf. [29].
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We traced back all the harmonic sums to Mellin transforms of basic functions

fi(2),

(8.1)
_ ! N —1 ! (—2)N —1
Egs. (8.1) imply the recursion relations
1
(8.2) F7(N+1) = —F7(N) +/ dzz" f;(2) ,
0
1
(8.3) FH(N+1) = Ff(N)+ (—1)N+1/ dzz" fi(2) .
0

The remaining integrals are simpler Mellin transforms, which correspond to har-
monic sums of lower weight.

If the functions f;(z)/(z — 1), fi(2)/(z + 1) are analytic at z = 1 the Mellin
transforms (8.1) can be represented in terms of factorial series [19]. Not all ba-
sic functions chosen above have this property. A corresponding analytic relation
replacing

(8.4) fiz) = fi(1 = 2)

always exists. The additional terms are lower weight functions in N or are related
to these by differentiation. We use this representation and consider the factorial
series. Due to this both the pole—structure and the asymptotic relation for |[N| — oo
are known. ¢ The poles are located at the integers below a fixed value Ny. The
recursion relations (8.1) are used to express the respective harmonic sums at any
value N € C except the poles.

Let us illustrate this representation in an example for the harmonic sum
52.1,1,1,1(N). The corresponding basic function is

o5 (8)

The recursion relation is given by

(8.6)M{M} (N+1) = Ml<51’4(z))+] (N)+ M[Sy.a(2)] (V) |

z—1 z—1
with
1 1
BN MESEIN) = i (60~ S |
cf. [33].

The numerator function possesses a branch—point at z = 1. The contributions
related to terms containing In®(1 — z)/(z + 1) have to be subtracted explicitly due

6In [30] asymptotic relations for non-alternating harmonic sums to low orders in 1/N* were
derived. Our algorithm given below is free of these restrictions. The main ideas were presented
in January 2004 [31], see also [32].
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to their logarithmic growth (to a power) for | N| — oo. This is either possible using
the relation S 4(2) to Lis(1 — 2)

(8.8) S14(2) = —Lis(1 — 2) + In(1 — 2)Lis(1 — 2) — %1n2(1 — 2)Liz(1 — 2)

+ %1n3(1 — 2)Lig(1 - 2) + % In*(1 - z)In(z) + ¢(5)

or considering harmonic sums, which are algebraically equivalent to the above and
are related to a basic function which is regular at z — 1. We will follow the latter
way and use the algebraic relations [11] to express Sa11,1.1(V) afterwards,

r Lyt

1
(8.9) S21111=51111,2+ 1 S182,11,1+ 531,11, + 52211 + 521,21 + 52,1,1,2]

1

12 S151,21,1 + 522,11 +S1,3,1,1 + 51,212 — S151,1,2,1 — S2,1,2,1

y L4 y L4

= 51,131 — S1,1,2,2

y L4

1
1 l5151,1,1,2 +5112+ 51212+ 51,122+ 31,1,1,3]

through known harmonic sums of lower weight. The latter sum obeys the repre-
sentation

(N)+¢(2)S1,1,1,1 (V) = ¢(3)S1,1,1(N)

s

(8.10) S11112(N)=—M {@]

+¢(4)S11(N) = C(5)51(N) +¢(6) -

The function in the remaining Mellin transform is regular at z = 1 and can be repre-
sented in terms of a factorial series. The remainder terms in (8.10) are polynomials
of single harmonic sums. Therefore the poles of S1,1,1,1,2(NN), resp. Sg.1.1,1,1(INV), are
located at the non-positive integers. Finally we need the asymptotic representations



STRUCTURAL RELATIONS OF HARMONIC SUMS AND MELLIN TRANSFORMS ... 183

of M [Lis(1 —2)/(1 —z)] (N),
(8.11)
M [Id5(1 —»x)] (yolp L 1M1 515 1 216383 1

> T 3922 T 7776 28 T 41472 24 104400000 25
183781 1 4644828197 1 153375307 1

~ 95920000 26 | 653456160000 27 | 49787136000 25
371224706507 1 959290541 1

~ 95204737600000 29 | 160030080000 210
575134377343021 1 14855426650259 1

16913534146740000 211 312400053504000 212
29106619674489691525729 1 225456132288901603 1

~ 310702820637227227200000 213 | 788601079506240000 214
263567702701300558681 1  355061945309358701 1

1053965342760089760000 215  187184432058624000 ~16
1432477558547377054456843733 1

 4988266898917709221214400000 217
192140702840923335916939 1

13028192458306945920000 =18
2027981189268747465011536794768001 1 ( 1 )

1—x

254294408120596135866406712880000 219 220

The corresponding representations for all other harmonic sums of weight w = 6 will
be given in a forthcoming paper.

9. Conclusions

We derived the basic functions spanning the nested harmonic (alternating) sums
up to weight w = 6 with no index {—1}. This sub class governs the functions
contributing to the massless single-scale quantities, like the anomalous dimensions
and Wilson coefficients to 3-loop order in QED and QCD. The structural relations,
unlike the index-based algebraic relations, depend on the quantity under investi-
gation. Furthermore, the number of independent quantities changes with the set
of relations considered. We limited the investigation to harmonic sums without
indices a = —1, since they do not occur in physics applications up to w = 6. For
this class we considered differentiation relations, square-argument relations, partial
integration relations, and relations for the functions emerging in the integrands of
the Mellin transforms associated to the harmonic sums to obtain the minimal set
of 20 functions at w=6. More details on these relations and their derivation are
given in Ref. [18]. We did not find further relations.

There are first indications that, in the massive case, even in the limit Q% > m?
this class needs to be extended at 3-loop order, cf. [34]. Up to weight w = 5
all basic functions were given by polynomials of Nielsen integrals, Eq. (2.20), of
argument z or —x weighted by 1/(z £ 1). Although most of the basic functions at
w = 6 share this property, some contain 1-dimensional integrals over polynomials
of Nielsen integrals A;(+x)|, ; and more dimensional integrals, which are not
reducible. This is generally expected and the cases up to w = 5 form an exception.

We outlined how the exact representation of the Mellin transforms of the basic
functions can be obtained, generalizing effective numerical high-precision represen-
tations [25,27]. Up to terms which can be determined algebraically the Mellin
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transforms of the basic functions are factorial series. The singularities of the Mellin
transforms are located at the non-positive integers. They obey recursion relations
for N - N 4 1. The asymptotic representation of the Mellin transforms can be
determined analytically. The basic Mellin transforms are thus generalizations of
Euler’s y-function and their derivatives, which describe the single harmonic sums.
In a forthcoming publication, the formulae and relations given in the present paper,
and those of lower weight [18] will be made available in computer algebra code.
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10. Appendix A: Useful Integrals

In this appendix we list useful constants and integrals.

(10.1) Lig(1) = G
(10.2) S1k(1) = Gt
(10.3) S22(1) = 11—0C(2)2
(10.4) S3.2(1) = 2¢(5) — ¢(2)¢(3)
(105) Ssa(—1) = —25¢(5) + 3¢(2)6(3)
(10.6) S2.3(1) = 2¢(5) — ¢(2)¢(3)
(10.7) Ai(1) = =3¢(5) +2¢(2)¢(3)
(108) Ar(1) = ~12¢(6) + 3¢)C3)
(10.9) A3(1) = —3¢(5)
(10.10) Az(1) = =3¢(5) +¢(2)¢(3)
(10.11) /0 dy%_yy) = In(1 + z)Liz(—z) + %Lig(—x)
“  In(y)Liz(-y) _ - L.
(10.12) /o dyﬁ =In(1+ z)In(z)Liz(—z) + §L1§(—x)
- 25272(—1‘) + 2 IH(CC)SLQ(—JJ)
v S1a2(y)
(10.14) / &y [Lis(1 — ) — ¢(2)] = —2Lis(z) + In(2)Liy(2)
o Y

(10.15) /0m dyI;g’_(yl) = %Li%(x) +In(1 — z)Lis(z)
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(10.16) /0 ’ dy;nﬁyi Lis(y) = %Li%(:v) +In(z) In(1 — 2)Lis ()
- 2522(.%) + 2 111(.%)5172(1‘)
(10.17) / (1~ ) Lis(y) = —Lis(2)Lis () + As ()
o Y

(10.18) /OI @Lig(y) In(y)In(l —y) = —% In(2)Li3(x) + %Al(ac)

Y

(10.19) /01 %Lig(—y) In(y)In(1+y) = —% In(z)Li2(—z) + %Al(—x)

(10.20) /O ’ d—;Lig(—y) In(1 +y) = —Lis(—2)Liz(—z) + A1 (—z)

w21) [ Lia(1 - 2) - 3] = ~S12(0) (o) + 5L (2) — C(Lia(a)

(10.22) / Y S15(0) (y) = Saale) (o) ~ Sa2(o)

(10.23) /Oﬂf %51,2(—31) In(y) = S2.2(—z)In(z) — S35 2(—2x)
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Hopf Subalgebras of Rooted Trees from Dyson-Schwinger

Equations

Loic Foissy

ABSTRACT. We consider the combinatorial Dyson-Schwinger equation X =
BT (f(X)) in the Connes-Kreimer Hopf algebra of rooted trees H, where BT
is the operator of grafting on a root, and f a formal series. The unique solution
X of this equation generates a graded subalgebra H; of H. We characterize
here all the formal series f such that H is a Hopf subalgebra. We obtain in
this way a 2-parameter family of Hopf subalgebras of H, organized into three
isomorphism classes:
(1) A first (degenerate) one, restricted to a polynomial ring in one variable.
(2) A second one, restricted to the Hopf subalgebra of ladders, isomorphic
to the Hopf algebra of symmetric functions.
(3) A last (infinite) one, which gives a family of isomorphic Hopf subalgebras
of H. These Hopf algebras can be seen as the coordinate ring of the group
G of formal diffeomorphisms of the line tangent to the identity: in other
terms, we obtain a family of embeddings of the Faa di Bruno Hopf algebra
in H.
In the second and the third cases, Hy is the graded dual of the envelop-
ing algebra of a graded, connected Lie algebra g, such that the homogeneous

components g, of g are 1-dimensional when n > 1. Under a condition of

commutativity, we prove that there exist three such Lie algebras:

(1) The Faa di Bruno Lie algebra, that is to say the Lie algebra of the group

of formal diffeomorphisms G.

(2) The Lie algebra of corollas.

(3) A third one.
Embeddings in H of the dual of the enveloping algebra of the first case are given
by the Dyson-Schwinger equations. For the second case, such an embedding is
given by the subalgebra generated by corollas. We also describe an embedding
in ‘H for the third case.
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Introduction

The Connes-Kreimer algebra H of rooted trees was introduced in [8]. This
graded Hopf algebra is commutative, non-cocommutative, and is given a linear
basis by the set of rooted forests. A particularly important operator of #H is the
grafting on a root BT, which satisfies the following equation:

AoBt(z)=BT(z)®1+ (Id® B") o A(x).

In other words, B™ is a 1-cocycle for the Cartier-Quillen cohomology of coalgebras.
Moreover, the couple (H, BT) satisfies a universal property; see Theorem 3 of the
present text.

We consider here a family of subalgebras of H, associated to the combinatorial
Dyson-Schwinger equation [1, 9, 10]:

X =B*(f(X)),

where f(h) = Y p,h™ is a formal series such that pg = 1, and X is an element of
the completion of H for the topology given by the gradation of . This equation
admits a unique solution X = > z,, where x,, is, for all n > 1, a linear span of
rooted trees of weight n, inductively given by

1 = DPoe,
n

Tn+1 = Z Z pkB+(xal"'xak)'
k=1lai++ar=n
We denote by H s the subalgebra of H generated by the z,,’s.

For the usual Dyson-Schwinger equation, f(h) = (1—h)~1. It turns out that, in
this case, H ¢ is a Hopf subalgebra. This is not the case in general; we characterise
here the formal series f(h) such that H; is Hopf. Namely, 7 is a Hopf subalgebra
of H if and only if there exists (o, 8) € K2, such that f(h) = 1 if « = 0, or
F(h) = e if 3= 0, or f(h) = (1 — aBh)” 7 if aB # 0. We obtain in this way a
two-parameter family H, s of Hopf subalgebras of H and we explicitly describe a
system of generators of these algebras. In particular, if o = 0, then Hq g = K[.];
if  #0, then Ho g = Hig.

The Hopf algebra H, g is commutative, graded and connected. By the Milnor-
Moore theorem [11], its dual is the enveloping algebra of a Lie algebra g, 5. Com-
puting this Lie algebra, we find three isomorphism classes of H, g’s:

(1) Ho,1, equal to K[.].

(2) Hi,—1, the subalgebra of ladders, isomorphic to the Hopf algebra of sym-
metric functions.

(3) The M1 g’s, with 8 # —1, isomorphic to the Faa di Bruno Hopf algebra.

Note that non-commutative versions of these results are presented in [6].

In particular, if H, s is non-cocommutative, it is isomorphic to the Faa di
Bruno Hopf algebra. We try to explain this fact in the third section of this text.
The dual Lie algebra g, g satisfies the following properties:

(1) gq,p is graded and connected.
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(2) The homogeneous component g(n) of degree n of g is 1-dimensional for
alln > 1.

Moreover, if H,, g is non-cocommutative, then [g(1),g(n)] # (0) if n > 2. Such a
Lie algebra will be called a FdB Lie algebra. We prove here that there exist, up to
isomorphism, only three FdB Lie algebras:
(1) The Faa di Bruno Lie algebra, which is the Lie algebra of the group of
formal diffeomorphisms tangent to the identity at 0.
(2) The Lie algebra of corollas.
(3) A third Lie algebra.

In particular, with a stronger condition of non-commutativity, a FdB Lie algebra
is isomorphic to the Faa di Bruno Lie algebra, and this result can be applied to all
Hi1,3’s when f # —1. The dual of the enveloping algebras of the two other FdB
Lie algebras can also be embedded in H, using corollas for the second, giving in a
certain way a limit of H; g when § goes to co, and the third one with a different
construction.

Notation. We denote by K a commutative field of characteristic zero.

1. The Hopf algebra of rooted trees and Dyson-Schwinger equations

1.1. The Connes-Kreimer Hopf algebra. Let us first recall the construc-
tion of the Connes-Kreimer Hopf algebra of rooted trees.

DEFINITION 1. [13, 14]

(1) A rooted tree is a finite graph, connected and without loops, with a special
vertex called the root.

(2) The weight of a rooted tree is the number of its vertices.

(3) The set of rooted trees will be denoted by T.

Examples. The rooted trees of weight < 5 are

viv b vl v U v ¥ T

The Connes-Kreimer Hopf algebra of rooted trees H was introduced in [2]. As
an algebra, H is the free associative, commutative, unitary algebra generated by
the elements of 7. In other terms, a K-basis of H is given by rooted forests, that is
to say not necessarily connected graphs F' such that each connected component of
F'is a rooted tree. The set of rooted forests will be denoted by F. The product of
‘H is given by the concatenation of rooted forests, and the unit is the empty forest,
denoted by 1.

Examples. The rooted forests of weight < 4 are

Lo ettt Vbt Vol v, K/ YI .

In order to make H a bialgebra, we now introduce the notion of cut of a tree ¢.
A non-total cut c of a tree t is a choice of edges of t. Deleting the chosen edges, the
cut makes ¢ into a forest, denoted by W¢(t). The cut c is admissible if any oriented
path! in the tree meets at most one cut edge. For such a cut, the tree of W€(t)

IThe edges of the tree are oriented from the root to the leaves.
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which contains the root of ¢ is denoted by R°(t) and the product of the other trees
of W¢(t) is denoted by P¢(t). We also add the total cut, which is by convention an
admissible cut such that R°(t) = 1 and P¢(¢t) = W°(t) = t. The set of admissible
cuts of ¢ is denoted by Adm,(¢). Note that the empty cut of ¢ is admissible; we
denote Adm(t) = Adm, (t) — {empty cut, total cut}.

Example. Let us consider the rooted tree t = K/ . As it has 3 edges, it has
23 non-total cuts.

ae | V¥V Y S B

Admissible? | yes | yes | yes | yes | no | yes | yes | no yes

we(t) AT A R A T T I I,
R°(1) V2 I V2 A S R N AP HV

Pe(t) 1 ! . . X e | .. X K/

The coproduct of H is defined as the unique algebra morphism from H to HQH
such that, for all rooted tree t € T,

Aty= Y PH@RM)=tel+let+ »  PU)®R(L).
c€Adm, (t) c€Adm(t)

As H is the polynomial algebra generated by 7, this makes sense.

Example.

A(k/):K/®1+1®k/+I®I+.®V+.®I+I.®.+..®I.

THEOREM 2. [2] With this coproduct, H is a bialgebra. The counit of H is
given by
- H — K
| FeF — 6iF.

The antipode is the algebra endomorphism defined for all t € T by

S(t) =~ > (=)™ We(t),

¢ non-total cut of ¢

where n. is the number of cut edges in c.

1.2. Gradation of H and completion. We grade H by declaring the forests
of weight n homogeneous of degree n. We denote by #H(n) the homogeneous com-
ponent of H of degree n. Then H is a graded bialgebra, that is to say

(1) For all i,j € N, H(i)H(j) C H(i +j).
(2) Forall k € N, A(H(k)) € > H(i) @ H(j).
i+j=k
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We define, for all z,y € H,

val(z) = max(neN|z¢e EB'H(k) ,
k>n

with the convention 27°° = (0. Then d is a distance on H. The metric space (H, d)
is not complete; its completion will be denoted by H. As a vector space,

H= H H(n).

neN

The elements of 7 will be denoted 3, where x,, € H(n) for all n € N. The
product m : H ® H — H is homogeneous of degree 0, so is continuous. So it can
be extended from H ® H to 7—7, which is then an associative, commutative algebra.
Similarly, the coproduct of H can be extended as a map

AH— HEH = [] H() @H(G).
i,jEN

Let f(h) = . poh™ € K[[h]] be any formal series, and let X = Yz, € H, such

that o = 0. The series of H of terms p, X™ is Cauchy, so converges. Its limit will
be denoted by f(X). In other words, f(X) = >_ y,, with

n
Yn =Y D PilayTay

k=lai+-+ar=n
Remark. If f(h) € K[[h]], g(h) € K[[h]], without constant terms, and X € H,
without constant terms, it is easy to show that (f o ¢)(X) = f(g(X)).

1.3. 1l-cocycle of H and Dyson-Schwinger equations. We define the op-
erator BY : H — H, sending a forest ;- --t, to the tree obtained by grafting

t1, ,t, to a common root. For example, BT (1.) = K/ . This operator satisfies
the following relation: for all x € H,
(1) AoBT(x) =BT (z)®1+ (Id® B") o A(x).

This means that BT is a 1-cocycle for a certain cohomology, namely the Cartier-
Quillen cohomology for coalgebras, the notion dual to the Hochschild cohomology
[2]. Moreover, (H, B™) satisfies the following universal property:

THEOREM 3 (Universal property). Let A be a commutative algebra and let
L:A— A be a linear map.
(1) There exists a unique algebra morphism ¢ : H — A, such that ¢ o BT =
Lo ¢.
(2) If moreover A is a Hopf algebra and L satisfies (1), then ¢ is a Hopf
algebra morphism.

The operator BT is homogeneous of degree 1, so is continuous. As a conse-
quence, it can be extended as an operator BY : H — H. This operator still
satisfies (1).
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DEFINITION 4. [1, 9, 10] Let f € K]J[h]]. The Dyson-Schwinger equation
associated to f is

(2) X = B*(f(X)),
where X is an element of ’}Q, without constant term.

PROPOSITION 5. The Dyson-Schwinger equation associated to the formal
series f(h) =Y pnh™ admits a unique solution X =" x,, inductively defined by

rog = O7
1 = DPoe,
n

Tnt+1 = Z Z pkB+(xal"'xak)'

k=lai++ar=n

PrOOF. It is enough to identify the homogeneous components of the two mem-
bers of (2). O

DEFINITION 6. The subalgebra of H generated by the homogeneous com-
ponents x,, of the unique solution X of the Dyson-Schwinger equation (2) associated
to f will be denoted by Hy.

The aim of this text is to give a necessary and sufficient condition on f for Hy
to be a Hopf subalgebra of H.

Remarks.

(1) If f(0) = 0, the unique solution of (2) is 0. As a consequence, Hy = K is
a Hopf subalgebra.

(2) Forall « € K, if X = )" x,, is the solution of the Dyson-Schwinger equa-
tion associated to f, the unique solution of the Dyson-Schwinger equation
associated to af is >~ a"x,. As a consequence, if o« # 0, H; = Hqyp. We
shall then suppose in the sequel that pg = 1. In this case, 1 = ..

Examples.

(1) We take f(h) =14+ h. Thena; =., 20 =1, 25 = I, Ty = I . More gen-
erally, z,, is the ladder with n vertices, that is to say (B™)"(1) (Definition
7). As a consequence, for all n > 1,

Azy) = Z T; @ ).
i+j=n

So Hi4p is Hopf. Moreover, it is cocommutative.
(2) We take f(h) =1+ h+ h*+ 2h3. Then

X = .,
To = I,
Ty = V—I—I,

2\V+2K/+Y+I.

Lq
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Hence

A(l‘l) I1®1+1®I1,

Alry) = 22@1+1Qx0 + 11 ® 21,

Alrz) = 2301+1Rx3+27 @71 + 32, @22 + 29 @ 21,
Alzy) = ;p4®1+1®x4+10zf®z2+:€i’®$1+3l’2®l’2

F2r 2o @+ 3 @2+, (8 Y +5f),

so Hy is not Hopf.

We shall need later these two families of rooted trees:

DEFINITION 7. Let n > 1.
(1) The ladder I, of weight n is the rooted tree (B*)"(1). For example,

llz.,zzzr,zszf,z4:1.

(2) The corolla c,, of weight n is the rooted tree B*(."~1). For example,

61:.70221,63: V,C4: \V
The following lemma is an immediate corollary of proposition 5:

LEMMA 8. The coefficient of the ladder of weight n in x, is p?il, The
coefficient of the corolla of weight n in x, s pp_1.

Using (1):
LEMMA 9. For alln > 1,

(1) A(ln) = Z l; @ l,_;, with the convention Iy = 1.
i=0

n—1
@) A(cn>=cn®1+z(”i )®
1=0

2. Formal series giving Hopf subalgebras

2.1. Statement of the main theorem. The aim of this section is to prove
the following result:

THEOREM 10. Let f(h) € K[[h]], such that f(0) = 1. The following asser-
tions are equivalent:
(1) Hy is a Hopf subalgebra of H.
(2) There exists (a, ) € K? such that (1 — aBh)f'(h) = af(h).
(3) There exists (o, B) € K2 such that f(h) = 1 if a = 0, or f(h) = e if
B=0, or f(h) = (1—aBh)"F ifa #0.

It is an easy exercise to prove that the second and the third statements are
equivalent.
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2.2. Proof of (1) = (2). We suppose that #y is Hopf.

LEMMA 11. Let us suppose that p1 = 0. Then f(h) =1, so (2) holds with
a=0.

PrOOF. Let us suppose that p, # 0 for a certain n > 2. Let us choose a
minimal n. Then 1 = ., 20 =--- =2, =0, and T, 41 = PrCpi1. S0

n
n .
A(l’n+1) =Tp+1 ® 1+1 ® Tpt1 +Z <Z_>pn.z ® Cpt1—i € Hf ®Hf.
=1

In particular, for i =n—1, co =1 € Hy, so x2 # 0: contradiction. O

We now assume that p; # 0. Let Z, : H — K, defined by Z, (F') = 0,  for
all F' € F. This map Z, is homogeneous of degree —1, so is continuous and can be
extended to a map Z, : H — K. We put (Z, ® Id) c A(X) = > yn, where X is

the unique solution of (2). A direct computation shows that y, can be computed
by induction with

Yo = 1a
Ynt1 = Z Z (k+ Dpr41 BT (24, - Tay)
= +

k=1lai+-+ar=n

As Hy is Hopf, y,, € Hy for all n € N. Moreover, y, is a linear span of rooted trees
of weight n, so is a multiple of x,; we put y, = a,x,.

Let us consider the coefficient of the ladder of weight n in y,. By lemma 8§,
this is a,p ' So, for all n > 1,

Pl ansn = 2p] " o + plan.
Asa; =py, foralln > 1, o, = p1 + 212(71 —1). Let us consider the coefficient of
the corolla of weight n in y,. By 1emm]; 8, this is a,pn. So, for all n > 1,
npn = (1 + 1)ppt1 + npnp1.
Summing all these relations, putting a = p; and g = P 1, we obtain the

differential equation (1 — aBh)f'(h) = f(h), so (2) holds.

2.3. Proof of (2) = (1). Let us suppose (2) or, equivalently, (3). We now
write Hq, g instead of H¢. We first give a description of the z,,’s.

DEFINITION 12.
(1) Let F € F. The coeflicient s is inductively computed by

s, = 1,
— l... 1g%1 ... g0k
Sttlll_“tZk = aj: ak.stl Stk ,
— ai ag
SB‘*'(t‘fl-»-tZk) = a1!~-~ak!st1 TSy,

where t1,--- ,t; are distinct elements of 7.
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(2) Let F € F. The coefficient ep is inductively computed by

e. = 1,
a1+ -+ ag)!
eta1~~-tak = g ?1"'6?:7
1 k ay!---ag! 1

e o (al +"'+ak)!ea1 Ok

a1 a = 2T TR e,
) T e,

where t1,--- ,t; are distinct elements of 7.

Remarks.

(1) The coefficient sp is the number of symmetries of F', that is to say the
number of graph automorphisms of F' respecting the roots.

(2) The coefficient ep is the number of embeddings of F in the plane, that is
to say the number of planar forests whose underlying rooted forest is F.

We now give S-equivalents of these coefficients. For all k € N*, we put [k]g =
1+ B(k—1) and [k]g! = [1]g--- [k]g. We then inductively define [sp]s and [er]s
for all F' € F by

[s.ls = 1, ) .
[seorqonlp = laalg!- - [anlp![se, ] - - [sn )"
[speqoraonyls = laals!--lar]p!lsels" -~ [sel5"s
le.] = 1,

_ [a1+"'+ak]ﬁ! a ak
et = Tl 8 el

_ [a1+"'+ak]ﬁ! a a
O L P e PR T I

where ¢y, -+ ,t are distinct elements of 7. In particular, [s;]; = s; and [e¢]; = ey,

whereras [s:]Jo =1 and [e;Jp =1 all t € T.

Examples.

t | s [st]s er | leds
.1 1 1 1

I |1 1 1 1
V|2 (1+8) 1 1
Pl 1 1] 1
Ve |(@+p)(1+23) 1 1

K/ 1 1 21 (1+5)
Yio| a+sn |1] 1

I 1 1 1 1

PROPOSITION 13. For alln € N*, in H, g,

z, = a"! Z [St]ﬂ[et]ﬁt.

S
teT, weight (t)=n ¢
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Examples.
1 = .,
r9o = al,

T3 = oﬁ((lgﬂ) V+I),

ry = o (—(1+252(1+5) v +(1+6)K/ +7(1;5) Y +1 >

14+38)(1428) (148 1+28) (148
( )(24 )A+B) a2 4 ( g( )RV

o +(1+B)2\</+(1+5)L/ +w\{/

+@U+<mﬂ+@¥+[

PROOF. For any t € T, we denote by b; the coefficient of ¢ in Tyeight(¢). Then
b, = 1. The formal series f(h) is given by

oo

f(h) = Za”m?'h"

n=0 n

If t = BT(t9* -~ - 1*), where t1,- -- , t;, are distinct elements of 7, then

ar1+-+ay [al +-+ ak}ﬁ! (al + -+ ak)
(a1 +---+agp)!  ay!---ap!

The result comes from an easy induction. ]

|
— ‘o1 (73
by = a bEt bk

As a consequence, Hopg = KJ[.], so Hop is a Hopf subalgebra. Moreover,
Hap = Hip if @ # 0. So we can restrict ourselves to the case @ = 1. In order to
ease the notation, we put n, = sie; and [ng]s = [s¢]gled]s for all t € T. Then

{ n, = 1,
TLB+(t1..4tk) = k!ntl "'ﬂtk’
{ [n~ ]ﬁ = 1
B+l = [Klplngls - [ne s
As a consequence, an easy induction proves that
Ny = H (fertility of s)!, (i) = H [fertility of s]g!.
s vertex of ¢t s vertex of t

We shall use the following result, proved in [5, 7]:

LEMMA 14. For all forests F € F, G,H € T, denote by n(F,G; H) the
coefficient of F ® G in A(H), and by n'(F,G; H) the number of graftings of the
trees of F' over G giving the tree H. Then n'(F,G; H)sg = n(F,G; H)spsg.
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LEMMA 15. Let k,n € N*. We put, in K[X1, -+, X,,], S=X1+---+X,,.

Then
a1+t a,=k i=1
PRroOOF. By induction on k, see [6]. O

PropoSITION 16. If o =1,

AX)=X®1+ Y (1-pX) WD g,

n=1

So Hi,3 is a Hopf subalgebra.
ProOF. As for all n > 1, z,, is a linear span of trees, we can write

AX)=Xol+ Y  apFot
FeF,teT

Then, if Fe F,GeT,

HeT i wer °F5G
We put F' = t1---t, and we denote by si,---,s, the vertices of the tree G, of
respective fertility f1,---, fn. Let us consider a grafting of F' over GG, such that o

trees of F' are grafted on the vertex s;. Then a7 + -+ + a,, = k. Denoting by H
the result of this grafting,

fi+oailg!  [fa+ an]g!
[nulp = [nc]ﬁ[nm]ﬁ“'[ntk]ﬁ[ [fl]ﬁ!]ﬁ "'[ [fn] v]ﬁ

k!
Moreover, the number of such graftings is — So, with lemma 15, putting
a LI

zi=fi+1/fand s =1+ -+ xp,

k
ar,g = Z . i B H ne, ) fl + al]

a1+-~+an—k
_ Kl (1 (L+ fiB) - (L+ (fi + i = 1)B)
- SGsk (z];[l[ntb]ﬁ> a4+ ;xn—k I[l ai!

(e, +1) (2 +a; +1
ntﬁ HBQ ( )

Oli!

Il
&=
=
a,
=
VR
o L

s
Il
—

a4 +ozn—k i=1

W> o

I
=

=

a,

=
N
—

N
Il
-

a1+ ta,=k i=1

Bkss—i—l (s+k—1)

Js !

SGSF

I
=
=
Q,
=
T
I E?r

Moreover, asGisatree,s:f1—|—~~~+fn—|—n/ﬂ:n—1+n/5:n(1+1/5)_1,
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We now write F' =ty -- -t = ui' - -], where uy, - -- ,u; are distinct elements
of 7. Then

SO

Kl g IneJs _ (a1 4+ a)! <[nt1]ﬁ>a1 ([”tl]ﬁ)al )

Sp ar!l---a! St,

1)... 1
As a conclusion, putting Qg (S) = S(5+1) k|(S tk ),

a4 ta)
Z Z Mﬁ@*““l@aﬁmw (n(1+1/8)-1)

L apl---ay!
n21l4ft . gMleF

A(X)

(fdey)" (k) o |y el

5t 5t GeT sa
weight(G)=n

- X®l+ Z(l _ ﬁX)_n(l/B—H)—H ® .

n=1

So A(X) € H®H. Projecting on the homogeneous component of degree n, we

obtain A(z) € H® H, so 1, is a Hopf subalgebra. O
Remarks.
1
(1) For (o, 8) = (1,0), f(h) = e" and for all n € N, z,, = Z —t.
teT 5t
weight(t)=n
(2) For (o, B) = (1,1), f(h) = (1—h) ! and for alln € N, z,, = Z ett.

teT
weight(t)=n

(3) For (o, 8) = (1,-1), f(h) =1+h and, as [{]-1 = 01if i > 2, for all n € N*,
T, is the ladder of weight n.

2.4. What is H,p? If @ = 0, then Ho g = K[.]. If a # 0, then obviously
Ha,p = Hi,p; let us suppose that o = 1. The Hopf algebra #; g is graded, con-
nected and commutative. Dually, its graded dual H7j 5 is a graded, connected,
cocommutative Hopf algebra. By the Milnor-Moore theorem [11], it is isomorphic
to the enveloping algebra of the Lie algebra of its primitive elements. We now
denote this Lie algebra by g;1,3. The dual of g, g is identified with the quotient
space

Hip

Copﬁnﬂ?{L5)=:(52§T§§@55’

and the transposition of the Lie bracket is the Lie cobracket ¢ induced by

(w®@w) o (A—A%),
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where @ is the canonical projection on coPrim(#; ). As M1 g is the polynomial
algebra generated by the xz,,’s, a basis of coPrim(#; g) is (w(xy,))nen-. By Propo-
sition 16,

(w®w)o A(X) (w® w) <i(1 — ﬁX)—n(l/,B-i-l)-i-l ® :L‘n>

n=1

Y (1 +8) =B w(X) @ w(z,).

n>1
Projecting on the homogeneous component of degree k,
k
(@@ @) oAlzy) = Y (i(1+8) - B)w(w)®w(z;).
itj=k
As a consequence,
S(@(zr)) = D (14 B)(j - Dw(w:) @ w(xy).
it+j=k
Dually, the Lie algebra g1 g has the dual basis (Z,,)n>1, with bracket given by
725 = (14 B)(G — i) Zisy.
So, if B # —1, this Lie algebra is isomorphic to the Faa di Bruno Lie algebra grgg,
which has a basis (fn)n>1, and whose bracket defined by [f;, f;] = (J — @) fis;-
So Hi p is isomorphic to the Hopf algebra U(grap)*, namely the Faa di Bruno

Hopf algebra [3], coordinate ring of the group of formal diffeomorphisms of the line
tangent to Id, that is to say

Grap = ({Zanh” e K[[h]] | ap = 0, a1 = 1} ,o) .

THEOREM 17. (1) If « # 0 and B # —1, Ha,p is isomorphic to the
Faa di Bruno Hopf algebra.
(2) Ifa#0and 8 = —1, Hq p is isomorphic to the Hopf algebra of symmetric
functions.
3) Ifa=0, Hop = K[.].

Remark. If 8 and 8’ # —1, then Hq g and H; g are isomorphic but are not
equal, as shown by considering zs.

3. FdB Lie algebras

In the preceding section, we considered Hopf subalgebras of H, generated in
each degree by a linear span of trees. Their graded dual is then the enveloping
algebra of a Lie algebra g, graded, with Poincaré-Hilbert formal series

h o0
— = h™.
7 =
n=1
Under a hypothesis of commutativity, we show that such a g is isomorphic to the

Faa di Bruno Lie algebra, so the considered Hopf subalgebra is isomorphic to the
Faa di Bruno Hopf algebra.

Remark. The proofs of this section were completed using MuPAD pro 4. The
notebook of the computations can be found at [4].
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3.1. Definitions and first properties.

DEFINITION 18. Let g be an N-graded Lie algebra. For all n € N, we
denote by g(n) the homogeneous component of degree n of g. We shall say that g
is FdB if
(1) g is connected, that is to say g(0) = (0).
(2) For all i € N*, g(¢) is one-dimensional.
(3) For all n > 2, [g(1), g(n)] # (0).

Let g be a FdB Lie algebra. For all i € N*, we fix a non-zero element Z; of g(4).
By conditions (1) and (2), (Z;);>1 is a basis of g. By homogeneity of the bracket
of g, for all 4,7 > 1, there exists an element \; ; € K, such that

(Zi, Zj] = Nij Zity-
The Jacobi relation gives, for all i, 5,k > 1,
(3) Aij itk T Aj ANtk T Ak Ak = 0.

Moreover, by antisymmetry, \;; = —\; ; for all 4, j > 1. Condition (3) is expressed
by A1; # 0 for all j # 1.

LEMMA 19. Up to a change of basis, we can suppose that A\i ; =1 for all
Jj > 2 and that Ay 3 € {0,1}.

PrOOF. We define a family of scalars by

a1 = 17
Q2 7é 0,
on = A2 Apo1agifn > 3.

By condition (3), all these scalars are non-zero. We put Z! = «;Z;. Then, for all
Jj=2,

AL /

—— s =L

1 1+ 145

So, replacing the Z;’s by the Z!’s, we can suppose that A\; ; = 1 if j > 2.

(21, Z}) = i j 214 =

Let us suppose now that Ag 3 # 0. We then choose

o — A13A14
2 — < -
A23
Then \ \ \
7 7 = 2,30020x3 7l — 2,3002A1 20X gl gt
[ 2 3] Qs ° )\1,2/\1,3>\1,4042 g >
So, replacing the Z;’s by the Z/’s, we can suppose that Ay 3 = 1. |
— [i—2
LEMMA 20. Ifi,j >2, Aij =Y ( B >(—1)’€A27j+k.
k=0

PROOF. Let us write (3) with ¢ =1,
ANk + A ekt + Ak 1Akt1,; = 0.
If j,k > 2, then Ay = —Aes = —Ajipt = 1, 50
(4) Akt1,j = Akj — Ak g1
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If k£ = 2, this gives the announced formula for i = 3.

Let us prove the result by induction on i. This is obvious for ¢ = 2 and done
for i = 3. Let us assume the result at rank ¢ — 1. Then, by (4),

Aig = Ni—1j — Aic1j+1
— (i-3 — (i—3
= Z( k )(_1)k>‘2-,j+k_2( k >(—1)k>\27j+1+k
k=0 k=0

3 /i3 27523
= ( . )(_1)1@,\2_’].% +) (k ~ 1)(_1)k/\2,j+;c
0 k=1
SBi-2 4
= A5+ ( )(_1)k>\2,j+k + (=1)"*Ag jqi—2

— [i—2
= > ( I )(—1)k/\2,j+k~
So the result is true for all 7 > 2. O

As a consequence, the );;’s are entirely determined by the Az ;’s. We can
improve this result, using the following lemma:

1 S 2k -2
LEMMA 21, For all k> 2, Ao o = 5o ZZ; ( z )(—1)lA2,l+3.
PRrROOF. Let us write the relation of Lemma 20 for (i,7) = (3,2k) and (4, ) =
(2k,3),

As2k = 22k — A22k+1,
Aok3 = 2’“2_:2 (Zkl_ 2) (1) A2,344
1=0
= ookir — (2k — 2) g0k + 2:24 (%z_ 2) (—1)'Az341.
Summing these two relations,
(2K — 3) Ao + 25:4 <2kl_ 2) (—1) Aga1 = 0.
This gives the announced result. - O

As a consequence, the ); ;’s are entirely determined by the As ;’s, with j odd.
In order to ease the notation, we put p; = Ay ; for all j odd. Then, for example,

A4 = 3,
Ao = 25— p3,
A2g = 3Bur —Sus + 3us,
Ao = 4dpg — 1dpr + 28ps — 17u3,

)\2712 = 5pu11 — 30ug + 1267 — 255u5 + 155u3.
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Moreover, we showed that we can assume p3 =0 or 1.

Remark. The coefficient A3 2544 is then a linear span of coefficients p9;43,
0<i<k Weput, for all k € N,
k
A2,2k 44 = Zak,iﬂ2i+3~
i=0
We can prove inductively the following results:
(1) Forallk e N, app =k + 1.
(2) Forall k > 1, agr—1 = _%(%;-2)' Up to the sign, this is the sequence
A000330 of [12] (pyramidal numbers).
(3) For all k > 2, ag j—2 = 1(21?2). This is the sequence A053132 of [12].

2
(4) The sequence (—ay o) is the sequence of signed Genocchi numbers, 4001469

in [12].
It seems that for all ¢ < k,
2%+2 ] 2k +2
Qg k—i = i—i—ilB%H (21. n 1>7
where the Ba,’s are the Bernoulli numbers (see sequence A002105 of [12]).

3.2. Case where u3 = 1. In this case:

LEMMA 22. Suppose that pus = 1. Then pus =1 or %
PRrROOF. By relation (3) for (4,4, k) = (2,3,4),
Spis — 3pr + pspr — 3 = 0.
5#5 -3

pr— By relation (3) for
5 —

If us = 3, we obtain 12 = 0, absurd. So pu; = —
(i,4,k) = (2,3,6),

3 (25 — ) pspio + 3 — T + p2 — 5p8) = 0.

If us = 0, we obtain 2 = 0, absurd. If us = 2, we obtain 66 = 0, absurd. So
3= Tps + pd — 53

(2p5 — s
Writing relation (3) for (4,7, k) = (3,4, 5),

9(us — 1)°(10ps — 9)

Ho =

— =0.
ps (s — 2)(ps — 3)?
9
S =1 = —. O
0 s Or 15 = 15
PROPOSITION 23. Let us suppose that pus = pus = 1. Then
My = lifj>2,
Aoy = 1lifj>3,

Xij = 0ifi,j>3.
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PRrooF. Let us first prove inductively on j that Ao ; = 1if 7 > 3. This is
immediate if j = 3 or 5 and comes from Ay 4 = pu3 for j = 4. Let us suppose that
Aoj =1for 3 <j <n.If n=2Fkis even, then

2k—4 2k—2
1 2% — 2 . 1 2% — 2 .
)\2’2’“_%—32( l )(_1)_”%—32( l >< =t

1=0 =0
If n = 2k + 1 is odd, write relation (3) for (4,7, k) = (2, 3,2k — 2),

A2.3X5.2k—2 + A3 2k—2A2k+1.2 + Aok—2,2X2k3 = O,
3
3

Z (l) (=1 Az 2k—241 — Az2k—2 + Azok—1 + Azoe—2(A22k — Aooks1) = O,

1=0
A22k—2 — 3A22k—1 + 322k — Aook41 +1—Aoorr1 = O,
1-34+3—-2X 1 +1 = 0,

= [i—2
0 Mook 1 = 1. Finally, if 4,5 >3, \;; = kz—;) ( i )(-1)’@ =0. O

LEMMA 24. For all N > 2,

N /N (I+1) N-1
SN_;<Z)(_1)Z(Z+2)(Z+3) T (N+3)(N+2)(N+1)

ProOF. Indeed,

al N l ,
o= 2wy Y'Y
1 N+3 N3 . .
T (V+3(N+2) (N +1) ;3 < j )(—1) (-2
1 N+3 N +3 o .
T (N+3(N+2)(N+1) ]go ( j )(—1) (J—2)
1
TNy W)
- 0 N-1
R PG
O
PROPOSITION 25. Let us suppose that us =1 and us = % Then, for all
i,j=>1,
N 6(i — j)(i —2)!(j — 2)!
" i+j—-2)!
6n=2)

ProoF. We first prove that Ay, = . This is immediate for n = 1, 2,

n—1)n
3,4, 5. Let us assume the result for all j < n, with n > 6. If n = 2k is even, using
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Lemma 20,

2k—4
6 2k — 2 I+1
A = S | . —
22k 2/4:—3;( ! >( )(z+2)(z+3)

Then Lemma 24 gives the result. If n = 2k + 3 is odd, let us write the relation (3)
with (i,7,k) = (2,3,2k),

A2,3A5.2k + A3 2k A2k+3,2 + Aok, 2A2k42,3 = 0.

So, with relation (4)

A2.2k — 3A2 2641 + 3A2 2842 — A2.2k+3

—A2.2k+3(A22k — A2.264+1) + A2.26(A2,2k42 — A2 2k+3) = 0,
A2.2k+3(—1 — 2Xg 2k + A2.26+1) + A2,2k — 3A2,2k41
+3A2 2542 + A2k r2 262 = O,
2k +3)(k —1)(2k +5)  3(2k+5)(k 1)
—A2.2k+3 = 0,
K2k +1)(2k—1) kk+ D2k —1)

which implies the result.

Let us now prove the result by induction on . This is immediate if 4 = 1, and
the first part of this proof for ¢ = 2. Let us assume the result at rank i. Then, by
relation (4),

Aiv1j = Aij — Aiji
U= (1= = DG - 1)
(t+j5—2)! (t+4—1)!
DG -G 1)
(t4+7—-1)
So the result is true for all i, 5. |

3.3. Case where p3 = 0. In this case:
PROPOSITION 26. If us =0, then A\; ; =0 for all 1,5 > 2.

PROOF. We first prove that us = 0. If not, by (3) for (4,4,k) = (2,3,4),
wspr = 0, so pur = 0. By (3) with (¢,7,k) = (2,3,7), —5us(28us + 4pg) = 0, so
po = —Tus. By (3) with (i, 4, k) = (3,4,5), —=36u2 = 0: contradiction. So us = 0.

Let us then prove that all the pori+1’s, k& > 1, are zero. We assume that
3 = pis = -+ = plog—1 = 0, and pop41 # 0, with [ > 3. By lemma 21, Ayo =
e = )\272}671 = )\2,2k =0 and /\2,2k+1 75 0. By relation (3) for (Z',j7 k’) = (2,371%),
combined with (4),

A23X5.0 + A3 nAnt32 + An2dng23 = 0,
—(A2n — A2nt1) X243 + Aon(A2nto — Aanys) = 0.

For n = 2k, this gives Ao op+1A2,26+3 = 0, 50 A2 2543 = 0. For n = 2k + 2,

(5) A2 2k+2(A2, 2044 — 22 2045) = 0.
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By Lemma 21,

Araki2 = g (% ))\272k+1
= kA2 2k+15

A22k+4 = (<2k N 2> 2.2k+3 — (% - 2) A2 2k+2 + <2k * 2> A2 2k+1)

’ Qk —|— 1 2k 2k — 1 ’ 2k — 2 ’
L2k +1)

= 6 >\2 2k+1-

With (5),

E(k+1)(2k+1)
A2,2k45 = —TA;%H-

By relation (3) for (¢,7,k) = (3,4, 2k),
A3,4A7 2k + Aa 2k Aaqok,3 + Aok 3 A2k+43,4 = 0.

Moreover, using Lemma 20,

Aza = Aoa— A5 =0,
Aok = A2k — 2225641 + A2 2k+42,
A3avok = A2442k — A2542k,
Aok3 = —Agok + A2opt1,
Aspokd = —A2342k + 2 2442k — A2 542k
This gives
A3 o1 k(3K — 11)(2k + 1)(k + 1)
12 -
SO A2 ok+1 = Mok+1 = 0: contradiction. So all the p9541, £ > 1, are zero. By Lemma
21, the Ao ;’s, © > 2, are zero. By Lemma 20, the \; ;’s, i,7 > 2, are zero. O

THEOREM 27. Up to isomorphism, there are three FdAB Lie algebras:

(1) The Faa di Bruno Lie algebra grap, with basis (e;)i>1, and the bracket
given by [e;, e;] = (j —i)ejq; for alli,j > 1.

(2) The corolla Lie algebra g., with basis (e;);>1, and the bracket given by
le1,¢ej] = ejq1 and [e;,e;] =0 for alli,j > 2.

(3) Another Lie algebra g3, with basis (e;);>1, and the bracket given by [e1, e;] =
€it1, (€2, €] = ejyo, and [e;,e;] =0 for alli>2, j > 3.

