arXiv:2107.08354v2 [math.DG] 19 Jan 2022

K-COWAIST ON COMPLETE FOLIATED MANIFOLDS
GUANGXIANG SU AND XIANGSHENG WANG

ABSTRACT. Let (M, F) be a connected (not necessarily compact) foliated manifold
carrying a complete Riemannian metric g7 . We generalize Gromov’s K-cowaist using

the coverings of M, as well as defining a closely related concept called A-cowaist. Let k¥

be the associated leafwise scalar curvature of gf" = g7 |r. We obtain some estimates

on k" using these two concepts. In particular, assuming that the generalized K-cowaist
is infinity and either M or F is spin, we show that inf(kf") < 0.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Main results. Let M be a closed connected oriented smooth Riemannian manifold.
Let £ — M be a Hermitian vector bundle with a Hermitian connection V¥ and R¥ be
the curvature of VF. If dim M is even, Gromov ([6, §4] or [8, §4.1.4]) defines the K-
cowaist! of M by

K-cwy(M) = sup(|[B"[ ™),

where E' — M is a unitary bundle for which (at least) one characteristic (Chern) number
of E does not vanish. Gromov also generalizes the definition of the K-cowaist to open
manifolds by sticking to bundles £ — M trivialized at infinity and using the charac-
teristic numbers coming from the cohomology with compact supports. If dim M is odd,
Gromov defines
K-cwy (M) = sup K-cwy (M x R¥),
k

where one takes those k& > 0 such that dim M + k is even.

In [6, §5%], Gromov proves that every complete Riemannian spin manifold of dimension
n with the scalar curvature k9" > =2 satisfies K-cwy(M) < constpe?. In [6, §92],
Gromov also defines the K-cowaist for the foliated manifolds.

In this paper, for the case that M is a connected oriented (not necessarily compact)
Riemannian manifold with a foliation, we generalize the definition of K-cowaist via con-
sidering the coverings of M. As in [6], we also study the relation between the leafwise
scalar curvature and this generalized K-cowaist.

We now explain it in detail. Let M be a connected oriented (not necessarily compact)
manifold carrying a (not necessarily complete) Riemannian metric 7. Let F C TM
be an integrable subbundle of TM and g" = g™ |r be the restricted metric on F. In
the following, we assume that both dim M and rk(F') are even. If dim M is odd and
rk(F) is even, we replace M by M x S'. If rk(F) is odd, we replace F' by F & T'S* and
M by M x S' x St or M x S depending on whether dim M is even or odd.

In [6], K-cowaist was called K-area. But recently, Gromov [8] suggests that K-cowaist should a more

proper name for this concept.
1
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We take 7 : M — M to be a covering of M and F to be the lifted foliation on M.
Then M and F carry the lifted metrics ¢7™ and g*.

Let (E, g%, VE) be a Hermitian vector bundle over M with the Hermitian metric ¢
and the Hermitian connection V¥. We assume that E is trivial at infinity.

Let RF = (VF)? be the curvature of V¥. Hence, for any x € M and o, 8 € T, M,

RE(a A B) € End(T,,M). Recall that ||R§|| is defined in the following way (cf. [6]),

(1.1) HR?H =sup  sup |RE(a A B).
reM Oé,ﬁer
alf, langl=1

Now, we can define a pair of closely related concepts.

Definition 1.1. With above notations, if the vector bundle E further satisfies

(1) some Chern number of E is non-zero, we define the (covering) K-cowaist of

(M, F) by

(1.2) K-cews (M, F) = sup(|[RE[|™);
M,E

(2) the inequality
/NK(T]\A/[/)(ch(E) _1k(E)) £ 0,
M
we define the (covering) A-cowaist of (M, F) by

(1.3) A-cewy (M, F) = sup(||RE| ).
M,E

From the index theory viewpoint, among the two concepts given as above, A-cowaist
perhaps relates to the scalar curvature more directly. In fact, we can use A-cowaist to
give a quantitative estimate on leafwise scalar curvature.

Theorem 1.2. Let M be a connected oriented (not necessarily compact) manifold carry-
ing a complete Riemannian metric g*™. Let F C TM be an integrable subbundle of T M
with the restricted metric g*" = g™ |p. Let k¥ be the associated leafwise scalar curvature
of F. If either TM or F is spin, then one has

inf (k) < 2rk(F)(rk(F) — 1)/ A-cewy (M, F).