PrOOF. We have first to prove that these are indeed Lie algebras: this is done
by direct computations. Let g be a FdB Lie algebra. We showed that three cases
are possible:

(1) ps =1 and us = 190 By Proposition 25, putting e; = ﬁ ifi>2
and e; = Z7, we obtain the Faa di Bruno Lie algebra.

(2) ps = pus = 1. By Proposition 23, we obtain the third Lie algebra.

(3) ps = 0. By Proposition 26, we obtain the corolla Lie algebra.

O

COROLLARY 28. Let g be a FdB Lie algebra, such that if i and j are two
distinct elements of N*, then [g(i),9(j)] # (0). Then g is isomorphic to the Fad di
Bruno Lie algebra.
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4. Dual of enveloping algebras of FdB Lie algebras

We realized in the first section the Faa di Bruno Hopf algebra, the dual of the
enveloping algebra of the Faa di Bruno Lie algebra, as a Hopf subalgebra of H. We
now give a similar result for the two other FdB Lie algebra.

4.1. The corolla Lie algebra.

DEFINITION 29. We denote by H. the subalgebra of H generated by the
corollas.

PROPOSITION 30. H. is a graded Hopf subalgebra of H. Its dual is isomor-
phic to the enveloping algebra of the corolla Lie algebra.

PrOOF. The subalgebra H., being generated by homogeneous elements, is
graded. By Lemma 9, H. is a Hopf subalgebra of H. As it is commutative, its
dual is the enveloping algebra of the Lie algebra Prim(7¥). The dual of this Lie

algebra is the Lie coalgebra coPrim(H,.) = , with cobracket § induced

&
(1) ® Ker(e)?
by (w® w)o (A — A°P). As H, is generated by the corollas, a basis of coPrim(#..)
is (w(cn))n>1. Moreover, if n > 1,

(w@w)oAlen) = w(c)@w(cn1),
5cn) = @) @w(en 1) —w@w(cn1) @ w(cr).

Let (Z,)n>1 be the basis of Prim(#}), the dual of the basis (w(c,))n>1. By duality,
for all ¢,j € N*, such that i # 7,

Zyyjifi=1,
Zi, Zj) = —Ziaifj =1,
0 otherwise.

So Prim(#}) is isomorphic to the corolla Lie algebra, via the isomorphism

g — Prim(H})
e, — Z;.

Dually, H. is isomorphic to U(g.)*. |

Remark. We work in K[T|[8]. The generators of H; g then satisfy

!
Tpy1 = %Cn—kl +0(B"?).

Note that the degree of [n]g! in §is n —1. So
. n!
;grolo Wﬂ!xnﬂ = Cp+1-
In this sense, the Hopf algebra H. is the limit of H; g when 8 goes to infinity.

4.2. The third FdB Lie algebra. We consider the following element of H:

Y = Bt <exp (: - %.2+ >) = Zy

n>1
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For example

N = .
Y2 = I7
Yys = Ia
Ys = k/ —E\V

1 1
e — 5V_Ew.

DEFINITION 31. We denote by Hs the subalgebra of H generated by the

)

Yn'S.

PROPOSITION 32. Hs is a graded Hopf subalgebra of H. Its dual is isomor-
phic to the enveloping algebra of the third FAB Lie algebra.

PRrOOF. The subalgebra s, being generated by homogeneous elements, is

graded. An easy computation proves that X = I — 5.2 + . is a primitive ele-
ment of H. As a consequence, in 7—7, by (1),
AX) = X1+10X,
Alexp(X)) = exp(X ®1+1® X)

= exp(X®1)exp(l® X)
— (exp(X) ® 1)(1 @ exp(X)
— exp(X) @ exp(X),
A(Y) = AoBT(exp(X))
Y ®1+exp(X)®Y.

1
Moreover, X = ys — 5y% + y1 € Hs, so taking the homogeneous component of

degree n of A(Y'), we obtain

n n—k

A(yn):yn®1+z Z ll_!xal"'l'alg)yk,

k=1 =1 ai1+-+a;=n—k

where z; = . :yl,xgzI—%..:yg—%yfand:z:i:Oifiz&soA(yn)6

Hs ® Hz and Hs is a Hopf subalgebra of H. As it is commutative, its dual is
the enveloping algebra of the Lie algebra P;_Elm('}-@) The dual of this Lie algebra
3
(1) & Ker(e)?’
(w® w) o (A — A°P). As Hs is generated by the y,’s, a basis of coPrim(#s) is

(@(Yn))n>1- Moreover,

is the Lie coalgebra coPrim(Hs) = with cobracket § induced by

(wR@w)oA(Y) = w

w

(exp(X)) ® w(Y)
(X)@w(Y)
= (@w(y2) + @w(y1)) @ w(Y).
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Taking the homogeneous component of degree n, with the convention y_; =y = 0,
(@@w@)oAyn) = @(y2) @ @(Yn—2) +@(y1) @ @(Yn-1),
6(w@(yn)) @(y2) ® @(Yyn—2) + @(y1) @ @(Yn-1)
—@(Yn—2) ® @(Y2) — @(Yn—1) @ w(¥1).

Let (Z,)n>1 be the basis of Prim(#}%) dual to the basis (w(cy))n>1. By duality,
for all 7,5 € N*, such that ¢ > 2 and j > 3,

Z1, 2] = Zi4g,
(Z2,Z;] = Zayj,
Zi,Z;] = 0.

So Prim(#3) is isomorphic to third FdB Lie algebra, via the morphism

gs — Prim(H})
e — Z;.

Dually, H3 is isomorphic to U(gs)*. O
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From Gauge Anomalies to Gerbes and Gerbal Actions
Jouko Mickelsson

ABSTRACT. The purpose of this contribution is to point out connections be-
tween recent ideas about the gerbes and gerbal actions (as higher categorical
extension of representation theory) and the old discussion in quantum field the-
ory on commutator anomalies, gauge group extensions, and 3-cocycles. The
unifying concept is the classical obstruction theory for group extensions as
explained in the reference [M].

1. INTRODUCTION

It was first realized through perturbative analysis of gauge theories that gauge
symmetry is broken in the presence of chiral fermions, [ABJ]. Later, it was found
that this phenomenon is related to the index theory of (families) of Dirac operators.
In particular, the effective action functional, defined as a regularized determinant of
the Dirac operator, is not always gauge invariant and the lack of invariance can be
formulated as the curvature of a complex line bundle, the determinant line bundle,
over the moduli space of gauge connections, [AS].

In the Hamiltonian formulation of gauge theory the symmetry breaking man-
ifests itself as a modification of the commutation relations of the Lie algebra of
infinitesimal gauge transformations. The gauge algebra (in the case of a trivial
vector bundle) is the Lie algebra of functions Mg from the physical space M to a
finite-dimensional Lie algebra g. The commutation relations of the modified algebra
can be written as

[(Xv a’)v (K b)] = ([Xv Y]v‘CXb —Lya+ C(A;Xv Y))

where [X, Y] is the point wise commutator in Mg and a, b are complex-valued func-
tions of the gauge potential A, Lx is the Lie derivative defined by an infinitesimal
gauge transformation X, and c is a Lie algebra 2-cocycle determining an extension
of Mg. In the case when M is the unit circle S! it turns out that c is independent of
A and we have a central extension defining (when g is simple) an affine Kac-Moody
algebra (here a,b are constant functions).

When dim M > 1 the cocycle ¢ depends explicitly on A. It is still an open
question whether this algebra has interesting faithful Hilbert space representations,

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 17B56, Secondary 17B65, 22E41, 22E67.
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analogous to the highest weight representations of affine Lie algebras extensively
used in string theory and constructions of quantum field theory models in 141
space-time dimensions. What is known at present that there are natural unitary
Hilbert bundle actions of the extended gauge Lie algebras and groups. These come
from quantizing chiral fermions in background gauge fields. For each gauge connec-
tion A there is a fermionic Fock space F4 where the quantized Dirac Hamiltonian
D4 acts. This family of (essentially positive) Dirac operators transforms equiv-
ariantly with respect to the action of the extension of the group MG of functions
from M to G (point wise multiplication of functions). The gauge transformations
are defined as projective unitary operators between the fibers F4 and F4s of the
Fock bundle, corresponding to a true action of the gauge group extension. As a
consequence, the Fock bundle is defined only as a projective bundle over the moduli
space A/MG. Actually, in order that the moduli space be a smooth manifold, one
has to restrict MG to the based gauge transformations which are functions on M
taking the value e € G at a fixed base point zy € M.

A projective bundle is completely determined, up to equivalence, by the Dixmier-
Douady class, which is an element of H3(A/MG,Z). This is the origin of gerbes
in quantum field theory, [CMM]. Topologically a gerbe on a space X is just an
equivalence class of PU(H) = U(H)/S! bundles over X. Here U(H) is the (con-
tractible) unitary group in a complex Hilbert space H. In terms of Cech cohomology
subordinate to a good cover {U,} of X, the gerbe is given as a C*-valued cocycle

{faﬁ'}’}a
fozﬁ'yf;/;(jfory&f,[;ylg =1

on intersections U, N Ug N U, N Us. This cocycle arises from the lifting problem: A
PU(H) bundle is given in terms of transition functions g,g with values in PU(H).
After lifting these to U(H) one gets a family of functions §,s which satisfy the
1-cocycle condition up to a phase,

gaﬁgﬁwg’ya = fozﬁ’yl'

The notion of gerbal action was introduced in the recent paper [FZ]. This is to
be viewed as the next level after projective actions related to central extensions of
groups and is given in terms of third group cohomology. In fact, the appearance of
third cohomology in this context is not new and is related to group extensions as
explained in [M]. In the simplest form, the problem is the following. Let F' be an
extension of G by the group N,

1-N—-F—->G—1

an exact sequence of groups. Suppose that 1 — a — N — N — 1 is a central
extension by the abelian group a. Then one can ask whether the extension F' of G
by N can be prolonged to an extension of G by the group N. The obstruction to
this is an element in the group cohomology H?3(G,a) with coefficients in a. In the
case of Lie groups, there is a corresponding Lie algebra cocycle representing a class
in H3(g,a), where a is the Lie algebra of a. We shall demonstrate this in detail for
an example arising from the quantization of gauge theory. It is closely related to
the idea in [Ca], further elaborated in [CGRS], which in turn was a response to
a discussion in the 80’s on breaking of the Jacobi identity for the field algebra in
Yang-Mills theory [GJJ].
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The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we explain the gauge group
extensions arising from the action on bundles of fermionic Fock spaces over back-
ground gauge fields and the corresponding Lie algebra cocycles. Section 3 consists
of a general discussion how gerbal action arises from the group of outer automor-
phisms of an associative algebra, how this leads to a 3-cocycle on the symmetry
group, and finally we give an example coming from Yang-Mills theory in 141 space-
time dimensions. Section 4 contains a generalization to Yang-Mills theory in higher
space-time dimensions. Finally in Section 5 we explain an application to twisted
K-theory on moduli space of gauge connections.

2. BUNDLES OF FOCK SPACES OVER GAUGE CONNECTIONS

A basic problem in quantum field theory in more than two space-time dimen-
sions is that the representations of the canonical anticommutation relations algebra
(CAR) are not equivalent in different background gauge fields, and this leads to var-
ious divergences in perturbation theory. However, in the case of the linear problem
of quantizing fermions in a background gauge field one can construct the hamilton-
ian and the Hilbert space in a nonperturbative way. One can actually avoid the
divergences by taking systematically into account the need of dealing with a family
of nonequivalent CAR algebra representations.

The method introduced in [Mi93] and generalized in [LM] is based on the ob-
servation that, for each gauge connection A in the family A of all gauge connections
on a vector bundle E over a compact spin manifold, one can choose a unitary op-
erator T4 in the Hilbert space H of L? sections in the tensor product of the spin
bundle and the vector bundle E such that the Dirac Hamiltonian D 4 is conjugated
to D A =TyD ATgl such that the equivalent Hamiltonian D 4 can be quantized in
the “free” Fock space, the Fock space for a fixed background connection Ag. In the
case of a trivial bundle E one can take as Ag the globally defined gauge connection
represented by the 1-form equal to zero.

The action of the group G of smooth gauge transformations A — A9 = g~ 1 Ag+
g~ 1dg on the family D4 is then given by

Dy — w(A; g) ' Daw(A; g)

corresponding to D4 +— g~ 1Dag where, w(A;g) = TAngg1 satisfies the 1-cocycle
relation
w(A;g9') = w(A; g)w (A% ).

Furthermore, the cocycle satisfies the condition that [, w(A; g)] is Hilbert-Schmidt.
Here € is the sign Dy, /|Da,| of the free Dirac operator. This means that the
operators w(A;g) belong to the restricted unitary group Uses(Hy @ H_) where
H = Hy ® H_ is the polarization of H with respect to the sign operator ¢, [PS].

The quantization of the operator D4 is obtained in a fermionic Fock space
F which carries an irreducible representation of the CAR algebra B, which is a
completion of the algebra defined by generators and relations according to

a*(u)a(v) + a(v)a* (u) = 2{v,u)

and all other anticommutators equal to zero. Here u,v € H and (-, ) is the Hilbert
space inner product (antilinear in the first argument). The representation is fixed
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(up to equivalence) by the requirement that there exists a vacuum vector |0) € F
such that

a(uw)]|0) =0 =a"(v)|0), forue Hy,ve H_.
The group Uyes(H) has a central extension by S' such that the Lie algebra
central extension is given by the 2-cocycle ¢(X,Y) = jtre[e, X][e,Y]. The central
extension Uy, has a unitary representation g — ¢ in F fixed by the requirement

ga*(w)g~" = a*(gu)

for all uw € H.

If we choose a lift W(A;g) of the element w(A, g) to unitaries in the Fock space
F we can write

w(A;99") = (A g, 9" )w(A; g)w(A; g')
where ® takes values in S'. It is a 2-cocycle by construction,
(A;9,9")2(As 99", 9") = ©(A;9.9'9")2(A% ¢, g"),

which is smooth in an open neighborhood of the neutral element in G. This just
reflects the associativity in the group multiplication in the central extension Uy.es.

Taking the second derivative

2
%\t:S:Q‘P(A;etX,eSY) = %C(A;X, Y)
gives a 2-cocycle ¢ for the Lie algebra of G with coefficients in the ring of complex
functions of the variable A.

The cocycle depends on the lift w — @ but two lifts are related by a multi-
plication by a circle-valued function ¥ (A;g) and the corresponding 2-cocycles are
related by a coboundary,

'(A;9,9") = ®(A, 9,9")0(A; 99 ) (A; 9)Mp(A%9")
The Lie algebra cocycle c satisfies
c(A; XY, Z]) + Lxc(A;Y, Z) + cyclic permutations = 0,
where L is the Lie derivative acting on functions f(A) through infinitesimal gauge
transformations, (Lx f)(A) = Df(A) - ([4, X] + dX).
Explicit expressions for the cocycle ¢ have been computed in the literature;

for example if the physical space is a circle we get the central extension of a loop
algebra (affine Kac-Moody algebra),

(2.1) c(4;X,)Y) = L/ tr XdY,

2w S1
where the trace is evaluated in a finite dimensional representation of GG. In this case
¢ does not depend on A and the abelian extension reduces to a central extension.
This reflects the fact that elements of LG act in the Hilbert space H through an
embedding LG — U, and we can simply choose T4 =1 for all gauge connections
A.

In three dimensions the simplest expression for the cocycle is, [Fa], [Mi85],

/ tr A[dX, dY].
M

(2.2) (A X,Y) = 55
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3. GERBAL ACTIONS AND 3-COCYCLES

Let B be an associative algebra and G a group. Assume that we have a group
homomorphism s : G — Out(B) where Out(B) is the group of outer automorphisms
of B, that is, Out(B) = Aut(B)/In(B), all automorphisms modulo the normal sub-
group of inner automorphisms. If one chooses any lift §: G — Aut(B) then we can
write

5(9)5(g") = o(9,9') - 5(99")
for some o(g,¢’) € In(B). From the definition follows immediately the cocycle
property
(3.1)  olg.9")o(9g’.9") = [3(9)a(g’,9")3(9) o(9,9'g") for all g, ', 9" € G.

Next, let H be any central extension of In(B) by an abelian group a. That is, we
have an exact sequence of groups,

1—-a—H—InB)—1.

Let & be a lift of the map o : G x G — In(B) to amap 6 : G x G — H (by a choice
of section In(B) — H). We have then

5(9,96(99',9") = [5(9)5(g',9")3(9) 116 (9,9'9") - 9,9, g") for all g, ', g" € G
where a1 G x G X G — a. Here the action of the outer automorphism s(g) on &(x)
is defined by s(g)o(*)s(g)~! = the lift of s(g)o(x)s(g)~* € In(B) to an element in
H. One can show that « is a 3-cocycle [M, Lemma 8.4],

04(92793,94)04(9192,93,94)_1a(9179293,94)04(91,92,9394)_104(91792,93) =1

Remark If we work in the category of topological groups (or Lie groups) the
lifts above are in general discontinuous; normally, we can require continuity (or
smoothness) only in an open neighborhood of the unit element.

Next we construct an example from quantum field theory. Let G be a compact
simply connected Lie group and P the space of smooth paths f : [0,1] — G with
initial point f(0) = e, the neutral element, and quasiperiodicity condition that
f~tdf should be a smooth function.

P is a group under point wise multiplication but it is also a principal QG bundle
over G. Here QG C P is the loop group with f(0) = f(1) = e and 7 : P — G is the
projection to the end point f(1). Fix a unitary representation p of G' in CV and
denote H = L2(S',CN).

For each polarization H = H_ @ H we have a vacuum representation of the
CAR algebra B(H) in a Hilbert space F(H ). Denote by C the category of these
representations. Denote by a(v),a*(v) the generators of B(H) corresponding to a
vector v € H,

a*(u)a(v) + a(v)a™(u) = 2(v,u)
and all the other anticommutators equal to zero.

Any element f € P defines a unique automorphism of B(H) with ¢¢(a*(v)) =
a*(f - v), where f - v is the function on the circle defined by p(f(x))v(z). These
automorphisms are in general not inner except when f is periodic. We have now a
map s : G — Aut(B)/In(B) given by g — F(g) where F(g) is an arbitrary smooth
quasiperiodic function on [0,1] such that F(g)(1) = g. Any two such functions
F(g), F'(g) differ by an element o of QG, F(g)(x) = F'(g)(z)o(z). Now o is an
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inner automorphism through a projective representation of the loop group QG in
F(Hy).

In an open neighborhood U of the neutral element e in G we can fix in a smooth
way for any g € U a path F(g) with F(g)(0) = e and F(g)(1) = g. Of course, for a
connected group G we can make this choice globally on G but then the dependence
of the path F(g) would not be a continuous function of the end point. For a pair
g1,92 € G we have 0(g1,92)F(g9192) = F(g1)F(g2) with o(g1,91) € QG.

For a triple of elements g1, g2, g3 we have now

F(g1)F(92)F (93) = 0(91, 92) F(9192) F(g3) = 0(g1,92)0(g9192, 93) F (919293)-

In the same way,

F(g1)F(g2)F(g3) = F(91)0(92, 93) F (9293) = [910(92.93)9:7 "1F (91)F (9293)
= [910(92,93)91 "1 (g1, 9293) F(919293)

which proves the cocycle relation (3.1) .
Lifting the loop group elements ¢ to inner automorphisms & through a projec-
tive representation of QG we can write

5(91,92)5(9192, 93) = Aut(g1)[6(g2,93)]5 (91, 9293) (g1, 92, 93),

where a : G x G x G — S is some phase function arising from the fact that the
projective lift is not necessarily a group homomorphism. Since (in the case of a Lie
group) the function F'(-) is smooth only in a neighborhood of the neutral element,
the same is true also for ¢ and finally for the cocycle a.

An equivalent point of view to the construction of the 3-cocycle « is this: We are
trying to construct a central extension P of the group P of paths in G (with initial
point e € GG) as an extension of the central extension over the subgroup QG. The
failure of this central extension is measured by the cocycle «, as an obstruction
to associativity of P. On the Lie algebra level, we have a corresponding cocycle
c3 = da which is easily computed. The cocycle ¢ of Qg extends to the path Lie
algebra Pg as

o(X,Y) = — / tr (XdY — YdX).
471 [0,27]
This is an antisymmetric bilinear form on Pg but it fails to be a Lie algebra 2-
cocycle. The coboundary is given by

(6c)(X,Y, Z) = (X, [Y, Z]) + (Y, [Z, X]) + c(Z,[X,Y])
= —ﬁtrX[Y, Z)lar = da(X,Y, Z).

Thus éc reduces to a 3-cocycle of the Lie algebra g of G on the boundary z = 2.
This cocycle defines by left translations on G the left-invariant de Rham form
—ﬁtr (g~ 1dg)3; this is normalized as 2mi times an integral 3-form on G.

Let f1,fo € P and f12 € P with the property fi(27)f2(27) = f12(27). Then
we have a fiber St over the loop ¢12 = f1(t) f2(t) f12(t) ™! coming from the central
extension QG — QG. Concretely, this fiber can be realized geometrically as a pair
(f,\) where f : D — G, D is the unit disk with boundary S! such that the
restriction of f to S! is the loop above, and A € St. Two pairs (f,\), (f’,\) are

equivalent if the restrictions of f, f’ to the boundary are equal and X' = eV (/»f D,
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where
1
N — — t _1d 3

W) =Wlg) = 55— : r(g~ dg)”,
where B is a unit ball with boundary $? = S U S? and g is any extension to B
of the map f U f’ on S? obtained by joining f, f’ on the boundary circle S! of the
unit disk D. The value of W(g) depends on the extension g of f U f’ only modulo
27 times an integer and therefore exp(W(f, f’)) is well-defined. The product in
the central extension of the full loop group LG is then defined as

(£ ] 1A = [ AN e ),

where

WS = = /D ol A df

471

see [Mi87] for details; here the square brackets mean equivalence classes of pairs,
subject to the equivalence defined above.
The 3-cocycle a can now be written in terms of the local data as

o = exp[y(p12, d12,3) — V(Auty, da3, ¢1.23) + W (h)]

where ¢12,3 is an extension to the disk of the loop composed from the paths f; f2
and f3 and the path fi2 3 joining the identity e to g1g2g3. h is the function on D,
equal to the neutral element on the boundary, such that ¢12¢12 33 = ¢12¢12,3h. The
value of o now depends, besides on the paths f;, on the extensions ¢ to the disk
D of the boundary loops determined by f;, fi2, f23, f12,3, f1,23. However, different
choices of extensions are related by phase factors which can be obtained from the
equivalence relation

(6, ) = (¢h, AeY(BMHFW ()

defining the central extension of the loop group.

4. THE CASE OF HIGHER DIMENSIONS

The construction of the gerbal action of G has a generalization which comes
from a study of gauge anomalies in higher dimensions. Let M be the boundary of
a compact contractible manifold N. Fix again a compact Lie group G and denote
now by MG the group of smooth maps from a compact manifold M to G, which
can be extended to N. This is an infinite-dimensional Lie group under point wise
multiplication of maps. Denote by NG the smooth maps from N to G such that
the normal derivatives at the boundary M vanish to all orders. Finally, let G be
the normal subgroup of NG consisting of maps equal to the constant e € G on the
boundary. This will play the role of G in the previous section. Now NG/G = MG.

We also assume that M is the boundary of another copy N’ of N and denote
by N the manifold obtained from N, N’ by gluing along the common boundary.
We also assume a spin structure and Riemannian metric given on N.

We may view elements f € NG as g-valued vector potentials on the space N.
This correspondence is given by f — A = f~'df on N and A’ is fixed from the
boundary values A|y; and from a contraction of N’ to one point. This construction
gives a map from the group MG to the moduli space of gauge connections in a
trivial vector bundle over N.
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Example Let M = S™, viewed as the equator in the sphere S"*!. Fix a
path a from the South Pole of S”*! to the North Pole. Then for any great circle
joining the North Pole to the South Pole we can take the union with «, giving a
loop starting from the South Pole and traveling via the North Pole. For a given
(globally defined) vector potential A let g4 be the holonomy around this loop. The
great circles are parametrized by points on the equator S™ and thus we obtain a
map S — G. The group G of based gauge transformations, those which are equal
to the identity on the South Pole, does not affect the holonomy, thus we obtain a
map from the moduli space A/G of gauge connections (in a trivial vector bundle)
to S™G, the group of contractible maps from S™ to G. The same construction can
be made for any n-sphere S™ around the South Pole, and we may view S"*! as the
(n + 1)-dimensional solid ball N with boundary M = S™ contracted to one point,
the South Pole of S™"*1. Here G is viewed as the group G-valued maps on N equal
to the constant e on the boundary. In this case one can actually show that the
gauge moduli space A/G is homotopy equivalent to MG.

The above example can be extended to the case of gauge connections in a
nontrivial vector bundle, but then the moduli space is disconnected and we should
allow S™G to consist of all smooth maps, not only the contractible ones. In the case
n = 2 there is no difference, since for any finite-dimensional Lie group moG = 0.

The main difference as compared to the case of loop groups is that the trans-
formations f € G are not in general implementable Bogoliubov automorphisms.
However, as explained in Section 2, they are well-defined automorphism of a Hilbert
bundle F over A, the space of g-valued connections on N. The fibers of this bundle
are fermionic Fock spaces and each of them carries an (inequivalent) representation,
in the category C, of the canonical anticommutation relations, with a Dirac vacuum
which depends on the background field A € A. The group G acts on this bundle
through an abelian extension Q\ .

The 3-cocycle is constructed in essentially the same way as in Section 3. So for
an element g € MG select f € NG such that the restriction of f to the boundary
is equal to g. For any pair ¢g1,92 € MG we have then f1f2f1_21 € G where again
f12 € NG such that fi2|ar = g192. For a triple g1, g2, g3 € MG we then construct
a(A;g1,93,93) € S as before, but now it depends on the connection A since the
operators 6 now all depend on A.

G4(91,92)04(9192, 93) = Aut(g1)[0a (g2, 93)]64(91, 9293)(A; g1, 92, 93),

where A’ = A7(9192:93) is the gauge transform of A by ¢(g192,93) € G and similarly
A" is the gauge transform of A by o (g1, g2g3)-

Example Again, passing to the Lie algebra cocycles one gets reasonably simple
expressions. For example, in the case dim M = 2 the Lie algebra extension of Lie(G)
is given by the 2-cocycle (2.2) and for a manifold N with boundary M this formula
is not a cocycle but its coboundary is the Lie algebra 3-cocycle

(4.1) da(X,Y,2) = ——— [t x[av, dz].
87T2 M

In this case the cocycle does not depend on the variable A but when dim M > 2 it
does.
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5. TWISTED K-THEORY ON MODULI SPACES OF GAUGE
CONNECTIONS

Let P be a principal bundle over a space X with model fiber equal to the pro-
jective unitary group PU(H) = U(H)/S' of a complex Hilbert space. It is known
that equivalence classes of such bundles are classified by elements in H3(X,Z), the
Dixmier-Douady class of the bundle, [DD].

K-theory of X twisted by P, denoted by K*(X, P), is defined as the abelian
group of homotopy classes of sections of a bundle @), defined as an associated bundle
with fiber equal to the (Z3 graded) space of Fredholm operators in H with PU(H)
action given by the conjugation T'+ gT'g~!. The grading is as in ordinary complex
K-theory: The even sector is defined by the space of all Fredholm operators whereas
the odd sector is defined by self-adjoint operators with both positive and negative
essential spectrum. As a model, one can use either bounded Fredholm operators,
or unbounded operators, for example with the graph topology, [AtSe].

If X = G is a compact Lie group one can construct elements of K*(G, P) in
terms of highest weight representations of the central extension f@, [Mi04]. Ac-
tually, these come as G-equivariant classes, under the conjugation action of G' on
itself. In the equivariant case the construction of K*(G, P) is related to the Verlinde
algebra in conformal field theory, [FHT]. Although for simple compact Lie groups
there exist classification theorems [Do], [Br] also in the nonequivariant case it is still
an open problem how to give explicit constructions for all classes in the nonequiv-
ariant case, in terms of families of Fredholm operators, using representation theory,
even for unitary groups SU(n) when n > 3.

Let w: Ax G — Ues(Hy ® H_) be the 1-cocycle constructed in Section 2. Let
Y be a family of Fredholm operators in F which is is mapped onto itself under a
projective representation g ++ § of Uyes in F, T+ gTg~* € Y for any T €Y.

Now we have an action of a central extension of the groupoid (A, G) on Y by

(A, 9): Y = Y, T &(A; 9)To(A;9)

We can also view this as a central extension of the transformation groupoid defined
by the action of the gauge group G on the space A x Y. If G is the group of based
gauge transformations then it acts freely on A and therefore also freely on A x Y.
If furthermore Y is contractible then (A x Y)/G ~ A/G is the gauge moduli space.

A system of Fredholm operators transforming covariantly under U can be
constructed from a Dirac operator on the infinite-dimensional Grassmann manifold
Grres = Ures(Hy @ H_)/(U(Hy) x U(H-)), [T4]. The members of the family are
parametrized by a gauge connection on a complex line bundle L over Gryes. The
line bundle L is used as twisting of the spin bundle over Gr,es, and can be viewed
as defining a Spin® structure on Gryes.

In the case when A is the space of gauge connections on the circle and G = LG
is a loop group the cocycle w(A4;g) does not depend on A and it gives a unitary
representation of LG in the Hilbert space H and g — ¢ is given by a representation
of a central extension LG in F. As Y we can take the family Q4 of supercharges
in [Mi04] parametrized by points in A. This means that in the notation above, we
can identify A as the diagonal in A4 x Y and we have a natural identification of the
groupoid moduli space with the moduli space of gauge connections on the circle.
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Here the groupoid action defines an element in the twisted G-equivariant K-theory
on G. In fact, in the case of the circle, one can directly work with highest weight
representations of the loop group without using the embedding LG C Ul.s.
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A Microlocal Approach to Fefferman’s Program in
Conformal and CR Geometry

Raphaél Ponge

Motivated by the analysis of the singularity of the Bergman kernel of a strictly
pseudoconvex domain D C C**! Fefferman [Fe2] launched the program of deter-
mining all local invariants of a strictly pseudoconvex CR structure. This program
was subsequently extended to deal with local invariants of other parabolic geome-
tries, including conformal geometry (see [FG1]). Since Fefferman’s seminal paper
further progress has been made, especially recently (see, e.g., [Al12], [ BEG], [GH],
[Hil], [Hi2]). In addition, there is a very recent upsurge of new conformally in-
variant Riemannian differential operators (see [Al2], [Ju]).

In this article we present the results of [Po4] on the logarithmic singularities
of the Schwartz kernels and Green kernels of general invariant pseudodifferential
operators in conformal and CR geometry. This connects nicely with results of
Hirachi ([Hil], [Hi2]) on the logarithmic singularities of the Bergman and Szegd
kernels on boundaries of strictly pseudoconvex domains.

The main result in the conformal case (Theorem 3) asserts that in odd di-
mension, as well as in even dimension below the critical weight (i.e. half of the
dimension), the logarithmic singularities of Schwartz kernels and Green kernels of
conformally invariant Riemannian WDOs are linear combinations of Weyl confor-
mal invariants, that is, of local conformal invariants arising from complete tensorial
contractions of covariant derivatives of the ambient Lorentz metric of Fefferman-
Graham ([FG1], [FG2]). Above the critical weight the description in even dimen-
sion involves the ambiguity-independent Weyl conformal invariants recently defined
by Graham-Hirachi [GH], as well as the exceptional local conformal invariants of
Bailey-Gover [BG]. In particular, by specializing this result to the GJMS opera-
tors of [GIMS], including the Yamabe and Paneitz operators, we obtain invariant
expressions for the logarithmic singularities of the Green kernels of these operators
(see Theorem 4).

In the CR setting the relevant class of pseudodifferential operators is the class
of ¥y DOs introduced by Beals-Greiner [BGr| and Taylor [Tay]. In this context
the main result (Theorem 6) asserts that the logarithmic singularities of Schwartz
kernels and Green kernels of CR invariant WyDOs are local CR invariants, and
below the critical weight are linear combinations of complete tensorial contractions
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of covariant derivatives of the curvature of the ambient K&ahler-Lorentz metric of
Fefferman [Fe2]. As a consequence this allows us to get invariant expressions for the
logarithmic singularities of the Green kernels of the CR GJMS operators of [GG]
(see Theorem 7).

The setup of the the first part of the paper, Sections 1-5, is conformal geom-
etry. The main results on the logarithmic singularities of conformally invariant
WUDOs are presented in Section 5. In the previous sections, we review the main
definitions and examples concerning local conformal invariants and conformally in-
variant differential operators (Section 1), conformally invariant ¥DOs (Section 2),
the logarithmic singularity of the Schwartz kernel of a WDO (Section 3) and the
program of Fefferman in conformal geometry (Section 4).

The setup of the second part, Sections 6-10, is pseudo-Hermitian and CR ge-
ometry. In Section 6, we review the motivating example of the Bergman kernel of
a strictly pseudoconvex domain. Section 7 is an overview of the main facts about
the Heisenberg calculus. In Section 8, we present important definitions and proper-
ties concerning pseudo-Hermitian geometry, local pseudo-Hermitian invariants and
pseudo-Hermitian invariant Wy DOs. In Section 9, we review the main facts about
local CR invariants, CR invariant operators and the program of Fefferman in CR
geometry. In Section 10, we present the main results concerning the logarithmic
singularities of CR invariant operators.

This proceeding is a survey of the main results of [Po4].

1. Conformal Invariants

Up to Section 5, we denote by M a Riemannian manifold of dimension n and
we denote by g;; and R;jx its metric and curvature tensors. As usual we shall use
the metric and its inverse g% to lower and raise indices. For instance, the Ricci
tensor is pji = Rijki = ¢"'R;jx; and the scalar curvature is r, = pjj = ¢7pij.

1.1. Local conformal invariants. In the sequel we denote by M, (R); the
open subset of M, (R) consisting of positive definite matrices.

DEFINITION 1. A local Riemannian invariant of weight w is the datum on each
Riemannian manifold (M", g) of a function I, € C*°(M) such that:

(i) There ezist finitely many functions aqg in C°° (M, (R)1) such that, in any
local coordinates,

(1) Ty(x) =Y aap(g(2))(0%9())".
(ii) For allt >0,
(2) Lig(x) =t~ Ly(x).

Using Weyl’s invariant theory for O(n) (see, e.g, [Gi]) we obtain the following
determination of local Riemannian invariants.

THEOREM 1 (Weyl, Cartan). Any local Riemannian invariant is a linear com-
bination of Weyl Riemannian invariants, that is, of complete contractions of the
curvature tensor and its covariant derivatives.

For instance, the only Weyl Riemannian invariant of weight 1 is the scalar
curvature k4. In weight 2 the Weyl Riemannian invariants are

(3) kg%, | == p" pij, |R|* := R R, Agkg,
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where A, denotes the Laplace operator of (M, g). In weight 3 there are 17 Weyl
invariants (see [Gi]).

DEFINITION 2. A local conformal invariant of weight w is a local Riemannian
invariant L, such that

(4) Losg(z) = e IO (2)  Vfe C®(M,R).

The most fundamental conformally invariant tensor is the Weyl curvature ten-
sor Wijr. Using complete contractions of k-fold tensor powers of W we get local
conformal invariants of various weights. For instance, the following are local con-
formal invariants

(5) |I/V|2 = Wijleijkl,
Kl ij jkvy i !
(6) Wi “Wy W, W W IR
Here |[W|? has weight 2, while the other two invariants have weight 3.

Other local conformal invariants can be obtained in terms of the ambient metric
of Fefferman-Graham ([FG1], [FG2]; see Section 4 below).

1.2. Conformally invariant operators.

DEFINITION 3. A Riemannian invariant differential operator of weight w is the
datum on each Riemannian manifold (M™,g) of a differential operator P, on M
such that:

i Th€7e el'ist ’rLZtely many ’U/flclfions Aoy Zn C Mn R —+ Such that, ’LTL
5 Y
any local Ccoo7 dinates,

(7) Py =" aap-(9(x))(0°g(x))’D].
(ii) We have
(8) Py,=t""P, Vt>O0.

DEFINITION 4. A conformally invariant differential operator of biweight (w,w’)
is a Riemannian invariant differential operator P, such that

(9) Py =" P VfeC®(M,R).

An important example of a conformally invariant differential operator is the
Yamabe operator,

n—2
10 O, =A,+ ——
( ) g g + 4(?1 _ 1) KRgs
where A, denotes the Laplace operator. In particular,
(11) Oeary = e~ GETIOE=D v e C°(M,R).

A generalization of the Yamabe operator is provided by the GJMS operators

of Graham-Jenne-Mason-Sparling [GJMS]. For k = 1,..., 5 when n is even, and

for all non-negative integers k when n is odd, the GJMS operator of order £ is a
differential operator ng) such that

(12) Dék) = Ag’“) + lower order terms,
and which satisfies

(13) O, = e GHRIOWE-RT yfe C=(M,R).
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For &k = 1 this operator agrees with the Yamabe operator, while for k& = 2 we
recover the Paneitz operator.

Recently, Alexakis ([Al2], [Al1l]) and Juhl [Ju] constructed new families of
conformally invariant operators. Furthermore, Alexakis proved that, under some
restrictions, his family of operators exhausts all conformally invariant differential
operators.

2. Conformally Invariant YDOs

Let U be an open subset of R™. The (classical) symbols on U x R™ are defined
as follows.

DEFINITION 5. 1) S;,,(U x R™), m € C, is the space of functions p(x,&) con-
tained in C*>°(U x (R™\ {0})) such that p(z,t&) = t"p(x, &) for any t > 0.

2) S™(U x R™), m € C, consists of functions p € C*°(U x R™) with an as-
ymptotic expansion p ~ Zj>0pm—j7 pr € Sp(U x R™), in the sense that, for any
integer N, any compact K C U and any multi-orders «, 3, there exists a constant
CNkap > 0 such that, for any x € K and any & € R so that [£] > 1, we have

(14) 1050 (0= Y Pm—i)(2,6)| < Crvrcaplé ™ 117N
J<N

Given a symbol p € S" (U xR"™) we let p(z, D) be the continuous linear operator
from C°(U) to C*°(U) such that

(19 ple D)= 20" [ alde  Yue CE)

We define YDOs on the manifold M™ as follows.

DEFINITION 6. U™ (M), m € C, consists of continuous operators P from
C(M) to C°(M) such that:
(i) The Schwartz kernel of P is smooth off the diagonal;

(i) In any local coordinates the operator P can be written as
(16) P =p(x,D)+ R,
where p is a symbol of order m and R is a smoothing operator.

Recall that the principal symbol of a WDO makes sense intrinsically as a func-
tion py,(x,&) € C(T*M \ {0}) such that
(17) Pm (@, M) = A"pi(2,§)  V(z,§) € T"M \ {0} VA>0.

Recall also that P is said to be elliptic if p,,(z,§) # 0 for all (z,§) € T*M\{0}.
This is equivalent to the existence of a parametrix in ¥~ (M), i.e., an inverse
modulo smoothing operators.

This said, in order to define Riemannian and conformally invariant WDOs, we
need to consider the following class of symbols.

DEFINITION 7. S, (M,(R)y x R™), m € C, consists of functions a(g,&) in
C*®(M,(R); x (R"\ {0})) such that a(g,t&) = t™a(g,&) Vt > 0.

In the sequel we let U~°°(M) denote the space of smoothing operators on M.
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DEFINITION 8. A Riemannian invariant W DO of order m and weight w is the
datum for every Riemannian manifold (M™, g) of an operator P, € U™ (M) in such
a way that:

(i) Forj=0,1,... there are finitely many ajop € Sm—; (M, (R)4 x R™) such
that, in any local coordinates, Py has symbol

(18) ~ YD (0%9(@) ajap(y(2), ).

720 o,
(ii) For allt > 0 we have
(19) Py =t""P, mod U~ (M).

REMARK. For differential operators this definition is equivalent to Definition 3,
because two differential operators differing by a smoothing operator must agree.

DEFINITION 9. A conformally invariant VDO of order m and biweight (w,w")
is a Riemannian invariant YDO of order m such that, for all f € C(M,R),

(20) Py =e" P/ mod U(M).

In the sequel we say that a Riemannian invariant is admissible if its principal
symbol does not depend on the derivatives of the metric (i.e. in (18) we can take

apap = 0 for (o, B) #0).

PROPOSITION 1. Let P, be a conformally invariant WDO of order m and bi-
weight (w,w’).
(1) Let Qg be a conformally invariant ¥ DO of order m' and biweight (w,w"),
and assume that P, or Q4 is properly supported. Then Q4P, is a confor-
mally invariant WDO of order m +m’ and biweight (w,w").

(2) Assume that Py is elliptic and admissible. Then the datum on every Rie-
mannian manifold (M™,g) of a parametric Qg € V=" (M) for P, gives
rise to a conformally invariant $DO of biweight (w', w).

For instance, if ng is a parametrix for the kth order GJMS operator D( )

then Qék) is a conformally invariant YDO of biweight (”+2k e Qk) By multlplymg

these operators with the operators of Alexakis and Juhl we obtain various examples
of conformally invariant WDOs that are not differential operators or parametrices
of elliptic differential operators

3. The Logarithmic Singularity of a YDO

We can give a precise description of the singularity of the Schwartz kernel
of a DO near the diagonal and, in fact, the general form of these singularities
can be used to characterize YDOs (see, e.g., [HO], [Me], [BGr]). In particular, if
P:C*(M)— C*(M)if a ¥DO of integer order m > —n, then in local coordinates
its Schwartz kernel kp(z,y) has a behavior near the diagonal y = z of the form

(21) kp(zy)= Y aj(z,z—y) —cp(x)log|z —y| + O(1),
—(m+n)<j<-1
where a;(z,y) € C°(U x (R™\ {0})) is homogeneous of degree j in y and we have

1

(22) er(e) = o [ ool ©do(o)
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where p_,,(z,&) is the symbol of degree —n of P and we have denoted by do (&) is
the surface measure of ™1,

It seems to have been first observed by Connes-Moscovici [CMo] (see also [GVF])
that the coefficient ¢p(x) makes sense globally on M as a 1-density.

In the sequel we refer to the density c¢p(x) as the logarithmic singularity of the
Schwartz kernel of P.

If P is elliptic, then we shall call a Green kernel for P the Schwartz kernel of
any parametrix @ € U~ (M, ) for P. Such a parametrix is uniquely defined only
modulo smoothing operators, but the singularity near the diagonal of the Schwartz
kernel of @, including the logarithmic singularity cg(x), does not depend on the
choice of Q.

DEFINITION 10. If P € O™ (M), m € Z, is elliptic, then the Green kernel
logarithmic singularity of P is the density

(23) Vp(2) = cq(z),
where @ € W(M) is any given parametriz for P.

Next, because of (22) the density cp(z) is related to the noncommutative
residue trace of Wodzicki ([Wol], [Wo3]) and Guillemin [Gul] as follows.

Let U<7"(M) = Upme_n, ¥™(M) denote the class of ¥DOs whose symbols
are integrable with respect to the {-variable. If P is a WDO in this class then the
restriction to the diagonal of its Schwartz kernel kp(z,y) defines a smooth density
kp(x,z). Therefore, if M is compact then P is trace-class on L?(M) and we have

(24) TraceP:/ kp(z,x).
M

In fact, the map P — kp(z,z) admits an analytic continuation P — tp(z) to
the class \I/C\Z(M ) of non-integer WDOs, where analyticity is meant with respect to
holomorphic families of ¥DOs as in [Gu2] and [KV]. Furthermore, if P € WZ(M)
and if (P(z)).ec is a holomorphic family of $DOs such that ord P(z) = ord P + z
and P(0) = P. Then, at z = 0, the map z — tp(,)(z) has at worst a simple pole
singularity with residue given by

(25) Res.—otp(s)(z) = —cp(x).

Suppose now that M is compact. Then the noncommutative residue is the
linear functional on W%(M) defined by

(26) Res P := / cp(z) VP e UO\Z(M),
M

Thanks to (22) this definition agrees with the usual definition of the noncommu-
tative residue. Moreover, by using (25) we see that if (P(2)).cc is a holomorphic
family of ¥YDOs such that ord P(z) = ord P + z and P(0) = P, then the map
z — Trace P(z) has an analytic extension to C\ Z and, at z = 0, it has at worst a
simple pole singularity with residue given by

(27) Res P = —Res,—q Trace P(z).

Using this it is not difficult to see that the noncommutative residue is a trace on
WZ(M). Wodzicki [Wo2] even proved that his is the unique trace up to constant
multiple when M is connected and has dimension > 2.
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Finally, let P : C*°(M) — C*°(M) be a ¥DO of integer order m > 0 with a
positive principal symbol. For ¢t > 0 let k;(x,y) denote the Schwartz kernel of e *¥.
Then k¢ (z,y) is a smooth kernel and, as ¢ — 0%,

(28) ki(w,z) ~t 7 Y tiwa;(P)(x) +logt »_ #/b;(P)(x),
Jj=0 j>0
where we further have ag;11(P)(z) = b;(P)(x) = 0 for all j € Ny when P is a
differential operator (see, e.g., [Gi], [Gr]).
Using the Mellin Formula, we can explicitly relate the coefficients of the above
heat kernel asymptotics to the singularities of the local zeta function tp-s(z) (see,
e.g., [Wo3, 3.23]). In particular, if for j =0,...,n—1 we set o; = %, then

(20) mep-o (2) = T(o;) " ay (P)(a).

The above equalities provide us with an immediate connection between the
Green kernel logarithmic singularity of P and the heat kernel asymptotics (28).
Indeed, as the partial inverse P! is a parametrix for P in ¥~™(M), setting j =
n—m in (29) gives

(30) an-m(P)(@) = mep+(z) = myp(a).

4. Fefferman’s Program in Conformal Geometry

In the sequel by Green kernel of an elliptic DO we shall mean the Schwartz
kernel of a parametrix, and by null kernel of a selfadjoint YDO we shall mean the
Schwartz kernel of the orthogonal projection onto its null space.

The program of Fefferman in conformal geometry can be described as follows.

FEFFERMAN’S PROGRAM (Analytic Aspect). Give a precise geometric descrip-
tion of the singularities of the Schwartz, Green and null kernels of conformally
invariant operators in terms of local conformal invariants.

As stated by Theorem 1, any local Riemannian invariant is a linear combination
of Weyl Riemannian invariants. Is there a similar description for local conformal
invariants? Establishing such a description is the aim of the geometric aspect of
Fefferman’s program:

FEFFERMAN’S PROGRAM (Geometric Aspect). Determine all local invariants
of a conformal structure.

4.1. Ambient metric and Weyl conformal invariants. The analogues
in conformal geometry of the Weyl Riemannian invariants are obtained via the
ambient metric construction of Fefferman-Graham ([FG1], [FG2]).