Note that in the definition of K—cowaist, we don’t need that g7 is complete. But for
the above theorem, the completeness is necessary. As in [13], we only give the proof of
Theorem 1.2 for the T'M spin case in detail. The F' spin case can be proved similarly as
in [13, §2.5].

To obtain a similar estimate using the K-cowaist, we notice the following reinterpre-
tation of the result in [6, § 52]. One can also see [12] for a more detailed proof of this
result.

Proposition 1.3. K-ccwy(M, F) = 400 implies A-cews(M, F) = +o00.

Due to this proposition, we have the following corollary of Theorem 1.2.
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Theorem 1.4. Under the same assumption of Theorem 1.2, if we further assume that
K-ccwy (M, F) = 400, then inf(kF) < 0.

Since K-cwy (M) = +oo implies K-cewy (M, F') = 400, as a corollary of Theorem 1.4,
one can show the following result.

Theorem 1.5. (Gromov, [8, p. 182, footnote 277]) Complete manifolds X with infinite
K-cwq(X), carry no spin foliations F', where the induced Riemannian metrics in the
leaves satisfy k¥ > o > 0.

1.2. A discussion about the definitions of A-cowaist. Compared to other similar
concept in the literature, a feature of the definition of A-cowaist is that the supremum
is calculated using bundles over any coverings of M rather than bundles over M alone.
Whether it is necessary to taking supremum on this large set turns out to be a delicate
problem. For simplicity, we will assume F' = T'M in this subsection.

To facilitate our discuss, we using the following definition which resembles the def-
inition of A-cowaist except not using the covering space. Let M be a manifold and
(E,g”,VF) be a Hermitian vector bundle over M with the Hermitian metric g¥ and
the Hermitian connection V. If M is non-compact, we also assume that E is trivial at
infinity. Define

A-area(M) = sup {||REH’1| [ A(TM)(ch(E) — 1k(E)) # o}.
E
We discuss several cases separately.

M is non-compact. In this case, A-ccwo(M, TM) in strictly larger than A-area(M) in
general. As a example, let M be a annulus in R? and F = TM. By [7, p. 33 (c)], we
have

(1.4) K-cwq(M) = area(M).

~

Since, dim M = 2, for any vector bundle E over M, we have [,, A(TM)(ch(E)—rk(FE)) =
[y c1(E). Hence, K-cwy(M) and K—area(M) coincide in this case. Using (1.4), we can
see that

A-cewy(M, TM) = sup area(M) — +00 > A-area(M).
M

M is compact and the universal covering of M is compact. Firstly, we note that if M is
compact, A-area(M) is just a small variant of [4, Definition 1.6].2

Since the universal covering of M is compact, any covering space of M, M , is also
compact. Then by the same proof of [7, p. 33 (d)], we have the following result,

K—area(M) = A-area (M)

Therefore, in this case, K—CCWQ(M ,TM) is equal to K—area(M ).

2In fact, if M carries a metric with the positive scalar curvature, these two definitions are the same.
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M s compact and the universal covering of M is non-compact. This case is the most
difficult and we do not have a definite answer at the moment. In fact, whether K—area(M )
is equal to K-CCWQ(M , T M) in this case relates closely to Gromov’s following question |7,
p. 34, Question 23]: is there a closed manifold M such that K-cwy(M) < oo and the
universal covering of M satisfies K-cw(M) = 00?

The main difficulty in this case is that the pull-back and push-forward construction for
vector bundles do not work well for the non-compact spaces. If we put some restrictions
on the covering spaces, maybe some partial results are still possible. For example, if
we assume 7 (M) is residully finite, we have the following simple extension of [6, p. 26,

(v))].

Proposition 1.6. If M is a closed manifold and m (M) is residully finite, for the uni-
versal covering space M of M,

K-cews (M) > K-cwy (M) > K-cwq (M) = K-cewy(M).
Proof. Clearly, we only need to show that
(1.5) K-cwa (M) > K-cws (M)

If M is compact, (1.5) follows from the push-forward inequality [6, § 4%] We try to show
that the push-forward argument also works for M non-compact case.

Take a vector bundle E over M which is trivial outside a compact set K. Since (M)
is residully finite, we can find a finite covering of M, N, such that the covering map from
M to N is injective on K. As a result, we can push-forward the vector bundle E to a
vector bundle Ey over N. Since N is a finite covering of M, we have

K-CWQ(N) = K—CWQ(M).
Therefore,
IR~ = |[R*|| 7! < K-cwa(N) = K-cwa(M),
from which we obtain (1.5). O

We also note that the K-cowaist also generalizes [3, Definition 5.1].

2. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

In this section we prove Theorem 1.2. Our strategy to prove Theorem 1.2 follows the
proof of [11, Theorem 1.2] closely. Note that in [11], there is a map f : M — S"(1),
which enables us to construct suitable bundles over a compact manifold associated with
the non-compact manifold M. Compared to [11], the new idea in this paper is that
we will show that in the current situation, the bundles needed, as well as the bundle
endomorphisms, can be constructed without using the map f.

We argue by contradiction. Assume that

inf (k™) > 2rk(F)(tk(F) — 1)/ A-cewo (M, F).
Then, by the definition of ;‘:-CCWQ(M , F'), there exists

e a covering manifold 7 : M — M with the lifted foliation F and the lifted metrics
g™ and ¢*,
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e a Hermitian vector bundle Ej over M with the Hermitian metric g¥ and the
Hermitian connection V0, which is trivial at infinity and satisfies

(21) [ AT (eh( ) = k(o)) #0.
e a constant K > 0 such that
(2.2) 7 (k") — 2k(F) (rk(F) — 1) HR?’H > x on M.

As explained in Introduction, we only give the detail for the T'M spin case. In the
following, we assume that 7'M is spin.

If both M and M are compact, by [14 Section 1.1], one gets a contradiction easily.

In the following, we assume that M is noncompact. For the rest of the proof we will
only deal with quantities ¢ associated with M and F. To simplify the notations, we will
denote the foliation (M F) by (M, F) and the metrics (gTM F) by (g™, g").

Roughly speaking, we will prove Theorem 1.2 in three steps.

(i) We construct a closed manifold M, 11, and a Zs-graded bundle E over it. Besides,

we construct a fiber bundle M\Hsm, R OVer M, s, associated with the foliation F'.

(ii) We construct a deformed Dirac operator on ./(/l\Hgm, r and obtain some estimates
about it.

(iii) We construct a closed manifold using M\Hsm, r and an operator Pgdg’f , using the

deformed Dirac operator. We will show that (2 1) implies the index of P ?EVR 4

is not zero while (2.2) implies the index of P 3[3" " is zero. Thus we obtain a

contradiction.

Step 1. Let (E; = M xCF, gF VE) with k = 1k(E)), be the trivial vector bundle on M.
Then, let £ = Ey® E; be a Zsy-graded Hermitian vector bundle over M with a Zs-graded
metric g = g0 @ ¢¥' and a Zsy-graded Hermitian connection V¥ = VFo @ V1,
Since (Ey, gF0, VF0) is trivial at infinity, there exists a compact subset K* and an iso-
morphism ¢ between (Eo|an i, g0, V) and ((M\K)xC*, gst, V) = (E1|ank, g7, V).
Following [9, Theorem 1.17], we choose a fixed point xy € M and let d : M — R™ be
a regularization of the distance function dist(x, zo) such that

Vd|(z) < 3/2,

for any x € M.
Set

B, ={reM:d(x) <m}, meN

and choose a sufficiently large m such that K C B,,.

To construct the desired closed manifold 1M, Hs, following [9], we take a compact
hypersurface Hs,, € M \ Bs,,, which cuts M into two parts such that the compact
part, denoted by My, ., contains Bs,,. Then My, is a compact smooth manifold with
boundary Hs,,. Let g7 H3m
on the product manifold Hs,, x [—¢’, 1+ €'], we construct a metric as follows.

be the induced metric on Hs,,. For a sufficiently small &’ > 0,

3We can and will choose K is a closure of an open subset.
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Near the boundary Hs, x {—¢'} of Hs,, x [—¢',1+¢'], i.e., on Hs,, X [—¢’,€'], by using
the geodesic normal coordinate of Hs,, C M, for a small &', there is an isomorphism
between Hs,, x [—¢’, '] and a neighborhood of Hj,,, denoted by U, in M because Hg,, is
compact. Moreover, we can require that under this isomorphism, U N My, is mapped
to Hs,, x [—€',0].

Now, we define the metric on Hs,, X [—¢’,€'] to be the pull-back metric obtained
from that of U. In the same way, we can construct a metric on Hs,, x [1 — &', 1+ €]
Meanwhile, the metric on Hs,, x [1/3,2/3] is defined to be the product metric of g7Hsm
and the standard metric on [1/3,2/3]. Finally, the metric on Hs,, x [—¢/,1 + €] is a
smooth extension of the metrics on the above three pieces.