In this section we denote by (M™, g) a general Riemannian manifold of dimen-
sion n. Consider the metric ray-bundle,

(31) G :={t*g(x);x € M, t >0} C S*T*M =5 M.
It carries the family of dilations,

(32) Ss(,g) := 5% VeeM VYge§G, Vs>0,
It also carries the (degenerate) tautological metric,

(33) 90(z,9) = (dn(z))"g  V(z,9) €G.



228 RAPHAEL PONGE

Thus, if {27} are local coordinates with respect to which g(z) = g;jdz' ® dz? and if
we denote by ¢ the fiber coordinate on G defined by the metric g, then in the local
coordinates {7t} we have

(34) go(z,t) = t2gy;da’ @ da?.
The ambient space is defined to be
(35) G:=Gx(~1,1).

In the sequel we shall use the letter p to denote the variable with values in
(—1,1). Then G can be identified with the hypersurface Gy := {p =0} C G.

TurorEM 2 ([FG1], [FG2]). There exists a unique Lorentzian metric § on G
defined formally near p =0 such that:

(36) 5:& = 82907 §|p:0 = 9o,
. O(p™) ifn is odd,
(37) Ric(g) = { O(p?) ifn is even.

The ambient metric depends only on the conformal class of g, so any local
Riemannian invariant of (G, g) gives rise to a local conformal invariant of (M™,g).

DEFINITION 11. The Weyl conformal invariants are the local conformal invari-
ants arising from the Weyl Riemannian invariants of (G, g).

For instance, the Weyl tensor is obtained by pushing down to M the curvature
tensor R of G. Therefore, the invariants in (5)—(6) are Weyl conformal invariants.

In fact, if we use the Ricci-flatness of the ambient metric, then we see that there
is no Weyl conformal invariant of weight 1 and the only of these invariants in weight
2 is [W]2. In addition, in weight 3 we only have the invariants in (6) together with
the invariant arising from |VR|?, namely, the Fefferman-Graham invariant,

(38) O, = |V|? + 16(W,U) + 16|C?,

where Cji = Vi Aji, — Vi Ajy is the Cotton tensor and V' and U are the tensors
(39) Viijet = VWit — 9isCirt + 95sCirt — 9rsCrij + 915Chij,

(40) Usjri = VsCin + g* " Asp Wkt

Next, a very important result is the following.

ProrosiTION 2 ([BEG]).

(1) Ifn is odd, then any local conformal invariant is a linear combination of
Weyl conformal invariants.
(2) If n is even, the same holds in weight < %.

In even dimension a description of the scalar local conformal invariants of weight
w > 5 4 1 was recently presented by Graham-Hirachi [GH]. More precisely, they
modified the construction of the ambient metric in such way as to obtain a metric on
the ambient space G which is smooth of any order near Gy. There is an ambiguity on
the choice of a smooth ambient metric, but such a metric agrees with the ambient
metric of Fefferman-Graham up to order < % near Gg.

Using a smooth ambient metric we can construct Weyl conformal invariants
in the same way as we do by using the ambient metric of Fefferman-Graham. If
such an invariant does not depend on the choice of the smooth ambient metric we
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then say that it is an ambiguity-independent Weyl conformal invariant. Not every
conformal invariant arises this way, since in dimension n = 4m this construction
does not encapsulate the exceptional local conformal invariants of [BG].

PROPOSITION 3 (Graham-Hirachi [GH]). Let w be an integer > 3.

1) If n =2 mod4, orifn =0 mod4 and w is even, then every scalar local
conformal invariant of weight w is a linear combination of ambiguity-independent
Weyl conformal invariants.

2) If n =0 mod4 and w is odd, then every scalar local conformal invari-
ant of weight w is a linear combination of ambiguity-independent Weyl conformal
mwvariants and of exceptional conformal invariants.

5. Logarithmic Singularities of Conformally Invariant Operators

One aim of this paper is to look at the logarithmic singularities (as defined
in (21)-(22)) of conformally invariant ¥DOs.

In the sequel we denote by |vg(z)| the volume density of (M™, g), i.e., in local
coordinates |vg(z)| = \/g(x)|dz|, where |dz| is the Lebesgue density. We also denote
by [g] the conformal class of g.

PROPOSITION 4. Consider a family (Py)geiq C V™(M) for which there are
real numbers w and w' such that, for all f € C*°(M,R), we have

(41) Py = ew/nge_wf mod W™ >°(M).
Then, at the level of the logarithmic singularities,
(42) Cpefg(l‘) = e(w/_w)f(”’)clag (x) Vfe C®(M,R).

This result generalizes a well-known result of Parker-Rosenberg [PR] about
the logarithmic singularity of the Green kernel of the Yamabe operator. Moreover,
using (22) and (30) this also allows us to recover and extend results of Gilkey [Gi]
and Paycha-Rosenberg [PRo| on the noncommutative residue densities of elliptic
UDOs satisfying (41). In particular, all the assumptions on the compactness of M
or on the invertibility and the values of the principal symbol of P, can be removed
from those statements.

PROPOSITION 5 (see [Pod]). Let P, be a Riemannian invariant ¥DO of weight w
and integer order. Then
(43) cp, (2) = Ip, (2)[vg(z)]
where Ip,(x) is a local Riemannian invariant of weight w.

Combining this with Proposition 4 allows us to prove the following.

THEOREM 3 ([Pod]). Let P, be a conformally invariant Riemannian $DO of
integer order and biweight (w,w’). In odd dimension, as well as in even dimension
when w' > w, the logarithmic singularity cp,(x) is of the form
(44) cp, (v) = Ip,(x)]vy(2)],
where Ip, (x) is a universal linear combination of Weyl conformal invariants of
weight & +w —w'. If n is even and we have w' < w, then cp, (x) still is of a similar
form, but in this case Ip,(x) is a local conformal invariant of weight § +w —w'" of
the type described in Proposition 3.
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As an application of this result we can obtain a precise description of the
logarithmic singularities of the Green kernels of the GJMS operators.

THEOREM 4. 1) In odd dimension the Green kernel logarithmic singularity
7D<k>(x) s always zero.
g

2) In even dimension and for k=1, ..

we have
(45) e (1) = P (@) (),
(k)

where ¢y’ (x) is a linear combination of Weyl conformal invariants of weight 5 — k.
In particular, we have

(46) i ’<>=<4w>-%ﬁ, EF V@ =0, V@) = anW(a))?

@) V@) = B, W IW, T W W WP 46,3,

3
)dv,

where W is the Weyl curvature tensor, ®,4 is the Fefferman-Graham invariant (38)
and Qu, Bn, Yn and 6, are universal constants depending only on n.

Finally, we can get an explicit expression for cgl)(m) in dimensions 6 and 8

by making use of the computations by Parker-Rosenberg [PR] of the coefficient
an—2(0y)(z) of t~1 in the heat kernel asymptotics (28) for the Yamabe operator.
Indeed, as by (30) we have 29g, (z) = an—2(0g)(x), using [PR, Prop. 4.2] we see
that, in dimension 6,

(18) (@) = s W)

and, in dimension 8,

1 kl 7 ik [
(49) V(@) = —— (810, + 352W,; MW, PIW,, 7 + 64W, W WP ).

90720

In order to use the results of [PR] the manifold M has to be compact. How-

ever, as cé )(:c) is a local Riemannian invariant which makes sense independently

of whether M is compact or not, the above formulas for cél)(:zr) remain valid when
M is non-compact.

REMARK. The logarithmic singularities of the Green kernels of the GJMS op-
erator have been computed explicitly after this volume was finalized. The details
will appear in a forthcoming paper.

6. The Bergman Kernel of a Strictly Pseudoconvex Domain

Let D = {r(z) < 0} C C"*! be a strictly pseudoconvex domain with boundary
0D = {r(z) = 0}. The fact that D is strictly pseudoconvex means that the defining
function r(z) can be chosen so that 9r defines a positive definite Hermitian form
on the holomorphic tangent space T+9D.

Let O(D) denote the space of holomorphic functions on D. The Bergman
projection,

(50) B:L*(D) — O(D)NL*(D),

is the orthogonal projection of L?(D) onto the space of holomorphic L?-functions
on D. The Bergman kernel, denoted B(z,w), is the Schwartz kernel of B defined
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so that
(51) Bu(z) = /B(z,w)u(w)dw Vu € L*(D).

Equivalently, B(z,w) is the reproducing kernel of the Hilbert space O(D)N L?(D).
In the analysis of the Bergman kernel an important result is the following.

THEOREM 5 (Fefferman [Fel]). Near 0D we have

(52) B(z,2) = p(2)r(2)~ " — w(z) logr(2),
where ©(z) and ¥ (z) are smooth up to the boundary.

The original motivation for the program of Fefferman [Fe2] was to give a precise
description of the singularity of the Bergman kernel near 0D in terms of local
geometric invariants of dD. In this case the complex structure of D induces on
dD a CR structure and, as D is strictly pseudoconvex, the CR structure of 0D is
strictly pseudoconver. Thus, the original goals of Fefferman were the following:

(i) Express the singularity in terms of local invariants of the strictly pseudo-
convex CR structure of 9D.
(ii) Determine all local invariants of a strictly pseudoconvex CR structure.

We refer to Section 9 for the precise definition of a local invariant of a strictly
pseudoconvex CR structure. For now let us recall that, in general, a CR structure
on an oriented manifold M?"*+! is given by the datum of a hyperplane bundle
H C TM equipped with an (integrable) complex structure Jg. For instance, the
CR structure on the boundary 9D above is given by the complex hyperplane bundle

(53) H == T(dD) N4T(dD) C T(dD).

Let (M, H,J) be a CR manifold. Set Ty = ker(J —i) C TcM and Ty, =
ker(J + ¢), so that H ® C = Ty ® Tp,1. Since M is orientable there is a non-
vanishing 1-form 6 on M annihilating H. The Levi form is the Hermitian form Ly
on T1 o defined by

(54) Lo(Z,W) = —idf(Z,W)  NZ,W € C™(M,Ty,).

When we can choose 6 so that Ly is positive definite we say that M is strictly
pseudoconver. Notice that this implies that 6 is a contact form.
Examples of CR manifolds include:
e Boundaries of complex domains in C"*!, e.g., the sphere $?"+! c C"*!
and the hyperquadric Q*"*! := {z € C""1; Q2,401 = |21 + - -+ + |2a]?}
e The Heisenberg group H?"*! and its quotients I'\H?"*! by discrete co-
compact subgroups.
e Circle bundles over complex manifolds.

Recall that the Heisenberg group H?"*! can be realized as R"*! equipped with
the group law and dilations,

(55) z.y = (zo +yo + Z(wnJrjyj = TjYntj), T1+ Y1, oo, Tan + Y2n),
j=1

(56) t.(.’bo,...,l‘gn) = (t2$0,t$1,...,t$2n), t e R.

Notice that the group-law (55) is homogeneous with respect to the anisotropic
dilations (56).
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The Lie algebra h2?+! of H?"t! is spanned by the left-invariant vector fields,

0 7] 7] 0 0
(57) Xo = Dy’ Xj= oz, +xn+j8_x07 Xngj =

— g
3:1:n+j J 8$0
where j ranges over 1,...,n. Notice that, with respect to the dilations (56), the
vector field X is homogeneous of degree —2, while X1,....X5, are homogeneous
of degree —1. Moreover, for j,k =1,...,n, we have the Heisenberg relations,

(58) (X5, Xnir] = =206 X0, [Xj, Xi] = [Xngj, Xnga] = 0.
The CR structure of H?"*! is defined by the hyperplane bundle

(59) H = Span{X;y,...,Xo,}

equipped with the complex structure J defined by

(60) JX; = Xn4j, JXpy; =X, j=1,...,n.

The hyperplane H is the annihilator of the 1-form,

n

(61) (90 = dl‘o — Z(l‘n—&-jdl‘j — xjdxn+j).

j=1

One can check that the associated Levi form is positive definite, so H?"*! is a strictly
pseudoconvex CR manifold. This is in fact the local model of such a manifold.

7. Heisenberg Calculus

In this section, we briefly recall the main facts about the Heisenberg calcu-
lus. This calculus was introduced by Beals-Greiner [BGr] and Taylor [Tay] (see
also [EM], [Po3]). This is the most relevant calculus to study the main geometric
operators on CR manifolds.

7.1. Overview of the Heisenberg calculus. The Heisenberg calculus holds
in full generality for Heisenberg manifolds, that is, manifolds M1 together with a
distinguished hyperplane bundle H C T'M. This terminology stems from the fact
that, for a Heisenberg manifold, the relevant notion of tangent bundle is that of a
bundle of 2-step nilpotent Lie groups whose fibers are isomorphic to H?"*! x R4
for some k and n such that 2n + k = d (see, e.g., [BGr], [Pol]). This tangent Lie
group bundle can be described as follows.

First, there is an intrinsic Levi form obtained as the 2-form £ : HxH — TM/H
such that, for any point a € M and any sections X and Y of H near a, we have

(62) L,(X(a),Y(a)) =[X,Y](a) mod H,.

In other words the class of [X,Y](a) modulo H, depends only on X (a) and Y (a),
not on the germs of X and Y near a (see [Pol]).

We define the tangent Lie algebra bundle gM as the graded Lie algebra bundle
consisting of (TM/H)® H together with the fields of Lie bracket and dilations such
that, for sections Xg, Yy of TM/H and X', Y’ of H and for t € R, we have

(63) [(Xo+ X" Yo+Y'|=L(X"Y"), t(Xo+X)=t*Xg+tX'

Each fiber g, M is a two-step nilpotent Lie algebra so, by requiring the exponen-
tial map to be the identity, the associated tangent Lie group bundle GM appears
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s (TM/H) ® H together with the grading above and the product law such that,
for sections Xg, Yy of TM/H and X', Y’ of H, we have

1
(64) (X0+X’).(Y0+Y’):X0+YO+§£(X’,Y’)+X’+Y’.

A motivating example for the Heisenberg calculus is the horizontal sub-Laplacian
Ay on a Heisenberg manifold (M?*!, H) equipped with a Riemannian metric. This
is the operator Ay : C*°(M) — C°°(M) defined by

(65) Ab = dZdb, db =T o d,

where 7 is the orthogonal projection onto H* (identified with a subbundle of 7% M
using the Riemannian metric).

An H-frame of T'M is a frame Xg, X1, ..., X4 of TM such that X1, ..., X4 span
H. Locally, we always can find an H-frame Xg, X1, ..., X such that A, takes the
form

d
(66) Ap=—(XP+-+X3,)+ > a;(2)X;.
j=1
As the differentiation along X, is missing we see that A, is not elliptic. How-
ever, whenever the Levi form (62) is everywhere non-zero, a celebrated theorem
of Hormander [H62] ensures us that Ay is hypoelliptic with gain of one derivative
(ie., if Apu is in L2 then u must be in the Sobolev space Wlicl)

In the case of the Heisenberg group, we can explicitly construct a fundamental
solution for A, (see [BGr], [FS1]). This fundamental solution comes from a symbol
of type (3,1) in the sense of Hérmander [H&]. As the usual symbolic calculus
does not hold anymore for ¥YDOs of type (2, 2) the full strength of the classical
pseudodifferential calculus cannot be used to study natural operators on Heisenberg
manifolds such as the horizontal sub-Laplacian Ay,.

The relevant substitute for the classical pseudodifferential calculus is precisely
provided by the Heisenberg calculus. The idea is to construct a class of pseudodif-
ferential operators, called ¥y DOs, which near each point a € M are approximated
(in a suitable sense) by left-invariant convolution operators on G,M. This allows
us to get a pseudodifferential calculus with a full symbolic calculus with inverses
and which is invariant under changes of charts preserving the hyperplane bundle H.

The symbols that we consider in the Heisenberg calculus are the following.

DEFINITION 12. 1) S,,,(U x R¥*Y), m € C, is the space of functions p(z,€) in
C>(U x (R¥1\ {0})) such that p(z,t.£) = t™p(x, &) for any t > 0.

2) S™(U x R m € C, consists of functions p € C(U x R¥TY) with an
asymptotic expansion p ~ Zj>0 Pm—j, Pr € Sk(U x RI+L) | in the sense that, for
any integer N, any compact K C U and any multi-orders «, B, there exists a
constant Cxxap > 0 such that, for any x € K and any £ € R¥! so that ||€| > 1,
we have

(67) 10502 (0= > pm—) (@, )| < Onrcasli€] =@,
J<N
where we have set @) = 2Py + L1+ ...+ Ba.

Next, for j =0,...,d let g;(x,£) denote the symbol (in the classical sense) of
the vector field 1 X; and set o = (0, ...,04). Then for p € S™(U x R41) we let
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p(z, —iX) be the continuous linear operator from C°(U) to C*°(U) such that
69 e —iX)ula) = (@m0 [ St ot )it ue C(O)

Let (M9 H) be a Heisenberg manifold. We define the U5 DOs on M as
follows.

DEFINITION 13. U7 (M), m € C, consists of continuous operators P from
C®(M) to C°(M) such that:
(i) The Schwartz kernel of P is smooth off the diagonal;

(ii) In any local coordinates equipped with an H-frame Xy, ..., X4 the operator
P can be written as

(69) P=p(x,—iX)+ R,
where p(x,§) is a Heisenberg symbol of order m and R is a smoothing operator.

For any a € M the convolution on G, M gives rise under the (linear) Fourier
transform to a bilinear product for homogeneous symbols,

(70) #* 1 Sy (8a M) X Sy (83) — Sy +ma (85 M).
This product depends smoothly on a, so it gives rise to the product,
(71) %1 Sm, (8" M) X Sy (8"M) — Sy yms (87 M),
(72) p1 *pQ(a’> g) = [pl (a’7 ) x4 p?(a’7 )](5)

This provides us with the right composition for principal symbols, since for any
operators P; € Ut (M) and P, € U32(M) such that Py or P, is properly supported
we have

(73) 0m1+m2(P1P2) :Uml(Pl)*UWQ(PQ)'

Notice that when G, M is not commutative, i.e., when £, # 0, the product % is
no longer the pointwise product of symbols and, in particular, it is not commutative.
As a consequence, unless H is integrable, the product for Heisenberg symbols, while
local, is not microlocal (see [BGr]).

When the principal symbol of P € ¥ (M) is invertible with respect to the
product *, the symbolic calculus of [BGr] allows us to construct a parametrix
for P in W™ (M). In particular, although not elliptic, P is hypoelliptic with a
controlled loss/gain of derivatives (see [BGr]).

In general, it may be difficult to determine whether the principal symbol of a
given operator P € WY (M) is invertible with respect to the product *, but this can
be completely determined in terms of a representation theoretic criterion on each
tangent group G, M, the so-called Rockland condition (see [Po3], Thm. 3.3.19). In
particular, if ,,,(P)(a,-) is pointwise invertible with respect to the product ** for
all a € M.

7.2. The logarithmic singularity of a U5y DO. It is possible to characterize
the U DOs in terms of their Schwartz kernels (see [BGr]). As a consequence we
get the following description of the singularity near the diagonal of the Schwartz
kernel of a ¥ 5DO.

In the sequel, given an open subset of local coordinates U C R¥*! equipped
with an H-frame Xy, ..., Xy of TU, for any a € U we let 1, denote the unique affine
change of variables such that ¥, (a) = 0 and (¢4+X;)(0) = a%j forj=0,1,...,d+1.
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DEFINITION 14. The local coordinates provided by 1, are called privileged co-
ordinates centered at a.

Throughout the rest of the paper the notion of homogeneity refers to homo-
geneity with respect to the anisotropic dilations (63).

PROPOSITION 6 ([Po2, Prop. 3.11]). Let U} (M), m € Z.

1) In local coordinates equipped with an H-frame the kernel kp(x,y) has a
behavior near the diagonal y = x of the form

(74)  kp(z,y) = > aj(z, —x(y)) — cp(z)log v (y)| + O(1),
—(m4d+2)<j<—1

where a;(x,y) € C(U x (R™\ {0})) is homogeneous of degree j iny, and we have

(75) cp(z) = (2m) (@D /| Pt Eesds

where p_(442)(x,§) is the symbol of degree —(d + 2) of P and E denotes the
anisotropic radial vector 2a°0,0 + 101 + -+ + 2%0,4.
2) The coefficient cp(x) makes sense globally on M as a 1-density.

Let P € U’} (M) be such that its principal symbol is invertible in the Heisenberg
calculus sense and let Q € ¥, (M) be a parametrix for P. Then @ is uniquely
defined modulo smoothing operators, so the logarithmic singularity cg(z) does not
depend on the particular choice of ().

DEFINITION 15. If P € U (M), m € Z, has an invertible principal symbol,
then its Green kernel logarithmic singularity is the density

(76) vp(x) == co(x),
where Q € V(M) is any given parametriz for P.
In the same way as for classical WDOs, the logarithmic singularity densities are

related to the construction of the noncommutative residue trace for the Heisenberg
calculus (see [Po2]).

8. Pseudo-Hermitian Invariants

8.1. Pseudo-Hermitian geometry. Let (M?"*! H J) be a strictly pseu-
doconvex CR manifold. In the terminology of [We] a pseudo-Hermitian structure
on M is given by the datum of real 1-form on M such that 6 annihilates H and
the associated Levi form (62) is positive definite. Notice that 6 is uniquely deter-
mined up to a conformal factor. Conversely, the conformal class of € is uniquely
determined by the strictly pseudoconvex CR structure of M.

Since 0 is a contact form there exists a unique vector field Xy on M, called the
Reeb field, such that 1x,0 =1 and 1x,df = 0. Let N' C Tc M be the complex line
bundle spanned by Xy. We then have the splitting

(77) TeM =N&Tio@Toa.
The Levi metric hg is the unique Hermitian metric on Tc M such that:
- The splitting (77) is orthogonal with respect to hy;

- hy commutes with complex conjugation;
- We have h(Xy, Xo) = 1 and hy agrees with Ly on 71 .
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Notice that the volume form of hg is 2 (d6)™ A 6.

As proved by Tanaka [Ta] and Webster [We], the datum of the pseudo-Hermitian
contact form 6 uniquely defines a connection, the Tanaka-Webster connection,
which preserves the pseudo-Hermitian structure of M, i.e., such that VO = 0 and
VJ = 0. It can be defined as follows.

Let {Z;} be a frame of Ty g. We set Z; = Z;. Then {X, Z;, Z;} forms a frame
of TcM. In the sequel such a frame will be called an admissible frame of TeM.
Let {0,607,607} be the coframe of T M dual to {Xo, Z;, Z;}. With respect to this
coframe we can write df = ih ;367 A 6%

Using the matrix (h;;) and its inverse (h/%) to lower and raise indices, the
connection 1-form w = (wjk) and the torsion form 7; = A;;0% of the Tanaka-
Webster connection are uniquely determined by the relations

(78) doF =09 AwF+ONTE, wgtwp =dhyg, Ay = Agg.
In addition, we have the structure equations

(79) dw,* —w! Aw® = R} 00 NO™ + W, 00 N0 — Wi ;16" NO+i0; A — i A
The pseudo-Hermitian curvature tensor of the Tanaka-Webster connection is
the tensor with components R, its Ricci tensor is p;j 1= Rlljfc and its scalar

curvature is kg 1= ij.

8.2. Local pseudo-Hermitian invariants. Let us now define local pseudo-
Hermitian invariants. The definition is more involved than that of local Riemannian
invariants, because:

- The components of the Tanaka-Webster connection and its curvature and
torsion tensors are defined with respect to the datum of a local frame Z4,..., 7,

which never is a frame %, e % associated to local coordinates z',. .., z™;

- In order to get local pseudo-Hermitian invariants from pseudo-Hermitian in-
variant W5 DOs it is important to take into account the tangent group bundle of a
CR manifold, in which the Heisenberg group comes into play.

Before defining local pseudo-Hermitian invariants, some notation needs to be
introduced.

Let U C R™ be an open subset of local coordinates equipped with a frame
Zi,..., 2y of Tho. Write Z; = X; — iX,4;, where X; and X,,4; are real vector
fields. Then Xy,..., Xs, is a local H-frame of TM. We shall call this frame the
H-frame associated to Z, ..., Z,.

Let n°,...,n?" be the coframe of T*M dual to X, ..., X2, (so that n° = 0).
We write X; = X,*0,» and o/ = 1/ da*. We also write Z; = Z;50,+. Tt will
be convenient to identify Xo(z) with the vector (X*(z)) € R**! and Z(z) :=
(Z1(x), ..., Zy(x)) with the matrix (ij(x)) in My, 2,41(C)*, where the latter de-
notes the open subset of M, 2,4+1(C) consisting of regular matrices.

For jk = 1,...,n we set hir = ho(Zj, Z1) = i0([Z;, Zg]), and for j,k =
1,...,2n we set L, = 0([X;, Xi]). Let M, (C)+ denote the open cone of positive
definite Hermitian n x n matrices. In the sequel it will also be convenient to identify
hg with the matrix hg(z) := (h;z (7)) € M, (C)4.
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Thanks to the integrability of T1, we have 6([Z;,Z;]) = 0. As we have
(Z;, Z1]) = [Xj, Xi] = [Xntj, Xnsr] — i([Xnsj, Xi] + [X, Xnsr]) we see that

(80) Lytjntr = Ljk and Ljntk = —Lnijk-
Since [Zj, Zl_c] = [Xj, Xk] + [Xn—i-jaXn-i-k] + i([Xn+j,Xk] - [Xj,X»,H_k]) we get
(81) hjr = i0([Z;, Zz]) = 2iLjk + 2Lnyj k-
In other words, we have
1/ Sh —Rh
(82) (Ljw) = 5( Rh Sh )

For any a € U we let ¢, be the affine change of variables to the privileged
coordinates centered at a (cf. Definition 14). One checks that ¢, (z) = n’, (2% —a"),
so we have

(83) YarXj = X;* (Yal@))0' ()00

Given a vector field X defined near x = 0 let us denote by X (0); the vector field
obtained as the part in the Taylor expansion at x = 0 of X which is homogeneous of
degree | with respect to the Heisenberg dilations (63). Then the Taylor expansions
at © = 0 of the vector fields 1, X, - . ., ¥ X2, take the form

(84) Xo = X + Xo(0)(_1) + - ,
(85) X=X+ X;(0) )+, 1<j<2m,
with
(86) X(()a) = 0,0, X;a) = 0y + bjr(a)z"0p0, 1< j< 2n,
where we have set bji.(a) := 9 [X'(a())]|s=0n% (). Notice that X" is homoge-
neous of degree —2, while Xl(a) e XQ(fL) are homogeneous of degree —1.
The linear span of the vector fields X(ga), .. ,XQ(Z) is a 2-step nilpotent Lie

algebra under the Lie bracket of vector fields. Therefore, this is the Lie algebra of
left-invariant vector fields on a 2-step nilpotent Lie group G . The latter can be
realized as R?"*! equipped with the product

(87) vy = (2% + ¢ + b (a)a:jyk, b4yt 2P+ yQ”).

Notice that [X](a),X,ga)] = (byj(a) — bjk(a))X(()a). In addition, we can check that
[Vax X, Vax X1](0) = (br;(a) — bjk(a))dr0 mod Hy. Thus,

(88) Ljr(a) = 0(X;, Xy)(a) = (¥ax0)([¢0ar X, as Xi]) (0)
= <dl,0, W)a*Xja 1/}(1*Xk](0)> = bkj (a) - bjk(a)'

This shows that G(® has the same structure constants as the tangent group G, M,
hence is isomorphic to it (see [Po1]). This also implies that (—3L;x(a)) is the skew-
symmetric part of (bjr(a)). For j,k =1,...,2n set p;,(a) = bjr(a) + 1 L;,(a). The
matrix (p;5(a)) is the symmetric part of (b;i(a)), so it belongs to the space Sa, (R)
of symmetric 2n x 2n matrices with real coefficients.

In the sequel we set

(89) Q= M,(C)y x R*™ ! x M, 2,:1(C)* x Sa,(R).

This is a manifold, and for any « € U the quadruple (h(x), Xo(z), Z(x), p(x)) is an
element of €2 depending smoothly on =x.
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In addition, we let P be the set of monomials in the indeterminate variables
9* Xk, 80‘ij and 8“ij, where the integer j ranges over {1,...,n}, the integer
k ranges over {0,...,2n}, and « ranges over all multi-orders in N2". Given the
Reeb field Xj and a local frame Z, ..., Z, of T1 o by plugging 02 X% (x), 8;‘ij(x)
and 0°Z jk(m) into a monomial p € P we get a function which we shall denote by
p(X07 Za Z)('/E)

Bearing all this mind we define local pseudo-Hermitian invariants as follows.

DEFINITION 16. A local pseudo-Hermitian invariant of weight w is the datum
on each pseudo-Hermitian manifold (M*"*1,0) of a function Ty € C>(M) such
that:

(1) There exists a finite family (ay)pep C C°(Q) such that, in any local coor-
dinates equipped with a frame Z, ..., Zy, of 11, we have

(90) Ty(z) = Y ap(h(x), Xo(x), Z(x), u(@))p(Xo, Z, Z)(x).
peP

(ii) We have Tig(x) = t = Iy(x) for any t > 0.

Any local Riemannian invariant of hy is a local pseudo-Hermitian invariant.
However, the above notion of weight for pseudo-Hermitian invariant is anisotropic
with respect to hyg. For instance if we replace 6 by t0 then hy is rescaled by ¢ on
Tio @ To1 and by ¢ on the vertical line bundle N’ ® C.

On the other hand, as shown in [JL2, Prop. 2.3], by means of parallel trans-
lation along parabolic geodesics any orthonormal frame Zi(a), ..., Z,(a) of Th ¢ at
a point a € M can be extended to a local frame Z1,...,Z, of T} ¢ near a. Such a
frame is called a special orthonormal frame.

Furthermore, as also shown in [JL2, Prop. 2.3] any special orthonormal frame
Z1y...,Zy, near a allows us to construct pseudo-Hermitian normal coordinates
20,2t = ! +iz"Th ..., 2" = 2" + ixy, centered at a in such way that in the
notation of (84)—(85) we have

7 .
(91) Xo(0)-2) = oo, Zj(0)(-1) = 0oi + 577000, wyz(0) = 0.

Write Z; = X;—iX,,4;, where X; and X,,4; are real vector fields. Then we have
Xi(0)(—1) = 0pi — %x””@xo and X,,4;(0)(—1) = Opnts + %ﬂ@wo. In particular, we
have X;(0) = 0,s for j =0,...,2n. This implies that the affine change of variables
1o to the privileged coordinates at 0 is just the identity. Moreover, in the notation
of (86) for j =1,...,n we have

1 . 1 .
(92) X0 =00 = 5" 00, X\ = unis + 507000,

Incidentally, this shows that the matrix (b;(0)) is skew-symmetric, so its symmetric
part vanishes, i.e., ;1(0) = 0.

PROPOSITION 7 ([Pod]). Assume each pseudo-Hermitian manifold (M?"+1,6)
gifted with a function Iy € C°(M) in such a way that Tig(x) =t~ Zy(z) for any
t > 0. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) Zy(z) is a local pseudo-Hermitian invariant;
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(11) There exists a finite family (ap)pep C C such that, for any pseudo-Hermitian
manifold (M?"+1.0) and any point a € M, in any pseudo-Hermitian normal coor-

dinates centered at a associated to any given special orthonormal frame Zy, ..., Zy,
of Th,0 near a, we have
(93) I@(a) - Z app(X07 Za 7)(x)|a::0

peP

(i1i) Ty(x) is a uniwersal linear combination of complete tensorial contractions
of covariant derivatives of the pseudo-Hermitian curvature tensor and of the torsion
tensor of the Tanaka-Webster connection.

8.3. Pseudo-Hermitian invariant ¥5DOs. We define homogeneous sym-
bols on  x R?"*! as follows.

DEFINITION 17. S,,(Q2 x R?"+1) 'm € C, consists of functions a(h, Xo, Z,€) in
C>(Q x (R?"+1\ {0})) such that a(9, Z,t&) = t™a(0, Z,£) Vt > 0.

In addition, recall that if Z;,..., 7, is a local frame of T} o then its associated
H-frame is the frame Xo,..., Xg, of T'"M such that 7; = X; —iX,; for j =
1 n.

geeey

DEFINITION 18. A pseudo-Hermitian invariant ¥y DO of order m and weight
w is the datum on each pseudo-Hermitian manifold (M?" 1 0) of an operator Py
in U (M) such that:

(i) For j = 0,1,... there ezists a finite family (ajp)pep C Sm—;(Q x R2H)
such that, in any local coordinates equipped with the H-frame associated to a frame
Zv,...,Zy of Th o, the operator Py has symbol pg ~ > pg.m—; with

(94)  pom—j(@,8) =D p(Xo,Z, Z)(z)ajp(h(x), Xo(x), Z(x), (), £).
peP

(i) For all t > 0 we have Py =t~" Py modulo ¥~ °°(M).

In addition, we will say that Py is admissible if in (94) we can take aoy(h, Xo, Z, 1, €)
to be zero for p # 1.

For instance, the horizontal sub-Laplacian 4A; is an admissible pseudo-Hermitian
invariant differential operator of weight 1.

We gather the main properties of pseudo-Hermitian invariant ¥z DOs in the
following.

PROPOSITION 8 ([Po4]). Let Py be a pseudo-Hermitian invariant Wiy DO of
order m and weight w.

(1) Let Qg be a pseudo-Hermitian invariant ¥ g DO of order m’ and weight w',
and assume that Py or Qg is uniformly properly supported. Then PyQyq is
a pseudo-Hermitian invariant W g DO of order m+m' and weight w +w’.

(2) Assume that Py is admissible and its principal symbol is invertible in the
Heisenberg calculus sense. Then the datum on every pseudo-Hermitian
manifold (M?"*1.0) of a parametriz Qg € W~ (M) gives rise to a pseudo-
Hermitian invariant Wy DO of order —m and weight —w.

Finally, concerning the logarithmic singularities of pseudo-Hermitian invariant
W DOs the following holds.
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PROPOSITION 9 ([Po4]). Let Py be a pseudo-Hermitian invariant Wy DO of
order m and weight w. Then the logarithmic singularity cp,(x) takes the form

(95) cpy () = Ip, ()[(d0)" N 0],

where Ty(x) is a local pseudo-Hermitian invariant of weight n + 1 4+ w.

9. CR Invariants and Fefferman’s Program

9.1. Local CR Invariants. The local CR invariants can be defined as follows.

DEFINITION 19. A local scalar CR invariant of weight w is a local scalar pseudo-
Hermitian invariant Zy(x) such that

(96) Torg(x) = e WO Ty(x)  Vfe C®°(M,R).

When M is a real hypersurface the above definition of a local CR invariant
agrees with the definition in [Fe2] in terms of Chern-Moser invariants (with our
convention about weight a local CR invariant that has weight w in the sense of (96)
has weight 2w in [Fe2]).

The analogue of the Weyl curvature in CR geometry is the Chern-Moser ten-
sor ([CM], [We]). Its components with respect to any local frame Zi,...,Z, of
Th,0 are
(97) Sjkim = Bjkim — (Pjihum + Pighjm + Punlhji, + Pimlug),

J J

where P = %H(pj,; - mh];ﬂ) is the CR Schouten tensor. The Chern-Moser
tensor is a CR invariant tensor of weight 1, so we get scalar local CR invariants by
taking complete tensorial contractions. For instance, as a scalar invariant of weight

2 we have
(98) |S|3 = Sjklmsjl_elﬁw
and as scalar invariants of weight 3 we get
klg Pag ij Jkgi agp 1
(99) S Sur Spg”  and S 7S LSTLL

More generally, the Weyl CR invariants are obtained as follows. Let K be the
canonical line bundle of M, i.e., the annihilator of T7 o A A"TEM in A"+1T(’C*M.
The Fefferman bundle is the total space of the circle bundle,

(100) F = (K\ {0})/RY.

It carries a natural S'-invariant Lorentzian metric gy whose conformal class depends
only the CR structure of M, for we have g.ry = efgy for any f € C°(M,R)
(see [Fel], [Le]). Notice also that the Levi metric defines a Hermitian metric hj on
K, so we have a natural isomorphism of circle bundles ¢y : F — Xy, where Xy C K
denotes the unit sphere bundle of .

LEMMA 1 ([Fe2]; see also [Pod4]). Any local scalar conformal invariant Zy(x)
of weight w uniquely defines a local scalar CR invariant of weight w.
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9.2. CR invariant operators.

DEFINITION 20. A CR invariant Wy DO of order m and biweight (w,w’) is a
pseudo-Hermitian invariant Wy DO Py such that

(101) P.g=e" P VfeC®M,R).
We summarize the algebraic properties of CR invariant ¥ ;DOs in the following.

PROPOSITION 10 ([Pod4]). Let Py be a CR invariant Yy DO of order m and
biweight (w,w").
(1) Let Qg be a CR invariant Vg DO of order m’ and biweight (v, w), and

assume that Py or Qg is uniformly properly supported. Then PyQg is a
CR invariant W DO of order m +m’ and biweight (w”, w').

(2) Assume that Py is admissible and its principal symbol is invertible in the
Heisenberg calculus sense. Then the datum on every pseudo-Hermitian
manifold (M*"1 0) of a parametriz Qy € W= (M) gives rise to a CR
invariant Vg DO of order —m and biweight (w', w).

Next, we have plenty of CR invariant operators thanks to the following result.

ProrosiTiON 11 ([JL1], [GG]; see also [Pod4]). Any conformally invariant
Riemannian differential operator Ly of weight w uniquely defines a CR invariant
differential operator Lo of the same weight.

When L, is the Yamabe operator the corresponding CR invariant operator is
the CR Yamabe operator introduced by Jerison-Lee [JL1] in their solution of the
Yamabe problem on CR manifolds. Namely,

n
102 Clp = A —
(102) 6 b+ s 2f€07
where kg is the Tanaka-Webster scalar curvature. This is a CR invariant differential
operator of biweight (52, —%42).

More generally, Gover-Graham [GG] proved that for ¥ = 1,...,n + 1 the

GJMS operator D!(]k) on the Fefferman bundle gives rise to a selfadjoint differential
operator,

(103) ) e (M) — ¢ (M).

This is a CR invariant operator of biweight (kf(gﬂ), —ktntl) and it has the same

principal symbol as
(104) (Ap +i(k — 1) X0)(Ap +i(k — 3)Xo) - -- (Ap — i(k — 1) Xp).

In particular, except for the critical value £ = n+ 1, the principal symbol of Dék) is
invertible in the Heisenberg calculus sense (see [Po3, Prop. 3.5.7]). The operator
Dék) is called the CR GJMS operator of order k. For k = 1 we recover the CR
Yamabe operator. Notice that by making use of the CR tractor calculus we also
can define CR GJMS operators of order k > n+2 (see [GG]). These operators can
also be obtained by means of geometric scattering theory (see [HPT]).
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9.3. Fefferman’s program. In the same way as in conformal geometry, in
the setting of CR geometry the program of Fefferman has two main aspects:

FEFFERMAN’S PROGRAM (Analytic Aspect). Give a precise geometric descrip-
tion of the singularities of the Schwartz, Green and null kernels of CR invariant
operators in terms of local conformal invariants.

FEFFERMAN’S PROGRAM (Geometric Aspect). Determine all local invariants
of a strictly pseudoconver CR structure.

Concerning the latter aspect, the analogues of the Weyl conformal invariants
are the Weyl CR invariants which are the local CR invariants arising from the
Weyl conformal invariants of the Fefferman as described by Lemma 1. Notice that,
for the Fefferman bundle, the ambient metric was constructed by Fefferman [Fe2]
as a Kéhler-Lorentz metric. Therefore, the Weyl CR invariants are the local CR
invariants that arise from complete tensorial contractions of covariant derivatives
of the curvature tensor of Fefferman’s ambient K&hler-Lorentz metric.

Bearing this in mind the CR analogue of Proposition 2 is given by the following.

PROPOSITION 12 ([Fe2, Thm. 2], [BEG, Thm. 10.1]). Every local CR invariant
of weight < n + 1 is a linear combination of local Weyl CR invariants.

In particular, we recover the fact that there is no local CR invariant of weight 1.
Furthermore, we see that every local CR invariant of weight 2 is a constant multiple
of |S|p. Similarly, the local CR invariants of weight 3 are linear combinations of
the invariants (99) and of the invariant ®, that arises from the Fefferman-Graham
invariant ®,, of the Fefferman Lorentzian space F.

10. Logarithmic singularities of CR invariant ¥;DOs

Let us now look at the logarithmic singularities of CR invariant WyDOs. To
this end let us denote by [f] the conformal class of 6.

ProposITION 13. Consider a family (Pé)ée[e] C ¥™(M) such that

(105) Pio=e"TPe " VfeC®M,R).
Then
(106) cp,, (@) =" @ep (z)  VfeC®(M,R).

This result generalizes a previous result of N.K. Stanton [St]. Combining it
with Proposition 9, and using Proposition 12 , we obtain the following.

THEOREM 6 ([Pod4]). Let Py be a CR invariant ¥ g DO of order m and biweight
(w,w"). Then the logarithmic singularity cp,(x) takes the form

(107) cpy () = Ip, ()[(d0)" N 0],

where Ty(x) is a scalar local CR invariant of weight n + 1+ w —w'. If we further
have w < w', then Zy(x) is a linear combination of Weyl CR invariants of weight
n+1+w—w.

We can make use of this result to study the logarithmic singularities of the
Green kernels of the CR GJMS operators.
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THEOREM 7. Fork=1,...,n we have

(108) o (z) = cp(x)|do™ A 6],

where c’g (2) is a linear combination of scalar Weyl CR invariants of weight n+1—k.
In particular,

(109) @) =0, " V(@)= anlSf,
(110) o P (2) = BuS ™81, + 1S, ST 15T+ 6, By,

where S is the Chern-Moser curvature tensor, ®q is the CR Fefferman-Graham
imwvariant, and the constants au,, Bn, Yn and 6, depend only on n.

References
[Al1] Alexakis, S.: On conformally invariant differential operators in odd dimension. Proc.
Nat. Acad. Sci. USA 100 (2003), no. 2, 4409-4410.
[A12] Alexakis, S.: On conformally invariant differential operators. E-print, arXiv, August

2006, 50 pages.

[BEG] Bailey, T.N.; Eastwood, M.G.; Graham, C.R.: Invariant theory for conformal and CR
geometry. Ann. Math. 139 (1994) 491-552.

[BG] Bailey, T.N.; Gover, A.R.: Ezceptional invariants in the parabolic invariant theory of
conformal geometry Proc. A.M.S. 123 (1995), 2535-2543.

[BGr] Beals, R.; Greiner, P.C.: Calculus on Heisenberg manifolds. Annals of Mathematics
Studies, vol. 119. Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 1988.

[CM] Chern, S. S.; Moser, J. K. Real hypersurfaces in complex manifolds. Acta Math. 133
(1974), 219-271.

[CMo] Connes, A.; Moscovici, H.: The local indez formula in noncommutative geometry. Geom.
Funct. Anal. 5 (1995), no. 2, 174-243.

[EM] Epstein, C.L.; Melrose, R.B.: The Heisenberg algebra, index theory and homology.
Preprint, 2000. Available online at http://www-math.mit.edu/~rbm/book.html.

[Fel] Fefferman, C.: Monge-Ampere equations, the Bergman kernel, and geometry of pseudo-
convex domains. Ann. of Math. (2) 103 (1976), no. 2, 395-416.

[Fe2] Fefferman, C.: Parabolic invariant theory in complex analysis. Adv. in Math. 31 (1979),
no. 2, 131-262.

[FG1] Fefferman, C.; Graham, C.R.: Conformal invariants. Elie Cartan et les Mathématiques
d’Aujourd’hui, Astérisque, hors série, (1985), 95-116.

[FG2] Fefferman, C.; Graham, C.R.: The ambient metric. E-print, arXiv, Oct. 07.

[FS1] Folland, G.; Stein, E.: Estimates for the Oy, complex and analysis on the Heisenberg
group. Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 27 (1974) 429-522.

[Gi] Gilkey, P.B.: Invariance theory, the heat equation, and the Atiyah-Singer index theorem.
2nd edition. Studies in Advanced Mathematics. CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL, 1995.

[GG] Gover, A.R.; Graham, C.R.: CR invariant powers of the sub-Laplacian. J. Reine Angew.
Math. 583 (2005), 1-27.

[GVF] Gracia-Bondia, J.M.; Virilly, J.C.; Figueroa, H.: Elements of noncommutative geometry.
Birkhauser Boston, Boston, MA, 2001.

[GIMS] Graham, C.R.; Jenne, R.; Mason, L.J.; Sparling, G.A.: Conformally invariant powers of
the Laplacian. I. Ezistence. J. London Math. Soc. (2) 46 (1992), no. 3, 557-565.

[GH] Graham, C.R.; Hirachi, M.: Inhomogeneous ambient metrics. Symmetries and overde-
termined systems of partial differential equations, 403—420, IMA Vol. Math. Appl., 144,
Springer, New York, 2008.

[Gr] Greiner, P.: An asymptotic expansion for the heat equation. Arch. Rational Mech. Anal.
41 (1971) 163-218.

[Gul]  Guillemin, V.W.: A new proof of Weyl’s formula on the asymptotic distribution of eigen-
values. Adv. in Math. 55 (1985), no. 2, 131-160.

[Gu2]  Guillemin, V.W.: Gauged Lagrangian distributions. Adv. Math. 102 (1993), no. 2, 184—
201.



244

[Hil]

[Hi2]

[Tay]
[We]

[Wol]
[Wo2]

[Wo3|

RAPHAEL PONGE

Hirachi, K.: Construction of boundary invariants and the logarithmic singularity of the
Bergman kernel. Ann. of Math. 151 (2000) 151-191.

Hirachi, K.: Ambient metric construction of CR invariant differential operators. Sym-
metries and overdetermined systems of partial differential equations, 61-75, IMA Vol.
Math. Appl., 144, Springer, New York, 2008.

Hislop, P.D.; Perry, P.A.; Tang, S.-H.: CR-invariants and the scattering operator for
complex manifolds with boundary. Anal. PDE 1 (2008), no. 2, 197-227.

Hoérmander, L.: Hypoelliptic second order differential equations. Acta Math. 119 (1967),
147-171.

Hoérmander, L.: The analysis of linear partial differential operators. III. Pseudo-
differential operators. Grundlehren der Mathematischen Wissenschaften, 274. Springer-
Verlag, Berlin, 1994.

Jerison, D.; Lee, J.M.: The Yamabe problem on CR manifolds. J. Differential Geom. 25
(1987), no. 2, 167-197.

Jerison, D.; Lee, J.M.: Intrinsic CR normal coordinates and the CR Yamabe problem. J.
Differential Geom. 29 (1989), no. 2, 303-343.

Juhl, A.: Families of conformally covariant differential operators, Q-curvature and holog-
raphy. Progress in Mathematics, Birkhauser, Vol. 275, 2009, 500 pages.

Kontsevich, M.; Vishik, S.: Geometry of determinants of elliptic operators. Functional
analysis on the eve of the 21st century, Vol. 1 (New Brunswick, NJ, 1993), 173-197,
Progr. Math., 131, Birkhduser Boston, Boston, MA, 1995.