Using the isometry between Hs,, x [—¢’,¢'] and U, My, UU and Hs,, X [—€',1 4 €]
can be glued into a smooth Riemannian manifold with boundary, (Mg, UU) Uy (Ham, X
[—€',1+¢']). Let My, ~be another copy of My, with the same metric and the opposite
orientation. In the similar way, we can glue My, and (Mpy,, UU)Uy (Hay, x [—€',1+¢'])
to obtain a closed manifold M, Hs,- Note that My, UU, My, —and Hs, x [1/3,2/3] all
have natural isometric embeddings into M, Hs,,- As a result, we will view these manifolds
as submanifolds of M, 1, in the following. Figure 1 is an illustration of this gluing
construction.

Take Vi == Mpy,, UU° and V, = ]\/4\H3m \ Mpy,, to be two open subsets of M\Hsm-
Then V; UV, = ]/\1\1{3m and Vi NVy = Z == Hs,p, x (0,€'). As we have said, we will treat
Vi = Mpy,,, UU® as a submanifold of both M and M, H,,- 1t means that, although E is
a Zy-graded vector bundle defined over M, its restriction on My, UU®, E| My, U =

Elv,, is a Zy-graded vector bundle defined over a submanifold of M, Hs,,- We are going
to extend Ely, to a Zs-graded bundle E = Ey @ E; over My, which satisfies

(23) (E0|V279EOJVEO) = (‘/2 X Ckagstavst) = (E1|V279E17VE1)'

—VicM—i

—_V—
_)2(_
K
—e/ 0Nt
N o P g,
MH3m <_U_) :

% Hyp x[=¢/ 1+ '] =¥

FI1GURE 1. Gluing construction.

We will construct the EO and El separately. The construction of El is straightforward.
Since E1|MH3m = Mpy,,, x CF we can take (El,gEl,VEl) to be (]/\/[\Hgm x C* gsi, Vi),
which satisfies (2.3).

To construct (Ep, g=, VEO), we glue two vector bundles as in [1]. Choose the trivial
bundle (E}), g%, V) := (V3 x CF, gy, V) over Vy. Recall that Z C U can be viewed
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as a submanifold of M and Z N K = (. Hence, by the definition of 1, we have an
isomorphism between (Ep|z, g, V) (i.e., ((Eolw;)|z, g%, VF0)) and (Z x C*, gy, V)
(i.e., (Eb|z, g™, V0)). In other words, the restriction of 1) on Z, denoted by |z, induces
an isomorphism between ((Eylv; )|z, 9%, V) and (E}|z, g%, Vo). We define Ep to be
Eolv, Uy|, Eglv,- By definition, 1, thus 9|z, preserves the metric and the connection. As
a result, Ej inherits a metric and a connection from those of Eqly; and E{|v,. Moreover,
the property of gluing construction implies,

(EO’MH3m7gEO7 VEO) = (E0|MH3m>gE07 VEO)7
(E\O|V279E07VEO) = (E(l]ngéavEé) = (‘/2 X Ckagstyvst)‘

Therefore, Ey also satisfies (2.3).

Let i : Eply, — Ep and j : E{|y, — Ey be the canonical embeddings in the gluing
construction. The definition of gluing construction implies the composition of following
maps

iz j|21

.]|21 o Z’Z : <E0|Z79E07VEO> — (E\0|Z79E07VEO) — (E(/)|Zagst7vst) - (Z X Ckagstavst)

is just v|z. Since E1|V2 = V4 x CF, we can define

~

V= j_l : (-/E\0|V279E07VE0> — (E(/)7gE67vEé) = (‘/2 X Ckagshvst) = (E1|V279E1avE1)'
At the same time, ¢ induces the following map
¢|V1 Oi_l : (EO|V179E07VEO) ; (E0|V179E07VE0) — (E1|V17gE17vE1)
= (‘/l X Ck>gst7vst) = (El‘VngElval>'
Therefore, we have

(Wl 0t Nz =z 0il, = jl; eilz0il; =4I, = vz

Consequently, by gluing |y, o i~! and v, we can construct a smooth section w €

['(Hom(Ey, E1)). Besides, by the property of ¢ and v, we know that w preserves the
metrics and connections on My, \ K.
Take w* to be the adjoint of w with respect to g and ¢g”'. Set

~ ~

W=w+w":T'(F) - T'(E),

which is an odd and self-adjoint bundle endomorphism of E. There exists a constant
0 > 0 such that

(2.4) W?2>6§on My, \K.
Let F* be the orthogonal complement to F, i.e., we have the orthogonal splitting
(2.5) TM=FaFt ¢™M=g¢"qg.

Following [5, §5] (also cf. [13, §2.1}), let 7 : M — M be the Connes fibration over
M such that for any z € M, M, = 7 !(z) is the space of Euclidean metrics on the
linear space T,M/F,. Let TV M denote the vertical tangent bundle of the fibration
m: M — M. Then it carries a natural metric gTVM such that any two points p, ¢ € M,
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with € M can be joined by a unique geodesic along M,. Let d™=(p,q) denote the
length of this geodesic.

By using the Bott connection on TM/F (cf. [13, (1.2)]), which is leafwise flat, one lifts
F to an integrable subbundle F of TM. Then g*" lifts to a Euclidean metric g7 = 7*g%
on F.

Let Fi- C TM be a subbundle, which is transversal to F & TV M, such that we have
a splitting TM = (F® TV M) @ Fi-. Then Fi- can be identified with TM/(F & TV M)
and carries a canonically induced metric g7i . We denote F3- to be TV M.

The metric ¢ in (2.5) determines a canonical embedded section s : M — M. For
any p € M, set p(p) = dM=o) (p, s(r(p))).

For any /3, v > 0, following [13, (2.15)], let gﬁ be the metric on 7'M defined by the
orthogonal splitting,

1

]:
(2.6) TM=FeF &F, g = 2%19% ® g™

For any R > 0, let Mg be the smooth manifold with boundary defined by
Mp={peM : p(p) <R}.
Set Hz, = 7 ' (Hap,) and
Miggr = (77" (Mp,,,)) "N Mg, Hamr = Ham N Mg.

Consider another copy M3, g of My, r carrying the metric g™ Msm.r defined by
(2.6) with 8 = v = 1. Meanwhile, let g"*sm% be the induced metric on Hs,, z by (2.6)
with 8 = 7 = 1 and dt? be the standard metric on [1/3,2/3]. As we have done for
M\Hm, we can glue My, r, My, pand Ha, g x [—€', 1+4€'] together to get a manifold
M\H?)WR, cf. [11, Section 2.2]. But, unlike M\Hgm, /T/l\Hng is a smooth manifold with

boundary. Moreover, we can define a smooth metric g?#sm:® on My, g such that

T./(/l\’){g R _ TMBm R
g " |MH3m ‘gﬁ v ’
TM _ TM
g H3am R‘M;{ =g 3m.R
3
TM _ TH 2
g MR gy px (1323 = g0 R @ A

The map 7 : My,,, r = Mgy, can be extended to /\/lq.[3 R — MH3 and we still
denote the extended map by 7. As before, we pull the bundles on M, Hs,, back to MHg R
that is, we take (Esm.p, VEmr, gfmr) = 1*(E, VE, gF). As usual, Rémr = (V&m.r)? is
the curvature of V&m.r,

Step 2. Recall that we have assumed that T'M is oriented and spin. Without loss of
generality, we assume further that F is oriented and rk(F*) is divisible by 4. Then F*
is also oriented and dim M is even.
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It is clear that F & Fi-, F3- over My, g can be extended to (Hzm g x [—€',1+€])U
M3y, g such that we have the orthogonal splitting®

(2.7) TM,, n= (F®FL) ®FsF on My, .

Let Sz (F @ Fi-) denote the spinor bundle over /T/l\H?m r With respect to the metric

—~ €L
gTMH3m7R|]_—®]_—1L (thus with respect to 32¢g” @ g,yigl on My, r). Let A*(F3") denote the
exterior algebra bundle of ]-"2L ™, with the Zs-grading given by the natural even/odd
parity.

Let

(28)  Drert syt D(S54(F & FiON(Fy)) = D(Spq(F & F1)SA(Fy))

be the sub-Dirac operator on ./(/I\HRWR constructed as in [13, (2.16)]. It is clear that one
can define canonically the twisted sub-Dirac operator (twisted by Es,, r) on My, g,

(2.9) DR T(Spq(F ® FLRA (FH)BEsm.z)

FoFL By
= T(Sp(F © FI)ON (F3)@Esm,r)-
Let f: 0,1] — [0,1] be a smooth function such that f(t) = 0 for 0 < t < %, while
f(t) =1for £ <t < 1. For any p € My, g, we connect p and s(m(p)) by the unique
geodesic in M. Let o(p) € F3|, denote the unit vector tangent to this geodesic.
Then