Lee, J.M.: The Fefferman metric and pseudo-Hermitian invariants. Trans. Amer. Math.
Soc. 296 (1986), no. 1, 411-429.

Melrose, R.: The Atiyah-Patodi-Singer index theorem. A.K. Peters, Boston, 1993.
Parker, T; Rosenberg, S.: Invariants of conformal Laplacians. J. Differential Geom. 25
(1987), no. 2, 199-222.

Paycha, S.; Rosenberg, S.: Conformal anomalies via canonical traces. Analysis, geometry
and topology of elliptic operators, World Scientific, 2006.

Ponge, R.: The tangent groupoid of a Heisenberg manifold. Pacific Math. J. 227 (2006)
151-175.

Ponge, R.: Noncommutative residue for Heisenberg manifolds and applications in CR
and contact geometry. J. Funct. Anal. 252 (2007), 399-463.

Ponge, R.: Heisenberg calculus and spectral theory of hypoelliptic operators on Heisenberg
manifolds. Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 194 (2008), no. 906, viii+ 134 pp.

Ponge, R.: Logarithmic singularities of Schwartz kernels and local invariants of confor-
mal and CR structures. E-print, arXiv, October 2007, 44 pages.

Rockland, C.: Intrinsic nilpotent approzimation. Acta Appl. Math. 8 (1987), no. 3, 213~
270.

Stanton, N.K.: Spectral invariants of CR manifolds. Michigan Math. J. 36 (1989), no.
2, 267-288.

Tanaka, N.: A differential geometric study on strongly pseudo-convexr manifolds. Lectures
in Mathematics, Department of Mathematics, Kyoto University, No. 9. Kinokuniya Book-
Store Co., Ltd., Tokyo, 1975.

Taylor, M.E.: Noncommutative microlocal analysis. I. Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 52 (1984),
no. 313,

Webster, S.: Pseudo-Hermitian structures on a real hypersurface. J. Differential Geom.
13 (1978), no. 1, 25-41.

Wodzicki, M.: Local invariants of spectral asymmetry. Invent. Math. 75 (1984), no. 1,
143-177.

Wodzicki, M.: Spectral asymmetry and noncommautative residue (in Russian), Habilita-
tion Thesis, Steklov Institute, (former) Soviet Academy of Sciences, Moscow, 1984.
Wodzicki, M.: Noncommutative residue. I. Fundamentals. K-theory, arithmetic and ge-
ometry (Moscow, 1984-1986), 320-399, Lecture Notes in Math., 1289, Springer, Berlin-
New York, 1987.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF TORONTO, CANADA.
Current address: Graduate School of Mathematical Sciences, University of Tokyo, Japan
E-mail address: ponge@ms.u-tokyo.ac.jp



Clay Mathematics Proceedings
Volume 12, 2010

Mirror Symmetry for Elliptic Curves: The A-Model
(Fermionic) Counting

Mike Roth and Noriko Yui

ABSTRACT. We will make an attempt to understand the results about mirror
symmetry and elliptic curves in the paper of Dijkgraaf [3], more precisely
on the generating functions counting simply ramified curves of genus g >
1 over a fixed elliptic curve with 2g — 2 marked points and their relations
to the integrals on trivalent Feynman graphs. The result which appeals to
us most is the “modularity” of the generating functions. It asserts that the
generating function counting simply ramified covers of an elliptic curve with
29 — 2 marked points is a quasimodular form of weight 6g —6 on I = SL2(Z).
Two different counting methods, the fermionic and bosonic countings, are
discussed in Dijkgraaf [3].

In this note, we will confine ourselves to the A-model — fermionic counting.
In this case, one computes the generating function based on the classical theory
of Riemann surfaces, monodromy representations, representation theory of
symmetric groups, etc. The method of arriving at the generating function
is not due to us, and our exposition on this part is based on the article of
Dijkgraaf [3]. To establish the quasimodularity of the generating function, we
will follow the exposition of Kaneko and Zagier [9]. The fermionic counting
method is purely mathematical and we can present an algorithm to compute
the generating functions explicitly in terms of traces (or eigenvalues) of certain

matrices.
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1. Introduction

1.1. In this note we will study the formula in Dijkgraaf [3] on the generating
functions counting simply ramified curves of genus g > 1 over a fixed elliptic curve
with 29 — 2 marked points. The striking result stated in therein is the Fermion
Theorem which asserts:

For each g > 2, the generating function, F,(q) (with ¢ = €™, 7 € ),
is a quasimodular form of weight 6g — 6 on I' = SLy(Z).

Consequently it is expressed as a polynomial in Q[Es, Ey, Eg] of weight 6g— 6. Here
FEo;, i =1,2,3 are Eisenstein series of weight 2i, 1 =1,2,3 on I

Several natural questions arise: For a fixed g > 1,

(a) how to calculate the number of simply ramified covers?
(b) characterize the generating function,
(¢) why do quasimodular forms appear?

Dijkgraaf [3] and Douglas [5] arrived at this result using reasoning from physics
(e.g., Gromov—Witten Theory, mirror symmetry, quantum field theory, Feynman
diagrams and integrals). Therefore it is imperative to provide purely mathematical
proofs, and that is exactly the purpose of this paper, and along the way we try
to give answers to the above questions. The method of arriving at the generating
function is not due to us. It is straight from the article of Dijkgraaf [3], and our
exposition is based on that article.

As the modular form theoretic proof for the quasimodularity of the generating
function was supplied by Kaneko and Zagier [9], one of our purposes of this note is
to study their proof. The quasimodularity of the generating function can be estab-
lished with mathematical rigour. However, the proofs do not reveal conceptually
why it is quasimodular! For this we need to appeal to the B-model (bosonic) theory.

One reason why physicists are interested in the generating functions of simply
ramified covers of an elliptic curve is that it can be connected to the partition
function of two-dimensional Yang—Mills theory on an elliptic curve [2].

1.2. We should mention that a main motivation in Dijkgraaf’s paper [3] was
to discuss mirror symmetry on Calabi—Yau manifolds of dimension 1, namely on
elliptic curves. Here is a brief description of mirror symmetry for elliptic curves.
It is a well known fact that the moduli space of elliptic curves over C is the space
$H/T, where $ := {7 € C|Im(7) > 0} denotes the upper-half complex plane. This
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means that any elliptic curve E over C is determined, up to isomorphism, by a
complex number 7 € §, in fact, F is isomorphic to a complex torus:

E~C/Z+ L.

Write 7 = 7 + i19 with 75 > 0. The complex modulus 7 € § is called a complex
structure modulus of E, and we denote the elliptic curve by E.

There is another way of defining an elliptic curve E over C. As an elliptic curve
is a Calabi—Yau manifold of dimension 1, there is a unique complexified Kéhler class
[w] € H%(E, C) associated to it. We will describe how to associate another modulus
to an elliptic curve. With 75 as above, we parameterize w with ¢ as

t:i w, w:—_—mdz/\dz
21 J g To
Again, write t = —t; + ita with to > 0. (The condition t5 > 0 corresponds to the
fact that w lies in the positive Kéhler cone). The complex number ¢ € §) is called
a Kdhler modulus or (complezified) symplectic modulus and determines an elliptic
curve, Fy.

Thus an elliptic curve E is endowed with two moduli, 7 (a complex structure
modulus) and ¢ (a Kéhler modulus), and we may write E = E. ;. The dependence
on T is up to the lattice generated by 1 and 7, so that

E‘r,t = ET+1,t = Ef%’t'

1.3. The mirror symmetry conjecture (prediction) for elliptic curves has been
formulated in Dijkgraaf, Verlinde and Verlinde [4].

Mirror symmetry for elliptic curves is simply the interchange of the two param-
eters T (the complex structure modulus) and t (the Kahler modulus) :

E=F,, & E=E.,.

That is, the Kahler modulus of the original elliptic curve is the complex structure
modulus of the mirror elliptic curve, and vice versa. So the mirror map sends 7 to
t.

The mirror symmetry conjecture suggests that there are two ways of computing
the generating functions of simply ramified covers. One is the fermionic count (the
A-model with a Kéhler modulus t), and the other is the bosonic count (the B-
model with a complex structure modulus 7). The fermionic counting is done on
the original elliptic curve and involves Hurwitz numbers. This fermionic side of
the story is a purely mathematical theory, and is accessible to mathematicians. In
fact, the classical Hurwitz theory, and the more modern Gromov—Witten theory,
are the main ingredients in the fermionic enumerations of not necessarily simply
ramified covers but more general types of covers of curves (e.g., P!, an elliptic curve
with marked points). The reader is referred to a series of papers by Okounkov and
Pandharipande, e.g., [11].

On the other hand, the bosonic count is based on physical theories, e.g., quan-
tum field theory, involving path integrals on trivalent Feynman diagrams. This
arises from the interpretation of the generating functions Fy(q) in terms of the
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geometry of the mirror partner. The B-model enumerates “constant maps” from
simply ramified covers to points in the mirror elliptic curve. The partition function
is defined by a path integral

7t = /f exp(—S(6))Do

over the space of fields F for some formal measure D¢ on F, where S : F — R is
the action functional determined by the Lagrangian L(¢). Then by the standard
quantum field theory argument, this partition function may be computed using
Feynman diagrams. In particular, for the model that we are using here (e.g.,
Chern—Simons theory), the action functional S is given by a cubic potential,

5(6) = [ 50006 + 5 (00)"

Then Wick’s theorem tells us how to represent these integrals in terms of Feynman
diagrams of trivalent graphs. The upshot of these techniques is that F,(g) (with
q = €*™7) should be computed by evaluating the integrals associated to trivalent
Feynman diagrams.

However, at this moment, we are not able to present mathematically rigorous
discussions on the bosonic counting. We plan to come back to the B-model-bosonic
counting in subsequent articles. One of our future projects is to “understand” the
bosonic counting for elliptic curves by carrying out some computations of Feynman
integrals, first for small genera. Then we would like to illustrate that fermionic
counting coincides with bosonic counting (at least for small genera), thereby es-
tablishing the mirror symmetry conjecture for elliptic curves for the cases of small
genera. For higher genera, we ought to study inductive structures on Feynman
diagrams, and structures of the Hopf algebras associated to Feynman diagrams.

Also, through the bosonic counting, and mirror symmetry, we hope that it be-
comes conceptually clear why quasimodular forms enter the scene in the description
of the generating function F(q).

1.4. In this note, we will consider only the A-model (fermionic) counting for the
generating function Fy(g) where we set ¢ = e?™ with a Kéhler parameter ¢ € ).
Since the discussions below involve only one parameter, we will use the notation 7
to mean a Kahler parameter ¢ throughout.

2. Statement of the problem

Fix an elliptic curve E, and a set S = {b1,...,bag_2} of 29 — 2 distinct points
of E. We define a degree d, genus g, cover of E to be an irreducible smooth curve
C of genus g along with a finite degree d map p : C' — FE simply branched over
the points by,..., bag_2 in S.

We consider two such covers p; : C1 — E and py : Co — FE to be equivalent
if they are isomorphic as schemes over E, that is, if there is an isomorphism ¢ :
C1 = Cy commuting with the structure maps p; to E.
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For any cover p : C — FE we define the automorphism group of the cover,
Aut,(C') to be the automorphism group of C' as a scheme over E, that is, the group

Aut,(C) :={¢p:C>C | po ¢ = p}.

Aut,(C) is always a finite group. We will usually abuse notation and write
Aut(C) for this group, with the understanding that it depends on the structure
map p to E.

2.1. Let Cov(E, S);,d be the set of degree d, genus g covers of E, up to equiva-
lence. We will refer to an element of Cov(E, S);,d by a representative (C,p) of the
equivalence class.

If (C,p) is a cover, and (C',p’) any cover equivalent to it, then | Aut,(C)| =
| Aut, (C”)|. For any element of Cov(E, S); ; we assign it the weight 1/] Aut,(C)],
where (C, p) is any representative of the class. This is well defined by the previous
remark.

2.2. Let Ny 4 be the weighted count of the elements of Cov(FE, S); ;, each equiva-
lence class being weighted as above.

The number N, 4 is purely topological, and does not depend on the particular
elliptic curve E chosen, nor on the set S of 29 — 2 distinct points, and we therefore
omit them from the notation.

The first goal of this note is to explain how to calculate Ny 4 for all g and d;
the second to link the generating functions to quasimodular forms, which we now
describe.

2.3. Here we recall some facts about modular and quasimodular forms from Kaneko
and Zagier [9], which are relevant to our discussions. For detailed accounts on
modular and quasimodular forms, the reader is referred to the excellent recent
lecture note The 1-2-3 of Modular Forms [1].

For any even integer k > 2 define the Fisenstein series of weight k to be the
series

2% .
Ep:=1- By Zak—1(n)q ;

where By, is the k-th Bernoulli number, and oj_1(n) denotes the sum oy_1(n) :=
Zm|n m(k_l) :

The first three Eisenstein series are

Ey = 1-24q—172¢" —96¢° — 168¢" — 144¢" — - - -,
E, = 1+ 240q+ 2160¢* + 6720¢> + 17520¢" +--- , and
Es = 1—504q — 16632¢> — 122976¢> — 532728¢* — - - - .

Let I' = SL2(Z) be the full modular group. If we set ¢ = exp(2mit) with 7 € §),
each Fj becomes a holomorphic function on the upper half plane, which is also, by
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virtue of its defining g-expansion, holomorphic at infinity. For k& > 4 each Ej is a
modular form of weight k.

2.4. The series Fs is not modular. For any v € I', v = ( i Z >’

6e(er + d)

(2.4.1) Esy(y-7) = (et + d)?Ey (1) + pr

This can be easily computed using the identity

Ex(q) = =L log(A(q)),

" omidr

where A(q) is the weight 12 cusp form
Alg) =g JJ(1-qm*
n>1
2.5. Let &(7) be the imaginary part of 7 and Y (7) the function Y (7) = 47 (7).

Kaneko and Zagier ([9], p. 166) define an almost holomorphic modular form of
weight k to be a function F(7) on the upper half plane of the form

M
F(r)= Z fm(T)Y ™™
m=0

where each f,,,(7) is holomorphic and grows at most polynomially in 1/Y as Y — 0.
In addition, F'(7) must satisfy the usual weight k£ modular transformation rule

F(y-7)= (et + d)*F(7).

They define a quasimodular form of weight k to be any holomorphic function
fo(T) appearing as the “constant term with respect to 1/Y” in such an expansion.

Since
1 (er+d)?  cler+d)
Y(v-7) Y(7) 2mi
equation 2.4.1 shows that
12
E; = E2 - ?

is an almost holomorphic modular form of weight 2, and therefore that Fs is a
quasimodular form of the same weight.

2.6. Kaneko and Zagier ([9], p. 166) further define Mk(l") to be the vector space
of quasimodular forms of weight k, and M (T") = @, My(T") to be the graded ring of
quasimodular forms.

They prove (][9], p. 167, Proposition 1) that M(F) = C[Es, E4, E¢).

The monomials of weight k in Fy, Fy and Fg are linearly independent over C
as functions on the upper half plane. One way to see this is to use the fact that
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monomials in F; and Eg are modular forms, and linearly independent, and then
apply equation 2.4.1 to any supposed linear relation among monomials involving
Es.

It follows that

V’““")"‘J ifk#0 mod 12

(S22 +1 it k=0 mod 12

(k+6)%+12

or just dimc(]T/[/k(F)) = L 15

J for any even k.

See also the article of Kaneko and Koike [8] for the dimension formula for the
vector space My (T') of quasimodular forms of even weight & for T.

2.7. We now quote the important result on quasimodular forms from [1] (Proposi-
tion 20, on page 59), which is relevant to our subsequent discussions. We consider
derivatives of modular and quasimodular forms. For 7 € §, and g = 2™, let

1 d d

= omiar - ag

be a differential operator.

Proposition (Zagier). —

(a) The space of quasimodular forms on T is closed under differentiation. Let
D = ﬁ% be a differential operator. If f is a modular form of weight
k for T' = SLy(Z), then Df is a quasimodular form of weight k + 2 for
I'. The m-th derivative of a quasimodular form is again a quasimodular
form of weight k + 2m.

(b) Every quasimodular form for ' can be written uniquely as a linear com-

bination of derivatives of modular forms and of Es.

Note that the above proposition is valid for certain subgroups of I' as well, for
instance, I's appearing in section 9.

Examples. Here are the derivatives of Fy, F4 and Fjg:
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D(E,) = (E2 242 —2421101

D(Ey) = %(E2E4—E6 —24027—54027103
1 =
D(Es) = (B~ Ef) = Z_: o —504Zn05(n)q
DXBy) = - (Hy— B} - 18ED(Ey) = i<E6 ~ 23+ 2Em)
36 36 2 2
D3(Ey) = gD(EQ)2 — EyD?(E»)

2.8. For any g > 2, let

) = ZNg,d ¢

d>1

be the generating series counting covers of genus g.

(Note that for g = 1, the definition of F(g) should be modified by adding the term
— 2 logg. See, for instance, [10].)

The interest in counting covers is because of the following surprising result due
to Dijkgraaf [3] and Douglas [5].

Theorem (Dijkgraaf-Douglas). — For g > 2, Fy(q) is a quasimodular form of weight
6g — 6 for I

3. From connected to disconnected covers

3.1. A general feature of combinatorial problems is that it is often easier to count
something if we remove the restriction that the objects in question are connected.

A standard example is to count the number of graphs with n labelled vertices.
If n = 3 then there are four connected graphs with 3 labelled vertices (Figure 1):

1 1 1 1
2 3 QA?» 2 3 2 3

FIGURE 1

If we allow (possibly) disconnected graphs, then there are a total of eight such
graphs; the four above, and an additional four labelled graphs (Figure 2):
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-
-

FIGURE 2

Let ¢;,, be the number of connected graphs on n vertices, and d,, the (possibly)
disconnected ones. It may not be clear how to calculate ¢, but since each graph
on n vertices has a total of (’2’) possible edges which we can either draw or omit,

we have d,, = 2(;)

3.2. Suppose that we did know the number of connected graphs on n vertices. We
would then have a second way to compute the number of possibly disconnected
graphs. For instance, knowing that ¢; = 1, ¢ = 2, and ¢35 = 4 we can compute that

3 3 1/ 3\,
d3 = <3) c3 + <27 1>6201 —+ §<1, 17 1>Cl = 8.

In this calculation, the sum is over the number of ways to break a graph with
n = 3 vertices into connected pieces. In each term of the sum the binomial symbol
(and factorial term) keeps track of the number of ways to split the vertices into
connected pieces of the appropriate size. Finally the monomial in the ¢’s calculates
the number of such graphs given that particular division of the vertex set.

3.3. If we set
Cn \n
CN) =Y A
n>1
and
dn
D)= AT
n>1

then our method of calculating the d,,’s from the ¢, ’s shows that
D(\) = exp(C(N)) — 1.

This follows since the coefficient of A" in exp(C()\)) is clearly a sum of monomials
in the ¢’s, and the n! terms in the definition of C' and D, as well as the factorials
appearing in the exponential ensure that these monomials appear with the correct
coefficients. Working out the coefficient of A3 in exp(C())) is a good way to see
how this happens.

Thanks to this identity, it is a formal matter to compute the d,,’s if we know
the ¢,,’s, or conversely, by taking the logarithm, we can compute the c,’s from the
dy,’s. Since we do know a formula for the d,,’s, this gives us a method to compute
¢, for all n.
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3.4. A typical strategy for attacking a combinatorial problem is the one used above:
first solve the disconnected version of the problem, and then use that to compute
the numbers for the connected case.

The process of passing from the connected to the possibly disconnected version
of a combinatorial problem usually involves taking the exponential of the generating
function. Describing a disconnected version generally requires partitioning some
of the data in the problem (like the vertices in our example); the factorials and
exponential take into account the combinatorics of making this division.

In order to apply this strategy to our counting problem, we first need to define
the disconnected version of a cover.

3.5. Returning to the setup of sections 2.1 and 2.2, let E be an elliptic curve and
S ={b1,...,bag_2} aset of 2g — 2 distinct points of E. We define a degree d, genus
g, disconnected cover of E to be a union C' = U;C; of smooth irreducible curves,
along with a finite degree d map p : C — E simply branched over the points
bl; cee ,bgg_z in S.

The condition on branching means that each ramification point of p is a simple
ramification point, and that there are a total of 2g — 2 ramification points, mapped
bijectively under p to by, ..., bag—2.

Note that by “disconnected cover” we mean disconnected in the weak sense:
we allow the possibility that C' is connected, so that this includes the case of degree
d genus g covers from sections 2.1 and 2.2. A more accurate but also more clumsy
name would be “possibly disconnected cover”.

The restriction p; := p|¢, of p to any component C; of C is a finite map of some
degree d;. If C; of C is of genus g;, then by the Riemann-Hurwitz formula the map
p; will have 2g; — 2 ramification points on C;. We therefore have the relations

Zdi =d, and Z(2gi —2)=2g—2.

3.6. As before, we define two covers to be equivalent if they are isomorphic over
E. We define the automorphism group of a cover Aut,(C) to be the automorphism
group of C' as a scheme over E:

Aut,(C) :={¢p:C=C | po ¢ =p}.

If C' has no components of genus g; = 1, then the automorphism group of the
cover is the direct product of the automorphism groups of the components.

Aut, (C) = [ [ Aut,, (C3).

This follows from the fact that in this case no two components can be isomorphic
as curves over E since they have different branch points over F.
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If C has components of genus g; = 1, then the map p; has no ramification points
and it is possible that some genus 1 components are isomorphic over E. In this case
the automorphism group of the cover is the semi-direct product of [, Aut,, (C;)
and the permutations of the genus 1 components isomorphic over E.

3.7. Let Cov(E,S)qq be the set of genus g, degree d, disconnected covers of E
up to equivalence. We will refer to an element of Cov(FE, S)4,q by a representative
(C, p) of the equivalence class.

For any element (C, p) of Cov(E, S)4 4, we give it the weight 1/| Aut,(C)|. As
in section 2.1, this is well defined.

3.8. Let J/\fg’d be the number of genus g, degree d, disconnected covers counted with

the weighting above. As before, the number ﬁ%d is purely topological and does
not depend on the curve I or the particular distinct branch points bq,..., b5
chosen.

Let Z(g, A) be the generating function for the Ny 4’s:

— Ng.a dy2g—2
Z(g,)) = Y. 29 - 2)1 A

g>1d>1

F, ”—
= 2 (29_%)! N

g=>1

and E(q, A) the corresponding generating function for the Nq@’s:

A — Ng,d dy29-2

g>1d>1

3.9. Lemma. — The generating functions are related by

~

Z(qa A) = eXp(Z(q, )‘)) -1
Taking logarithms,
Z(g,)) =log(Z(q, ) +1).

Proof. Let us organize the data of a disconnected cover by keeping track of the
genus of each component, the degree of the map restricted to that component,
and the number of times that each such pair occurs. We will call such data the
combinatorial type of the cover.

Suppose that in a particular genus g, degree d, disconnected cover there are k;
components of type (g1, d1), ko components of type (g, d2), ..., and k, components

of type (gr,dy).
The numbers {k;}, {g;}, {d;}, g and d satisfy the relations
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> kjdj=d, and » k;(2g; —2) =29 — 2.
j=1 j=1

We want to compute the weighted count of all disconnected genus g degree d

covers of this combinatorial type. Clearly this number is some multiple of

k k K.

glladl g;1d2 o Ngradr7
the multiple depending on some combinatorial choices of branch points and some
accounting for the automorphisms among the genus 1 components. We want to
compute this multiple and see that it is the same as the coefficient of N ;11 4N gk: d.
appearing in (2g — 2)!exp(Z(g, A)).

Since Ng,d is the sum over the weighted counts of such topological types, and
since the factor (2g — 2)! is included in the definition of Z(g, \), it will follow that

~

Z(q,\) = exp(Z(q,\)) — 1.

We first need to split up the 2g — 2 branch points into k; sets of 2g; — 2, ko
sets of 2go — 2, ..., and k, sets of 2g,, — 2 branch points. There are

29 — 2 1
<(291 -2),(201-2),..., (29, — 2)) 11 k!

kj such that g;>1

ways to make such a choice. Here, in the binomial symbol, each 2g; — 2 appears k;
times.

The binomial symbol alone counts the number of ways to split the 2g — 2
points into a set of 2¢g; — 2 points, a second set of 2¢g; — 2 points, ..., a k.-th set of
2g, — 2 points. However there is no natural order among sets of the same size which
correspond to maps of the same degree (which is the “first” component of genus g;
and degree d;?). Therefore we need to multiply by 1/k;! for each k; with g; > 1,
i.e., those k; for which there are branch points, to account for this symmetrization.

From the description of the automorphism group in section 3.6 we see that
the monomial Ngil, d -N_j:’ a4, already takes care of most of the weighting coming
from the automorphism group of the reducible cover. What is left is to account for
the automorphisms coming from permuting genus 1 components isomorphic over
E, as well as taking care of some overcounting in the monomial involving genus 1

components.

Suppose that g; = 1 for some j, and that (C, p) is a particular genus g, degree
d cover of the combinatorial type we are currently analyzing. Suppose that in our
particular cover C, all of the components of type (g;,d;) are isomorphic over E.
Then the automorphism group Aut,(C) includes permutations of these components,
automorphisms which are not taken care of by the monomial. We should therefore
multiply by 1/k;! to include this automorphism factor.

At the other extreme, suppose that in our particular cover C' none of the com-
ponents of type (g;,d;) are isomorphic over E. Then the claim is that the mono-

mial N, 511 d N‘f: 4, overcounts this cover by a factor of k;!. Indeed, the product
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Ng;,d; - Ngj.d; -~ Ngja; =N, ki 7.4, represents the act of choosing a genus g; degree d;
cover k; times. Since the resultlng disjoint union of these components (as a scheme
over E') will not depend on the order in which they are chosen, we have overcounted
by a factor of k;! if the components are all distinct over E. Therefore in this case
we should again multiply by 1/k;! to compensate.

In the general case we should break the components of type (g;,d;) (still with
g; = 1) into subsets of components which are mutually isomorphic over E. The total
contribution from permutation automorphisms and from correcting for overcounting
is always 1/k;!.

Putting all this together, we see that the total contribution coming from covers
of our particular combinatorial type is

T

29 — 2 1 .
- o NET
((291 - 2)3 (291 - 2); sty (29r - 2 ) 1;[ k gl’dl grdr

r qu7j k; 1
“eo-2 11 (5,2%) 5

j=1
Since this is exactly the expression appearing in (29 — 2)!exp(Z(q, A)), the lemma
is proved. O

3.10. Thanks to the above lemma, we are now reduced to counting disconnected
genus g, degree d covers. This problem is naturally equivalent to a counting problem
in the symmetric group, by a method due to Hurwitz.

4. The monodromy map

4.1. Returning to the notation of section 3.5 let E be the elliptic curve and S =
{b1,...,bag—2} the set of distinct branch points. Pick any point by of E, by & S.

We define a marked disconnected cover (or marked cover for short) of genus g
and degree d to be a disconnected cover (C,p) of topological Euler characteristic
2 — 2g and degree d, along with a labelling from 1 to d of the d distinct points

p~ ! (bo).

We consider two marked covers (C,p), (C’,p’) to be equivalent if there is an
isomorphism over E preserving the markings. Marked covers have no nontrivial
automorphisms.

Let COV(E S )q 4 be the set of marked covers up to equivalence. We will denote

an element of COV(E S)g.a by (C, p).

4.2. Thanks to the marking, we have a natural monodromy map

Cov(E, 8)g.a 223 Hom (m1(E \ S, bo), Sa)



258 MIKE ROTH AND NORIKO YUI

where Hom is homomorphism of groups and Sy is the symmetric group on the set
{1,...,d}. We wish to describe the image of this map.

Let w1 := m(E \ S,bg). Cutting open the torus into a square with by in the
bottom left corner, the generators for the group 7 are the loops aj, as, and 7;,
i =1,...29 — 2, where each ~; is a small loop passing around b; and returning to
by (Figure 3).

[85]

bl bz bg b29—2

X1 A -] (85}

b(]

FIGURE 3

The generators satisfy the single relation y17y2 - - - y29—2 = alagaflagl.

Giving a homomorphism from m; to any group H is equivalent to giving ele-
ments Ai,..., hog—2, h, K’ of H satisfying the relation hy - - - hag_o = hh’h=1 (/)7L

Because of our conditions on the branching over b;, t = 1,...,29 — 2, for any
marked cover (C,p) the monodromy homomorphism sends ~; to a simple transpo-
sition 7; in Sy.

Let
T1y+++472g—2,01,02 S Sd,

(4.2.1) Ty = (T1,72,... , T2g—2,01, 02) each 7; is a simple translposlition,
T1T2 " T29g—2 = 010207 Oy

The set fgyd classifies the homomorphisms Hom(7y,S4) of the type that can
arise from covers in Cov(E, S)4,4, and so we get a classifying map

p: G\O:I(E, S)ga — fg,d

induced by monodromy.

4.3. Lemma. — The map p : Cov(E, S)g.d — ’fg,d is surjective.

Proof. Suppose that ¢ is an element of fq,d and v; : 1 — Sy the corresponding
homomorphism from 7 to Sy. From the theory of covering spaces, this homomor-
phism gives rise to a finite étale map p” : C” — (E \ S)*" along with a labelling
of (p')~1(by) with monodromy equal to ;. Here (E \ S)*" is the analytic space
associated to F'\ S.
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The theory of covering spaces only guarantees the existence of C” as a complex
manifold. However, by Grothendieck’s version of the Riemann existence theorem
([7], Exposé XII, Théoreme 5.1) we may assume that C” = (C’)*" and p” = (p')*"
where C' is algebraic and p’ : ¢’ — E\ S is a finite étale map.

Let C! be any component of C' and p} the restriction of p’ to C/. Let C; be the
integral closure of E in the function field of C!, and p; : C; — E the associated
map. Finally we set C= U;C; and define the map p : C —» E to be the one given
by p; on each C;.

Then (é,p) is an element of éaf(E7 S)g,q and p((CN',p)) =t O

4.4. The symmetric group Sy acts naturally on (r]z)/V(E, S)g.4- The natural map
n:Cov(E,S)yq — Cov(E,S),q

forgetting the marking makes é?);(E,S)g,d a principal Sy set over Cov(E,S)g 4.
The orbits of Sq on Cov(E, S)y.q are therefore naturally in one to one correspon-
dence with the elements of Cov(E, S)g.a.

The symmetric group Sy also acts on fgﬁd by conjugation; the map p is Sy-
equivariant.

We will prove in Lemma 4.6 that p is injective as a map from the set of Sy
orbits of GRI(E, S)g.a to the set of Sy orbits of fmd- Using this fact in conjunction
with Lemma 4.3, we will be able to conclude that the orbits of Sy on fgyd are also
naturally in one to one correspondence with the elements of Cov(FE,S)4 4.

For any element t of fg,d let Stab(t) be the stabilizer subgroup of ¢ under the
Sy action.

4.5. Proposition. — Let (C,p) be any element of a);(E,S)gd, t = p((C,p)) the
corresponding element of the classifying set Ty 4, and C' = n(C) the curve C' with
the markings forgotten. Then Aut,(C) = Stab(t).

Proof. Let Fet(E \ S) be the category of finite étale covers of E \ S. Each element
of Cov(E, S)g.q gives an element of Fet(E'\ S), and the automorphisms of (C, p) as

a cover over E are the same as the automorphisms of the corresponding object in
Fet(E\ S).

By Grothendieck’s theory of the algebraic fundamental group the fibre functor
(“fibre over by”) gives an equivalence of categories between Fet(E \ S) and the
category of finite 7 sets, i.e., the category of finite sets with 7; action ([7], Exposé
V, Théoréme 4.1).

More accurately, the theorem gives an equivalence of categories between
Fet(E\ S) and the category of finite 7; sets, where 71 is the profinite completion of
w1, and the action of 7; on finite sets is continuous. By the definition of profinite
completion, this is the same as the category of finite 7 sets.
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Since we have an equivalence of categories, the automorphism group of an
element of Fet(E \ S) is the same as the automorphism group of the associated m;
set.

If D is a finite set with 7 action, then an automorphism of D in the category
of 71 sets is a permutation ¢’ € Sp commuting with the m; action, where Sp is
the permutation group of D. The action of m; on D is given by a homomorphism
m — Sp, and so the automorphism group of D as a m; set is just the group
of elements in Sp commuting with the image of ;. We may check if ¢/ € Sp
commutes with the entire image of 7, by checking if it commutes with the images
of the generators.

Since t € fq,d is the list of images of the generators of 7w on the fibre D :=
p~i(bg) = {1,...,d} of C, and since for ¢/ to commute with a generator is the
same as saying that the action by conjugation of o’ on the generator is trivial, the
proposition follows. |

The equivalence of categories lets us clear up one point left over from section
4.4.

4.6. Lemma. — The map p is injective as a map from the set of Sq orbits on
Cov(E, S)g,q to the set of Sy orbits on T, 4.

Proof. Suppose that (é,p) and (é’,p’) are two elements of (r]b:/(E,S)g@ whose
images under p are in the same Sy orbit. By using the S; action, we may in fact
assume that they have the same image ¢t € T 4 under p. We want to show that

(C,p) and (C’,p’) are in the same Sy orbit in Cov(E, S)g.d-

But, since the 7y set associated to both C and C' is the same, it followNS from
the fact that the fibre functor defines an equivalence of categories that n(C) and
n(C") are isomorphic as objects of Fet(E \ S), and therefore that n(C') and n(C")

are isomorphic over F, and so (by the definition of Cov(E,S), 4) that n(C) and
n(C") are the same element of Cov(E, S), 4.

Since GRI(E, S)g.q is a a principal Sy set over Cov(E, S), 4 via 7, this implies
that (C,p) and (C’,p’) are in the same Sy orbit, and therefore that p is an injective
map between the sets of orbits. (Il

4.7. Let G be a finite group and X a finite set with G action. For any x € X

let G, be the stabilizer subgroup of z. If z and x’ are in the same G orbit, then
G, =2 G, and so |G| = |Gyl

We wish to compute a weighted sum of the orbits in X, with the following
weighting: if O is any G orbit in X, assign it the weighting 1/|G,| where z is any
element x € O. This is well defined by the previous remark.
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4.8. Lemma. — Let G be a finite group acting on a finite set X. Then the weighted
count of G orbits of X is | X|/|G|. In particular, it is independent of the G action.

Proof. This follows immediately from the orbit-stabilizer theorem. |

By Lemma 4.6 and the discussion in section 4.4 the elements of Cov(E, S), 4 are
naturally in one to one correspondence with the Sy orbits on fg,d. By proposition
4.5 the group Aut,(C') is isomorphic to Stab(¢) for any ¢ in the orbit corresponding
to (C,p). Applying Lemma 4.8 and recalling the definition of J/\\f%d from section 3.8
we have proved the following:

4.9. Reduction Step 1. — ng,d = |T\g7d|/d!.

Our counting problem has now been reduced to computing the size of Tg,d-

5. A calculation in the symmetric group

5.1. In order to compute the size of fg,d let us fix a 09 in Sy, and ask how many

elements t of fg,d end with o5. This is easier to analyze if we rewrite the defining
condition in 4.2.1 as

(5.1.1) (7-17—2 e 7—2972)0-2 = 0’1020;1’

from which we see that the main obstacle is that (7q - - - Tog_2) 02 should be conjugate
to 092.

For any o9 € Sy, let

each 7; € Sy is a simple transposition,

Pyalo2) = q (11,72, T2g-2) and (77 - - - Tog_2)09 is conjugate to oy

By the definition of P, 4(02), for any (71, ...,Tog—2) in P, 4(02) there exists at least
one 01 € Sg with 71 ... 799002 = Ulagofl.

Once we have found one such o7, the others differ from it by an element com-
muting with oo. In other words, once we fix o3, and (71,...,72g—2) € Py 4(02),
there are exactly as many possibilities for o satisfying 5.1.1 as there are elements
which commute with os.

If ¢(o2) is the conjugacy class of o2, and |c(o2)| the size of c¢(o2), then the
number of elements commuting with o3 is [S4|/|c(o2)]|, or d!/|c(o2)|, and so we get
the formula

~ d!
Tyal= Teog)] T2l

02€8g

5.2. In general, if ¢ is any conjugacy class of Sy, let |¢| denote the size of ¢. If
f:S4 — C is any function from Sy to C which is constant on conjugacy classes,
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then let f(c) denote the value of f on any element o € ¢ of that conjugacy class.
Finally, let ¢! denote the conjugacy class made up of inverses of elements in c.

For any o,09 € S; we have ngd(O'O'QO'_l) = an7d(02)J_1 where the conjuga-
tion of the set P, 4(c2) means to conjugate the entries of all elements in P, 4(02).
This calculation shows that the function |P, 4(-)| : S¢ — N is constant on conju-
gacy classes.

Using our notational conventions, we can now write the previous formula as

Tl =3 S %Pg,d@) -y |c|d;‘|Pg7d<c>| = S P, a(c)]

c o2€c c
where the sum ), means to sum over the conjugacy classes of Sg.

On account of reduction 4.9 we then have

(5.2.1) Nya=>_|Pgalo)l-

5.3. The problem of computing |Py 4(c)| looks very much like the problem of
computing the number of cycles in a graph.

Imagine a graph where the vertices are indexed by the conjugacy classes ¢ of
Sq4, and the edges are the conjugacy classes which can be connected by multiplying
by a transposition. For any conjugacy class ¢, the number | Py q(c)| then looks like
an enumeration of the paths of length 2g — 2 starting and ending at vertex c.

This picture is not quite correct since there is fundamental asymmetry in the
definition of P, 4 — we are really only allowed to pick a particular representative
o9 of the conjugacy class ¢, and ask for “paths” (i.e. sequences of transpositions)
which join o5 to c.

If we take this asymmetry into account we can define a version of the adjacency
matrix which will allow us to compute | Py q(c)| just as in the case of graphs.

5.4. For any d > 1 let M, be the square matrix whose rows and columns are
indexed by the conjugacy classes of Sy.

In the column indexed by the conjugacy class ¢ and the row indexed by the
conjugacy class ¢’ we define the entry (My). . as follows: Pick any representative
o9 of ¢, and let My . be the number of transpositions 7 € Sy such that 709 € ¢.
This number is independent of the representative oy € ¢ picked.

As an example, here are the matrices for d = 3 and d = 4, with the conjugacy

classes represented by the partitioning of the dots (Figure 4).

5.5. Lemma. — For any k > 1, the entry in column ¢ and row ¢’ of Mc’f is given
by:
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[ 0100 0 1
RN U ] ” LERE TN 6 0 3 2 0
e (ee) 3 U 3 *(sse) {} 4 0 0 4
(eee) 0O 2 0 (ee)(ee) 0 1 0 0 2

(ewee) 0 0 3 4 0

i"-f;] ﬂf'i
FIGURE 4
(Mclf)c/,c B FEach 1; € S, is a transposition,

and (1« -7)og € ¢
where o9 is any element o9 € c. The calculation of this number does not depend
on the representative oo chosen.

Proof. Straightforward induction argument. The case k = 1 is the definition of
My. O

Lemma 5.5 has the following useful corollary.

5.5.1. Corollary. —

(a) Ifk is odd, then (MF). . =0 for all conjugacy classes c.
(b) Ifk = 29— 2 is even, then (M9 ?).. = |P,.4(c)| for all conjugacy classes
c.

Proof. Part (a) follows from the lemma and parity considerations — an odd number
of transpositions can never take an element of a conjugacy class back to the same
class (or to any other class of the same parity).

Part (b) follows immediately from the lemma and the definition of | P, 4(c)|. O

5.6. Applying part (b) of the corollary and equation 5.2.1 we now have

. 29—2
Ng.a = Te(My"),
where Tr is the trace of a matrix.

Along with part (a) of the corollary and the definition (section 3.8) of E(q, A)
this gives
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2—2

(5.6.1) Z(g,\ ZZTr qIN22 ZTr exp(My - \)) ¢%.

g>1d>1 d>1

5.7. For any integer d > 1, let part(d) be the number of partitions of the integer
d. This is exactly the number of conjugacy classes in Sy, so that each My is a
part(d) x part(d) matrix.

For each d, let {p; 4}, 7 =1,...,part(d), be the eigenvalues of M. Since

part(d

Z N“b

we can also write equation 5.6.1 as

5.8. Reduction Step II. — Z(q,\) = das1 SRR oD (i.aN) g

Therefore we have reduced our counting problem yet again — this time to com-
puting the eigenvalues of the matrices Mj.

6. A calculation in the group algebra

6.1. Let C[Sy4] be the group algebra of Sy, and H, its center. For any conjugacy
class ¢ of Sy, let
2= 0

oEc

be the sum in C[Sy] of the group elements in the class c. It is well known that the
{z.} form a basis for the center H, and therefore that H, is a part(d) dimensional
C-algebra.

Since Hq4 is an algebra, multiplication by any element z € H, is a C-linear map,
and can be represented by a part(d) x part(d) matrix.

Let 7 stand for the conjugacy class of a transposition, and z, the corresponding
basis element of Hy. In the {z.} basis, the matrices for multiplication by z, in Hs
and Hy are (Figure 5)

6.2. Proposition. — In the {z.} basis, the matrix for multiplication by z, in Hgq
is the transpose of M.

Proof. The entry in column ¢’ and row ¢ of the multiplication matrix is the coeffi-
cient of z. in the expansion of z, - z. into basis vectors.

To compute this, pick any o5 € ¢, and ask how many times o2 appears in the
product expansion

e = (ZT]). S

TiET oi€c
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seee
e (ne)
s (sne)
(en)ine)
(enee)

| [ 06 00 0 1
see 0 3 0 s (ne) 1 0 4 1 0
. (o0) 1 0 2 and o (s0e) 0 3 0 0 3
(sse) 0 3 0 (se)(as) 0 2 0 0 4
(eses) U 0 4 2 U
in Hs in Hy.
FIGURE 5

This is clearly the number of times that there exists a 7; € 7 and o’ € ¢’ with

7'1-03 = 09, which is perhaps more easily phrased as the number of times that there

is a transposition 7; € T with Ti_lo'z ec.

Since the inverse of a transposition is a transposition, we see that this is the
same as the entry (My)e . in column ¢ and row ¢ of My, and therefore that the
multiplication matrix is the transpose of My. O

It is therefore enough to understand the eigenvalues for z, acting on H4 by
multiplication.

6.3. Since Hy is a commutative algebra, for any action of H4 on a finite dimen-
sional vector space, we might hope to diagonalize the action by finding a basis of
simultaneous eigenvectors. In particular, we might hope to find such a basis for H,4
acting on itself.

6.4. Let x be an irreducible character of Sy, and define

me= TP e 2= T S e o
c 0€Sq

where dim(x) = x(1) is the dimension of the irreducible representation associated
to x. Each w, is by definition in H4, and we will see below that the {w,} form a
basis for Hq.

There are two well known orthogonality formulas involving the characters. For
the first, pick any o in Sy, then

0 if x # X'
Fmpg X(o1) i x =X

(6.4.1) D> x(@)X (07 ) =

ocE€Sy

The second is an orthogonality between the conjugacy classes. For any conjugacy
classes ¢ and ¢/,
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(6.4.2) Sxtn)={ 4 gell
X
where the sum is over the characters y of Sy.
Formula 6.4.1 is equivalent to the multiplication formula
(6.4.3) Wy - Wy = { U?X iiﬁiii :

while formula 6.4.2 is equivalent to the following expression for z. in terms of the
Wy,

(6.4.4) 2o = EX: (M) wy.

dim(x)

To see this last equation, expand the term on the right using the definition of
Wy,

e Y e
ZX:(T(X)) =2 (ZX: ar Xte)xte )> o= 0=z

o€ESy
the middle equality comes from applying 6.4.2.

Equation 6.4.4 shows that the {w, } span #4. Either formula 6.4.3 or the fact
that the number of characters is the same as the number of conjugacy classes shows
that the {w,} are linearly independent. The {w,} therefore form a basis for Hg4.

6.5. Formula 6.4.3 is the most important; it shows that the basis {w, } diagonalizes
the action of Hy on itself by multiplication. In particular, if

z = E Ay Wy
X

is any element in H4, then the eigenvalues of the matrix for multiplication by z are
precisely the coefficients a,, of z expressed in the {w, } basis.

The coefficients of z; in the {w, } basis are given by equation 6.4.4 with ¢ = 7.
Since 77! = 7 (the inverse of a transpose is a transpose), and since by proposition
6.2 the eigenvalues for multiplication by z, are the same as the eigenvalues of My,
we have proved

6.6. Reduction Step III. — The eigenvalues {p; 4} of My are given by

(3)x(7)
dim(x)

as x runs through the irreducible characters of Sy.
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7. A formula of Frobenius

7.1. In order to use reduction 6.6 to calculate Z(q, A) we need to have a method
to compute x(7)/dim(y) for the characters x of Sy.

The irreducible representations of Sy are in one to one correspondence with the
partitions of d. Any such partition can be represented by a Young diagram (Figure
6):

FIGURE 6

The picture represents the partition 4 +4+3+3+2+ 2 of d = 18.

There are many formulas relating the combinatorics of the Young diagram to
the data of the irreducible representation associated to it. For example, the hook-
length formula computes the dimension dim(x) of the irreducible representation,
while the Murnaghan-Nakayama formula computes the value of the character on
any conjugacy class.

More convenient for us is the following somewhat startling formula of Frobenius.

7.2. Given a Young diagram, split it diagonally into two pieces (Figure 7);

N {15

Us

Uz

v Vs
FIGURE 7

because the splitting is diagonal, there are as many rows in the top piece as columns
in the bottom piece.
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Suppose that there are r rows in the top and r columns in the bottom. Let
uj, © = 1,...,7 be the number of boxes in the i-th row of the top piece, and
vi, 1 = 1,...,r the number of boxes in the i-th column of the bottom piece. The
numbers u;, v; are half integers. In the example r = 3 and the numbers are u; = 3%,
Uy = 2%, usz = % and v, = 5%, Vg :4%, v3 = 1%.

If x is the irreducible character associated to the partition, and 7 the conjugacy
class of transpositions in Sy, then Frobenius’s formula is

d T T
(5)x(7) 1 2 2
dim(y) 2 Zuz sz .
=1 =1
In our example this is

% <(3%)2 + (2%)2 + (%)2 _ (5%)2 _ (4%)2 _ (1%)2> - 17,

The formula produces exactly the eigenvalues we are looking for.

7.3. Let Z>, 1 be the set

H./—/

1 3 5 7
Loty = {5’ 22 2
of positive half integers.

The process of cutting Young diagram diagonally gives a one to one correspon-
dence between partitions and subsets U and V' of Z(, 1 with |U| =1|V]|.

To reverse it, given any two such subsets with |U| = |V| = r, we organize the
elements uq,...,u, so that uy > ug > --- > u,, and similarly with the v;’s. We
then recover the Young diagram by gluing together the appropriate row with u;
boxes to the column with v; boxes, i =1,...,r.