(2.10) 5= }*(%) o

is a smooth section of Fj'| Mo, r- 1t extends to a smooth section of F| Ry, 1 which
we still denote by . It is easy to see that we may and we will assume that o is transversal
to (and thus nowhere zero on) 8./(/1\7{3%}3. Note that the Clifford action ¢(a) (cf. [13,
(1.47)]) now acts on Sg(F @ Fi-) @A (F5-)@Esm.r over M\Hgm,R-

With ¢(g) and W, for £ > 0, we introduce the following deformation of D®m™R on

]—'EB]—'%,/B,W
My, r, which combines the deformations in [13, (2.21)] and [14, (1.11)],
clo) emW

E3m.R
(2.11) Dreripa™ =5 T 75

About the deformed operator (2.11), the following estimate holds, which is an analog
of [11, Lemma 2.1]. Let h : [0,1] — [0, 1] be a smooth function such that h(t) = 1 for
0<t<2 whileh(t)=0for { <t <1

Lemma 2.1. There exist cg > 0, € >0, m > 0 and R > 0 such that when 3, v > 0 are
small enough (which may depend on m and R),

4F restricted to (Ham.r % [—€/,1+¢€']) U My, g needs no longer to be integrable.
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(i) for any s € T(Sp (FOF{H)RN (F3-)@E3m.r) supported in the interior oquﬂgmﬂ,

one has’ )
Em. clo €7T*W Co

D5 5+ 05 4 sl 2 s

(i) foranys € F(S/B;Y(./—'-@JT‘.IJ')@A*(.F;')@gng{) supported in the interior of My, r\
MHBW,% one has

P\ Hesm, P c(o)  emW Co
() Dt o h () + 5+ g sl = sl

Proof. We follow the same strategy of [11, Lemma 2.1] to prove this lemma. Especially,
the proof of (ii) is the same with the proof of [11, Lemma 2.1 (ii)]. Here, we only show
how to modify the arguments in [11, Lemma 2.1] to prove (i).

Asin [11, (2.21)-(2.22)], on ]\/I\H3m, we can find cut-off functions ¢, 1, ¥y,2 ]/\J\H3m —
0, 1] satisfying for i = 1,2,

(2.12) it vn, =1,
(2.13) |Vtbil(x) < C/m for any x € -A/ZHsm-

Then we pull ¥, 1,2 back to cut-off functions ¢, 1, pm,2 defined on M\Hgm,R- Due
o [11, (2.23)], we know that

(2.14) oma =1lifz € 77Y(B,,) and ¢,,1 =0 if x € M\Hng{ \ 7 (Bam),

Oma=0ifz €7 (B,,) and @, =1ifz € M\H3m7R \ 771 (Bam).
Using @, for any s € I'(Ss(F @ F-) @A (F3-)@E3m.r) supported in the interior of
My, r, by (2.12), we have the following estimate, cf. [11, (2.25)].

. o) e aE)  emW
(2.15) \/§||(1)]_.3@J’T’E;m+7 T s> (o sy T gt g ) (Pmas)|

- aG) €7r*W
+I(Drgre g, + N ) (Pm,28) | = lleay (dom,1) sl = llcay (dpm,2) s,

where for each i € {1,2}, we identify dy,,; with the gradient of ¢,,; and cs,(-) means
the Clifford action with respect to the metric (2.6).
For the last two terms in the r.h.s. of (2.15), we can use the estimate [11, (2.29)],

(216)  Jep(dpmi)sl(x) = (O (6%)+omﬁ<v>>|s|<x>, r € My p

where the subscripts in O, g(-) mean that the big O constant may depend on m and R.
For the first two terms in the r.h.s. of (2.15), by a direct computation, we have

- aAG) | em Wi g co)y2
(217) (D;@.FITL,ﬁ,"/ —I— 7 ﬁ ) - (D]f@];jlvgv’y + /B )
+ [ngm,R em*W 52<7T*W)2,

FeF{ .87’ 3 J+ 52

5The norms below depend on 3 and 7. In case of no confusion, we omit the subscripts for simplicity.
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Meanwhile, since W is a constant endomorphism outside K, we know

(2.18) prn  ETW

]“@]“%761’77 T] = 0 on 'MHZ’)m:R \ ﬂ-_l(K)

Therefore, for the second term on the r.h.s. of (2.15), by (2.4), (2.14), (2.17) and (2.18),
one has
c(o) emW

Esm,
(2.19) ||(D;@fl§ﬂﬁ + 5 + 3 )(Pm29) |7

- o) et W
= IDEgE 5+ =5 2 + 175 (pmas) 2

de?
=5 lomasl®.