The resulting Young diagram is a partition of d =) ., u+ >, o v.

Since the data of the subsets U and V are sufficient to recover the degree d,
and the eigenvalue associated to the corresponding irreducible representation, we
see that all of the combinatorial information we are interested in is contained in
these subsets.

7.4. Consider the infinite product

11,2 7'[72
H (1—|—zq“ 67)\) H (1—1—2_1 q”eT’\) .
u€EZ vEZL

>0+ >0+

Computing a term in the expansion of this product involves choosing finite
subsets U C Zyoy 1 and V C Zygy 1.

In the term corresponding to a pair of subsets U and V,
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— The power of z appearing in the term is |U| — |V,

— the power of ¢ appearing is ), u+ ),y v, and

the exponential term is exp (3(3,cp u? — X ev v2)A).

The infinite product is a Laurent series in z with coefficients formal power
series in ¢ and A\. Combining the above discussion, the formula of Frobenius, and
reduction 5.8 we have

7.5. Reduction Step IV. —

-~ u2 _,”2
Z(q, \) = coeff of 20 in H (1 +zq eT)‘) H (1 + 27 1gY eT)‘) 1.

u6220+% UEZ20+%

The “—1” appears because A (¢, A) doesn’t have a constant term, or alternately,
because we should ignore the term where both U and V are the empty set.

The fact that F,(g) is a quasimodular form of weight 6g — 6 follows from this
formula and the work of Kaneko and Zagier.

8. The work of Kaneko and Zagier

8.1. Kaneko and Zagier [9] start with the series

@(q,)\,z)::H(l—q") H (1+zq"e%>‘) H (1—|—271qv@7TV2>‘)

n>1 uEZ>0+% U€Z>O+%

considered as a Laurent series in z with coefficients formal power series in ¢ and A.

Now instead of taking the infinite products over half integers w, v, it is equivalent
to take n/2 where n > 1 and 2 1 n. Then ©(q, A, 2) is equivalently formulated as
the following infinite product:

O(g X 2) = [[(—an) J[ Q+e™5q 22 e /o),

n>1 n>1,2in

Since we are interested in the coefficient of z° in this series, we may replace z
by —z, and by abuse of notation we also call this new series O(q, A, 2).

Let ©¢(q, \) be the coefficient of 2° in the triple product
@(q’)\7z) — H(l _ qn) H (1 _ en2>\/8qn/22’)(1 _ efn"’)\/Sqn/QZfl).
n>1 n>1,2fn

Since

@O(Q> >‘) = 90((]7 _)‘)
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O0(g, A) has only even powers of A in its Taylor expansion. Therefore, we can write

Oo(g,\) = Z An g\,
n=0

They prove ([9], Theorem 1) that A,(q) is a quasimodular form of weight 6n.

By reduction 7.5,
O0(g.A) = ([T =" (Z(a. ) +1)

n>1

and so taking the logarithm and using Lemma 3.9 we get

log(©0(q,;A) = log | [J(1—q") | +log(Z(g,\) + 1)

n>1

= Y log(1—q") + Z(g,))

n>1

Using Kaneko and Zagier’s theorem, the coefficient of A?" in log(0g(g, \)) is
also a quasimodular form of weight 6n. In particular, the coefficient of 2972 is a
quasimodular form of weight 6g — 6.

Since the log(1—¢") terms contain no power of A, as long as g > 2 the coefficient
of A2 is F,(q)/(2g — 2)!, and therefore Fy(q) is a quasimodular form of weight
6g — 6.

As for the A\? term, Fy(q) is exactly equal to — > n>1log(l —¢"), and so this
is cancelled out in the expression for log(©(gq, A)).

9. Proof of the quasimodularity

We follow the exposition of Kaneko and Zagier [9]. Their idea is to identify the
generating function as the coefficient of a generalized theta series. Various kinds
of theta series and functions have appeared in counting arguments in mathematics
and physics, e.g., Eskin and Okounkov [6].

Now we change the variable A to X in Og(g,A\). We have a Taylor series
expansion for Og(X, ¢) given as

oo
O0(X,q) = > An(g) X"
n=0
where A, (¢) € Q][q]]. The main result of Kaneko and Zagier is the assertion on
A, (q) that it is a quasimodular form of weight 6n for T'. For this, we will study the
expansion of ©(X, ¢, z) with respect to z, and in particular, the constant term in
that expansion. We state the result that we are to prove in this section once again.

9.1. Theorem —. A,(q) is a quasimodular form of weight 6n for I' = SL(2,Z).
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9.2. Recall the definition of ©(X, ¢, 2):
O(X.q.2) = [[(A—a") [ (O —e g2y -7 ¥/5qn2t),
n>0 n>0,2{n
Now introduce two new variables w and Z by putting
w=eX and z=e¢?

Noting that ¢ = €2™7, we may write ©(X,q,2) as O(X,7, Z). Further, we need
three more functions: let

n(g) =n(r) =" [](1—q")

be the eta-function, and let

o0

0(r) =3 (-1)¢" "

r=1

be the theta-series of weight 1/2 on the subgroup I's = {(CCL Z) [b=0 (mod 2) }.

(The usual notation for I'y is I'Y(2), which is an index 3 subgroup of I".)

0(7) is related to n(7) by the following identity:
0() = n(r/2)*n(r)~".

Finally, we introduce the identity similar to the Jacobi triple product:
H(w,q,2) =¢7 /> T (- w™ P 2)(1 —w /P27
n>0,2{n

and Hy(w,q) denotes the coefficient of H(w,q,z) in its Laurent expansion with
respect to z. We have the following relation:

1
H(X,71,7)=—0(X,1,2).
n(7)
Reading off this identity at the term Z° and comparing the coefficients of the two
sides, we obtain

Hy(Z,7) = %@O(X, n=Y “7‘7“(_55);(%,
n=0

9.3. Proposition —. The function O(X, 1, Z) has the expansion
DA
®(X7 T, Z) = 9(7-) Z HJ’K(T)?W
,§>0
where Hg o(7) =1 and each H; ¢(7) is a quasimodular form of weight 3j + ¢ on I's.

Proof. We consider the quotient %. Note that

0(r) =n(r/2)%/n(r) = T](1 - ¢"*)*(1 — ¢

n>0



272 MIKE ROTH AND NORIKO YUI

We have the following infinite product expression:

o(X,1,72) (1-q¢")? 2X/8 n/2 “n2X/8 n/2_—1
= 1 —en n 1_e ™ n
o~ W= 1L (=it = e et

n>0,2{n

— '(l2 n 7"12 n —
— H (1 _qn/2) 2(1 —e X/8q /22)(1 —e X/Sq /22’ 1).
n>0,2fn
Now take the loganthm of both sides. Using the formal power series expansion
log(1—1t) = —(302, £°), we get

X, Z nr/2 7L2X7'/8 nr/2 v —n2Xr/8, nr/2 ,—r
log<@( T, ) Z Z( gt e qv%z )

n>0,2fn r=1

— _ Z l(enZXr/Szr —24 e_n2Xr/8Z—r>an/2.

r
n,r>0,2tn

r r

Now recall that we put z = eZ. Using the formal power series expansion for

o
et =37 0 5, we have

- 27 ]+€ (X/S)] ZZ

. 2X71/8)7
enXT/SZT:Zn T/ ;_% e! :Z o

=0 7,20

Similarly, we have the expansion for e~ X7/8,=7_ Then the sum yields the following
identity:

2XT/S Ty

4
e " Xr/8 T _9 Z 2] ]+Z (X/S)J Z

T
J,£>0,2[j+¢

where the term with j = ¢ =0 is 2.

Thus we obtain

log(@(‘)é(—T)Z> _9 Z < Z n2jrj+€%!8)j%>qm/2

n,r > 0 7,£>0
2tn j+£>0
205 + £

o1 e (X/8) Z¢
Ly (Z I /2>< kg
7, >0 “n,r>0 J: :
j+£>0 2tn
2|54+ ¢

Now we put

(bj,Z(T): Z T‘j+€_ln2jan/2_

n,r >0
2tn

Then we can express ¢ in terms of derivatives of quasimodular forms for I's.

9.3.1. Proof of the quasimodularity of ¢;,(7) for I';. — For even k > 2, let
Gy (r) = Ei(r/2) = Ex(r)
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and
G (r) = Ei(r/2) — 257 By (7).

Then we see that G,(:) for i« = 1,2 have the g-expansions as follows:

1 — n.\p— n
=Y (X e
n=1 d|n,2td
and
- B - - n — — n
Gg)(q):@k 1_1)?k+z<zdk lq /2 _ ogk—1g4k lq >
n=1 “d|n
_ i< Z dk1>qn/2
n=1 d|n,2td
Then
ba(r) 221 DX G (7) if 0> 7,
P T\ 2t pit 1G>
where D is the differential operator D := %%'

Assuming that G( (i = 1,2) are quasimodular forms for I'y, (whose proof
will be given in Lemma 9.4 below) then, in view of Proposition 2.7 applied to I'
and I's, ¢; ¢ are quasimodular forms of weight { —j +4j =35+ £ if £ > j and
j—Ll+2+42j4+20—-2=3j+L¢if j > for I's. O

To complete our proof of Proposition 9.3, we take the exponential of both sides.

O(X,7,2) = eXP< > bjalr) X/S)jz)

P gt

where the inner sum runs over j,¢ > 0 subject to the conditions j + ¢ > 0,0dd. We
write i 7t
OX,7,2)=0(r) Y Hjur) ]!ﬁ.
7,420
Then it might be possible to express H; ¢(7) as a polynomial in ¢; ;(7) by expanding
out the exponential, but it is too complicated to do that.

9.3.2. Claim . — H;(7) is a quasimodular form of weight 3j + ¢ on T's.

Proof. This claim can be established as follows. Note that the coefficient of X7 Z* is
a quasimodular form of weight 3j + ¢ on I's. When we expand the exponential, we
need to multiply the terms X7t Z and X72Z%. Then we see that the coefficient of
XJ1+iz z6+2 has weight 3(j1 +j2) + (¢1 +£2), as quasimodular forms form a graded
ring. So the coefficient of X7 Z¢, which is nothing but H; (1), is a quasimodular
form of weight 35 + ¢ on I's. ]

This completes our proof of Proposition 9.3 modulo the fact that Gy (i) (i = 1,2)
are quasimodular forms of weight & for T's.
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9.4. Lemma .— GS) (i = 1,2) are quasimodular forms of weight k for I'y =
{(Z Z) € SLy(Z)|b=0 (mod 2) }.

a b a b a b/2
Proof. If <c d> € I'y, then note that (c d) eI and (20 d > € I'. Then for

k > 4, we claim that G,(:) for ¢ = 1,2 are indeed modular forms of weight k for I's.
Since Ej(7) is a modular form of weight k for I', we have

far+b _ B lar—i—b B ar+b
G (m—i—d)_ "\2er+d "er+d

af+3% at+b T T
=Ep 2—2 ) -E.( —— ) = Q2c= +d*Er(=) — dFE
(5 5h) () = e+ B~ Cr+ ) Bl

= (eT + d)kG](:)(’T).

Similarly, we have
(2 (ar+b _ B lar +b v at +b
G <c¢+d)_ M 2er+d "Mer+d

a/I_‘_Q (IT+b T T
= E 2 2 _ 2k_1E = (2¢— d kE ) 2/€—l d k:E
’“(2cg+d> H\erra) = Geg TAEG) (e + )" Eil(7)

= (7 + )" (B (5) — 247 Bu(r) = (er + MG (7).

This proves the modularity (not just the quasimodularity) of Gg) for i = 1,2 for
Is.

For k = 2, if we show that G(22) (1) is a quasimodular form of weight 2 for I'y; then
it follows that

G (r) = Gy (1) + Ea(r)
is quasimodular for I's, as the sum of two quasimodular forms is again quasimodular.

Therefore, it remains to establish the quasimodularity of G§2). For <Lcl Z) €Iy,

we have
+b af+3 ar+b
G0 =By o272 ) — 28
2 \er+d 2 2c5 +d Ner+d
B op Ty clet+d) 9 _cler +4d)
= (et +d) E2(2) o 2( (er +d)*Ex(1) —
= (e + d)2GY) (1)
and this proves the quasimodularity of Géz) (7). |

Now we consider the functions H(w, ¢, z) and Hy(w, ¢,0) introduced in section
9.2.
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9.5. Proposition —. The function H(w, q,z) has the expansion

H(w,q,z2) = Z(—l)rHo(w, qu)wﬁ/ﬁqﬁ/zzr.
rEZ

Proof. Here we introduce the function H(w,q, z) (similar to the Jacobi triple prod-
uct formula)

H(w,q,2) =¢7 > T - w™Bq2)(1 —w™ P22,
n>0,2{n
as it is related to the ©(X, ¢, z) by the identity

H(X,1,Z)= O(X,1,2).

1
n(7)
Expanding out the first few terms, we see the pattern of this function:

H(w,q.2) = g1 = w3 22) (1 — w52
x(1— w32/8q3/22)(1 o w_32/8q3/22'_1)(1 _ w52/8q5/2z)(1 o w_52/8q5/2z_1) o

Let Ho(w,q) denote the coefficient of 2° in this expansion. We now consider the
function H(w,wgq, w1/2qz). From the product expansion of H, we obtain

H(w, wg, w'/qz)

(wq) 1/24H w" /8 )n/2w1/2qz)(1 o wan/S(wq)n/wal/qulzfl)
2fn
—(n— 2 n— —
(wq) 1/24H _qp(nt2) /8 (n+2)/2 2)(1—w (n—2) /8q( 2)/2, 1)
2tn
71/241_ 1/8 —1,-1

1— 1/8 172, H(w,q,z) = —w /5 V22" H(w, ¢, 2).

This means that
H(w7 q, Z) = _w1/6q1/22 H(’UJ, wq, wl/qu)'

Continuing this process, we can write the Laurent expansion for H with respect to
z in the form
H(w7 q, Z) = Z(_I)THT(wv Q)wTS/qu2/22T~
rEZL
Then
Hr+1(w7 C]) = Hr(wva) = Hrfl(w7MQQ) == HO(wv qu)

for any r € Z. This gives rise to the expansion of Proposition 9.3.

|

Using the identities in the two propositions, the proof that A, (¢q) is quasimod-
ular of weight 6n for I' proceeds as follows.

9.6. Proof of the quasimodularity of An(q) —. We have two kinds of Laurent series
expansions for H(X, 1, 72):
0(t) X7zt
I‘I()(,’T7 Z) = — Z Hjl(T)?W

n(") 7o
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3 rX 2
_ —1)\e" X/6+TZH X AN r /2.
Z( ) e 0( , T+ 27_”-)(]
reZ
Then, comparing the coefficients of X7 Z¢ of both sides noticing that
3p+4

3 T
e" X/6+rZ _ Z XpZZ,
o0 6Pp!l!
and P A
n r r n
(74 o) = X PN
we obtain

@HM(T) _ Z J! Dm(An(T))Z(_l)rr3p+€+mqr2/2

reZ

where the first sum runs over m,n,p > 0 such that p+ 2n +m = j. This is further
reformatted as

29(2n)| 2n +m ] m An(T) s
X g (") (a0 ) P00
where the sum runs over m,n, s > 0 such that 2m + 2s 4+ 6n = 35 + £.
Here is the punch line! The functions # and 1 are modular forms for I and
H; ¢ is a quasimodular form of weight 35 4+ ¢ on I';. The space of quasimodular

forms is closed under the operator D, and indeed, weights increase by 2 under D.
Therefore, the above identities show that A, is a quasimodular form of weight 6n

for I's. But I' is generated by I's and ((1) }), so a modular or a quasimodular

form on I'y whose Fourier expansion involves only integral powers of ¢ is a modular
or a quasimodular form for I'. Therefore, A, (7) is a quasimodular form of weight
6n for T'.

9.7. Corollary .— For g > 2, Fy(q) is a quasimodular form of weight 6g — 6.
Proof. We have

log(00(X,q)) =log(1 + Y An(q)X*") = Z Diak (ZA XQ")T.

n>1 r>1 n>1

The coefficient of X292 in this expression is a quasimodular form of weight 6g — 6
for I'. But by the identity we established in section 8.1, this coefficient coincides
with Fy(q)/(2¢9 — 2)!. Consequently Fy(q) is a quasimodular form of weight 6g — 6
for T 0

The reader is also referred to the article of Zagier [12] for another proof of the
quasimodularity of Fy(q).

9.8. Remark. We have presented a mathematically rigorous proof of the theorem
due to Dijkgraaf and Douglas asserting that the generating function Fy(q) (g > 2)
of simply ramified covers of an elliptic curve with 2g — 2 marked points is a quasi-
modular form of weight 6g — 6 for the full modular group I' = SLo(Z). As the
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reader might have realized, our proofs involve a sequence of reduction steps, and
the final proof consists of somewhat complicated analytic manoeuvres. Though ev-
erything is mathematically rigorous, this line of argument, however, does not reveal
conceptually why quasimodular forms enter the scene in the A-model (fermionic)
counting. We have to wait for the B-model (bosonic) counting for a conceptual
explanation.

10. Tables

10.1. We tabulate the numbers of genus g, degree d, simply ramified covers of an
elliptic curve, where g ranges from 2 to 10 and d from 2 to 18.

g=2 g=3 g=4
d # d # d -
2 2 2 2 2 2
3 16 3 160 3 1456
4 60 4 2448 4 91920
5 160 5 18304 5 1931200
6 360 6 90552 6 21639720
7 672 7 341568 7 160786272
8 | 1240 8 1068928 8 893985280
9 | 1920 9 2877696 9 4001984640
10 | 3180 10 | 7014204 10 15166797900
11 | 4400 11 | 15423200 11 50211875600
12 | 6832 12 | 32107456 12 | 149342289472
13| 8736 13| 61663104 13 | 404551482816
14 | 12880 14 | 115156144 14 | 1017967450960
15 | 15840 15 | 200764608 15 | 2389725895200
16 | 22320 16 | 346235904 16 | 5320611901440
17 | 26112 17 | 561158400 17 | 11218821981312
18 | 36666 18 | 911313450 18 | 22749778149786
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g=>5

d #

2 2

3 13120

4 3346368

5 197304064

6 5001497112

7 73102904448

8 724280109568

9 5371101006336

10 31830391591644

11 157705369657280

12 675306861112576

13 2559854615265024

14 8759525149882864

15 | 27434575456211328

16 | 79665883221602304

17 | 216263732895828480

18 | 553988245305680010

g==56 g="T7

d # d #
2 2 2 2
3 118096 3 1062880
4 120815280 4 4352505888
5 19896619840 5 1996102225024
6 1139754451080 6 258031607185272
7 32740753325472 7 14560223135464128
8 577763760958720 8 457472951327051008
9 7092667383039360 9 9293626316677061376
10 65742150901548780 10 134707212077147740284
11 487018342594703600 11 1491667016717716134560
12 3004685799388645312 12 13258722309534523444096
13 15919220244209484096 13 98155445716515005756544
14 74163755181310506640 14 622608528358993525294384
15 309440248335185814240 15 3459690237503699953309248
16 | 1173700610446435061760 16 | 17143154981017805400827904
17 | 4094919386905893808512 17 | 76843825646212716425276160
18 | 13274627847658663840506 18 | 315316749952804309551553770
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#

2

9565936

156718778640

199854951398080
58230316414059240
6451030954702152672
360793945093731688960
12127449147074861834880
274847057797905019237260
4548825193274613857646800
58246387837051777276658752
602459738298815084682461376
5202820358556329365805383120
38499747480350614341732504480
249216184092355960780119674880
1435109816316883240864058627712
7453948595460163331625275982426

0 O T W N,

e v e e
N O U R WD m O

[t
oo

#

0~ O Ui W N,

el e el
O IO ULk WO

2

86093440

5642133787008

19994654452125184
13120458818999011032
2852277353239208548608
283889181859169785013248
15786934495235533394850816
559374323532926110389380124
13836013152938852920073095040
255210544832216420532477846016
3687933280407403025259141041664
43359873830374370211757798766704
427254495213241208775759565210368
3612921587646224114145820619464704
26726550587804552791079214953149440
175711339161472053202073003447846730
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g=10
d #
2 2
3 774840976
4 203119138758000
5 1999804372817081920
6 2954080786719122704200
7 1259649848110685616355872
8 223062465532295875789024000
9 20519169517386068841434851200
10 1136630591006374329359969015340
11 42015576933289143108573312705200
12 1116355464862438151830378349593792
13 22537245941449867202122694716654656
14 360736581882679485765122666519088400
15 4733248189193492784514748822817229920
16 52285009354591622149576363954657996800
17 | 496854816820036823941914271718361942912

4134625570069614451109511415147720431546




A-MODEL (FERMIONIC) COUNTING 281

10.2. Here we tabulate the generating functions Fy(g) computed for g < 7.

Fs(q) =

1 [
Fy(q) = 3T (5 E2* — 3E, By — 2 Eg)

1
F3(q) = 7156 ( —6E,° + 15 Ex By + 4 B3 Fy

— 12E,2E2—12F, Ey Eg +7TEy® + 4 B2 )
1

21539
+ 1737 E;°E4® + 4410 EX*E, Eg

( 3555, — 1395 EyTEy — 600 By Fg

— 2145 E5®E4® — 1860 Ex® Eg? — 6300 E22E4?Eg + 3600 Eo Ey*

4860 By By Eg? — 2238 E,3E — 424 B )

1
928311
211120 E5° Eg — 116067 ExS E>

1854216 E>" B4 Eg — 247940 E5S E4® + 436688 F1° E>
5699400 Fy° E4% Eg — 464520 Ey* E,* — 1758120 Ey* E, Eg>
9725912 Fy° E42 Eg — 1169056 Ey° Eg® + 4277448 E2* E,°
11020128 E5%E42Eg? — 5480664 E5 E4*Eg

( — 44310E,'2 + 186900 E,'°E,

2497824 By Ey E¢® + 255897 E4°% + 1165336 E,>Eg? + 105712 Eg* )

1
Fola) = grgrs (905608205, By By

+ 225798000 Ey E4 E¢* + 1010594160 Ey E4* Eg?
— 1927375200 E52E,2E¢® — 2228443380 E22 E4° Fg
+ 4832320680 E5°E4° Eg? — 1249004400 E»*Ey Eg®
— 3414090330 B2 E4* Eg + 148712760 E5° E,* B>
+ 1346850960 E2°E43 Eg — 229831560 By Ey Fg>
— 362752020 B8 E42Eg + 1057210 E,*°

—  B68TTT6 Eg® — 111148848 E,2E¢*

— 74719416 E.° FEg + 152826525 Fy E,”

354656240 E2° Eg* + 1171877925 E5° E4°
225055040 F,° Eg® + 240597000 Ey° E,°

— 280860660 E5" E4* + 98613165 F»’ F,°

— 13749435 Ex' By — 10397450 Ey 2 B

11720440 E,° B2 — 3180450 By P E, )
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Fr(q)

538311 ( 6485729456448 E»” E4* Eg* — 3652838628384 E, F4* Eg”

343299239380 E,% Eg? + 248654161008 E4° FEg*
1708407276048 E52E,® — 1323241487040 E5° E¢®
8721747087735 By E47 + 3683336152210 E5° F,°
2296344667155 Ex® E4° + 265041770400 E5° Eg*

40754175 Ex'S By — 176046929135 Ex 2 E43

— 58261668080 Fy'2Eg? + 716455989480 F5 0 B4

— 274557704960 E,° Eg® + 27304216170 E, ' E,2
9096818500 E5 ' B + 7938163648 E°

27967464684 E4° — 579294100 E»'®

860386259040 F» B, Eg? — 474327657408 By E, Eg®

— 30048009145440 E53 E 3 Eg® + 15276854478864 Eo2 E4° Eg?
1693078150368 F E4" Eg — 2179138772060 F»> E,° Fy
31633500031980 Ey° E,° Eg — 23283960305760 E5° F,% Eg®
52820353179240 E5* E4* Eg? + 10411655662320 Ex*E, Eg*
3323307667680 Es" E4 Eg® + 10959473005360 E»° E,° Eg?
— 478499593880 F»’ E,® Eg — 5009357600940 Eo® E,* >
6224536233300 Eo" E4* Eg — 59770219740 B> E, Eg

o+ 4+ +

+

+ + +

+ o+

_|_

n 123175769640E2“E42E6)
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A Symbolic Summation Approach to Find
Optimal Nested Sum Representations

Carsten Schneider

ABSTRACT. We consider the following problem: Given a nested sum expres-
sion, find a sum representation such that the nested depth is minimal. We
obtain a symbolic summation framework that solves this problem for sums
defined, e.g., over hypergeometric, g—hypergeometric or mixed hypergeometric
expressions. Recently, our methods have found applications in quantum field
theory.

1. Introduction

Karr’s algorithm (Kar81; Kar85) based on his difference field theory provides
a general framework for symbolic summation. For example, his algorithm, or a
simplified version presented in (Sch05c), covers summation over hypergeometric
terms (GosT78; Zei9l), ¢-hypergeometric terms (PR97) or mixed hypergeometric
terms (BP99). More generally, indefinite nested product-sum expressions can be
represented in his IT¥-difference fields which cover as special cases, e.g., harmonic
sums (BK99; Ver99) or generalized nested harmonic sums (MUWO02).

In this article much emphasis is put on the problem of how these indefinite
nested product-sum expressions can be simplified in a II¥*-field. For example,
with our algorithms we shall compute for the sum expression

iHﬁ+Hl<2> L

! 0l
=1 =1

(1.1) A=

n
r=

1
the alternative representation
(1.2) B= 2 (H,% +2H3 +6(H, + ) HP H, +3(H®)? + 8H, +4) HP + 6H§f>)

where A(n) = B(n) for all n > 0 and where the nested depth of B is minimal;

H, =%, % denotes the nth harmonic numbers and Hy(bo) = k—lo are the
generalized harmonic numbers of order o > 1.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 33F10; Secondary 68W30, 81T18.
Supported by the SFB-grant F1305 and the grant P20347-N18 of the Austrian FWEF.

@© 2010 Carsten Schneider
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In order to accomplish this task, we exploit a new difference field theory
for symbolic summation (Sch08) that refines Karr’s IIX-fields to the so—called
depth-optimal II¥*-fields. In particular, we construct explicitly a difference ring
monomorphism (Sch09) which links elements from such a difference field to ele-
ments in the ring of sequences. Using this algorithmic machinery, we will derive for
a given nested product-sum expression A a nested product-sum expression B with
the following property: There is an explicit A € N ={0,1,2,...} such that

(1.3) A(k) = B(k) Vk> A\
and among all such alternative representations for A the depth of B is minimal.

From the point of view of applications our algorithms are able to produce
d’Alembertian solutions (N6r24; AP94; Sch01), a subclass of Liouvillian solutions
(HS99), of a given recurrence with minimal nested depth; for applications arising
from particle physics see, e.g., (BBKS07; BBKS08; BKKS09a; BKKS09b). The
presented algorithms are implemented in the summation package Sigma (Sch07),
that can be executed in the computer algebra system Mathematica.

The general structure of this article is as follows. In Section 2 we introduce
the problem to find optimal sum representations which we supplement by concrete
examples. In Section 3 we define depth-optimal II¥*-extensions and show how
indefinite summation can be handled accordingly in such fields. After showing how
generalized d’Alembertian extensions can be embedded in the ring of sequences in
Section 4, we are ready to prove that our algorithms produce sum representations
with optimal nested depth in Section 5. Applications are presented in Section 6.

2. The problem description for indefinite nested sum expressions

Inspired by (BL82; NP97) one can consider the following general simplification
problem. Let X be a set of expressions (i.e., terms of certain types), let K be a
field', and let ev : X x N — K with (z,n) + 2(n) be a function. Here one considers
the so-called evaluation function ev as a procedure that computes x(n) for a given
r € X and n € N in a finite number of steps. In addition, we suppose that we are
given a function 9 : X — N which measures the simplicity of the expressions in X;
subsequently, we call such a triple (X,ev,?) also a (measured) sequence domain;
cf. (NP9I7).

In this setting the following problem can be stated: Given A € X; find B € X
and A € N such that (1.3) and such that among all such possible solutions ?(B) is
minimal.

In this article, the expressions X are given in terms of indefinite nested sums
and products and the measurement of simplicity is given by the nested depth of
the occurring sum- and product-quantifiers. Subsequently, we shall make this more
precise. Let (X, ev,?) be a measured sequence domain with ev: X x N — K and
0: X — N

EXAMPLE 2.1. Let X = K(z) be a rational function field and define for f =
K(x) with p,q € K[z] where ¢ # 0 and p, ¢ being coprime the evaluation functi
0 ifgk)=0

. k B
2.1) ev(f, k) {% if q(k) # 0;

€
n

Q3

©]

1Subsequently, all fields and rings are commutative and contain the rational numbers Q.
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here p(k), q(k) is the usual evaluation of polynomials at k£ € N. In particular, we
define d(f) =11if f € K(z)\K and 9(f) = 0if f € K. In the following (K(z),ev, )
is called the rational sequence domain.

EXAMPLE 2.2. Suppose that K = K'(q1,...,¢mn) is a rational function field
extension over K’ and consider the rational function field X := K(z,z1,...,zm)
over K. Then for f = % € X with p,q € K[z, x1,...,x,] where ¢ # 0 and p, ¢
being coprime we define

if g(k,qf,...,qF)=0
if q(k, qf, ... qp,) # 0.

Note that there is a 6 € N such that g(k, ¢}, ..., ¢%) # 0 for all k € N with k > §;
for an algorithm that determines ¢ see (BP99, Sec. 3.7). In particular, we define
o0(f)=0if feK,and o(f) =1 if f ¢ K. In the following (K(z, z1,...,2,),ev,0)
is called a g—mized sequence domain. Note: If m = 0, we are back to the rational
sequence domain. If we restrict to the setting K(z1,...,z,,) which is free of z, it
is called a g-—rational sequence domain.

0
(22) ev(fv k) = {p(k,q’f,...gﬁ)

q(k,q¥,...,qk,)

More generally, X can contain hypergeometric, g—hypergeometric or mixed
hypergeometric terms; for instance see Example 4.10. Over such a set X we consider
the set of (indefinite nested) product-sum expressions, denoted by ProdSum(X),
which is defined as follows. Let &, ®, Sum, Prod be operations with the signatures

& ProdSum(X) x ProdSum(X) — ProdSum(X)
®: ProdSum(X) x ProdSum(X) — ProdSum(X)
Sum: N x ProdSum(X) —  ProdSum(X)
Prod: N x ProdSum(X) —  ProdSum(X).

Then ProdSum(X) O X is the smallest set that satisfies the following rules:

(1) For any f, g € ProdSum(X), f ® g € ProdSum(X) and f ® g € ProdSum(X).
(2) For any f € ProdSum(X) and any r € N, Sum(r, f) € ProdSum(X) and
Prod(r, f) € ProdSum(X).

The set of all expressions in ProdSum(X) which are free of Prod is denoted by
Sum(X). Sum(X) is called the set of (indefinite nested) sum expressions over X.
EXAMPLE 2.3. Given (X, ev,0) from Example 2.1 with K= Q and X = Q(x)
the following indefinite nested sum expressions are in Sum(Q(x)):
1 1
El = —, E2 = Sum(l, —), and
x x
1 1 1, 1 1
A= Sum(1, ~ (sum(1, ~(Sum(1, 2)? & Sum(1, —))) ® Sum(1, Sum(L, ;)))).
Finally, ev and 9 are extended from X to ev’ : ProdSum(X) x N — ProdSum(X)
with (z,n) — 2(n) and " : ProdSum(X) — N as follows.
(1) For f € X we set '(f) :=0(f) and ev'(f, k) :=ev(f, k).
(2) For f,g € ProdSum(X) we set ?'(f @ g) =¥ (f ® ¢) := max(?'(f),0'(g9),
eV (f® g, k) :=ev'(f, k) +ev'(g,k) and ev'(f®g,k):=ev'(f, k)ev'(g,k);

here the operations on the right hand side are from the field K.
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(3) ForreN, f e ProdSum(X) define d'(Sum(r, f)) = o'(Prod(r, f)) =0(f)+1,

ev' (Sum(r, f), Zev f,4) and®*  ev/(Prod(r, Hev (f,7)

Since ev’ and ev, resp. 0 and 0, agree on X, we do not distinguish them any longer.
Subsequently, (ProdSum(X), ev,?) (resp. (Sum(X), ev,?)) is called the product-sum
sequence domain over X (resp. sum sequence domain over X).

ExXAMPLE 2.4. The expressions from Example 2.3 are evaluated as
k

ev(E, k) = By (k) = %, ev(Eq, k) = Zev —,1) Z ! and

i=1
r i 1 + i Lz r l 1
i ( 11) Z ! +ZZZ717:
(Ak Zl:l . =1

r=1
We have 9(E;) =1, 9(E3) = 2 and 9(A) = 4.
Usually, we stick to the following more convenient and frequently used notation.
e We write, e.g., £ = a ® Sum(1,cSum(2,b)) € Sum(X) with a,b,c € X in the

form A
E' =ev(a,n) ® Z ev(c,i) Zev(b,j)
i=1 j=2

for a symbolic variable n. Clearly, fixing the variable n, the two encodings F and
E’ can be transformed into each other; if we want to emphasize the dependence
on n, we also write E/ € Sum,, (X).

e Even more, by abuse of notation, we use instead of & and ® the usual field
operations in K. This “sloppy” notation immediately produces the evaluation
mechanism: ev(E, k) = E(k) for a concrete integer k € N is produced by substi-
tution in E’ the variable n with the concrete value k € N.

e Finally, whenever possible, the evaluation ev(a, n) for some a € X is expressed by
well known functions, like, e.g., ev(1/(z+1),n) = (n+1) (Ex. 2.1) or ev(z;,n) =
g for 1 <i<e (Ex. 2.2).

EXAMPLE 2.5. We write Eq, E2, A € ¥,(Q(z)) from Example 2.4 in the more

convenient notation £y = %, Es = H,, and (1.1); note that for F; we must require
that n is only evaluated for n > 1.

Let (X, ev,0) be a measured sequence domain and consider the sum sequence
domain (Sum(X),ev,?) over X. We define the Sum(X)-optimal depth of A €
Sum(X) as

min{d(B)|B € Sum(X) such that (1.3) for some A € N}.
Then we are interested in the following problem.

DOS: Depth Optimal Simplification. Given A € Sum(X); find B € Sum(X) and
A € N such that (1.3) and such that ?(B) is the Sum(X)-optimal depth of A.

I'Note that ev’(Prod(r, f), k) might be 0 if 7 is too small. Later, products will be used only as
described in Ex. 4.10 or in the general case 4.11; there we will take care of the bound r by (4.9).
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EXAMPLE 2.6. Consider, e.g., A € Sum(Q(z)) from Example 2.5. Then with
our algorithms, see Example 3.13, we find B € Sum(K(z)) with (1.2) such that
A(n) = B(n) for all n € N. At this point it is easy to see that B cannot be
expressed with depth< 1, and thus B is a solution of DOS. In Section 5 we will
show that this fact is an immediate consequence of our algebraic construction.
Summarizing, 2 is the Sum(Q(x))-optimal depth of A.

We shall solve problem DOS algorithmically, if X is, e.g., the rational sequence
domain (Ex. 2.1) or the g—mixed sequence domain (Ex. 2.2). More generally, X
might be a sequence domain in which objects from ProdSum(X’) can be repre-
sented; in this setting X’ might be the rational, g-rational or ¢—mixed sequence
domain. Note that the general case 4.11 (page 297) includes most of the (g
Yhypergeometric or g-mixed hypergeometric terms (see Ex. 4.10).

3. Step I: Reducing the problem to difference fields by telescoping

Let (X, ev,d) be a measured sequence domain. Then for f € ProdSum(X) and
r € N the sum S = >"7_ f(k) € ProdSum, (X) satisfies the recurrence relation

(3.1) Sn+1)=S5n)+ f(n+1) Vn>r,
and the product P = >"}_ f(k) € ProdSum, (X) satisfies the recurrence relation
(3.2) Pn+1)=f(n+1)P(n) VYn>r.

As a consequence, we can define a shift operator acting on the expressions S(n) and
P(n). Subsequently, we shall restrict to sequence domains X such that the sums
and products S(n) and P(N) can be modeled in difference rings.

In general, a difference ring (resp. difference field) (A, o) is defined as a ring A
(resp. field) with a ring automorphism (resp. field automorphism) o : A — A. The
set of constants const,A = {k € A|o(k) = k} forms a subring® (resp. subfield) of
A. We call const,A the constant field of (A, o). A difference ring (resp. difference
field) (E,o) is a difference ring extension (resp. difference field extension) of a
difference ring (resp. difference field) (A,¢’) if A is a subring (resp. subfield) of E
and o/(f) = o(f) for all f € A; we call (A, 0’) also a sub-difference ring (resp. field)
of (E,o). Since o and ¢’ agree on A, we do not distinguish them any longer.

EXAMPLE 3.1. For the rational function field K(x) we can define uniquely the
automorphism o : K(z) — K(z) such that o(z) = = + 1 and such that o(c) = ¢ for
all ¢ € K; (K(z),0) is called the rational difference field over K.

ExaMPLE 3.2. For the rational function field F := K(z, z1, . . ., z,,) from Ex. 2.2
we can define uniquely the field automorphism o : F — F such that o(x) = z + 1
and o(x;) = g z; for all 1 < ¢ < m and such that o(c) = ¢ for all ¢ € K. The
difference field (F, o) is also called the g—mized difference field over K.

Then any expression in ProdSum(K(z)) (resp. in ProdSum( K(z, z1, . .., 2,,))) with
its shift behavior can be modeled by defining a tower of difference field extensions
over (K(z),0) (resp. of (K(x,21,...,2m),0)). Subsequently, we restrict to those
extensions in which the constants remain unchanged. We confine ourselves to I13*-
extensions (Sch01) being slightly less general but covering all sums and products
treated explicitly in Karr’s IIX-extensions (Kar85).

3Subsequently7 we assume that consts A is always a field, which we usually denote by K. Note
that this implies that QQ is a subfield of K.
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DEFINITION 3.3. A difference field extension (F(t), o) of (IF, o) is called a II¥*-
extension if both difference fields share the same field of constants, ¢ is tran-
scendental over F, and o(t) = t 4+ a for some a € F* or o(t) = at for some
a€TF*. Ifo(t)/t €F (resp. o(t) — t € F), we call the extension also a II-extension
(resp. ¥*-extension). In short, we say that (F(t1)---(te),0) is a II¥*-extension
(resp. Il-extension, ¥*-extension) of (F,o) if the extension is given by a tower
of II¥*-extensions (resp. Il-extensions, ¥*-extensions). We call a IIX*-extension
(F(ty) - (te),0) of (F,o) with o(t;) = a;t; + B; generalized d’Alembertian, or in
short polynomial, if o; € F* and 5; € Flty,...,t;—1] for all 1 < i <e. A IIX*-field
(K(t1) - - - (te), o) over K is a II¥*-extension of (K, o) with constant field K.

REMARK 3.4. If (F(t1) - - - (te), o) is a polynomial IT¥*-extension of (F, o) then
it follows that (F[t1]---[te], o) is a difference ring extension of (F, o).

Karr’s approach. The following result from (Kar81) tells us how one can
design a I[I¥*-field for a given product-sum expression.

THEOREM 3.5. Let (F(t),0) be a difference field extension of (F, o) with o(t) =
at+ f where a € F* and f € F. Then the following holds.

(1) (F(t),0) is a X*-extension of (F,o) iff a =1 and there is no g € F such that

(3-3) olg) =g+
(2) (F(t),0) is a H-extension of (F,o) iff t #0, f =0 and there are no g € F* and
m > 0 such that o(g) = a™g.

E.g., with Theorem 3.5 it is easy to see that the difference fields from Exam-
ples 3.1 and 3.2 are I1X*-fields over K.

From the algorithmic point of view we emphasize the following: For a given
II¥*-field (F,o) and f € F, Karr’s summation algorithm (Kar81) can compute a
solution g € I for the telescoping equation (3.3), or it outputs that such a solution
in F does not exist; for a simplified version see (Sch05c). In this case, we can adjoin
a new X *-extension which produces by construction a solution for (3.3).
Summarizing, Karr’s algorithm in combination with Theorem 3.5 enables one to
construct algorithmically a I1¥X*-field that encodes the shift behavior of a given
indefinite nested sum expression.

EXAMPLE 3.6. We start with the IIX*-field (Q(x), o) over Q with o(x) = x+1.
Now we consider the sum expressions of A in (1.1), say in the order

(3.4)

‘iQHn=Zl@S:=Zn:Hi @Hﬁ:i%‘iﬁT::iM@A,
i1 ! i=1 izl i=1

and represent them in terms of X *-extensions following Theorem 3.5.1.
(1) Using, e.g., Gosper’s algorithm (Gos78), Karr’s algorithm (Kar81) or a simpli-
fied version of it presented in (Sch05c), we check that there is no g € Q(z) with

o(g) = g+ %H Hence, by Theorem 3.5.1 we adjoin H,, in the form of the

Y*-extension (Q(z)(h),0) of (Q(x), o) with o(h) = h + w%_l; note that the shift

behavior H,, 11 = H,, + %_H is reflected by the automorphism o.
(2) With the algorithms from (Kar81) or (Sch05c¢) we show that there is no g €

Q(z)(h) with o(g) = g+ ‘;Sfl) Thus we take the X*-extension (Q(z)(h)(s), o) of

(Q(x)(h),0) with o(s) = s+ % and express S by s.
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(3) With the algorithms from above, we find g = 2s — h? € Q(x)(h)(s) with o(g) =
g+ ﬁ, and I‘epresent4 H7(12) by g.

(4) There is no g € Q(z)(h)(s) with o(g9) = g + 2‘;52; thus we rephrase T" as ¢ in

the X*-extension (Q(x)(h)(s)(t),o) of (Q(z)(h)(s),o) with o(t) =t + 2‘;&?

(5) Thereisno g € Q(z)(h)(s)(t) s.t. o(g) = g+ %; thus we represent A with a

in the X*-ext. (Q(x)(h)(s)(t)(a),o) of (Q(z)(h)(s)(t), o) with o(a) = a+ U;S_:rlt).

Reformulating a as a sum expression (for more details see Section 4) yields

(3.5) W=y = =l

with A(n) = W(n) for all n € N.

We remark that the sums occurring in W pop up only in the numerator. Here
the following result plays an important role.

THEOREM 3.7 ((Sch09),Thm. 2.7). Let (F(t1) - (te), o) be a polynomial TIX*-
extension of (F,o); let A =T[ty,...,t.]. Forallge A, o(9) —ge€ A iff g€ A.

Namely, if, e.g., A consists only of sums that occur in the numerator, then by
solving iteratively the telescoping problem, it is guaranteed that also the telescoping
solutions will have only sums that occur in the numerators.

REMARK 3.8. Similar to the sum case, there exist algorithms (Kar81) which
can handle the product case; for details and technical problems we refer to (Sch05b).
Note that II-extensions will occur later only in the framework of the general case
4.11. At this point one has explicit control over how the sequence domain (X, ev, )
for Sum(X) is defined.

A depth-refined approach. The depth of W in (3.5) is reflected by the
nested depth of the underlying difference field constructed in Example 3.6.

DEFINITION 3.9. Let (F, o) be a II¥*-field over K with IF := K(¢1) - - - (te) where
o(t;) =a;t; or o(t;) =t; + a; for 1 <i < e. The depth function for elements of T,
0k : F — N, is defined as follows.

(1) For any g € K, dk(g) := 0.
(2) If 9k is defined for (K(t1) - - (t;—1),0) with ¢ > 1, we define dx (¢;) := dox(a;) + 1;
for g = g—; € K(t1) - (t;), with g1, g2 € K[t1,...,t;] coprime, we define

0k (g) := max({dk(t;)|1 <j <iand t; occurs in g1 or go} U {0}).

The extension depth of a IIX*-extension (F(x1)---(z,),0) of (F,o) is defined by
max (g (z1), ..., 0x(2:),0).

EXAMPLE 3.10. In Example 3.6 we have dg(z) = 1, dg(h) = 2, dg(s) = 3,
0g(t) =4, and dg(a) = 5.

4Note that there is no way to adjoin a X*-extension hg of the desired type o(h2) = ha +
1/(z + 1)2, since otherwise o(g — ha) = (g — ha), i.e., constoQ(z)(h)(s)(h2) # Q.
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With the approach sketched in Example 3.6 we obtain an alternative sum rep-
resentation W(n) for A(n) with larger depth. Motivated by such problematic situa-
tions, Karr’s IIX*-fields have been refined in the following way; see (Sch05a; Sch08).

DEFINITION 3.11. Let (I, o) be a IIX*-field over K. A difference field extension
(F(s),0) of (F,o) with o(s) = s+ [ is called a depth-optimal ¥*-extension, in
short ¥.%-extension, if there is no ¥*-extension (E, o) of (F, o) with extension depth
< Ok(f) such that there is a g € E as in (3.3). A IIX*-extension (F(¢1)--- (te),0)
of (F, o) is depth-optimal, in short a IIX%-extension, if all ¥*-extensions are depth-
optimal. A TIX%-field consists of II- and X°-extensions.

Note that a Y.%-extension is a ¥*-extension by Theorem 3.5.1. Moreover, a IIX*-field
(F, o) with depth < 2 and = € F such that o(z) = « + 1 is always depth-optimal;
see (Sch08, Prop. 19). In particular, the rational and the q-mixed difference fields
from the Ezamples 3.1 and 3.2 are IIX°-fields over K.

Given any II1X°-field, we obtain the following crucial property which will be essential
to solve problem DOS.

THEOREM 3.12 ((Sch08),Result 3). Let (F, o) be a IIX-field over K. Then for
any f,g € F such that (3.3) we have

(3.6) ox(f) < 0k(g) <ok (f) +1.

In other words, in a given II%%-field we can guarantee that the depth of a telescoping
solution is not bigger than the depth of the sum itself.

EXAMPLE 3.13. We consider again the sum expressions in (3.4), but this time
we use the refined algorithm presented in (Sch08).

(1) As in Example 3.13 we compute the I1¥°-field (Q(z)(h), o) and represent H,,
with h. From this point on, our new algorithm works differently.

(2) Given (Q(z)(h),0), We find the X0-extension (Q(z)(h)(hs),o) of (Q(x)(h),0)
with o(hg) = ho + > in which we find s’ = 1(h? 4 hy) such that o(s') — s’ =

(3) H,(f) can be represented by hy in the already constructed ITX°-field.

(4) Our algorithm finds the X%-extension (Q(z)(h)(hz)(h3),a) of (Q(x)(h)(hs), o)
with o(h3) = hsg + $_:1)3 together with ¢ = l(h3 + 3hhs + 2h3) such that

o) —t' = (l;_:rth) hence we rephrase T as t'.