Then main difference between the proof of (i) and [11, Lemma 2.1 (i)] lies in the
estimate of the first term in the r.h.s. of (2.15). Let 1k(F') = 1k(F) = ¢, 1k(F1) = ¢1 and
rk(F,) = qo. Since on My, g, g7 = m*g"", for a local orthonormal basis {fi,..., f,} of
(F,g”), we can choose it to be lifted from a local orthonormal basis of (F, g¥"). Moreover,
we choose hi,..., hg (resp.ey,...,e,) tobe alocal orthonormal basis of (Fi, gflL) (resp.
(‘FQ 79 )) Then?

{fl,...,fq,hl,...,hql,el,...,eqz}
is a local orthonormal frame for T My,  g. Then, by [11, (2.39)], we have

Eam clo) emW n*kF
(2.20) ||(D;@ﬁ sy T 7 + 3 ) (Pm18)|]* > (79%,18,9%,13)

2ﬁ2 Z R53MR f“fj)cb"y(ﬁ fz)cﬁv(ﬂ fJ)SOm 15, @mls)

3,7=1

bonn 00 P
+ ([D;@]_{;ﬁﬁ? 7]%71,157 Pm,18) + ([D;EB}{;_’B’,Y? T]me,ﬁ, ©m,18)

e2(m*W)?
32
To estimate the r.h.s. of (2.20), we proceed term by term.
(1) For the first two terms, by (1.1) and (2.2), we have

1 72

+ ( ¥Ym,15, me,ls) + (Om,R (E + @) ©m,15, Qom,15>‘

(2.21) Z REmm(fi, f)ea0 (B fi) a4 (B 1) mas, ©m.1s)

7,7=1

252

*kF

+< /82 me]_s ¢mls> - 452”907711 “ :

Note that (2.21) is the counterpart of [11, (2.36) and (2.37)] in our situation.
(2) For the third term, by [13, Lemma 2.1], on My, g\ $(Mp,,, ), we have

GG 1 1
(2.22) PREL %} = Oy, (523) + Omr (ﬁ)
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(3) For the fourth term, since V&m® (resp. W) is a pull-back connection (resp.
bundle endomorphism) via 7, by [11, (2.33)] and (2.18), we have

i e W,_ JO (£)+0r(3) on w o (K),

(2.23) D ,
FoFAy B 0, on My, r\ 7 YK).
or the fifth term, by (2.4), we have
4) For the fifth by (2.4 h
e2(m*W)? e
(224) (T@m,ls7gpm,ls) Z ﬁ”@m,ls”i*l(Bzm\K)’

where the subscript on the norm means the integral on 7—!(Bsy,, \ K).
Now, as in [11, Lemma 2.1], we split every term on the r.h.s. of (2.20) into integrals
on 7 1K) and 7! (Bay, \ K) separately. By (2.21)-(2.24), we have

E3m.R E(&) em*W 2
(225) |‘(D]:3@]:1L”37,Y + 7 + B )(@m,lS)H = 862 ngm 1SH

ey ’72 2
+ Or E [omaslz-1 (k) + Om.r 7 [pm15]

1
+ O (5 ) lomast? + On (27 ) Homasl.

By (2.16), (2.19) and (2.25), for m sufficiently large and suitably chosen ¢, 3,7, R, we
obtain the estimate in (i). O

Step 3. Let 8MH3m r bound another oriented manifold Nj,, r so that N3m R= MHg rU

N3 g 1s an oriented closed manifold. Let gTN 3m.R he a smooth metric on TNgm r so that
gTNSm R‘ e = gTMH3m

Let () be a Hermitian vector bundle over M\Hgm, r such that

(S5 (F & F1 BN (F)@Emr)- & Q

R The existence of gTN3m R is clear.

is a trivial vector bundle over /\7;{3"“ r- Then
(S5 (F & FI BN (F)@Emr)+ © Q

is also a trivial vector bundle near 8/\/17.[ o, under the identification ¢(¢) + 7*w + Idg.