(5) Finally, we find the ¥%-extension (Q(x)(h)(hz)(h3)(h4), o) of the difference field
(Q(x)(h)(h2)(hg),o) with o(hs) = ha + m and we represent A by o/ =

& (h* + 213 + 6(h + 1)hoh + 303 + (8h + 4)hs + 6hy) with o(a’) — o’ = ZLED,

Reinterpreting o’ as a sum expression gives B in (1.2); see also Example 2.6.

(z+1)2 +1)
Hence we represent S by s'.

To sum up, we can compute step by step a IIX%-field in which we can represent
nested sum expressions. To be more precise, we will exploit the following

THEOREM 3.14 ((Sch08),Result 1). Let (F, o) be a 1X°-field over K and f € F.
(1) There is a ¥0-extension (E, o) of (F, o) with g € B such that (3.3) holds; (E,o)
and g can be given explicitly if K has the form as stated in Remark 3.15.
(2) Suppose that (F, o) with F = G(yi,...,y,) is a polynomial 1Y% -extension of
(Gyo). If f € Glyr ..., yr], then (E, o) from part (1) can be given as a polynomial
H25 extension of (G,o); if E=TF(t1,...,t.), then g € Glyr, ..., yr][t1,. .., te].
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REMARK 3.15. From the point of view of computation certain operations must
be carried out in the constant field. For instance, Theorem 3.14 is completely con-
structive, if K is of the following from: K = A(qy, ..., ¢x) is a rational function field
with variables ¢, ..., ¢, over an algebraic number field A. Due to the limitations
of the computer algebra system Mathematica, the implementation in Sigma (Sch07)
works only optimal if A = Q, i.e., K=Q(q1,..-,Gm)-

4. Step II: Reinterpretation as product-sum expressions

Let (X,ev,?), e.g., be the ¢-mixed sequence domain from Example 2.2 with
X = K(z,z1,...,2,) and let (F,0) with X = F be the ¢-mixed difference field
from Example 3.2. Moreover, take A € Sum(X).

Then in the previous section we have demonstrated how one can compute a
polynomial ¥%-extension (F(¢,) - - - (t.), o) of (F, o) in which one can model the shift-
behavior of A by an element a € F[tq,...,t.]. Then, as illustrated in Example 3.13,
we were able to reinterpret a as an element from B € Sum(X) such that dx(a) =
9(B) and such that (1.3) where A € N could be given explicitly.

In order to accomplish this task algorithmically, we will supplement the con-
struction of the difference field (F(¢1) - - (t.), o) by defining in addition an explic-
itly given difference ring monomorphism. Namely, following (Sch09) we will em-
bed the difference ring (F[ty,...,t.],0) into the ring of sequences by a so-called
K-monomorphism. It turns out that any element h € F[ty,...,t.] can be mapped
injectively to (ev(H, k))r>o for some properly chosen expression H € ProdSum(X).

Subsequently, we define the ring of sequences and K-monomorphisms. Let K be
a field and consider the set of sequences KN with elements (a,),>0 = (ao, a1, aa, ... ),
a; € K. With componentwise addition and multiplication we obtain a commutative
ring; the field K can be naturally embedded by identifying k € K with the sequence
(k,k,k,...); we write 0 = (0,0,0,...).
We follow the construction from (PWZ96, Sec. 8.2) in order to turn the shift

(4.1) S :{ag,a1,az,...)— (a1,az2,as,...)

into an automorphism: We define an equivalence relation ~ on KN by (a,),>0 ~
(bn)n>0 if there exists a d > 0 such that ay = by for all & > d. The equivalence
classes form a ring which is denoted by S(K); the elements of S(K) (also called
germs) will be denoted, as above, by sequence notation. Now it is immediate
that S : S(K) — S(K) with (4.1) forms a ring automorphism. The difference ring
(S(K),S) is called the ring of sequences (over K).

A difference ring homomorphism 7 : A1 — Ay between difference rings (A1, 07)
and (Ag, 02) is a ring homomorphism such that 7(o1(f)) = o2(7(f)) for all f € A;.
If 7 is injective, we call 7 a difference ring monomorphism.

Let (A,0) be a difference ring with constant field K. Then a difference ring
homomorphism (resp. difference ring monomorphism) 7: A — S(K) is called a K-
homomorphism (resp. K-monomorphism or K-embedding) if for all ¢ € K we have
that 7(c) = (c,¢, .. .).

As mentioned already above, our final goal is to construct a K-monomorphism
7:F[t1,...,te] = S(K). For this task we exploit the following property.

If 7: A — S(K) is a K-homomorphism, there is a map ev : A x N — K with

(4.2) 7(f) = (ev(f,0),ev(f,1),...)
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for all f € A which has the following properties: For all ¢ € K there is a § > 0 with
(4.3) Vi>§d:ev(e i) =c
for all f,g € A there is a § > 0 with

(4.4) Vi>d:ev(fg,i) =ev(f,i)ev(g,i),
Vi>0:ev(f+g,i) =ev(f,i)+ev(g,i);

and for all f € A and j € Z there is a § > 0 with
(4.6) Vi > 8 ev(al(f),i) = ev(f,i+j).

Conversely, if there is a function ev : A x N — K with (4.3), (4.4), (4.5) and (4.6),
then the function 7 : A — S(K) defined by (4.2) forms a K-homomorphism.
Subsequently, we assume that a K-homomorphism/K-monomorphism is always
defined by such a function ev; ev is also called a defining function of 7. To take
into account the constructive aspects, we introduce the following functions for ev.

DEFINITION 4.1. Let (A, o) be a difference ring and let 7: A — S(K) be a K-
homomorphism given by the defining function ev as in (4.2). ev is called operation-
bounded by L:A — N if for all f € A and j € Z with 6 = §(f,5) := L(f) +
max(0, —j) we have (4.6) and for all f,g € A with § = §(f,¢g) := max(L(f), L(g))
we have (4.4) and (4.5); moreover, we require that for all f € A and all j € Z we
have L(o7(f)) < L(f) + max(0,—j). Such a function is also called an o-function
forev. ev is called zero-bounded by Z : A — N if for all f € A* and all i > Z(f) we
have ev(f,i) # 0; such a function is also called z-function for ev.

EXAMPLE 4.2. Given the II¥’-field (K(z),0) over K with o(z) = x + 1, we
obtain a K-homomorphism 7 : K(z) — S(K) by taking the defining function (2.1);
here we assume that f = % € K(z) with p € K[z] and ¢ € K[z]* are coprime. For
the o-function L( f) we take the minimal non-negative integer [ such that ¢(k+1) # 0
for all k¥ € N, and as z-function we take Z(f) = L(pq). Note: Since p(x) and ¢(x)
have only finitely many roots, T(%) =0 iff % = 0. Hence 7 is injective.

Summarizing, the II%’-field (K(z), o) with o(x) = 2+ 1 can be embedded into
(S(K),S). More generally, if (F,o) is the ¢-mixed difference field, 7: F — S(K)
with the defining function ev given in (2.2) is a K-monomorphism. In addition,

there are a computable o-function L and a computable z-function Z for ev; for
details we refer to (Sch09, Cor. 4.10) which relies on (BP99).

EXAMPLE 4.3. Take the rational difference field (K(z), o) and the K-monomor-
phism 7 with defining function ev and the o-function L from Example 4.2 and con-
sider the Y°-extension (K(x)(h),o) of (K(z),o) with o(h) = h + x+-1 We get a
K-homomorphism 7’ : K(z)[h] — S(K) where the defining function ev’ is given by
ev’(h, k) = Hy, and

d d
V'O fih k) =Y ev(fi k)ev'(h, k)"
i=0 i=0
As o-function we can take L’(Z?ZO fih?) = max(L(f;)|0 < i < d). Now suppose
that 7/ is not injective. Then we can take f = Z?:o fiht € K(z)[h] \ {0} with
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deg(f) = d minimal such that 7/(f) = 0. Since 7 is injective, f ¢ K(z). Define
g:=0(fa)f — fao(f) € K(z)[Rh]. Note that deg(g) < d by construction. Moreover,

7'(9) = (o (fa))7'(f) — T(fa) 7' (o (f))-
Since 7/(f) = 0 by assumption and 7(co(f)) = S(7'(f)) = S(0) = 0, it follows
that 7/(g) = 0. By the minimality of deg(f), g = 0, ie., o(fa)f — fao(f) =
0, or equivalently, @ = % € K(z). As f ¢ K(z), this contradicts (Kar81,
Theorem 4).

EXAMPLE 4.4. Take the rational difference field (K(z), o) and the K-monomor-
phism 7 with defining function ev and o-function L from Example 4.2, and con-
sider the Il-extension (K(z)(b),o0) of (K(z),0) with o(b) = Q(ng—'fl)b. We get
a K-homomorphism 7/ : K(z)[b] = S(K) with its defining function specified by
ev'(b,k) =TI, @ = (2,5)_1 and (4.8) where t := b; note that 7/(b) has
no zero entries by construction. We take L’(Z?ZO fib") = max(L(f)|0 <i < d)) as
o-function. By similar arguments as in Ex. 4.3 it follows that 7 is injective.

More generally, we arrive at the following result; see (Sch09) for a detailed proof.

LEMMA 4.5. Let (F(t1) - (te)(t),0) be a polynomial IIE*-extension of (F, o)
with K := const,F and o(t) = at + . Let 7:F[t1]---[te] = S(K) be a K-
monomorphism with a defining function ev as in (4.2); let L be an o-function for
ev and let Z be a z-function for ev|g (ev is restricted on F). Then:

(1) There is a K-monomorphism 7' : F[t1] - - - [t][t] = S(K) with a defining function
ev' such that ev'|gy, ..+ = ev; if B =0, ev'(t,k) # 0 for all k > r for some
r € N. Such a 7' is uniquely determined by

k
cHev(a,i—l) ifo(t) = at
(4.7) ev'(t,k)=4¢ ="

k
doev(Bi—D+c ifo(t)=t+5,

up to the choice of r € N and ¢ € K; we require ¢ # 0 if 5 = 0.
(2) Fizing (4.7) we obtain, e.g., the following defining function for 7’:

d d
(4.8) ev' (Y fit' k) == ev(fi,k)ev'(t, k)" Vk€N.
=0

i=0
(8) In particular, there is an o-function L' for ev’" with L'lgy, . ¢, = L; if L and Z
are computable, L' can be computed. We can choose (as a constructive example)

~Jmax(L(a), Z(a)) + 1 ifo(t) = at

L(B) +1 ifo(t) =t+p.

REMARK 4.6. Let (F(t1)---(t.),0) be a polynomial IIX*-extension of (F, o)
with K = const,F and let 7: F[t1]- - [tc] = S(K) be a K-homomorphism with a

defining function ev. Then there is implicitly a z-function for ev|g; see (Sch09,
Lemma 4.3).

(4.9)

Applying Lemma 4.5 iteratively produces the following result.
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THEOREM 4.7. Let (F(y1) -+ (yr)(t1) - - - (te), o) be a polynomial IIE* -extension
of (F,o) with K := const,F; let 7: A — S(K) with A = Flyy,...,y.] be a K-
embedding with a defining function (4.2) and with an o-function L.
Then there is a K-embedding 7' : A[t1]-- - [tc] = S(K) with a defining function ev’
and with an o-function L' such that ev'|y = ev and L'|p = L.

This construction that leads in Theorem 4.7 to ev’ is called canonical if it is per-
formed iteratively as described in (4.7) and (4.8) of Lemma 4.5. Note that any
defining function ev’ with (4.7) evaluates as (4.8) if k is chosen big enough; in our
canonical construction we assume that (4.8) holds for all k& > 0.

Since 7" in Lemma 4.5 is uniquely determined by (4.7) the following holds.

THEOREM 4.8. Let (F, o) be a IIX*-field over K and let (F(yy)--- (yr),0) be a
polynomial IIS* -extension of (F, o). Let 7 : Flyy,...,y,] = S(K) be a K-embedding
with a defining function ev together with an o-function for ev. Take the measured

sequence domain (F,ev,dx). Then for any f € Flyi,...,y,], there is an F €
ProdSum(F) such that 7(f) = (F(k))k>0 and d(F) = ok (F).

Summarizing, given such a difference ring (Flyi, ..., y,], o) and K-monomorphism,
one can rephrase the elements of Flyi,...,y,] as expressions from ProdSum(X)
such that the depth of both domains are identical.

EXAMPLE 4.9. Take the IIX?-field (Q(z),0) with o(z) = 2 + 1 together with
the Q-embedding 7 : Q(x) — S(Q) with defining function (2.1) as carried out in
Ex. 4.2 (K = Q); let (Sum(Q(z)),ev,?) be the sum sequence domain over Q(z).
Moreover, consider the IIX°-field (Q(z)(h)(h2)(h3)(ha), o) from Ex. 3.13. Then we
can construct the Q-embedding 7' : Q(z)[h, ha, hg, hy] — S(Q) with the defining
function ev’ which is canonically given by ev’|g(,) = ev and by

ev'(h, k) = ev(Sum(1, 1), k) = Hy,
ov'(hy, k) = ev(Sum(1, 1), k) = HY for j € {2,3,4}.

Note that 9(Sum(1, 1)) = 6g(h) and d(Sum(1, %)) = dg(h;) for j € {2,3,4}.

(4.10)

Recall that we want to solve problem DOS for a measured sequence domain
(X, ev,0). In Section 5 we shall solve this problem for the following general setting.
Loosely speaking, the terms of indefinite nested sums and products X are modeled
by polynomials from Flyi,...,y,] and the reinterpretation of the corresponding
product-sum expressions is accomplished by its K-monomorphism from Flyi, ..., y,]
into the ring of sequences; in particular, the depth of such a product-sum expression
is equal to the depth of the corresponding polynomial from Fly, ..., y.].

ExaMPLE 4.10. We start as in Example 4.9, but now we take the II-extension
(F(y1) -+ (yr),0) of (F,o) such that a; = Ug}’?) € Ffor 1 <j <r. Then we can
extend the K-embedding 7 to 7 : Flyi,...,y,] — S(K) with the defining function
ev’ canonically given by ev’'|p = ev and

ij =¢j H a]
for all 1 < j <r with r; > Z(«;) and ¢; € K*. Note: with F; = ¢;Prod(r;, ;) we
have F;(k) = ev/(y;, k) and d(F;) = dx(y;). Moreover, we can model a finite set of
hypergeometric terms in the sequence domain (X, ev’, dx) with X := Flyy,...,y.].
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Similarly, we are in the position to handle g—hypergeometric sequences or mixed
hypergeometric sequences. More generally, we can handle the following case.

GENERAL CASE 4.11. The ground field®. Let (F, o) be a IIX’-field over K,
let 79 : F — S(K) be a K-embedding with a defining function evy : F x N — K|
and let Lo :F — N be an o-function and Z : F — N be a z-function for evy;
moreover, consider the sequence domain (F, evg, 0k).

A polynomial extension. In addition, choose a polynomial II¥’-extension
(F(y1) -+ (yr),0) of (F,o) and set X := F[y1,...,y,]. Then extend the K-
embedding 79 to 7: X — S(K) by extending the defining function ev, canon-
ically to ev: X x N — K and by extending the o-function Ly to L following
Lemma 4.5; if Ly is computable, also L is computable. By construction it fol-
lows that for 1 < i < r there exist F; € ProdSum(F) such that

(4.11) ev(yi,k:) = Fz(kﬁ) Vk Z 0 and D(Fl) = 5]1((:%)

In particular, for each f € X, one gets explicitly an F' € ProdSum(X) such that
ev(f,k) = F(k) for all k£ € N and such that 3(F) = dx(f).

The sequence domain. We obtain the sequence domain (X, ev,dx) which
models the product-sum expressions (4.11) with the depth given by k.

9E.g., we can take the g—mixed difference field (F, o) with F = K(z,x1,...,%n) from Ex. 3.2,
and we can take the K-embedding 79 : F — S(K) where evg := ev is defined as in (2.2); note
that the measured sequence domain (F, evo, dx) has been presented in Ex. 2.2. From the point
of view of computation we assume that K is of the form as stated in Remark 3.15

5. Combining the steps: Finding optimal nested sum representations

E.g., for the ¢—mixed sequence domain (F,ev,0) from Ex. 2.2 with X = F =
K(z,21,...,%m) we will solve problem DOS for A € Sum(F) as follows; here we
assume that K is of the form as stated in Remark 3.15

Take the g—mixed difference field (F, o) over K with the automorphism o de-

fined in Example 3.2. Moreover, take the the K-embedding 7 : F — S(K) with the
defining function ev given in (2.2), and choose a computable o-function L and a
computable z-function Z for ev. Then by Theorem 5.1 below the following con-
struction can be carried out algorithmically.
Step I: Reduction to a IIX°-field. Given A € Sum(F), construct a polyno-
mial ¥2-extension (F(s1)---(s4),0) of (F,o) and extend the K-monomorphism 7
to 7 :F[s1,..., 8, = S(K) with a defining function ev’ such that the following
additional property holds: We can take explicitly an a € F[s,...,s,] and a A € N
such that

(5.1) ev'(a, k) = A(k) Vk>X and®dg(a) <0(A).
Note that we rely on the fact that all our sums are represented in II%%-fields; for
general IIX*-fields dk (a) might be bigger than 9(A), see Example 3.6.

Step II: Reinterpretation as a product-sum expression. In particular, by the
concrete construction of the K-monomorphism based on the iterative application
of Lemma 4.5, construct a B € Sum(F) such that

(5.2) ev'(a,k) = B(k) Vk>0 and dg(a) =0(B).

4Recall that A(k) = ev(A,k); here ev is the evaluation function of the sequence domain
(X,ev,0) where X =F (or X = F[y1,...,yr| as defined in the general case 4.11).
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Then due to the properties of the IIX?-field and the fact that 7/ is a K-mono-
morphism (in particular, that 7/ is injective), we will show in Theorem 5.5 that the
depth of B € Sum(F) is Sum(F)-optimal, i.e., B together with A are a solution of
problem DOS.

We will solve problem DOS for the general case 4.11 by applying exactly the
same mechanism as sketched above.

THEOREM 5.1. Let (F(y1) -+ (y,),0) with X = Fly1,...,y,] be a IX0-field
over K, let 7 : X — S(K) be K-embedding with ev, L and Z, and let (X, ev, k) be a
sequence domain as stated in the general case 4.11; in particular let (Sum(X),ev,?)
be the sum sequence domain over X. Then for any A € Sum(X) there is a X°-
extension D = (F(y1) - (yr)(s1) - (Su),0) of (F(y1)---(yr),0), where D is a
polynomial extension of (F, o), and there is a K-embedding

(5.3) 7' X[s1,. .., 84 = S(K)

where the defining function ev’ and its o-function L' are extended from X to
X[81,...,84], with the following property: There are A\ € N and a € A such
that (5.1); in particular, for any h € X|s1,..., sy there is an H € Sum(X) such
that

(5.4) ev/(hk) = H(k) Yk>0 andog(h)=0o(H).

This extension, the defining function ev’ for 7', X\, and a can be given explicitly, if
L and Z are computable and if K has the form as stated in Remark 3.15.

PrOOF. We show the theorem by induction on the depth. If A € Sum(X)
with 9(A4) =0, then A € K and the statement clearly holds. Now suppose that we
have shown the statement for expressions with depth< d and take A € Sum(X)
with 9(A) =d+ 1. Let Aq,..., A; be exactly those subexpressions of A which do
not occur inside of a sum and which cannot be split further by & and ®, i.e., for
1 <i <, either A; € X or A; is a sum. First we consider A;. If A; € X, then for
r1 =0, a; = Ay, ev' = ev and i = 1 we have

(5.5) ev'(a;, k) = Ai(k) Vk>r;, and dx(a;) <0(A;).

Moreover, the property (5.4) for any h € X holds by choosing H := h.

Otherwise, A1 = Sum(A1, Fy) for some \; € N and F; € Sum(X) with 9(F;) < d.
If 9(A;) < d, we get by induction a ¥-extension D := (F(y1) -+ (y,)(51) - - - (5u), 0)
of (F(y1) -+ (yr),o) where D is a polynomial extension of (F,o); moreover we can
extend 7 to a K-embedding 7" : D — S(K) with D := X[sy,..., s,] where its defin-
ing function ev’ is extended from X to D, and we can extend the o-function L
to an o-function L’ for ev’ such that the following holds: There are a; € D and
r1 € N such that for i = 1 we have (5.5); in particular, for any h € D, there is an
H € Sum(X) such that (5.4).

If 9(41) = d + 1, we can take by the same reasoning such an extension D of
(F,0) with D := X[s1,...,s,] and 7/ with a defining function ev’ together with an
o-function L’ in which we can take f; € D and /; € N such that

ev’(fl, k) = Fl(k) Vk > ll, and 6K(fl) < O(Fl).

By Theorem 3.14 take a Y0-extension E := (F(y1) -+ (yr)(s1) -+ (s4)(t1) -+ (t,), 0)
of (F(y1) -+ (yr)(s1) -+ (84),0) such that E is a polynomial extension of (F, o) and
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in which we have g € E with E := DJ[ty,...,t,] such that
a(g) = g+a(fr)-

Moreover, by iterative application of Lemma 4.5 we can extend the K-embedding
7/ from D to a K-embedding 7/ : E — S(K) by extending the defining function ev’
canonically from D to E, and we can extend L’ to an o-function for ev’; note that
this construction can be performed such that for any h € E there is H € Sum(X)
with (5.4). Now take® r; := max(l1, L'(f1), L' (g) + 1) and define ¢ := >} " F(k) —
ev'(g,m1 — 1) € K. Then for all n > rq,

ev'(g+c,n)=ev(o g) + fi,n) +c=ev'(g,n—1) +ev'(fi,n) +c

=ev(gn—1)+Fi(n)+c=---=ev(g,r1 — 1) + ZFl )+c= Ai(n).
k= T1
Set a1 := g+ c € E. Then (5.5) for ¢« = 1. Moreover, since dx(g) < dx(o(f1)) + 1
by Thm. 3.12,

dx(a1) = dx(9) < 0x(o(f1)) +1=0x(fi) +1<0(F)+1<d+1

We continue to consider As, ..., A; and finally arrive at a polynomial ¥-extension
(F(yr) - (yr)(81) - (8u)(t1) - - - (£t ), 0) of (F,0); during this construction we can
extend 7 to a K-embedding 7" : A — S(K) with A := X[s1,...,8,][t1,...,t] and
with a defining function ev’ and we can extend L to an o-function L’ for ev’ such
that the following holds. We can take ai,...,a; € A and r1,...,7; € N such that
for 1 <4 <[ we have (5.5); in particular, for any h € A, there is an H € Sum(X)
such that (5.4).

Finally, we construct a € A by applying in the given A the substitution A; — a;
for all 1 < ¢ < [ and by replacing ® and & with the field operations - and +,
respectively. Then it follows that (5.1) for A := max(ry,...,7r, L'(a1),..., L (a)).
This completes the induction step. Note that all the construction steps can be
carried out by algorithms if L and Z are computable and if K has the form as
stated in Remark 3.15. In particular, ev’, @ and A can be given explicitly. |

EXAMPLE 5.2. For the input sum (1.1) the presented procedure in Theorem 5.1
carries out simultaneously the constructions from Examples 3.13 and 4.9: We ob-
tain the TIX°-field (Q(x)(h)(h2)(h3)(hy), o) over Q together with the Q-embedding
7' Q(x)[h, ha, k3, ha] — S(Q) where the defining function ev’ is canonically given
by ev'|g() = ev for ev as in (2.1) and by (4.10). By construction, we can link the
sums in (3.4) with h, s’, ho, t',a’ € Q(x)[h, ha, h3, he] from Example 3.13: for n € N,

v/ (h,n) = H,, ev'(s,n)=S(n),

5.6
(5:6) ev/(hy,n) = HP, ev'(t',n) =T(n), ev'(a',n) = A(n).

The depths of Hyg, S, H,EQ),T,A are 2,3,2,3,4, respectively. The corresponding
depths dg(h) = dg(s’) = do(h2) = do(t') = dg(a’) = 2 in the IIX°-field are the
same or have been improved. Using (4.10) we can reinterpret, e.g, s’ as the sum
expression F := £(Sum(1,1/z)? + Sum(1,1/2?)) € Sum(Q(z)) with F(n) = S(n)
for all n > 0 and ?(F) = dg(s'); this leads to the identity s(n) = 3(H2 + H,(f)). In

6Remark: If f1 is a hypergeometric term, r1 can be also obtained by analyzing only f1
(without knowing the telescoping solution g); for more details see (AP05).
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the same way we obtain sum expressions in Sum(Q(x)) for the II¥%-field elements
h,ho,t';a’ in (5.6), and we arrive at the following identities. For n > 0,

Hn - Hna S(n) = %(H?z + Hr(LQ))a

HP = HP, T(n) =% (B +3HPH, +200), Aln) = B(n)

1
3
where B is given as in (12)

We remark that this translation mechanism presented in Theorem 5.1 is imple-
mented in the summation package Sigma. Namely, given the general case 4.11 (K
as stated in Remark 3.15) and given” A € Sum(X), Sigma computes the following
ingredients:

o A Y-extension (F(y1)---(yr)(s1) - (54),0) of (F(y1)---(y,),0) and a K-em-
bedding (5.3) with a defining function ev’ and o-function L'.

e ac XJsy,...,8,] and A € N such that (5.1).

e 7/(a) is given explicitly by a® B € Sum(X) such that (5.2).

Then Sigma outputs for a given A € Sum(X) the result B € Sum(X) with .

The final goal is to prove Theorem 5.5 which guarantees that the output B is
indeed a solution of problem DOS. We start with the following lemma.

LeEMMA 5.3. Let (F(y1)---(y,),0) be a IIX-field over K and let T be a K-
monomorphism with ev and L as in the general case 4.11; let (F(t1)---(t.),0) be a
polynomial ¥* -extension of (F,o) and let p : Flt1,...,t.] = S(K) be a K-embedding
with a defining function ev, and an o-function L, such that ev,|r = ev.

Then there is a X*-extension D := (F(yy) -+ (yr)(21) - - (21),0) of F(y1) -+~ (yr),0)

where D is a polynomial ¥*-extension of (F, o) with the following properties:

(1) There is a difference monomorphism ¢ : F(ty, ... te) = Flyr, ..., y-) (21, ..., 21)
such that for all a € F(tq,...,t.),

(5.7) ok (¢(a)) < ok (a)
and such that for all a € Flty, ..., t.],
(5.8) o(a) € Flyr, ... urllz1s- -5 21)-

(2) Thereis a K-embedding 7' : Fly1, ..., y:][#1, ..., 2z1] = S(K) with a defining func-
tion ev' and an o-function L' such that ev'|gyy, .. . = ev and such that for all
a < F[tl, . ,te],

(5.9) m(¢(a)) = pla).

PRrROOF. The base case e = 0 holds with ¢(a) = a for all @ € F and 7/ := p.
Suppose the lemma holds for e extensions (H, o) with H = F(¢1)---(¢.) and let
(D,o) with D := F(y1)...(yr)(21) - (21), 7" with ev’ and L', p with ev,, and
¢ as stated above; set E = Fly1,...,ypr, 21,...,21]. Now let (H(t),o0) be a X*-
extension of (H,o) with f := o(t) —t € F[t;...,t.], and take a K-embedding

In Sigma A is inserted, e.g., in the form (1.1) without using evaluation functions like (2.1)
or (2.2); this implies that the lower bounds of the involved sums and products must be chosen in
such a way that no zeros occur in the denominators during any evaluation.

8In Sigma the lower bounds of the sums and products are computed by (4.9). Looking
closer at this construction, no zeros occur in the involved denominators of B when performing the
evaluation B(n) for n > A. Hence the output can be returned, e.g., in the form like (1.1) or (1.2)
which is free of any explicit evaluation functions like (2.1) or (2.2).
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Pl Flte, ..., t:][t] = S(K) with a defining function p’ and an o-function L, such
that ev,[g, ...,
Case 1: If there is no g € D such that

(5.10) o(g) —g = ¢(f),

we can take the ¥*-extension (D(y),o) of (D,o) with o(y) = y + &é(f) by The-
orem 3.5.1 and we can define a difference field monomorphism ¢’ : H(t) — E(y)
such that ¢'(a) = ¢(a) for all @ € H and such that ¢'(t) = y. By construction,

0k (y) = dk(o(f)) + 1. Since

(5.11) Sr(¢(f) +1 < d(f) +1 = dk(1),
ox(p(a)) < ox(a) for all @ € H(t). Moreover, since ¢(f) € E, it follows that
(E(y),0) is a polynomial extension of (I, o). Moreover, for all a € F[ty,...,t,t],

¢(a) € E[y]. This proves part (1).

Now we extend the K-embedding 7/ from E to 7/ : E[y] — S(K) with the defining
function ev’, where ev'(f, k) = ev(f, k) for all f € E and ev/(y, k) is defined as in
the right hand side of (4.7); here we choose 3 = ¢(f) and ¢ = ev, (t,r — 1) for
some r € N properly chosen. In particular, we can extend the o-function L’ for our
extended ev’ by Lemma 4.5 (note that there is a z function for ev’ restricted to F
by Remark 4.6). Then for all k > 7 (r is chosen big enough with L/, and L'),

k
ev' (¢ (t), k) =ev'(y, k) = Zev'(¢(f), i—1)+evy(t,r—1)

(5.12) . .
=Zevp(f,i—1)+evp/(t,r—1): Z ev,(f,i—1)+ h(r)
i=r i=r+1

with h(r) = ev,(f,r — 1) +evy(t,r —1) =evy(f+t,7r — 1) =evy(o(t),r—1) =
ev, (t,r). Applying this reduction k — r + 1 times shows that
k

oV (1), k) = Y evy(fii— 1) +evy(t,r) = =evy(t k).
i=r+1
Hence 7/(¢'(t)) = p'(t), and thus 7/(¢'(a)) = p/(a) for all a € Flty ..., t][t]
Case 2: Otherwise, if there is a g € D s.t. (5.10), then g € E by Theorem 3.7. In
particular, dx(g) < ox(é(f)) + 1 by Theorem 3.12. With (5.11), it follows that

(5.13) dx(g) < ok (t).

Now observe that

S(p' (1)) = p'(t) = p'(o(t) = t) = p(f) = T'(6(f)) = 7'((g) — 9) = S('(g)) — 7'(9)-
Hence S(p'(t) —7'(g9)) = p'(t) —7'(9), i.e., p'(t) —7'(g) is a constant in S(K). Thus,
p'(t) = 7' (g) + (¢)n>0 for some ¢ € K. Since (¢(H)(g), o) is a difference field (it
is a sub-difference field of (D, )), g is transcendental over ¢(H) by Theorem 3.5.1.
In particular, we can define the difference field monomorphism ¢’ : H(¢) — D with
¢'(a) = ¢(a) for all @ € H and ¢'(t) = g+ ¢. Since g € E, ¢/(t) € E, and therefore
¢(a) € E for all a € F[ty,...,t][t]. With (5.13) and our induction assumption
it follows that dx(7'(a)) < dx(a) for all @ € H(t). This proves part (1). Note
that 7/(¢'(t)) = 7/(g) + ¢ = p'(t) by construction. Hence, 7/(¢'(a)) = p(a) for all
a € F[ty ..., t][t]. This proves part (2) and completes the induction step. O
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Note that the proof of Lemma 5.3 is constructive, if the underlying o- and z-
functions of 7 are computable and if K is given as in Remark 3.15. For simplicity,
ingredients like r; (needed, e.g., for (5.12)) have not been specified explicitly.

In Theorem 5.4 we can show the following: The nested depth of an element in a
II12%-field over K is smaller than or equal to the depth of an element in a IIX*-field
over K provided that both elements can be mapped to the same sequence s € S(K)
by appropriate K-monomorphisms.

THEOREM 5.4. Let (F(yy) -+ (y),0) be a IIX-field over K and let T be a K-
embedding with ev and L as in the general case 4.11. Let (F(t1)---(t.),0) be a
polynomial Y*-extension of (F,o) and let p:TF[t,...,t.] = SK) be a K-embed-
ding with a defining function ev, and an o-function for ev,. Then for any s €
T(Flyr, -5 ye]) N p(E[te, ..., te]) we have

dx(m71(8)) < dx(p™(s)).

Proor. Take a X*-extension (F(y1)--- (y-)(z1) - (21),0) of (F(y1) -+ (yr),0),
a monomorphism ¢ : F(t1) -+ (te) = F(y1) -+ (yr)(21) - - - (21) s.t. (5.7) and (5.8) for
all a € Flty,...,t.], and take a K-embedding 7" : Fly1,...,yr, 21, ..., 2] = S(K)
with 7'[gy, ...y, = 7 such that (5.9) for all a € F[t1,...,t.]; this is possible by
Lemma 5.3. Now let s € 7(F[yy,...,y:]) N p(Flt1, ..., t.]), and set f = (7/)"1(s) =
77 Ys) € Fly1,...,y,] and g := p~1(s) € F[t1...,t]. To this end, define ¢’ :=
&(9) € Fly1, -+, Yr, 21, - - -, 21]. Then by (5.7) we have dk(¢') < dk(g). Since 7/(g")
p(g9) = s and 7/(f) = s, and since 7’ is injective, ¢’ = f. Thus, ox(f) = dx(g’)
ok (9)-

Finally, Theorem 5.5 shows that the constructed B € Sum(X) with (5.2) is
indeed a solution of problem DOS.

THEOREM 5.5. Let (F(y1)--- (y.),0) with X = Fyy,...,y,] be a IIX-field over
K, let T : X — S(K) be K-embedding with ev and L, and let (X, ev, dx) be a sequence
domain as stated in the general case 4.11; let D := (F(y1) - (yr)(s1) -+ (su),0) be
a Y0 -extension of (F(y1) - - - (y,), o) where D is a polynomial extension of (F, o) and
let (5.3) be a K-embedding with a defining function and o-function. Moreover, let
A € Sum(X) and a € A such that T(a) = (A(k))k>0. Then dx(a) is the Sum(X)-
optimal depth of A.

OIA Il

PRrROOF. Take an expression of Sum(X) that produces s := (A(k))i>o from
a certain point on and that has minimal depth, say d. By Theorem 5.1 we can
take a Y0-extension D := (F(y1)---(y,)(t1)---(te), o) of (F(y1)---(yr),0) such
that D is a polynomial extension of (F,o) and we can assume that there is a
K-embedding p : X[t1,...,t] = S(K) with a defining function and an o-function
with the following property. There is an @’ € X[t1,...,t.] such that p(a’) = s and
dx(a’) < d. By Theorem 5.4 (applied twice), dx(a) = dx(a’). Moreover, p(a’) and
7(a) can be defined by elements from Sum(X) with depth dx(a) by Theorem 4.8.
Since d is minimal, dk(a) = d. O

6. Application: Simplification of d’Alembertian solutions

The d’Alembertian solutions (No6r24; AP94; Sch01), a subclass of Liouvillian
solutions (HS99), of a given recurrence relation are computed by factorizing the re-
currence into linear right hand factors as much as possible. Given this factorization,
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one can read off the d’Alembertian solutions which are of the form

(6.1) Z b (k1) Z b (k2) - Z bs(

ki=c1 ko=ca s=Cs

for lower bounds ¢y, ...,cs € N; here the b;(k;) and h(n) are given by the objects
form the coefficients of the recurrence or by products over such elements. Note
that such solutions can be represented in IIX’-fields if the occurring products can
be rephrased accordingly in Il-extensions. Then, applying our refined algorithms to
such solutions (6.1), we can find sum representations with minimal nested depth.
Typical examples can be found, e.g., in (DPSWO06; Sch07; MS07; BBKS08; OS09;
BKKS09a; BKKS09b).

In the following we present two examples with detailed computation steps that
have been provided by the summation package Sigma.

6.1. An example from particle physics. In massive higher order calcula-
tions of Feynman diagrams (BBKSO07) the following task of simplification arose.
Find an alternative sum expression of the definite sum

2
(6.2) S(n) = Z H;;"

i=1

such that the parameter n does not occur inside of any summation quantifier and
such that the arising sums are as simple as possible. In order to accomplish this
task, Sigma computes in a first step the recurrence relation

— (n+2)(n+1)* (n* + Tn+16) S(n)
+ (n+2) (5n° + 62n* + 318n° + 814n> 4 1045n + 540) S(n + 1)
— 2 (5n° + 84n° 4 603n* + 2354n® + 52700 + 6430n + 3350) S(n + 2)
+2 (5n° + 96n° + 783n" 4 3478n° + 8906n> + 12530n + 7610) S(n + 3)
— (n+4) (5n° + 88n" 4 630n® + 2318n> + 4453n + 3642) S(n + 4)
4n+7)
(n+3)(n+4) "
2 (2n" + 35n° + 235n° + 718n* + 824n® — 283n? — 869n + 10)
(n+1)(n+2)(n+3)%(n+4)*(n +5)

+(n+4)(n+5)° (n®+5n+10) S(n+5) = —

by a generalized version (Sch07) of Zeilberger’s creative telescoping (Zei91). Given
this recurrence, Sigma computes the d’Alembertian solutions

Alzla A2:H7la A3:

J
i 23—1221@ 32k—1)
n; J—l)J
:; - ,
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2L 2(k — 2)(k — kHy — (2k — 1) (3k” — 6k +2)
1 23—lZ; (k—2)(k — Dk(2k —3)(2k 1)
n - -—1 -
A== % ’ ’
1=3
* (20— 3) (12 — 31+ 6) B(l)
L D (e (]
i (20— );;4 2k —3)(2k— 1)
n = (.7_1)]
B= i

where

l 5
B 2(2r%—27r° +117r* —2547° 4-398r° +2(r—3) (r—2) (r—1) (r+2) H,.r —44674204)
- § :_ (r—2)(r—1)r(r2—5r+10)(r2—3r+6) :
r=3

To be more precise, A; € Sum,, (Q(x)), 1 <14 < 5, are the five linearly independent
solutions of the homogeneous version of the recurrence, and B € Sum, (Q(z)) is
one particular solution of the recurrence itself; the depths of Ay,..., A5, B are
0,2,2,4,5,7, respectively. As a consequence, we obtain the general solution

(63) G =B+ A1 + oAy + c3A3 + caAs + c5A5
for constants ¢;. Checking initial values shows that we have to choose’
=103, co=5(48¢3 —67), c3 =31 ¢y = 1(23 - 8(), ¢5 = —

in order to match (6.3) with S(n) = G(n) for all n € N.

Finally, Sigma simplifies the derived expressions further and finds sum represen-
tations with minimal nested depth (see problem DOS). Following the approach de-
scribed in the previous sections, it computes the TIX%-field (Q(x)(h)(he)(h4)(H), o)
with o(z) =z + 1 and

(SIS

a(h
o(h) = h+ Fig, o) = b + Gtpye, 0(ha) = ha+ Gigye, o(H) = H + (2353

in addition, it delivers a Q-embedding 7 : Q(z)[h, ha, ha, H] — S(Q) with the defin-
ing function ev : Q(x)[h, he, ha, H] x N — Q canonically given by (2.1) for all f €
Q(x) and by
ev(h,n) = H, ev(hg,n) = H?,  ev(hy,n) = HY i i
) ny ) n ) n o _ If
Moreover, it finds

a1 =1, ay=h, az=h, a4:%(h2—h2), a5:%(—h2+2h2h—h),

1
b= g7 (h* — 48hH + 128h — 12h3 + (12h — 69) hy — 12hs)

QCk denotes the Riemann zeta function at k; e.g., (2 = 72/6.
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such that ev'(a;,n) = A;(n) for 1 < i <5 and ev/(b,n) = B(n). These computa-
tions lead to the following identities: For n > 0,

(6.4)
Arln) =1, Ao() = Ha, Agln) = 12, Auw) = o (H2 - 112),
— 1 2
A5(n)f§< H? +2H? )
2
B = 223G ] () (- ) -

in particular, due to Theorem 5.5, the sum expressions on the right—hand sides
of (6.4) have the minimal depths 0,2, 2,2, 2,3, respectively. To this end, we obtain
the following identity (BBKS07, equ. 3.14): for n > 0,
H? 17 1 2 ",
itn _ L0 o 20 (@2 1+ ( (2)) @y _ Hy
4H,, H H H H 2H,,
Z ,1:2 10C2 + C3 + n<2 n CQ 92 ( n + n ) ’; k2

i=1

6.2. A nontrivial harmonic sum identity. We look for an indefinite nested
sum representation of the definite sum

(6.5) Sy =3 (’,;‘)H

k=0

for similar problems see (DPSW06). First, Sigma finds with creative telescoping
the recurrence relation

8(n+1)(2n + 1)* (64n* + 480n” + 1332n° + 1621n + 735) S(n) — 4(768n° + 8832n"

+ 43056n° + 115708n° + 186452n" + 183201n° + 106442n> 4 33460n + 4533)S(n + 1)
+2(n+2)(384n" +4224n° +18968n° +-44610n" +58679n° +42775n° +-16084n-+2616) S (n+2)
— (n+2)(n +3)° (64n™* + 224n° + 2760 + 141n + 30) S(n + 3) =

— 3 (576n° + 4896n° + 16660n" + 28761n° + 26171n* + 11574n + 1854) .

Solving the recurrence in terms of d’Alembertian solutions and checking initial
values yield the identity

500 = () (3410~ S Aa() + B)) v >0

2 28
with
(i 3) Z 6454 — 28853 + 46852 — 323j + 84
"L 4i—3 " — (j—1)j(2) —3)(4) = 7)(45 — 3)
A = Z 7O 4= Z J=2
YT Li—1) i(2i — 1) ’
i=1 i=
(4i - 3) ' (645* — 2885° + 46857 — 3237 + 84) B(j)
" = U-1Di(2 =34 - 74 -3)
B=-—
Z i(2i — 1)
=2
where

J - . .
B Z 3(2k—3)(2k—1)(4k—T7)(576k® —5472k°+20980k" —41559k" +44882k> —25113k+5760)
- k(64K —544k3+1716k2 —2379k+1227) (64k* —288k3+468k2 —323k+84) (7F)
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So far, this alternative sum representation of (6.5) might not be considered as re-
ally convincing. For further simplifications, we construct the I[1%-field (Q(z)(b), o)
with o(2) = = + 1 and o(b) = Q(;m—%b7 and we take the Q-monomorphism
7' Q(x)[b] = S(Q) from Example 4.4 (K = Q). Note that the sums Ay, A2, B €
Sum,, (Q(x)[b]) have the depths 2, 3, 5, respectively. Finally, activating our machin-
ery in this setting (we represent the sums in a IT¥%-field and reinterpret the result
by an appropriate Q-monomorphism), we arrive at the following identities: For
n >0,

Al(n) =2 (2Hn - Hgn) ,
Ao(n) =2 (4H2 + 4H, + H3, + (~4H,, —2) Ho — HLY )

3

Bl =1

1
(44H,% +16H,, + 11H3, — (44H,, + 8) Ha, — 11H{) + 143" —2)
= 2(7)
By Theorem 5.5 we have solved problem DOS for the expressions A;, Ay and B,
i.e., we found sum representations with optimal depths 2,2, 3, respectively. Finally,

this leads to the following identity: for n > 0,

n 2 n
2 1
30 = () (s - 203 )
k=0

i=1 i
References

[AP94] S.A. Abramov and M. Petkovsek, D’Alembertian solutions of linear dif-
ferential and difference equations, Proc. ISSAC’94 (J. von zur Gathen,
ed.), ACM Press, 1994, pp. 169-174.

, Gosper’s algorithm, accurate summation and the discrete

Newton—Leibniz formula, Proc. ISSAC’05 (M. Kauers, ed.), ACM,
2005, pp. 5-12 (english).

[BBKSO07] I. Bierenbaum, J. Bliimlein, S. Klein, and C. Schneider, Difference
equations in massive higher order calculations, Proc. ACAT 2007, vol.
PoS(ACAT)082, 2007, [arXiv:hep-ph/0707.4659].

[BBKS08] 1. Bierenbaum, J. Bliimlein, S. Klein, and C. Schneider, Two-loop
massive operator matrix elements for unpolarized heavy flavor pro-
duction to o(e), Nucl.Phys. B 803 (2008), no. 1-2, 1-41, [arXiv:hep-
ph/0803.0273].

[BK99] J. Bliimlein and S. Kurth, Harmonic sums and Mellin transforms up
to two-loop order, Phys. Rev. D60 (1999).

[BKKS09a] J. Bliimlein, M. Kauers, S. Klein, and C. Schneider, Determining the
closed forms of the O(a3) anomalous dimensions and Wilson coeffi-
cients from Mellin moments by means of computer algebra. To appear
in Comput. Phys. Comm. (2009), [arXiv:hep-ph/0902.4091].

, From moments to functions in quantum chromodynam-
ics, Proc. ACAT 2008, vol. PoS(ACAT08)106, 2009, [arXiv:hep-
ph/0902.4095].

[BL82] B. Buchberger and R. Loos, Algebraic Simplification, Computer Al-
gebra — Symbolic and Algebraic Computation (B. Buchberger, G. E.
Collins, and R. Loos, eds.), Springer, Vienna - New York, 1982, pp. 11—
43.

[APO5]

[BKKS09b)




[BP9Y]

[DPSWO06]

[GosT8]
[HS99]

[Kar81]
[Kar85]

[KS06]

[MS07]

[MUWO02]

[Nér24]
[NP97]

[0S09]

[PR97]

[PWZ96]
[Sch01]

[Sch05a]

[Sch05b)

[Sch05¢]

[Sch07]

REFERENCES 307

A. Bauer and M. Petkovsek, Multibasic and mized hypergeometric
Gosper-type algorithms, J. Symbolic Comput. 28 (1999), no. 4-5, 711—
736.

K. Driver, H. Prodinger, C. Schneider, and J.A.C. Weideman, Padé ap-
prozimations to the logarithm III: Alternative methods and additional
results, Ramanujan J. 12 (2006), no. 3, 299-314.

R.W. Gosper, Decision procedures for indefinite hypergeometric sum-
mation, Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 75 (1978), 40—42.

P.A. Hendriks and M.F. Singer, Solving difference equations in finite
terms, J. Symbolic Comput. 27 (1999), no. 3, 239-259.

M. Karr, Summation in finite terms, J. ACM 28 (1981), 305-350.

, Theory of summation in finite terms, J. Symbolic Comput. 1
(1985), 303-315.

M. Kauers and C. Schneider, Indefinite summation with unspecified
summands, Discrete Math. 306 (2006), no. 17, 2021-2140.

S. Moch and C. Schneider, Feynman integrals and difference equa-
tions, Proc. ACAT 2007, vol. PoS(ACAT)083, 2007, [arXiv:hep-
ph/0709.1769].

S. Moch, P. Uwer, and S. Weinzierl, Nested sums, expansion of tran-
scendental functions, and multiscale multiloop integrals, J. Math. Phys.
6 (2002), 3363-3386.

N.E. Norlund, Differenzenrechnung, Springer, Berlin, 1924.

I. Nemes and P. Paule, A canonical form guide to symbolic summation,
Advances in the Design of Symbolic Computation Systems (A. Miola
and M. Temperini, eds.), Texts Monogr. Symbol. Comput., Springer,
Wien-New York, 1997, pp. 84-110.

R. Osburn and C. Schneider, Gaussian hypergeometric series and ex-
tensions of supercongruences, Math. Comp. 78 (2009), no. 265, 275—
292.

P. Paule and A. Riese, A Mathematica g—analogue of Zeilberger’s algo-
rithm based on an algebraically motivated aproach to q—hypergeometric
telescoping, Special Functions, g-Series and Related Topics (M. Ismail
and M. Rahman, eds.), vol. 14, Fields Institute Toronto, AMS, 1997,
pp. 179-210.

M. Petkovsek, H. S. Wilf, and D. Zeilberger, a = b, A. K. Peters,
Wellesley, MA, 1996.

C. Schneider, Symbolic summation in difference fields, Ph.D. thesis,
RISC-Linz, J. Kepler University, Linz, May 2001.

, Finding telescopers with minimal depth for indefinite nested
sum and product expressions, Proc. ISSAC’05 (M. Kauers, ed.), ACM,
2005, pp. 285-292 (english).

, Product representations in IIX-fields, Ann. Comb. 9 (2005),
no. 1, 75-99.

, Solving parameterized linear difference equations in terms of
indefinite nested sums and products, J. Differ. Equations Appl. 11
(2005), no. 9, 799-821.

, Symbolic summation assists combinatorics, Sém. Lothar.
Combin. 56 (2007), 1-36, Article B56b.




308 REFERENCES

[Scho08] , A refined difference field theory for symbolic summation, J.

Symbolic Comput. 43 (2008), no. 9, 611-644, [arXiv:0808.2543v1].

, Parameterized telescoping proves algebraic independence of
sums, To appear in Ann. Comb. (2009), [arXiv:0808.2596].

[Ver99] J.A.M. Vermaseren, Harmonic sums, Mellin transforms and integrals,
Int. J. Mod. Phys. A14 (1999), 2037-2976.

[Zei91] D. Zeilberger, The method of creative telescoping, J. Symbolic Comput.
11 (1991), 195-204.

[Sch09]

RESEARCH INSTITUTE FOR SYMBOLIC COMPUTATION, JOHANNES KEPLER UNIVERSITY, A-4040
LINZ, AUSTRIA

E-mail address: Carsten.Schneider@risc.uni-linz.ac.at



Clay Mathematics Proceedings
Volume 12, 2010

1.
2.

2.1.
2.2.
2.3.

3

3.1

4

4.1.
4.2.

5

5.1
9.2
5.3.
5.4.
5.5.
5.6.

6

6.1.
6.2.

Logarithmic Structures and TQFT
Simon Scott
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6.3. Example: various 330
References 331

1. The categorization of analysis

An interesting idea that has been impulsed in mathematics, at least in part,
by the study of the structures that drive quantum field theory is the need to un-
derstand certain familiar mathematical concepts in rather more abstract contexts.
For example, cyclic homology frees up de Rham cohomology from the commutative
algebra of smooth functions on a manifold to general noncommutative algebras. On
the other hand, topological quantum field theory suggests the essential structures
of geometric analysis and index theory need to be understood in the way that they
relate to the construction of representations of the cobordism category.

Such categorization may be seen, perhaps, as commencing with Grothendieck’s
idea of motives as a proposal for a universal cohomology theory (encompassing
various competing cohomology theories in algebraic geometry). Likewise, the use
of n-categories (or oo-categories) as a multi-layer approach to representations of
categories is a quite old idea. But in both cases these structures have in recent times
become the focus of much work in homotopy theory and geometry, in topological
quantum field theory and its spin-offs into geometric analysis.

The purpose of this paper is to outline how the analytical concept of a ‘deter-
minant’ and, more fundamentally, a ‘logarithm’ might abstract itself naturally into
this discussion. Logarithmic structures appear to lie behind many basic topological
invariants and it is of interest to determine what the logarithmic structures are
in topological quantum field theory, corresponding in principle to certain ‘higher’
sewing formulae.

2. Sewing formulae

The way in which topological and spectral geometric invariants add up relative
to the division of a manifold into two (or more) pieces is of some importance in geo-
metric analysis and functorial (possibly topological) QFT. Ideally one would aim
to consider decompositions into simple submanifolds, roughly expressing the mani-
fold as a CW-complex of lower dimensional simplices, and then be able to compute
on those submanifolds before using sewing formulae to reconstitute the invariant
on the complicated parent manifold. Such processes are inherently cohomological.
However, even in the purely topological case where analytic considerations are left
to one side, such a general objective is in dimensions greater than 2 currently per-
haps still at the stage of a useful, if mathematically potent, myth needed to think
about representations of cobordism n-categories. Nevertheless, deep progress has
been made at a fundamental category-theoretic level (see Lurie and Hopkins [13])
along with the discovery in dimension 2 of exotic cohomology theories (such as
elliptic cohomology, Chas-Sullivan products).

2.1. Analytic sewing formulae. At the analytic level one might begin with
a more modest objective. One might ask simpler questions, such as what the
codimension zero splitting formula might be for the generalized zeta-function quasi-
trace at zero ((A4, @Q,0) for classical pseudodifferential operators A and @, which, it
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is known, coincides with interesting spectral-geometric and topological invariants
(such as the index of an elliptic operator). Here, ) is assumed to be elliptic operator
of positive order ¢ > 0 whose complex powers @, “ are defined. The operator AQ, *
is trace class when the real part of z is large, and its trace (or supertrace given a
Zo-grading) admits an extension ((4,Q,z) = Tr(AQ,*)|™" to a meromorphic
function defined on all of C which has a Laurent expansion around z = 0 of the
form

QL1 C(A.Q2) = ¢ res AL +((A.Q0)+C(A.Q0) s+ = near.

The pole coefficient res A is the residue trace of A. In terms of sewing formulae
relative to a splitting of the manifold rather little is known about these coeflicients
in general; the first few coefficients provide key invariants in geometric index theory
while the higher coefficients are largely mysterious and highly non-local.

For the first term, the residue trace on manifolds with boundary with local
Boutet de Monvel boundary conditions was looked into in [10] and [11], while less
is known for global APS type boundary conditions. In either case pasting formulae
for res A in terms of such boundary problems relative to a splitting of M have
not yet, it appears, been studied. The next term in the expansion ((A4,Q,0) is
in general rather complicated and non-local and no general pasting formulae are
known. However, in certain cases progress has been made. Most outstandingly that
is so for the eta-invariant

n(D,0) := ¢(D|D|™!,|DI,0)

of a self-adjoint Dirac type operator which arises as the correction term in the APS
index theorem. In this case there is an exact pasting formula proved originally by
Wojciechowski [25, 26, 27] and Bunke [7], which has been reproved and refined by
other authors in numerous subsequent works, in particular in [5] and more from a
TQFT view point in [9].

When A = T write ¢(Q,z2) := ((I,Q,z). The expansion (2.1.1) in this case
becomes
(2.1.2)

C(Q,z) = — (1 res(log ,Q) — tr (HQ)) 2% + (logdetcQ) z + .-+ znear 0.
q —_————
=-¢'(Q,0)

=¢(Q,0)
where Ilg is a projector onto the generalized kernel of Q). Then the first two terms
of (2.1.2) are (logarithms of) determinants. The first is an exotic determinant,
the ‘residue determinant’ equal to zero on idos with a well-defined classical de-
terminant. Properties of the residue determinant and the extension of the residue
trace to the log-classical 1do log,Q are detailed in [18] and [20]. The second is
the log-zeta determinant, a quasi-determinant — an extension of the classical deter-
minant but with a loss of the multiplicativity property. Pasting formulae for the
first term (@, 0), relative to elliptic boundary problems for the restrictions of @ to
M, M, given a partition M = M; Uy Ms, have not yet been established; certainly
this involves non-local terms associated to the dividing hypersurface Y, though the
pasting formula does not appear to be hard to resolve using standard methods.
For the next term a great deal more is known, at least for self-adjoint Dirac type
operators. The original contribution in this direction for the case of APS boundary
problems is the adiabatic pasting formula of Wojciechowski and Park [16], and has
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lead to a steady stream of refinements and extensions by other authors. It was
suggested by Wojciechowski that a similar formula ought to hold for the curvature
2-form of the determinant line bundle for a family of Dirac operators, much as it
does in the case of b-calculus [15], and recent work suggests that that is correct;
see [23] for more on the curvature of the determinant line bundle in this case.

2.2. Sewing formulae in TQFT. A rather interesting way to think about
sewing formulae has been thrown into the ring by mathematical topological quan-
tum field theory (TQFT). Roughly speaking, recall that the idea of TQFT is that
though the Feynman path integral (PI) formulation of QFT is currently eludes
mathematical precision, one may nevertheless study the mathematical imprint that
is left by its passing, the structures that would be left in its wake if the PI were
rigorously defined.

2.3. Path integral formalism. Witten explained this motivation in the fol-
lowing concrete way. Consider a smooth compact n-dimensional manifold M with
connected boundary M =Y, then a PI has the general form

(2.3.1) Zy i T(Y) = C, ZM(f):/F (M)efsw)m%
f

where Dy is a formal measure, S : I'(M) — C is the classical action functional on
a space I'(M) of fields on M (the fields could, for example, be the space of smooth
functions on M, or the space of sections of a vector bundle over M), while the
subspace I'y(M) = {1 € I'(M) | 1)x = f} consists of smooth fields on M with
boundary value f € T'(Y). Thus we may view

Zy € Z(Y) = a Hilbert space of distributions {u : I'(Y) — C}.

The precise class of distributions is to be specified, but Z(Y) is supposed to be
the Hilbert space of the theory so it might, for example, be a suitable Sobolev
completion of T'(Y).

If M, on the other hand, has disconnected boundary M = Y, LI'Y; then the
PI defines the Schwartz kernel distribution

K : T(Yo) x I'(Y1) = C,  Kar(fo, f1) = / e 5Dy,
Liso.r0) (M)

or, what is formally the same thing, the linear operator

Zy € Hom(Z(Y0), Z(Y1)),  Zum(uo)(f1) = /1“(1/ : Kar(fo, f1)uo(fo) Dfo-

If Yo = Y7 =Y this determines a bilinear form
()5 200 x 2() 2 €, (o) = | 1)) DF
NG

Consider a compact boundaryless manifold M = My Uy M; partitioned into two
halves by a connected hypersurface Y. Then the partition functions on My, M,
have the form (2.3.1). Since the fields on M can be written as a fibre product
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(M) =T'(Mo) xpyy I'(My), this suggests an equality

/ efs(ﬂb)pqzj — / </ 678(%)@%[}0/ 65(1111)@1/}1) Df
(M) (YY) \/Ts(Mo) Ty (M)

(23.2) /F 20070 () I

or, more schematically,
(233) Z]W - <ZM0)ZJ\/[1>'

The Hamiltonian of the theory is defined by the Euclidean time evolution operator
et = Zy x(0,4 € End (Z(Y')); in a ‘topological theory’ H := 0 so one then expects

(2.3.4) Zyxjon) = I € End (Z(Y)).

3. Categorical abstraction - homotopy theory

The above characterization suggests that the PI in dimension n may be viewed
abstractly as a (particular) map Z which takes a boundaryless compact (n — 1)-
manifold Y to a vector space Z(Y') and each n manifold M whose boundary is YV’
to a vector Zyr € Z(Y). ' Y = () is the empty (n — 1)-manifold then from (2.3.1)
Zy is a number and Z(0) = C. If 9M = X UY then Zj; defines a linear map
between the vector spaces Z(X) and Z(Y).

Succinctly, the PI functor Z defines a representation of the cobordism category
Cob,,. That is, Z is a functor Cob,, — Vect(k) to the category of vector spaces and
linear maps over a field k.

Here, Cob,, is the category whose objects are smooth boundaryless compact
(n — 1)-manifolds and whose morphisms are smooth compact manifolds modulo
orientation preserving diffeomorphisms. Thus a morphism M € mor,(X,Y) in
Cob,, is a smooth compact n-manifold M equipped with a diffeomorphism dM =
X UY; any two such morphisms are identified up to an orientation preserving
diffeomorphism equal to the identity on the boundary. Composition of morphisms

mor, (X,Y) x mor, (Y, Z) — mor,,(X,Z), (M,N)— M Uy N,

is by pasting along the common boundary Y (up to specifying the smooth structure
on MUy N). There is a symmetric monoidal product Cob,, x Cob,, — Cob,, defined
by disjoint union of manifolds; with unit (‘monoidal’) element the empty manifold
(). Likewise the usual tensor product defines a symmetric monoidal product on
Vect(k) with identity the ground field k; again in Vect(k) identifications are made
up to equivalence (isomorphism).

The formal definition, then, of a TQFT is a functor Z : Cob, — Vect(k)
preserving the symmetric monoidal structures.

Specifically, Z functorially maps M € mor,(X,Y) to a linear homomorphism
Zy € Hom(Z(X), Z(Y)), which can be equivalently written

(3.0.5) IuezZ(X)Z(Y), ZW0) =k Z(X)=Z(X)*
with

(306) ZMUyN :ZMOZN.
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In particular, since Cob,, is modulo diffeomorphisms then taking M = N = X x [
gives that Zx«; is an idempotent, which the functoriality says must, in fact, be
the identity, corresponding to (2.3.4).

Since the boundary of a high-dimensional manifold M is really no topologically
simpler than the manifold itself, it is important to allow for reasons of computability
higher codimensional decompositions of M using manifolds with corners; in princi-
ple this may allow matters to be reduced to computing on k-simplices. Indeed, an
implicit expectation is that a given TQFT ought to correspond to (a possibly exotic)
generalized cohomology theory. In this respect the functorial sewing properties in
a TQFT ought likewise to provide a computational tool along the lines of a gen-
eralized Mayer-Vietoris property. With this motivation, an extended TQFT with
values in a symmetric monoidal n-category C is defined to be a symmetric monoidal
functor Z : Cob™" — C, where Cob®™" is the extended cobordism n-category whose
objects are points, whose (1-)morphisms are oriented 1-manifolds (cobordisms of
points), whose 2-morphisms are cobordisms of 1-morphisms, and so on.

These definitions are due principally to Segal [24], Atiyah [1], Witten [28], and
Hopkins and Lurie [13].

TQFT in dimensions 1 and 2 is relatively straightforward to characterize in a
generic sort of way. A functor Z : Cob; — Vect(k) is determined by its possible
evaluations on ¢ = [0,1]. There are for ¢ two possible boundary O-manifolds p
and p (with opposite orientations), to which Z assigns a finite dimensional vector
space V = Z(p) and its dual V* = Z(p). The meaning of Z(c) changes according to
whether it is regarded as a morphism in mor,, (p, p) in which case Z(c) = I € End V,
or in mory (), pUP) in which case Z(c) is the map C — End (V'), x — aI with I the
identity, or in mor; (pUD,?) in which case Z(c) is the trace map tr : End (V) — C.
From this one can compute the value Z(S') on the circle by writing S* = 1 U St
as the union of its upper and lower semicircles, considering S}r € mory (P, pUP) and
S € mor; (puUP,0). Then according to (3.0.5), (3.0.6), Z(S*) is the composition of
the maps C — End (V) and End (V') — C above, and hence Z(S') = dim V. This
is the description given in [13].

To give a 2-dimensional TQFT Z : Cobs — Vect(k), on the other hand, is
the same thing as to specify a unital associative tracial algebra (A, ) (see below
for more on traces). This is essentially because any real compact surface is a
composition of copies of the disc D and copies of the ‘pair of pants’ surface P
(a genus zero surface with two incoming and one outgoing boundary). Setting
A= Z(81), then, Zp defines according to the axioms of the TQFT an associative
multiplication A x A — A, while regarding D as an element of mors (), S*) defines
the unit in A as the image of 1 € k, while as an element of mora(S*,0) it defines a
trace 7 : A — k. For more on this see [24], [13], and for a detailed account of the
far richer open-closed theory with boundary conditions see Moore and Segal [14].

3.1. Introducing additional structure. The basic assumptions of a TQFT
can be modified or extended in many interesting ways. Simple modifications are, for
example, to specify additional topological structure, such as spin structures, fram-
ings, characters and so forth. Alternatively, the target category Vect(k) could be
refined to a category of chain complexes, as considered in [14] and [8]. On the other
hand, quantizing classical field theories can require the use of fibred-TQFT in which
Cob,, is replaced by the category Cob,, of smooth fibrations, with objects of fibre
dimension 7 — 1 and morphisms which are fibrations whose total space is a manifold
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with boundary with fibre diffeomorphic to a compact manifold with boundary of
dimension n, all modulo fibrewise orientation preserving diffeomorphism (thus Cob,,
is the subcategory of Cob,, for the case of a fibration over a point). Composition of
morphisms in Cob,, is by fibrewise sewing. Then Vect(k) is replaced by the category
Vect(k) of vector bundles and bundle homomorphisms, modulo isomorphism. The
symmetric monoidal structures extend to the fibred versions and a fibred-TQFT
is defined to be a symmetric monoidal functor Z : Cob,, — Vect(k), with obvious
extensions to their n-category counterparts.

Additional structure introduced through ‘boundary conditions’ is incorporated
via labels attached to the morphisms in the category, defining an open-closed
TQFT. The meaning here of a boundary condition is possibly more abstract, or at
least more geometric, than in the usual PDE sense. Specifically, D-branes refer to
the set of closed, connected, oriented, smooth submanifolds of a given manifold M
and one can consider the space of maps v : [0,1] — M with y(0) € X, v(1) € Y
in given D-branes X and Y. The homology of the corresponding mapping space
for a given set of labels is, roughly, what is meant by ‘string topology’ and this is
known to define an open-closed conformal field theory (CFT). See [4] for more on
this and references.

Similarly, but moving into more uncharted areas, there is no difficulty in for-
mally contemplating marked and degenerate morphisms. A marked morphism

M € mory(X,Y)

is a cobordism endowed with an embedding ¥ — ]\04 of a submanifold (of arbitrary
codimension) into the interior of M; thus, in connecting X to Y the morphism M
is constrained to pass through 3. The motivation for this is more easily explained
when discussing logarithmic structures (below). On the other hand, there is no
particular reason to suppose a more complete theory of quantum fields can be
restricted to manifolds of constant dimension; a degenerate morphism is one which
may be of non-constant dimension, the associated TQFT requires the use of n-
categories and such morphisms may be thought of as compositions of k-morphisms
for varying k.

In a different direction, one may abandon purely topological considerations
in favour of introducing more analytic structure, such as metrics, linear boundary
conditions, connections, and so forth, meaning in practise dropping diffeomorphism
invariance. The resulting invariants may then be geometric or spectral rather than
topological and the Hilbert spaces of the theory will then in general be infinite
dimensional (for a TQFT Z(X) is necessarily finite dimensional and so the dual
has a unique meaning, but for infinite dimensional Z(X) then analytic choices must
be made as to which spaces of distributions are being contemplated.)

This is appropriate for understanding the role of some spectral-geometric (which
in some cases turn out to be topological) invariants such as those mentioned in § 2.1.
An example of this is functorial QFT Z : Cob? — Vect(k) with Cob? whose objects
are the same as Cob; (see the characterization of 1-dimensional TQFTSs in §3), and
whose non-closed morphisms (¢4 4, P) € mor? consist of (unions of) ¢, = [a, b], up
to an orientation preserving diffeomorphism equal to the identity at a and b, and
a projection P in the Grassmannian Gr(C?™) = {P € EndC?*™ | P? = P, P* = P}
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parametrizing linear subspaces of C2™. Consider, then, the formal fermionic PI
Z(Ca,baP) = / 67<w’DP’P> di/)
Ok (Ca,ba(cm/)

defined by the constrained Yang-Mills action, where D = iV,,/4, with V a Her-
mitian covariant derivative (a Dirac operator in dimension 1) and Dp denotes its
restriction to those v satisfying the linear elliptic boundary condition P(¢(a) @&
(b)) = 0. Then, formally, Z(c,p, P) = det Dp. Since Gr(C*™) is a Kihler
manifold with canonical Kéhler form equal to the i times the curvature of the
canonical line bundle L — Gr(C?™), then, as instructed by geometric quantization,
we define the Hilbert space Z(a U b) to be dual of the space of the holomorphic
sections of L* — Gr(C?™). Then Z(a Ub) is canonically isomorphic to the ex-
terior algebra A C?*™. The point is that det Dp, as P varies defines a section of
the determinant line bundle, and the determinant line bundle is canonically iso-
morphic to L. If we restrict to the real submanifold identified with the unitary
group U(m) < Gr,,(C?*™), g — P, the projection onto graph(g : C™ — C™), over
which L (and the determinant line bundle) are naturally trivial, then there is an
essentially canonical identification

Z(ca,ba P) = det DPg = det (I _ g_lh)

(for example by zeta function regularization) where h € U(n) := U(C") is the
parallel transport of V along c, . Alternatively, considered as a functorial QFT,
we may, via the Pliicker embedding, regard the determinant line as a ray in the
Fock space Z(a Ub) and the determinant as defined ‘absolutely’ without boundary
condition as the ‘vacuum vector’ det D € Z(aUb). With regard to the trivialization
over U(n) one finds defining Z(a) = Z(b) = AC™

det D <> A\ h € Z(aLb) = End(\C™),

where A h =37 A" h relative to AC™ := 27 AF €

On the other hand, Z(S') = det (I — hg1) with hg: the holonomy around the
circle. Write, as in the example in §2.1, S! = Si U SL. Then there is a canonical
pairing (2.3.3), (3.0.6)

Z(-1ul)®Z(1u-1)—»Z0)=C, A®Bw— tr(AB).
Applied to our vacuum vectors this gives
Z(8') = (Z(8%}), Z(SL)),

which relative to the trivializations is the identity

det (I — hgi) = tr (\ hy o \ ho),

which really is just the identity det (I — hg1) = tr (/A hg1), with hy the parallel
transports along S1, consequent on hgi = h_ o hy. On the other hand, there
is a quite precise identification of this with the formal PI formula (2.3.2) via the
isometry End (A C™) — L*(U(m)) given by T ~ fr with fr(g) = tr (T o A g).
Since, via the Peter-Weyl theorem and Schur’s lemma, this is an isometry it may
be applied to the elements A\ hy, A h_, using Haar measure dg, to give the sewing
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formula for the circle for this symmetric monoidal functorial QFT as

(3.1.1) det (I — hg1) = / det (I — g 'hy)-det (I +gh_) dg,
—_— U(n)
pairing on End (A c™)

pairing on L2(U(m))

which is a rigorous version of (2.3.2) with the boundary condition f in that formula
replaced here by F;.

Thus one may say that this 1-dimensional QFT yields the fundamental rep-
resentation of the Lie group U(n), while the sewing formula (2.3.2) is the orthog-
onality relation (3.1.1). The 2-dimensional version of this theory produces the
fundamental loop group representations of LU (n). This is far more subtle; in par-
ticular, the determinant line bundle over LU (n) is non-trivial (unlike over U(n) in
dimension 1) leading to a projective representation. See [19, 24] for more on loop
group representations and determinant lines. (Indeed, there is an analogue of this
theory for gauge groups in all dimensions). An alternative, possibly analytically
better formulation would be to consider b-morphisms, in the sense of Melrose’s
b-calculus.

Note, however, that this is not a topological QFT; Z(S*) is not, here, a topo-
logical invariant of S'. There is though an obvious topological invariant associated
to the pair (S!, V); namely the winding number

w(V) : i/ tr (h(t)"'dh(t)) € Z.
Sl

:277

of the map S' — C*, t + deth(t). But considered in the sense of cobordism
this is not multiplicative (as would be expected in TQFT) but rather is additive.
Precisely, with

log Cap = % / )
one has for a < b < V/
(3.1.2) logcq,pr = logcqp + logcp
and in particular
(3.1.3) log ' =1log S} +1log S*.
Taking the trace of these finite matrices gives, setting logdet ¢ := tr (log¢),
(3.1.4) logdet S* = logdet S} + logdet S*.

One could just exponentiate and use det h,p, with h,, the transport along c,
to get a multiplicative TQFT, and this is what is generically done when additive
invariants are encountered, but doing that loses sight of interesting structure: there
is an operator-valued logarithm and a trace, which when combined on a closed
manifold give a topological invariant logdet S'. Indeed, the winding number is
a homotopy invariant identifying the Bott isomorphism 71 (U(m)) = Z, which is
naturally additive rather than multiplicative.
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4. Categorization and logarithms

This brings us, then, to the idea of logarithmic structures and, in particu-
lar, their role in constructing invariants as logarithmic functors on the cobordism
category.

Such structures lie behind a number of familiar topological and analytic in-
variants. Index invariants are a prime example of such a thing, both in odd and
even K-theory. It is, however, the case that logarithm operators taking values in
an algebra A tend to be rather special and quite hard to find, though there may be
many traces on A — giving rise potentially to many determinants once a logarithm
is identified.

With respect to logarithmic structures on the cobordism category, the iden-
tity (3.1.4) decomposing the topological winding number as the sum of two non-
topological numbers is repeated for any local invariant; for example, the index of
a Dirac operator 0 on a compact boundaryless spin mamfold M v1ewed as the
A- genus, can always be broken up additively as indd = [ My )+ f Mo Wlth

respect to a codimension zero partition M = M; Uy Mo. The terms fM'i
however, are not of the form tr (log T;) with logT; trace-class logarithmic operators
on M;. Though this is consequently not a logarithmic structure, there is one of the
form ind @ = ind d; + ind 0 where 01,02 are APS-type elliptic boundary problems
for @ on My and Ms, providing a basic instance of a log-determinant functor on
Cob,,. There is more on this below.

Log-determinant structures lie behind many do spectral invariants. For exam-
ple, if we look again at the expansion (2.1.2) then the first term is a log-determinant
structure, the so-called residue determinant. The second term, the zeta determi-
nant, comes from an honest logarithmic operator composed with what is only a
quasi-trace defined by zeta function regularization; its log-determinant properties
are therefore anomalous. Likewise, spectral flow, suspended eta-invariants, the
odd and even Chern characters, analytic torsion are all characters of logarithmic
representations.

In the remaining sections we look first at the appearance of logarithmic struc-
tures in a number of standard invariants, before briefly outlining the categorical
formulation along the lines of functorial QFT.

4.1. Logarithms. Determinants will be studied here as characters of loga-
rithmic representations of semigroups taking values in a tracial algebra. Let Z be
a topological semigroup and let B be a unital locally convex topological algebra. A
global logarithm operator is a map

(4.1.1) log : Z2 — B, a +— loga,
which for a,b € Z satisfies
(4.1.2) logab —loga —logb € [B,B].

That is, logab = loga + logb + Zjvzl [bj, b;] some b;, b’ € B. Thus, the space of
global logarithms with values in B is
(4.1.3) Log(Z,B) := Hom(Z,B/[B,B]) = Hom(Z, HCy(B)).

relative to the linear structure of B/[B, B] (HCy(B) is the degree zero cyclic homol-
ogy group). We may likewise consider the distributional subspace of continuous log
functionals.



LOGARITHMIC STRUCTURES AND TQFT 319

We may write (4.1.2) as logab =~ loga + logb. It follows that if Z is unital
with identity element I (so that Z is a monoid) then logI = 0 and hence for
b € GL(Z) that logh™! ~ —logb and log (bab~!) ~ loga. If Z is unital with
identity element I it can be advantageous to use linearity to refine log € Log(Z, B)
to the relative Log € Log(Z, B) by Loga :=loga — log I so that LogI = 0.

Counting logs, as with counting traces, is done projectively insofar as ‘unique-
ness’ is up to a scalar multiple. Precisely, since B is a linear space over C so therefore
is the space (4.1.3) of logs

(4.1.4) log,, log, € Log(Z,B) = Alog; + plog, € Log(Z,B)
any A, p € C. Thus, the number of log maps Z — B means the dimension over C
of Log(Z,B).

A logarithm whose construction depends on extraneous choices may only be
defined in a neighbourhood of each element of the semigroup Z, though each such
local choice, or ‘branch’, is required to not be visible to any consequent determinant.
A local logarithm operator on Z with values in B is an operator which for each a € Z

can be defined on some open neighbourhood U of a, called a branch of the log, as
a map

log,, ‘U — B, c+—logy, ¢,
such that for any a,b € Z there exist respective neighbourhoods U, V, W of a,b, ab
in Z for which
(4.1.5) log ,,ab—1log, a —log,b € [B,B].

The space of local logarithms on Z with values in B will be denoted Log, .(Z, B).
An element of Log, . (Z,B) may be denoted simply by log.
A trace on the algebra B taking values in a vector space V is a linear map
7 : B — V such that 7([a,b]) =0 for a,b € B. Thus
Traces(B,V) := Hom (B/ [ B, B], V)
and so
scalar valued traces = (B/[B, B])”

A basic question in studying traces is whether

T@)=0 = a=Y [b, ¢,

m
Jj=1

or, equivalently, whether Ker (7) = [ B, B]. It is readily verified that for scalar traces
the following are equivalent:

e 7 : 3 — C the unique non-trivial trace on B
e B/[B,B] is 1-dimensional
e Any a € B can be written w.r.t ¢ € B with 7(¢q) # 0 as

. 7(a)
a:j;[bj,cj‘] + @q.

A global (resp. local) log-determinant is defined by an element log € Log(Z, B)
(resp. log € Log,..(Z,B) ) along with a trace 7 : B — R to a ring R via

zl8 B T R
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which, in view of (4.1.2), has the log-multiplicativity property
(4.1.6) T(logab) = 7(loga) + T(logb) for all a,b € Z.

Thus the log-determinant 7(loga) is the 7-character of the logarithmic represen-
tation log of the semigroup Z in B, and the space of log-determinants Z — R
factored through B is the linear product

logdet (Z, R) = Log(Z, B) x Traces(B, R).

A global determinant structure is a triple (log,7,e) where e : R — R’ is a
homomorphism of unital rings with the exponential property e(z +y) = e(z) - e(y).
The multiplicative determinant functional associated to (log, T, e) is

(4.1.7) det, . :=eotolog : Z — R/, det, ¢(a) := e(r(loga)).
Given an exponential map, the log property (4.1.2) may be relaxed to
(4.1.8) logab —loga —logh € Ker (eoT)

and still define a multiplicative determinant.
There is, then, the (rough and not necessarily finite) bound on the number of
log-determinants Z — V

(4.1.9) # log-dets Z -V < dim Log(Z,B) x dim Traces(B, V).

This need not be an equality in general since a trace may be identically zero on the
range of some log-maps.

The linearity of the spaces Log(Z, B) and Traces(B, C) define via composition
with the exponential map exp : C — C the canonical commutative semigroup
structure on the space of determinants Dets(Z,C)

(4.1.10) det1,deto € Dets(Z,C) = detq-deto € Dets(Z,C),
(det 1 det 2)((1) := det 1(&) - det 2(0,).

4.2. Determinant structures on DGAs. Let B = (Q2,d) be a differential
graded algebra (DGA). A (graded) logarithm operator sensitive to d is a map
log : Z — (Q,d), a — loga, which satisfies
(4.2.1) logab —loga — logh € [, Q] + dQ.

~——

graded commutator

The space of such logarithms is
Log(Z,(92,d)) := Hom(Z, Q/([Q,Q] +dRQ)).

A closed graded determinant structure means a triple (log : 2 — (Q,d), 7,e) with 7 :
Q0 — R aclosed graded trace. The closure of 7 leads again to the log-multiplicativity
property (4.1.6) and, further, that for d’r(loga) := 7(dloga) = 0 for all a € Z.
The associated graded determinant is defined as before by det, .(a) := e(7(loga)).

5. Examples of logarithmic structures

We list here some examples of log-determinant structures; details may be found
in [22].
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5.1. Fredholm index — an exotic determinant. A Fredholm operator on
a Hilbert space H is a bounded operator which is far from zero and close to the
Banach Lie group GL(H) := B(H)* of invertible elements in B(H). As such, the
multiplicative semigroup Fred H of Fredholm operators on H lies at an opposite
extreme in B(H) to any proper ideal, and in particular to the ideal F(H) of finite
rank operators. Precisely, A € B(H) is Fredholm if there is a parametrix P € B(H),
sothat Ly :== PA—1 € F(H)and Ry :== AP — I € F(H). Fred H is a semigroup
with respect to operator composition, but is highly non-linear, having homotopy
type Fred H ~ Z x BGl(c0).

The index defines a local determinant structure in which Z = Fred H and B =
F(H) endowed with the classical trace tr, while log € Log,,.(Fred H, (F(H), Tr))
is defined pointwise by log pA := [A, P] for P a parametrix for A. There is not a
unique choice of parametrix and for this reason the logarithm so defined is local.
To see that this is logarithmic (4.1.5), let A, B € Fred and let P,Q € B(H) be
respective parametrices, then for any parametrix R for AB one has

(5.1.1) log gRAB =log pA+logoB+ [LaB, Q] +[ARp, P|+[AB,R—QP].
——
€ [F(H),F(H)]
The character of the logarithm is the index of A
(5.1.2) tr (log pA) = tr ([4, P]) = ind A4,
and its log-multiplicativity, consequent to (5.1.1), is the additivity property of the
index
(4.1.6) +— indAB=ind A+ ind B.
The associated determinant functional det;,qA = eTrllogpA) — pindA ¢ 7 3¢ cop-

stant on the connected components of Fred H. The logarithm may be refined to
the composite logarithm

(5.1.3) log : Fred H — F(H) — F(H)/[F(H), F(H)]

which is independent of the choice of P and hence a global logarithm. The classical
trace is the canonical generator of the complex line (F(H)/[F(H), F(H)])* which
evaluated on (5.1.3) maps log A to the index.

This determinant structure is ezotic insofar as the log-determinant vanishes on
the subdomain of the classical Fredholm determinant.

5.2. Restricted general linear group. Let H = HT ® H~ be a Zs-graded
Hilbert space with grading defined by an indempotent F? = I with F¢ = ££ for
¢ € H*. For (J,| - ||s,7) a (proper) normed trace ideal in (B(H), || - ||) one has the
restricted general linear group

Gchs,J (H) = {A € GL(H) ‘ [Fv A] € J}
GLyes,; (H) is a Banach lie group and with respect to the grading H = Ht & H—,

b) with b,c € J. If A=! = (I y) in this
d z w

representation then ax = Iy — bz, and za = Iy — yc with I the identity operator
on H™. The element z is thus a canonical J-parametrix for @ and we have homotopy

equivalences

(5.2.1) GLyesy (H) = Fredy(HT) = Fred(HY), A~ a,

its elements have the form (Z
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where Fred;(H™) is the semigroup of bounded operators invertible modulo J. The
element x provides a canonical choice of parametrix for ¢ and so we may define the
global logarithm

(5.2.2) log : GLyes,y (H) — Fredy(H ™), log A := [a, z].

Higher logarithms log ;, € Log(GLyes ; (H), (2, dr)) can be constructed with respect
to the DGA differential dp (A) = [F, A] by log , A = (A~![F, A])?**1. The associated
log-determinant is the odd Chern supertrace 7¢-character

chy . (A) = 7o ((AT'[F, A])*H).

5.3. A universal logarithm. Let .4 be an associative algebra A with unit 1
over a ring R. The following universal DGA Q*(.A) has a role in the construction
of trace character invariants for A. It is defined by setting Q°(A) = A and

Q' (A) = A®g (A/R).
Then Q' (A) has an A-bimodule structure defined by
(5.3.1) z-(a®rb) y=1rxa®rby —xab®gr v, a,b,x,y € A,

and there is the degree one differential d : A — Q!(A) define by da := 1 ® a. By
construction d(1) = 0. It has the universality property that if ® is an .4-bimodule
with a derivation § : A — ® with §(1) = 0, then there is a bimodule homomorphism
p: QY A) — @ such that § = pod.

From (5.3.1) we obtain that d is a bimodule derivation d(ab) = da - b+ a - db.
Define the linear spaces

(5.3.2) Q" (A) = QA @4 QA @4 24 QHA).

n factors

Any element of Q"(A) can be written as a linear sum of elements of the form
apday - - - da,, for some ag,...,a, € A. The graded derivation d : Q"(A) —
Q"1(A), apday ---da, — dagday ---day, gives Q*(A) = 3,5, Q2F(A) the struc-
ture of a DGA of degree 1 (However, Q*(A) is not an exterior algebra, it is called
the algebra of non-commutative differential forms.) There is a natural algebra
isomorphism

Q"(A) =2 Axg (A/R)®",  agday---da, +— a9 ®g (a1 @r - QR an),

In particular, day - - -da, <> 1 Qg (a1 Qr -+ QR ay).

Set GLso (A) := |J,, Gl (A) with the direct limit topology, where Gl,,(A) con-
sists of invertible elements of the set M (A) of n x n matrices with entries in
A. Summing the diagonal elements gives the pre-trace (or Denis trace) Trpre :
My (A) — A. Tt is then not hard to show the following.

Theorem 1. Associated to a DGA (0 =", ., 2, d) and a homomorphism p :
A — QO there is for each k = 1,2, ... a global logarithm map

log; € Log(GL(A), (Q*,d))

(5.3.3) log . : GL(A) — Q21 log , a = (a~‘da)?*~1,

where we have written (a~'da)**~! := (p(a)~'dp(a))** 1. The even degree form
a— yi(a) = (a=*da)? also is logarithmic but is trivial insofar as vi(a) € dQ*.
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It follows that there is a canonical odd logarithm associated to any unital algebra

A
(5.3.4) log ), : GLoo(A) = Q%71 A),  log,a = Trp.e((a 'da)®1).

The resulting canonical pairing with cyclic cohomology to the space of loga-
rithmic characters on GL(A) defined by associating to (log,7) the log-determinant
T o log

Log(GL(A), (2*(A),d)) ® HC*(A) —— Log(GL(A),C)
(5.3.5) lcxp
Hom(GL(A),C)

and then by exponentiation to the space of determinants on GL(A) may be viewed
as an odd Chern character pairing.

5.4. Logs and K;(A). If Z = G is a topological group, then one has:

Lemma 1.
(5.4.1) Log(G, B) = Hom(G/GY, HCy(B))

with G the commutator subgroup.
In the case of graded logarithms on G with values in (2, d), (5.4.1) becomnes

(5.4.2) Log(G, (9, d)) = Hom (G/G<1>, Q/ (1,9 + dQ)) .

For example, if Z = G = m(X) with X a smooth path-connected topological

space and B = Z then G/ G(l), the abelianization of 7, is the integer coefficient sin-

gular homology group H;(X,Z). Hence Log(m (X),Z) G4 Hom(H,(X,7Z),7) =

HY(X,Z), the final equality holding since Ext(Hy(X,Z),Z)) = 0, by the universal
coefficient theorem. This implies H'(X,Z) = {f : m(X) = Z | f(] o [¥]) =
F(]) + f([7'])} where a homotopy class [7] is defined by a continuous (or smooth)
loop v: St — X.

Algebraic K-functors K, (A) exist for each m € N and these provide a source
of higher invariants. The K7 functor from the category of algebras to the category
of abelian groups has the realization K;(A) = GLu(A)/ GLoo (A)Y). Equivalently,
K1 (A) is the first de Rham homology group H1(GLoo(A), Z). Taking G = GL(A)
in (5.4.1), alogarithm map on GL(.A) is the same thing as a group homomorphism
from K;(A) to B/[B, B] (with respect to the multiplicative structure on the former
and the linear space structure on the latter), so that

(5.4.3) Log(GL(A), B) = Hom(K; (A), HCy(B)).

A canonical homological invariant of K (A) is the odd Chern character map con-
structed from the logarithms

(5.4.4) chy, ([u]) = Trpee ((u™'du)* )
of (5.3.3). The target space for the odd Chern character ch™ is the negative cyclic

homology group HC| (A), just as the target for the Chern character on Ky(A) is
HCy (A)
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Proposition 1. The odd Chern character
ch™ : K1 (A) — HC{ (A)
is the logarithm map defined by

E>0
that is,
(5.4.6) ch™ ([u]) = Ztk k! T pre ((uildu)%*l) )
k>0

It follows that

. Qtot
ch™ € Hom (Kl(-A)7 ([thaQtOt] +thot)) ?

where Q%0 := Qtt(4) [ is the graded algebra of negative cyclic chains. The odd
Chern character is consequently a logarithm

ch™ € Hom (K (A), HC, (A)) .

In the case where (A, | -||) is a unital Banach algebra, such as the C*-algebra
C (M) of continuous functions on a compact manifold M, there is an alternative
candidate for the odd K-theory of A defined by the topological quotient group

K_1(A) = GLoo(A)/ GLoo (A)o,

where GLy(A)p is the subgroup of elements of GLy, (.A) homotopic to the iden-
tity. This is topological odd K-theory. For example, K_1(M) := K_1(C(M)) =
[M, Gl(o0)] is the relevant odd K-theory for geometric index theory and the corre-
sponding Chern character ch_; : K_1(M) — H°dd(M) equal to the trace of (5.4.5)
is given by
= k—1)!
h_ _ -1 k*l(— T 71d 2k71.
ch_1(9) k;( T ey (o)

In particular each of the Bott isomorphisms oy 41(Gl(00)) = Z arise as log deter-
minant structures. We refer to [22] for more details.

5.5. Trace ideals and de Rham. If H is an infinite dimensional Hilbert
space then B(H) = [B(H),B(H)], every bounded operator is a commutator, and
so there are no non-trivial traces on B(H), and so every determinant is trivial,
even though there are non-trivial logarithm operators. Likewise, the ideal of com-
pact operators C(H) = [C(H), C(H)] has no non-trivial trace. There is, however,
an intricate system of proper trace ideals F(H) C (J,7) C C(H); for example,
(C1(H), Tr) with C;(H) the first Schatten ideal and Tr the classical trace, and
(CY*°(H), 7o) where C*°(H) is the Macaev ideal and 7., is a Dixmier trace. It
would be interesting to better understand the resulting Dixmier determinants and,
more generally, the log-determinant structure of the B(H) trace ideals.

In particular, on a sub-semigroup Z; of (J,7) of operators having an Agmon
angle 6 there is a candidate logarithm for Log,,.(GL(Z), B)

log ,a = /log,,)\ (a—X\)"1a,
c
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where d\ = (i/27)d\, with associated log-determinant a — 7(log,a). The (classi-
cal) Fredholm determinant arises this way

logcdete : GL(I + C1(H)) — C, logedete (I + A) :=Tr (Loge(I + A))).
There are, on the other hand, many Dixmier determinants,
log, : I+ CY>®°(H) — CH>°(H), logcdetoo(I + A) = moolog (I + A),

but these are currently largely mysterious.
The de Rham algebra Q(M, End E) on a compact manifold M of dimension n
is a DGA with infinitely many traces. Specifically, for example, we have the trace

trys (a) ::/U/\tr(a[k]) foroc € Q(M), Y C M.
%

ForY = {0} a point and o = 1 this is the delta distribution tr 4, (a) := tr (a;g)(70)),
or, for Y = M,o = 1, it is the standard trace try(a) = [}, tr(ap,), while on a
spin manifold the coupled Atiyah-Singer density is the trace tr,, ;(exp F?).

On the de Rham algebra there are relatively few logarithmic étructures, though
there are many determinants since there are many traces. We may, for example,
consider the logarithm on admissible endomorphism-valued forms P € Q(M,End E)
defined as above by

log ,P :/loggA(P —A)~tdx € Q(M,EndE).
C

The resolvent has a relatively simple structure; writing P = A + Q with A := Py
the 0-form component

dim M

(P=ADT = (A=N"+ Y (-DHA-NT(@QU-NTY"
k=1

Evaluating this using the trace tr s, the resulting log-determinant structure is the
Chern class on a (super)connection c(A?) = sdet(I + A?) := exp (trslog (I + A?)),
giving the Chern class as a determinant structure

c: KO(M) — H*(M).

On the other hand, for g € C°(M,GL(I + C;(H)) we have a graded logarithm
operator log . g := (g~ 1dg)*™~1; that is,

log,, gh—log, g—log, h € [Q°dd Qodd] 4 gqodd,
From this one may build as in §5.4 the odd topological Chern character logarithm
ch™(9) € Log (C™(M,GL(I + C.(H)), (2°'(M,Cy(H)),d)).

Combined with any trace on Q(M,End F) defines a log-determinant. For example,
on an odd-dimensional spin manifold the log-determinant

tr 1(ch™(g)) = /M A(M)ch™(g)

computes spectral flow of a Dirac operator twisted by g.
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5.6. Pseudodifferential log structures. A pseudodifferential operator (1do)
of order m acting on the sections of a vector bundle £ — M is a continuous operator
A:C>®(M,E) - C*(M, E) whose Schwartz kernel k4 € D'(M x M,E* K E) is
an oscillatory integral of the form ka(z,y) = [ e =88 5(z,y, £) d¢ with amplitude
s an (x,y)-symbol of order m. Equivalently,

ka(z,y) = /ei<””_y’5>a(x,§) de mod U~°(M, E).

for a reduced order m symbol a(z, ) (independent of y). We restrict to the algebra
UZ(M, E) of integer order classical vdos; ‘classical’ means that in each localization
on M there is an asymptotic expansion a(z, &) ~ >, an—;(, §) with a,,—;(z,t§) =
t"™Jay,_j(z,&) for t,|¢| > 1. Then there is a unique (and exotic) scalar trace

res : W*(M,E) — C, resA:/ res ,(A),
M
the residue trace, where the residue density on M is
res;(A) = / / tr (a—n(x,n)) dsn |dz|.
M Jlg|=1

(It is ‘exotic’ insofar as it vanishes on trace-class t¥dos, such as smoothing opera-
tors.) This means that these locally defined expressions, for local coordinates x in
a neighbourhood on M with |dz| meaning local Lebesgue measure, patch together
to define a globally defined density on M.

But there are numerous other traces on subalgebras of ¥*(M, F). For example,
the classical trace

Tr - U—(M, E) - C, Tr A / tr (ka(y, ),
M
is the unique trace on the subideal of smoothing operators.

There are various ways of constructing logarithms on ¢dos and hence defining
determinant structures, and these may provide significant spectral, and possibly
topological, invariants. We mention only the ‘classical’ logarithm here. Specifically,
for A € U™ (M, E) with Agmon angle we have the logarithm operator
Ayt e UL (M, E).

d
logyA = — — log
s=0

ds

Here, U*!(M, E) is the space of log-classical ¥dos of order k and log-degree 1,
meaning that P in local coordinates has symbol of the form

k
p(,6) ~ > Y ar—ju(z, &) log'le],
§>01=0
while \I/?(;;(M, E) is the subspace of W%(M, E) of order zero log-classical tdos
of log-degree 1 with local symbol of the form clog|¢| 4+ ag(x, &) with ag(z, &) ~
> >0 a_j(z,§) classical of order zero; so logyA is almost, but not quite, classical
of order 0 (but has log-degree 1). It is known that

log yAB —log 4A —log B € [¥*, U¥]

is a commutator of classical 1»dos and hence is a logarithmic structure on admissible

1dos. The residue trace is known to extend to a linear functional on \I/?(;;(M ,E)

(but in general no further into W*!(M, E)) with the tracial property that although
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\IIOl

log
has a log-determinant structure

log detyes A := res (log A)

(M, E), 0!

(M, E) is not an algebra it vanishes on [U%! log

log

(M, E)]. Hence one

for A, B classical and A, B, AB with principal angles, called the residue determi-
nant. Thus
etres(AB) = detres(A) - detyes(B).
The residue determinant has the interesting property that
(5.6.1) log detyesA = —a (C(A,0) + dimKer (A)).

For admissible operators A, B, AB, the log-determinant property therefore implies
the identity
(a+6) C(AB7O) = OzC(A,O) +5<(B70)
with «, 8 > 0 the orders of A, B, respectively.
This log-determinant structure is a local invariant and hence reasonably com-

putable. For example, it is not hard to compute on a closed surface ¥ with Laplacian
Ay =— Zi,j g% (:L‘)Vzvj +e.(Ay) that

log detye (A + 1) = w t— 2L/ tr (£4(Ayg)) d — 7X(Z)§kw>.
™ b

™

That computability may be used to give an elementary (insofar as it uses only
symbol computations), if not short, proof of the ‘local Atiyah-Singer Index formula’
for a coupled Dirac operator d : C°(M,ST ® E) — C>®(M,S™ @ E). Precisely,
from (5.6.1) we obtain:

Theorem 2. There is an equality of densities, or n-forms,

(2;@) (A 1) chir, )>[n]

—%(7’65 (logd=0%) — res,(logd™d7)) =

Here, F' is the curvature form of E while A(M R) = det!/? ( is the A-

genus form with respect to the Riemannian curvature R of M.

)
sinh(R/2)

A proof of this (using joint work with Don Zagier) may be found in [22].

The quasi log-determinant structure obtained by evaluating the zeta function
extension of the classical trace on the logarithm log,A has just a simple pole at
z = 0 (the second order pole vanishes for this particular log-classical operator).
Precisely, one computes

1 /1
TR(logyA - Q3)|™" = 2 <ares (log A) — (%res log Q>

+ </ Tr,(logyA) — 11"es z(log gAlog Q) + s —res ;(log QQ))
M q

So the residue of TR(logyA - Q, %) is ‘the’ residue determinant
1

(5.6.2) logdet g resA = —res (log A) — % res log Q)
a q

or, formally, ‘det g yesA = det res (AY) /det yes (Qa/qz)’. Thus the residue determi-
nant arises as a pole in ((log,A4, @, z) just as the residue trace arises as a pole in
(2.1.1). Of course, logdet g resA is slightly different from the residue determinant
defined above; in fact, it is a log-determinant structure of the form consisting of
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the residue trace evaluated on log,A plus the residue trace evaluated on a second
logarithm, but we will omit details here.

There are other interesting log-determinant structures on ¥*(M, E) which we
will not pursue here; for example, leading symbol traces on U1 (M, E) evaluated on
log 4 A define the ‘leading symbol determinant’ considered in [12], while other pseu-
dodifferential logarithms combined with these traces define a raft of other invari-
ants. Important pseudodifferential invariants which turn out to be log-determinant
structures are Melrose’s suspended eta invariant, spectral flow, and analytic torsion.

6. Log structures on the cobordism category

Here, we briefly outline the categorical formulation of a log-determinant struc-
ture along the lines of functorial QFT. Unlike TQFT this cannot be a linear rep-
resentation of Cob,,. Logarithms are inherently non-linear, unlike (path) integrals,
and so logarithms are not going to be functors in the usual sense. Nevertheless, with
the notion of logarithmic representation at hand the way to proceed is essentially
clear.

We will give only a brief indication of the structures here; a more detailed
account will appear shortly.

6.1. Definition of a log on Cob,,. A logarithmic structure on the category
Cob,, over a field k means that:

[1] For every object X € obj,, := obj(Cob,,) (closed compact (n — 1)-manifold)
there is an algebra Ax. In particular, Ay = k.

[2] For each pair X,Y € obj(Cob,,) there is an inclusion ix : Ax — Axyy
splitting a projection map pxiuy,x : Axuy — Ax (that is, pxuy,x o ix is the
identity map on Ax).

[3] For each marked morphism M € mor!’ (X,Y) (thus M = X LU Z and there

is an embedding W — ]\04 ) there is an element
logywM € Axuwuz.
[4] With respect to the composition by sewing
mor!V (X,Y) x mor (Y, Z) — morW " YE(X 7)), (M, M') — M Uy M’,
one has
(6.1.1) log iy us(M Uy M') —log M —log M’ € [Ay, AL

where A, := Axuwuyusuz-

[5] If Cob,, is considered modulo diffeomorphisms, if [1] is replaced by the
requirement that for every object X € obj,, := obj(Cob,,) there is an abelian group
Ax, and if (6.1.1) is tightened to

(6.1.2) log WUYUE(M UY M/) - log WM + log EM/

then the logarithmic structure is said to be topological.

If the Ax are algebras, then they are assumed to be algebras over the field k.

Marked morphisms were mentioned in §3.1. The equalities (6.1.1), (6.1.2) are
with respect to the inclusions of log ;M and log 5y, M’ into A,.

In the first four axioms, for brevity, we are implicitly supposing that cobordisms
may be regarded as different unless they actually coincide — that is, normally one
requires everything modulo diffeomorphism (as in [5]).
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A difference here, then, from TQFT, is that one expects a generalized relative-
cohomology theory; that is, relative to the marking on M. It is essential to use
marked morphisms; because logarithms have memory, they know where they were
sewn together. This is in contrast to (3.0.6) which forgets the partition of the
manifold. The idea here is that it is necessary to distinguish between a closed n-
manifold M and, on the other hand, M with an embedded submanifold W. There
are therefore two possibilities (given W)

M € mor,(0,0) = scalar valued log ,M € Ay =k

or
M €morV(0,0) = operator valued log M € Ay .

In view of [2] there is a ‘trace’ Ty : Aw — Ay = k and we expect

log kM = TW(]Og WM).

There are a number of variations one can contemplate including in the defini-
tion, and various consequences that must be explained, but for this short review
we must be content to leave matters for a future exposition.

6.2. Example: Dirac index. The most elementary example of a scalar val-
ued logarithmic structure is to take the relative Euler number x (M, M), which is
additive with respect to sewing together manifolds. The trace-log structure is seen
at the chain complex level.

On the other hand, for a general compatible Dirac operator 0 acting on a bundle
of Clifford modules F — M over a closed manifold M define

log , M = ind 9,

while to M = My Uy M; € mor,, (@ () one assigns as follows. Let 0’ be the restric-
tion of & to M; (which we assume has a collar neighbourhood near the boundary).
Let Pg, be the corresponding Calderén projector in the space B(L?(Y, Ey)) of
boundary sections. Then set

logy M := [P, + Pr,, Lo] : L*(Y, By) — L*(Y, Ey)

where Lg; is a parametrix for the Fredholm operator P}%I + Pg,. The character of
this operator is the index ind 0, but this particular logarithm operator depends on
the choice of splitting codimension 1 manifold Y. To the restriction d* of d to M"*
one sets

log y M; := [Py, +11;, L;] : L*(Y, Ey) — L*(Y, Ey),

with II; is the APS projection for M, and L; a parametrix for Pl + II;. This
logarithm operator has character equal to the index of the elliptic boundary problem
61

It is then not hard to see using well known identifications that this defines
a logarithmic structure on Cob,, with log-multiplicativity the well known sewing
formula for the index

indd = ind (3}, ) + ind (3, ).

This extends to the geometric fibre cobordism category Cob,,, defined in §3.1
but here also endowed with a vertical metric on each fibration and spin structure,
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with compatibility with boundary structures. In this case an object is a geomet-
ric fibration (N,B) := 7 : N = {J,cg Vo — B € obj(Cob,,) of compact closed
manifolds and we define
log (N, B) = Ko(B)
the even K-theory on the base; this depends therefore only on the parameter man-
ifold B. To a morphism (M, B) € mor,((N, B),(N’,B)), a geometric fibration
M — B of manifolds with boundary with M = N LI N’, one assigns the index
bundle
log (M, B) = Ind (011) € Ko(B)
where Oy is now the family of Dirac operators with APS boundary conditions
defined by the geometric fibration. Take OM = () with a fibrewise partition M =
My Uy My, — B. Let 8 be the restriction of @ to M;. Then it is not hard to see
that
Ind (8%) + Ind (8};) = Ind ()  in Ko(B).
A similar logarithmic sewing formula holds when M # ().

A natural trace map in this case defining the log-determinant is the Chern class
c: Ko(B) — H®*"(B).

The logarithmic structure here uses the following quite general log-determinant
property.An object in the category Cr.q is a vector bundle H = Ume xHy = X of
Hilbert spaces H, over a compact manifold X. A morphism B € mor(H%, H!) is a
bundle homomorphism H° — H! defined by a continuous family of Fredholm op-
erators, assigning to each z € X a Fredholm operator B, := B(z) € Fred(H?, H}).
A log map is defined on Cg.y with values in the ring A = Ky(X) by associated the
index bundle Ind B. The log-property is then topological (exact)

(6.2.1) Ind (AoB) =IndA + IndB in Ko(X).

An ‘exponential map’ e in this case is to take the top exterior power giving the
determinant line bundle

deto, 1 : mor(H%, H') — Vect(X), B DetInd B =A™ (Ker B)* ® A™**Cok B
which inherits the determinant property
DetInd (A o B) 2 Det Ind A ® Det Ind B.

The logarithmic and trace structure may be refined to the smooth categories
by defining the logarithm to be the differential form valued family of vertical ¥dos

log M = log (I + A?) € A(M,End (E))

and the trace to be integration over the fibre fM/B otr : A(M,End (F)) — A(B);
this is straightforward and well understood for the case of closed manifolds, and
appears to hold for the non-empty boundary case without difficulty but has not

been written down in detail in the literature. For more on this aspect see [2], [3],
21, 22].

6.3. Example: various. We mention without further detail that the spectral
flow and analytic torsion define natural logarithmic representations of Cob,,.

In a different way one may construct logarithmic representations of Cobs using
the logarithmic structures in §5 applied to the 2D topological quantum field theory
with tracial algebra A = (Z(S), 7) — this case is simplified by there being only one
compact connected non-empty boundary manifold of dimension one.
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Renormalization Hopf algebras
for gauge theories and BRST-symmetries

Walter D. van Suijlekom

ABSTRACT. The structure of the Connes—Kreimer renormalization Hopf al-
gebra is studied for gauge theories, with particular emphasis on the BRST-
formalism. We work in the explicit example of quantum chromodynamics, the
physical theory of quarks and gluons.

A coaction of the renormalization Hopf algebra is defined on the coupling
constants and the fields. In this context, BRST-invariance of the action im-
plies the existence of certain Hopf ideals in the renormalization Hopf algebra,
encoding the Slavnov—Taylor identities for the coupling constants.

1. Introduction

Quantum gauge field theories are most successfully described perturbatively,
expanding around the free quantum field theory. In fact, at present its non-
perturbative formulation seems to be far beyond reach so it is the only thing we
have. On the one hand, many rigorous results can be obtained [2, 3] using cohomo-
logical arguments within the context of the BRST-formalism [4, 5, 6, 17]. On the
other hand, renormalization of perturbative quantum field theories has been care-
fully structured using Hopf algebras [14, 7, 8]. The presence of a gauge symmetry
induces a rich additional structure on these Hopf algebras, as has been explored in
[15, 16, 1] and in the author’s own work [18, 19, 20]. All of this work is based
on the algebraic transparency of BPHZ-renormalization, with the Hopf algebra
reflecting the recursive nature of this procedure.

In this article we study more closely the relation between the renormalization
Hopf algebras and the BRST-symmetries for gauge theories. We work in the explicit
case of quantum chromodynamics (QCD), a Yang-Mills gauge theory with gauge
group SU(3) that describes the strong interaction between quarks and gluons. We
will shortly describe this in a little more detail, as well as the appearance of BRST-
symmetries.

After describing the renormalization Hopf algebra for QCD, we study its struc-
ture in Section 3. The link between this Hopf algebra and the BRST-symmetries
acting on the fields is established in Section 4.

© 2010 Walter D. van Suijlekom
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2. Quantum chromodynamics

In order to keep the discussion in this article as explicit as possible, we will work
in the setting of quantum chromodynamics (QCD). This is an example of a Yang—
Mills gauge theory, as introduced originally in [23]. It is the physical theory that
successfully describes the so-called strong interaction between quarks and gluons.
Let us make more precise how these particles can be described mathematically, at
least in a perturbative approach.

One of the basic principles in the dictionary between the (elementary particle)
physicists’ and mathematicians’ terminology is that

“particles are representations of a Lie group.”

In the case of quantum chromodynamics, this Lie group — generally called the gauge
group — is SU(3). In fact, the quark is a C3-valued function 1) = (3);) on spacetime
M. This ‘fiber’ C? at each point of spacetime is the defining representation of
SU(3). Thus, there is an action on v of an SU(3)-valued function on M; let us
write this function as U, so that U(z) € SU(3). In physics, the three components
of 9 correspond to the so-called color of the quark, typically indicated by red, green
and blue.

The gluon, on the other hand, is described by an su(3)-valued one-form on M,
that is, a section of A(su(3)) = A' @ (M x su(3)). We have in components

A= Aydat = Ajda T

where the {T%}3_, form a basis for su(3). The structure constants { £’} of g are
defined by [T, T%] = fT¢ and the normalization is such that tr (T°T%) = §%°.
It is useful to think of A as a connection one-form (albeit on the trivial bundle
M x SU(3)). The group SU(3) acts on the second component su(3) in the adjoint
representation. Again, this is pointwise on M, leading to an action of U = U(z) on
A. In both cases, that is, for quarks and gluons, the transformations

1 s > Ui, Ay g U0 U+UTAU
3% I © ©

are called gauge transformations. The constant g is the so-called strong coupling
constant.

As in mathematics, also in physics one is after invariants, in this case, one
looks for functions — or, rather, functionals — of the quark and gluon fields that are
invariant under a local (i.e. z-dependent) action of SU(3). We are interested in the
following action functional:

1 (s ara
) S(AW) = g [ PR+ D0, + 2 AT +

with F' = F(A) := dA + gA? the curvature of 4; it is an su(3)-valued 2-form on
M. Before checking that this is indeed invariant under SU(3), let us explain the
notation in the last term. The * are the Dirac matrices, and satisfy

YA+t = =201
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Clearly, this relation cannot be satisfied by complex numbers (which are never
anti-commuting). In fact, the representation theory of the algebra with the above
relation (i.e. the Clifford algebra) is quite rich. The idea is that the fields
are not only C3-valued, but that actually each of the components 1); is itself a 4-
vector, called spinors. This is so as to accommodate a representation of the Clifford
algebra: in 4 spacetime dimensions the Dirac matrices are 4-dimensional (although
in general this dimension is 2[*/?! for n spacetime dimensions). Besides this matrix
multiplication, the partial derivative 0, acts componentswise, as does the mass m
which is really just a real number. Finally, for our purposes it is sufficient to think
of ¢ as the (componentswise) complex conjugate of 1. The typical Grassmannian
nature of these fermionic fields is only present in the current setup through the
corresponding Grassmann degree of +1 and —1 that is assigned to both of them.
Introducing the notation p = v#0,, and A = v*A,,, we can write

S(A, ) = —(F(A), F(A)) + (4, (i + A +m)v),
in terms of appropriate inner products. Essentially, these are combinations of spino-
rial and Lie algebra traces and the inner product on differential forms. For more
details, refer to the lectures by Faddeev in [9]. The key observation is that the
SU(3)-valued functions U(z) act by unitaries with respect to this inner product.

2.1. Ghost fields and BRST-quantization. In a path integral quantiza-
tion of the field theory defined by the above action, one faces the following problem.
Since gauge transformations are supposed to act as symmetries on the theory, the
gauge degrees of freedom are irrelevant to the final physical outcome. Thus, in
one way or another, one has to quotient by the group of gauge transformations.
However, gauge transformations are SU(3)-valued function on M, yielding an in-
finite dimensional group. In order to deal with this infinite redundancy, Faddeev
and Popov used the following trick. They introduced so-called ghost fields, denoted
by w and @. In the case of quantum chromodynamics, these are su(3)[—1] and
su(3)[1]-valued functions on M, respectively. The shift [—1] and [+1] is to denote
that w and w have ghost degree 1 and —1, respectively. Consequently, they have
Grassmann degree 1 and —1, respectively. In components, we write

w=wT w=wT".

Finally, an auxiliary field h — also known as the Nakanishi-Lautrup field — is intro-
duced; it is an su(3)-valued function (in ghost degree 0) and we write h = h*T*.

The dynamics of the ghost fields and their interaction with the gauge field are
described by the rather complicated additional term:

Su(A,10,, ) = (A, dh) + (a3, dw) + Z6(h, B) + o{dm, [4,]),

where £ € R is the so-called gauge parameter.

The essential point about the ghost fields is that, in a path integral formulation
of quantum gauge field theories, their introduction miraculously takes care of the
fixing of the gauge, i.e. picking a point in the orbit in the space of fields under the
action of the group of gauge transformations. The ghost fields are the ingredients
in the BRST-formulation that was developed later by Becchi, Rouet, Stora and
independently by Tyutin in [4, 5, 6, 17]. Let us briefly describe this formalism.

Because the gauge has been fixed by adding the term Sgy,, the combination
S 4 Sen is not invariant any longer under the gauge transformations. This is of
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course precisely the point. Nevertheless, S+ Sg1, possesses another symmetry, which
is the BRST-symmetry. It acts on function(al)s in the fields as a ghost degree 1
derivation s, which is defined on the generators by

1

(3) sA = dw + g[A,w], Sw = §g[w,w}, sw=h

sh=0 s = gwip, s = giw.
Indeed, one can check (eg., see [21, Sect. 15.7] for details) that s(.S + Sgn) = 0.

The form degree and Grassmann degree of the fields are combined in the total
degree and summarized in the following table:

Al w| w|h| v| ¥
Grassmann degree O|+1|-110|+1] -1
form degree +1 of 0j0| O O
total degree +1|+1|-1]0|+1|-1

The fields generate an algebra, the algebra of local forms Loc(®). With respect
to the above degrees, it decomposes as before into Loc®? (@) with p the form
degree and ¢ the Grassmann degree. The total degree is then p + ¢ and Loc(®) is
a graded Lie algebra by setting

[(X,Y] = XY — (—1)dee(X)des(V)y x

with the grading given by this total degree. Note that the present graded Lie
bracket is of degree 0 with respect to the total degree, that is, deg([X,Y]) =
deg(X) + deg(Y). It satisfies graded skew-symmetry, the graded Leibniz identity
and the graded Jacobi identity:

X, Y] = (-1 50y, x),
(XY, Z] = X[Y, Z] + (—1)ts) deeA) X 7]y,
(—1)deg(X)deg(z)[[X7 Y], Z] + (cyclic perm.) = 0,

LEMMA 1. The BRST-differential, together with the above bracket, gives Loc(®)
the structure of a graded differential Lie algebra.

Moreover, the BRST-differential s and the exterior derivative d form a double
complex, that is, dos+ sod =0 and

S S S
Loc©D — Loc(HD — Loc(®D ——
S S S
Loc(%-9) Y Loc9 —a Loc(??) —

S S S

Loc(®—1 i Loc—D i Loc® =1 ——---

S S S
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This double complex has a quite interesting structure in itself, and was the subject
of study in [2, 3]. This contained further applications in renormalization and the
description of anomalies.

3. Renormalization Hopf algebra for QCD

As we discussed previously, quantum chromodynamics describes the interaction
between quarks and gluons. In order to do this successfully at a quantum level, it
was necessary to introduce ghost fields. We will now describe how the dynamics
and interaction of and between these fields, naturally give rise to Feynman graphs.
These constitute a Hopf algebra which encodes the procedure of renormalization in
QCD. We will describe this Hopf algebra, and study its structure in terms of the
so-called Green’s functions.

3.1. Hopf algebra of Feynman graphs. First of all, the quark, ghost and
gluon fields are supposed to propagate, this we will denote by a straight, dotted and
curly line or edges as follows:

e = — Cg = reeeeeens €3 = Q0 .

The interactions between the fields then naturally appear as vertices, connecting
the edges corresponding to the interacting fields. The allowed interactions in QCD
are the following four:

v1=~w< s V2= ame USZM{ ; v4=x

In addition, since the quark is supposed to have a mass, there is a mass term, which
we depict as a vertex of valence two:

vy = —e— .

We can make the relation between these edges (vertices) and the propagation
(interaction) more precise through the definition of a map ¢ that assigns to each
of the above edges and vertices a (monomial) functional in the fields. In fact, the
assignment e; — u(e;) and v; — ¢(v;) is

€1 €2 €3 U1 V2 U3 V4 Us

edge/vertex | —— e s | e @ o8 98 -

| monomial ¢ | Py dwdw dAdA | pAY W[A,w] 2dAA% A* mapy |

FIGURE 1. QCD edges and vertices, and (schematically) the cor-
responding monomials in the fields.

REMARK 2. We have not assigned an edge to the field h; this is because it does
not interact with any of the other fields. Its only — still crucial — effect is on the
propagator of the gluon, through the terms —(A,dh) and 1&(h, h).
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A Feynman graph is a graph built from these vertices and edges. Naturally,
we demand edges to be connected to vertices in a compatible way, respecting their
straight, dotted or curly character. As opposed to the usual definition in graph
theory, Feynman graphs have no external vertices. However, they do have external
lines which come from vertices in I' for which some of the attached lines remain
vacant (i.e. no edge attached).

If a Feynman graph I' has two external quark (straight) lines, we would like to
distinguish between the propagator and mass terms. Mathematically, this is due
to the presence of the vertex of valence two. In more mathematical terms, since
we have vertices of valence two, we would like to indicate whether a graph with
two external lines corresponds to such a vertex, or to an edge. A graph I' with
two external lines is dressed by a bullet when it corresponds to a vertex, i.e. we
write I'y. The above correspondence between Feynman graphs and vertices/edges
is given by the residue res(T"). It is defined for a general graph as the vertex or edge
it corresponds to after collapsing all its internal points. For example, we have:

A (R
()~

For the definition of the Hopf algebra of Feynman graphs, we restrict to one-
particle irreducible (1PT) Feynman graphs. These are graphs that are not trees and
cannot be disconnected by cutting a single internal edge.

but

DEFINITION 3 (Connes—Kreimer [7]). The Hopf algebra Hck of Feynman graphs
is the free commutative algebra over C generated by all 1PI Feynman graphs with
residue in R = Ry URg, with counit e(T') = 0 unless T = ), in which case e(0) =1,
and coproduct

AD)=T®l+1a0+ Y T/,
&L

where the sum is over disjoint unions of 1PI subgraphs with residue in R. The
quotient I'/~y is defined to be the graph I' with the connected components of the
subgraph contracted to the corresponding vertex/edge. If a connected component '
of v has two external lines, then there are possibly two contributions corresponding
to the valence two vertex and the edge; the sum involves the two terms v, QT /(v —
o) and v/ ® T'/+'. The antipode is given recursively by

(4) S(0) = -1 = 3 5()1/.

7&T

Two examples of this coproduct are:
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A(_%_) :_%_@) 1+1 ®.@.+_@_®_@_+_@_’ ®_@_7
siclfe) o112 <O

o e = O

The above Hopf algebra is an example of a connected graded Hopf algebra:
it is graded by the loop number L(I') of a graph I'. Indeed, one checks that the
coproduct (and obviously also the product) satisfy the grading by loop number and
Hy consists of complex multiples of the empty graph, which is the unit in Hck,
so that HQj. = C1. We denote by ¢, the projection of Hok onto Hiy.

In addition, there is another grading on this Hopf algebra. It is given by
the number of vertices and already appeared in [7]. However, since we consider
vertices and edges of different types (straight, dotted and curly), we extend to a
multigrading as follows. For each vertex v; (j =1,...,5) we define a degree d; as

dj (') = #vertices vj in I' — Jy, res(r)
The multidegree indexed by j = 1,...,5 is compatible with the Hopf algebra struc-

ture, since contracting a subgraph I' — I'/~ creates a new vertex. With this one
easily arrives at the following relation:

d;(T/7) = d;(T) = d;(7)
Moreover, d;(TT") = d;(T") + d;(I") giving a decomposition as vector spaces:

N1,
HCK = @ HC%{ 5a

(n1,...,n5)E€LS
We denote by pp,,..n; the projection onto H(\i"*. Note that also Hg’K“’O =Cl.

LEMMA 4. There is the following relation between the grading by loop number
and the multigrading by number of vertices:
5
> (N(v;) —2)d; = 2L
j=1
where N (v;) is the valence of the vertex v;.

ProoF. This can be easily proved by induction on the number of internal
edges using invariance of the quantity . (N(v;) —2)d; — 2L under the adjoint of
an edge. ]

The group Home¢(Hcxk, C) dual to Hek is called the group of diffeographisms
(for QCD). This name was coined in general in [8] motivated by its relation with
the group of (formal) diffeomorphisms of C (see Section 4 below). Stated more
precisely, they constructed a map from the group of diffeographisms to the group
of formal diffeomorphisms. We have established this result in general (i.e. for
any quantum field theory) in [20]. Below, we will make a similar statement for
Yang—Mills gauge theories.
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3.2. Birkhoff decomposition. We now briefly recall how renormalization is
an instance of a Birkhoff decomposition in the group of characters of H as estab-
lished in [7]. Let us first recall the definition of a Birkhoff decomposition.

We let v : C' — G be a loop with values in an arbitrary complex Lie group G,
defined on a smooth simple curve C C P;(C). Let C1 be the two complements of
C in P1(C), with co € C_. A Birkhoff decomposition of ~ is a factorization of the
form

12) =7-(2) "I (2); (2 €0),
where 4 are (boundary values of) two holomorphic maps on C'y, respectively, with
values in G. This decomposition gives a natural way to extract finite values from a
divergent expression. Indeed, although ~(z) might not holomorphically extend to
C4, v+ (%) is clearly finite as z — 0.

Now consider a Feynman graph I' in the Hopf algebra Hck. Via the so-called
Feynman rules — which are dictated by the Lagrangian of the theory — one associates
to I the Feynman amplitude U (T')(z). It depends on some regularization parameter,
which in the present case is a complex number z (dimensional regularization). The
famous divergences of quantum field theory are now ‘under control’ and appear as
poles in the Laurent series expansion of U(T")(z).

On a curve around 0 € P1(C) we can define a loop v by v(2)(I') := U(T')()
which takes values in the group of diffeographisms G = Hom¢(Hek,C). Connes
and Kreimer proved the following general result in [7].

THEOREM 5. Let H be a graded connected commutative Hopf algebra with char-
acter group G. Then any loop v : C — G admits a Birkhoff decomposition.

In fact, an explicit decomposition can be given in terms of the group G(K) =
Home (H, K) of K-valued characters of H, where K is the field of convergent Lau-
rent series in z.! If one applies this to the above loop associated to the Feynman
rules, the decomposition gives exactly renormalization of the Feynman amplitude
U(T): the map 4 gives the renormalized Feynman amplitude and the v_ provides
the counterterm.

Although the above construction gives a very nice geometrical description of the
process of renormalization, it is a bit unphysical in that it relies on individual graphs
that generate the Hopf algebra. Rather, in physics the probability amplitudes are
computed from the full expansion of Green’s functions. Individual graphs do not
correspond to physical processes and therefore a natural question to pose is how the
Hopf algebra structure behaves at the level of the Green’s functions. We will see in
the next section that they generate Hopf subalgebras, i.e. the coproduct closes on
Green’s functions. Here the so-called Slavnov—Taylor identities for the couplings
will play a prominent role.

3.3. Structure of the Hopf algebra. In this subsection, we study the struc-
ture of the above Hopf algebra of QCD Feynman graphs. In fact, from a dual point
of view, the group of diffeographisms turns out to be related to the group of formal
diffeomorphisms of C°. Moreover, we will establish the existence of Hopf ideals,
which correspond on the group level to subgroups.

1n the language of algebraic geometry, there is an affine group scheme G represented by H
in the category of commutative algebras. In other words, G = Hom¢(H, - ) and G(K) are the
K-points of the group scheme.
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We define the 1PI Green’s functions by

e; __ r v __ r
P D MR Vo

res(I')=e; res(I')=wv;

with ¢ = 1,2,3 and j = 1,...,5. The restriction of the sum to graphs I' at loop
order L(T") = [ is denoted by G, with 7 € {e;,v,}, ;.

REMARK 6. Let us explain the meaning of the inverse of Green’s functions
in our Hopf algebra. Since any Green’s function G” starts with the identity, we
can surely write its inverse formally as a geometric series. Recall that the Hopf
algebra is graded by loop number. Hence, the inverse of a Green’s function at a
fixed loop order is in fact well-defined; it is given by restricting the above formal
series expansion to this loop order. More generally, we understand any real power
of a Green’s function in this manner.

We state without proof the following result of [20].

PROPOSITION 7. The coproduct takes the following form on (real powers of)
the Green’s functions:

A((GH)?) = D7 (G)Y Y @ pa((G9)?),

A(G ) = Y (GY)Ym Y @ pa((GY)),

with a € R. Consequently, the algebra H generated by the Green’s functions (in
each vertex multidegree) G (1 =1,2,3) and G (j = 1,...,5) is a Hopf subalgebra
Of HCK-

Denote by N (r) the number of edges ey, attached to r € {e;,v;}; ;; clearly, the
total number of lines attached to 7 can be written as N(r) = >_,_, , 3 N;(r). With
this notation, define for each vertex v; an element in H by the formal expansion:

G
Hi:1,2,3 (Gei)Ni(vj)/Q .

We remark that alternative generators for the Hopf algebra H are G% and Y, a
fact that we will need later on.

v T

COROLLARY 8. The coproduct on the elements Y, is given by
A, )= Y Y, YY) @ oy, (Vo)
N1,..eyN5

where Py, ...ns 1S the projection onto graphs containing ny, vertices vy, (k=1,...,5).

Proor. This follows directly by an application of the formulas in Proposition
7to A(Y,,) = A(GY) [[iz1 23 A((Ge)=Nilvi)/2), O

Quite remarkably, this formula coincides with the coproduct in the Hopf algebra
dual to the group Diff(C®, 0) of formal diffeomorphisms tangent to the identity in
5 variables, closely related to the Fad di Bruno Hopf algebra (cf. for instance the
short review [10]). In other words, the Hopf subalgebra generated by py, ... ns (Ys,)

is dual to (a subgroup of) the group Diff(C®,0). This will be further explored in
Section 4 below.
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COROLLARY 9. [19] The ideal J in H generated by q ( YN (w2 Yv].j(v’“)_z)
foranyl >0 and j,k =1,...,4 is a Hopf ideal, i.e.

A(YCJOH+H®J.

PRrROOF. Fix j and k two integers between 1 and 5. Applying the formulas in
Proposition 7 to the coproduct on YU],Y(U")_Q

A7) = 3T YOOI Y @ (V7).

ni,...,Ns5

yields

Now, module elements in .J, we can write

na NEU2; 2
n N (v 2
Yv22 =Yy, v

and similarly for v and vy so that

YL yns — (YI/N(vl)fg)Zk ng (N (vi)—2) _ (Yl/(N(vl)—g))%
V1 Vs vy 1

by an application of Lemma 4. Note that this is independent of the n; but only
depends on the total loop number [. For the coproduct, this yields

21
A (YvJZ(W)_2) ZYN vj)—2 Y, Yooz ®QI(YDJZ(W)_2),

Of course, a similar formula holds for the other term defining .J, upon interchanging
j and k. For their difference we then obtain

0 21
A (YUIZ(vj)fz _ le;f(vk)%) — Z (YUIY(vj)*2 _ yvl;f(vk)ﬂ) Y, e ®ql(yvll\cf(vj)*2)

+ ZYN vj)— N(v1) 2 ® q (Yv]]\cf(vj)*2 _ YU]]\_T(vk)*Z) '
This is an element in J ® H + H ® J, which completes the proof. |
. C N(v;)—2

REMARK 10. An equivalent set of generators for J is given by Y,, — Yy, (ve)

with i = 2,3, 4.

In this Hopf ideal, the reader might have already recognized the Slavnov—Taylor
identities for the couplings. Indeed, in the quotient Hopf algebra H/J these identi-
ties hold. Moreover, since the character U : H — C given by the regularized Feyn-
man rules vanishes on J (these are exactly the Slavnov—Taylor identities) and thus
factorizes over this quotient (provided we work with dimensional regularization,
or another gauge symmetry preserving regularization scheme). Now, the Birkhoff
decomposition for the group Home(H/J, C) gives the counterterm map C and the
renormalized map R as characters on H/J. Thus, they also satisfy the Slavnov—
Taylor identities and this provides a purely algebraic proof of the compatibility of
the Slavnov—Taylor identities for the couplings with renormalization, an essential
step in proving renormalizablity of gauge theories.

Below, we shall give a more conceptual (rather then combinatorial) explanation
for the existence of these Hopf ideals, after establishing a connection between H
and the fields and coupling constants.
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4. Coaction and BRST-symmetries

The fact that we encountered diffeomorphism groups starting with Feynman
graphs is not very surprising from a physical point of view. Indeed, Feynman
graphs are closely involved in the running of the coupling constants described by
the renormalization group. In the next subsection, we will clarify this point by
defining a coaction of the Hopf algebra H on the coupling constants and the fields.
Dually, this will lead to an action of the diffeomorphism group. It contains a
subgroup that respects the BRST-invariance of the action, which will be related to
the Hopf ideal of the previous section. Finally, its relation with the renormalization
group is further described.

4.1. Coaction on the coupling constants and fields. In this section, we
will establish a connection between the Hopf algebra of Feynman graphs defined
above and the fields, coupling constants and masses that characterize the field
theory. This allows for a derivation of the Hopf ideals encountered in the previous
section from the so-called master equation satisfied by the Lagrangian.

Let us first introduce formal variables A1, Ao, ..., A5, corresponding to the ver-
tices describing the five possible interactions in QCD. Also, we write ¢1 = A, ¢o =
¥, ¢3 = w and ¢4 = h for the fields, in accordance with the labelling of the edges
(see Figure 3.1 above). We denote by F = Loc(¢1, @2, ¢3, ds) @ C[[A1, ..., As]] the
algebra of local functionals in the fields ¢; (and their conjugates), extended linearly
by formal power series in the A;. Recall that a local functional is an integral of a
polynomial in the fields and their derivatives, and the algebra structure is given by
multiplication of these integrals.

THEOREM 11. The algebra F is a comodule algebra over the Hopf algebra H
The coaction p : F — F @ H is given on the generators by

prXi— > N A @, (Yey), (G =1,...,5);

.....

while it commutes with partial derivatives on ¢.

PROOF. Since we work with graded Hopf algebras, it suffices to establish that
(p®@1)op = (1®A)op. We claim that this follows from coassociativity (i.e.
(A®1)oA = (1®A)oA) of the coproduct A of H. Indeed, the first expression
very much resembles the form of the coproduct on Yj as derived in Corollary 8:
replacing therein each Y, (k =1,...,5) on the first leg of the tensor product by Ay
and one A by p gives the desired result. A similar argument applies to the second
expression, using Proposition 7 above. (Il

COROLLARY 12. The Green’s functions G* € H can be obtained when coacting
on the interaction monomial [ Aju(v)(x)dp(z) = [ N;0z, ¢iy (x) - O p Pin (x)dpu(z)
for some index set {i1,...,in}.
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For example,

p(Ag(dw, [A,w])) = 3 AT (A, [A ) @ pyns (Yo VG TG )

ny---Ns

veey

Actually, the first equation in Theorem 11 can be interpreted as an action of a
subgroup of formal diffeomorphisms in 5 variables on C[[A, ..., As]]. Let us make
this more precise.

Consider the group Diff(C?,0) of formal diffeomorphisms in 5 dimensions (co-
ordinates x1, ..., x5) that leave the five axis-hyperplanes invariant. In other words,
we consider maps

f(l‘) = (fl(x)a SERE) f5(l‘))
where each f; is a formal power series of the form f;(z) = 2; (3 aﬁf...ns (f)zl* - x2®)
with a(()?___o =1and z = (x1,...,25). The group multiplication is given by compo-
sition, and is conveniently written in a dual manner, in terms of the coordinates. In
fact, the agfl) ..ns generate a Hopf algebra with the coproduct expressed as follows.

On the formal generating element A;(x) = z;(>_ agfl)...nkx?l coexpk):

AAi(@) = 3 Ai(@) (Ar@)™ - (Ar(@)™ @ @)},

Thus, by mapping the a%jl) ,,,,, ns t0 Dny....ns(Yy;) in H we obtain a surjective map
from H to the Hopf algebra dual to Diff(C°,0). In other words, Hom(H,C) is

a subgroup of Diff(C°,0) and, in fact, substituting a%{.,‘,m,, for pu,,....ns (Yo,) in

the first equation of Theorem 11 yields (duall_y) a group action of Diff(C%,0) on
C[[A1,---,A5)] by f(a) := (1® f)p(a) for f € DiIff(C?,0) and a € C[[A1,...,A5]]. In
fact, we have the following

PROPOSITION 13. Let G’ be the group consisting of algebra maps f : F — F
given on the generators by

FOG) = 30 FU LN A (j=1,...,5),

f(¢2) = Z rii,‘..,n5¢i)‘?l ”.)\gs; (7’:1773)7

niy-Ns

vj e

where fn]...ng, 5., € C are such that fgf.o = f5i.o = 1. Then the following hold:
(1) The character group G of the Hopf algebra H generated by pn,...ns (Yo)
and pm...ns(\/@) with coproduct given in Proposition 7, is a subgroup of
G
(2) The subgroup N := {f : f(X;) = X;,j = 1,...,5} of G’ is normal and
isomorphic to (C[[A1,...,Xs5]]%)3.
(3) G" ~ (C[[A1,---,Xs5]]*)? x Diff(C?,0).

ProoOF. From Theorem 11, it follows that a character x acts on F as in the
above formula upon writing fn?...n; = X(Pny-ms (Yo)) forj =1,...,5and f& . =
X(Pny-ng (VG®)) for i =1,2,3.
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For (2) one checks by explicit computation that N is indeed normal and that
each series f¢ defines an element in C[[Aq,...,A5]]* of invertible formal power
series.

Then (3) follows from the existence of a homomorphism from G’ to Diff(C?,0).
It is given by restricting an element f to C[[Aq, ..., A5]]. This is clearly the identity
map on Diff(C®,0) when considered as a subgroup of G' and its kernel is precisely
N. O

The action of (the subgroup of) (C[[Ay,. .., \x]]*)? x Diff(C®,0) on F has a
natural physical interpretation: the invertible formal power series act on a field
as wave function renormalization whereas the diffeomorphisms act on the coupling
constants A1,..., As.

4.2. BRST-symmetries. We will now show how the previous coaction of the
Hopf algebra H on the algebra F gives rise to the Hopf ideal J encountered before.
For this, we choose a distinguished element in F, namely the action S. It is given
by

(6)  Slgi, \j] = —(dA,dA) — 2X3(dA, A*) — Ag( A%, A%) + (P, (D + M A + X))
— (A dR) + (dB, du) + SE(R B) + Mo, [4,w]).

in terms of the appropriate inner products. Note that the action has finitely many
terms, that is, it is a (local) polynomial functional in the fields and coupling con-
stants rather than a formal power series.

With the BRST-differential given in Equation (3) (involving the ‘fundamental’
coupling constant g), we will now impose the BRST-invariance of S, by setting

s(S) =0.
Actually, we will define an ideal I = (s(S)) in F that implements the relations
between the A;’s. Strictly speaking, the fundamental coupling ¢ is not an element

in F; we will instead set ¢ = A;. The remaining ‘coupling’ constant \s is interpreted
as the quark mass m.

PROPOSITION 14. The ideal I is generated by the following elements:
A1 — A2 A2 — As; A3 — AL
PROOF. This follows directly by applying s (involving g) to the action S. O

A convenient set of (equivalent) generators for the ideal I is \; — g™V(¥9)=2 for
i =1,...4. Thus, the image of S in the quotient F/I is BRST-invariant, that is,
s(S) is identically zero.

Let us return to the group G' C (C[[A1,. .., As]]*)® x Diff(C?,0), acting on F.
Consider the subgroup G’ of G consisting of elements f that leave invariant the
ideal I, i.e., such that f(I) C I. It is clear from the above generators of I that this
will involve a diffeomorphism group in 2 variables, instead of 5. More precisely, we
have the following

THEOREM 15 ([20]). Let J be the ideal from Theorem 9.

(1) The group G! acts on the quotient algebra F/I.
(2) The image of G! in Aut(F/I) is isomorphic to Homc(H/J,C) and H/J
coacts on F/I.



346 WALTER D. VAN SUIJLEKOM

Consequently, (the image in Aut(F/I) of) G is a subgroup of the semidirect prod-
uct (C[[g, As]]*)? = Diff(C?,0).

PROOF. The first claim is direct. For the second, note that an element f € G
acts on the generators of I as

f (A= g2
= AN S (Baens (Vo)) = 9V (g (V07 )

N1,...,M5

N(v;)—2

since g = A\;. We will reduce this expression by replacing \; by g , modulo

terms in I. Together with Lemma 4 this yields
f ()\i —~ gN(“”‘Q) = N2 (qz (Yv — YJY“’””)) mod 1.
1=0

The requirement that this is an element in [ is equivalent to the requirement that f
vanishes on ¢ (Y, — ijy(vi)d), i.e. on the generators of J, establishing the desired
isomorphism. One then easily computes

p(I)CIQH+F®J
so that H/J coacts on F by projecting onto the two quotient algebras. O

In fact, the last claim of the above Theorem can be strengthened. Focusing on
the subgroup of the formal diffeomorphism group Diff(C?,0)! that leaves invariant
the ideal I we have:

1 — (14 I)® — Diff(C%,0)" — Diff(C?,0) — 1.

Here, an element (1 + B;);—1 5 in (1 + I)° acts on the generators Aq,..., A5 by
right multiplication. This sequence actually splits, leading to a full description
of the group Diff(C®,0)!. Indeed, by the simple structure of the ideal I, a one-
sided inverse of the map Diff(C°,0)! — Diff(C?,0) can be easily constructed. A
similar statement holds for the above subgroup G’ of the semidirect product G ~
(C[[A1, ..., As])]*)? = Diff(C?,0).

In any case, the contents of Theorem 15 have a very nice physical interpre-
tation: the invertible formal power series act on the three fields as wave function
renormalization whereas the diffeomorphisms act on one fundamental coupling con-
stant g. We will appreciate this even more in the next section where we discuss the
renormalization group flow.

4.3. Renormalization group. We will now establish a connection between
the group of diffeographisms and the renormalization group a la Gell-Mann and
Low [11]. This group describes the dependence of the renormalized amplitudes
¢+(z) on a mass scale that is implicit in the renormalization procedure. In fact, in
dimensional regularization, in order to keep the loop integrals d*~#k dimensionless
for complex z, one introduces a factor of p* in front of them, where u has dimension
of mass and is called the unit of mass. For a Feynman graph I', Lemma 4 shows
that this factor equals p*2=:(N(vi)=2))9:; (/2 yeflecting the fact that the coupling
constants appearing in the action get replaced by

N s p? Ze(N@R)=2))/2 ),

for every vertex v; (i =1,...,5).
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As before, the Feynman rules define a loop v, : C — G = G(C), which now
depends on the mass scale u. Consequently, there is a Birkhoff decomposition for
each p:

Y(2) = Y- () s (2); (2 €0),
As was shown in [8], the negative part «y, _(z) of this Birkhoff decomposition is
independent of the mass scale, that is,

0
@’Yﬂﬁ('z) = 0.
Hence, we can drop the index p and write y_(z) = 7,,-(2). In terms of the

generator 6; for the one-parameter subgroup of G(K) corresponding to the grading
l on H, we can write

Vetu(z) = 0. (VM(Z)) ) (t € R)
A proof of this and the following result can be found in [8].

PROPOSITION 16. The limit
— 15 —1
F = ig}}) Y=(2)0:= (v-(2)7")

exists and defines a 1-parameter subgroup of G which depends polynomially on t
when evaluated on an element X € H.

In physics, this 1-parameter subgroup goes under the name of renormalization
group. In fact, using the Birkhoff decomposition, we can as well write

Yetp,+(0) = Fy 7,4+ (0),  (t €R).

This can be formulated in terms of the generator g := %Ftlt:O of this 1-parameter
group as

™) u%m(m — Bt 0).

Let us now establish that this is indeed the beta-function familiar from physics by
exploring how it acts on the coupling constants \;. First of all, although the name
might suggest otherwise, the coupling constants depend on the energy or mass scale
. Recall the action of G on C[[Aq, ..., As]] defined in the previous section. In the
case of 7, 1 (0) € G, we define the (renormalized) coupling constant at scale pu to be

i) = 7,4 (0) (Xa)-
This function of v (with coefficients in C[[A1, ..., As]]) satisfies the following differ-
ential equation:

B (i) = u% ()

which follows easily from Eq. (7). This is exactly the renormalization group equa-
tion expressing the flow of the coupling constants \; as a function of the energy
scale . Moreover, if we extend S by linearity to the action S of Eq. (6), we obtain
Wilson’s continuous renormalization equation [22]:
0
S =upu— (S
B(S (1)) i (S(w))

This equation has been explored in the context of renormalization Hopf algebras in
[12, 13].
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Equation (7) expresses 8 completely in terms of 7, ;; as we will now demon-
strate, this allows us to derive that for QCD all g-functions coincide. First, recall
that the maps v, are the Feynman rules dictated by S in the presence of the mass
scale i, which we suppose to be BRST-invariant: s(.5) = 0. In other words, we are
in the quotient of F by I = (s(5)). If the regularization procedure respects gauge
invariance, it is well-known that the Feynman amplitude satisfy the Slavnov—Taylor
identities for the couplings. In terms of the ideal J defined in the previous section,
this means that v,,(J) = 0. Since J is a Hopf ideal (Theorem 9), it follows that both
Yu,— and <y, 4 vanish on J. Indeed, the character v given by the Feynman rules
factorizes through H/J, for which the Birkhoff decomposition gives two characters
v+ and v_ of H/J. In other words, if the unrenormalized Feynman amplitudes
given by v, satisfy the Slavnov—Taylor identities, so do the counterterms and the
renormalized Feynman amplitudes.

In particular, from Eq. (7) we conclude that S vanishes on the ideal I in
C[[M1,- .-, As]]. This implies the following result, which is well-known in the physics
literature:

PROPOSITION 17. All (QCD) B-functions (for i = 1,...,4) are expressed in
terms of B(g) for the fundamental coupling constant g:

B(\i) = B(gN™72).
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