Since the above two vector bundles are both trivial near 8/\/17{3m, R, by extending them
via the trivial bundle over Ngm r\ ﬂHM, R, We get a Zsy-graded Hermitian vector bundle
£ =&,PE over ./\N/’gm’R and an odd self-adjoint endomorphism W' = w’+w™ € T'(End(€))
(with ' : T'(&4) — T'(£2), w™ being the adjoint of w’) such that

€ = (Sp(F ® F1)ON (F5)@Em,r) © Q

over My, g, W is invertible on N3, g and

AU 0 Ido
(2.26) W—c(0)+7rW+<IdQ 0 )

on My, r, which is invertible on My, r \ My, &.
m oy 2
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Recall that h(%) vanishes near My, r N OMpg. We extend it to a function on /\~/'3m7 R
which equals to zero on N3, g and an open neighborhood of 8[4\7{3% R in ./Vg,m r, and we
denote the resulting function on Ngm’ r by h R-

Let Ty n - T/Vg,m,R — N},m,R be the projection of the tangent bundle of /T/},m,R. Let

/F\V/'m’ * *
~Nsm.R € Hom(wﬁgmﬂ@, Wﬁsm,af’) be the symbol defined by

(2.27) VNST"vR(p, u) = 7r/*\~&m R(\/—lh%cﬁw(u) + u/(p)) for pe X@m7R, u € Tp./\/\z;m7R.

By (2.26) and (2.27), WNSWR is singular only if u = 0 and p € MHgm,% Thus 7/\73"%1“ is
an elliptic symbol. N _ B
On the other hand, it is clear that h RDg?’m’R hr is well defined on N3, g if we define

FoFi By
it to be zero on Nam.z \ My, k.

Let A : L*(&) — L*) be a second order positive elliptic differential operator on
./\N/mﬁR preserving the Zo-grading of £ = &, @ £_, such that its symbol equals to |n|?
at n € TJ\~/'3m7R.6 As in [13, (%33)], let Pé?g:’f 0 L2(€) — L*(€) be the zeroth order
pseudodifferential operator on N3, g defined by

/

Esm,R __ -7 E3m,R 7 o4-1
(228) PR:@’Y =A 4hRD]:®]:1L757,YhRA 4 4 7

Let nggf Lo L2(&) = L*(&-) be the obvious restriction. Then the principal symbol of
NSm,R'

Pg’g‘f ., which we denote by V(P?gf ), is homotopic through elliptic symbols to

Thus P;‘?’/gjf . is a Fredholm operator. Moreover, the index of the symbol ~Nsm.R can be
calculated by the Atiyah-Singer index theorem directly (cf. [2] and [10, Proposition III.
11.24]). Therefore,
. E m, __ £, m, — 1 -/\7m
(2.29) 1nd(PR‘:’6771?+) = md(y(PR?ﬁﬁﬂ)) = ind (y"omr)
= (A(TMp,,,)(ch(Eo) — ch(E1)), [M,,,]) = (A(TM)(ch(Eo) — ch(E)), [M]) # 0,

where the inequality comes from (2.1).
For any 0 <t <1, set

Esm, E3m, (t— 1) (=t s
(2:30) Priil) = Prii & — T AT AT
Then Pé?’[}”f . (t) is a smooth family of zeroth order pseudodifferential operators such that

the corresponding symbol V(Pg?f (1)) is elliptic for 0 < ¢ < 1. Thus Pé?’g‘f L(t) is a

continuous family of Fredholm operators for 0 < ¢ < 1 with P?glf (1) = P?glf "
Then, by using Lemma 2.1, the exactly same arguments in [11, Proposition 2.2] show

that for suitable e, m, R, 8,~v > 0,
: g m : g m *
dim (ker(PR?ﬁ,%r(O)) = dim (ker<PR?ﬁ,ff+(0) )) = 0.

6To be more precise, here A also depends on the defining metric. We omit the corresponding sub-
script /superscript only for convenience.
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As a result, when ¢t = 0, Pé‘j’;;f . (0) is also Fredholm and has a vanishing index. By the

property of Fredholm index, we have

. Esm. R : E3m.R . Emm,
ind(Pg’s", ) = ind(Pg’s2", (1)) = ind(PR%7, (0)) = 0,

which contradicts to (2.29) and the proof of Thoerem 1.2 is completed.

Acknowledgments. G. Su was partially supported by NSFC Grant No. 11931007,
Nankai Zhide Foundation and the Fundamental Research Funds for the Central Univer-
sities. X. Wang was partially supported by NSFC Grant No. 12101361 and the funda-
mental research funds of Shandong University, Grant No. 2020GN063.

REFERENCES

[1] M. F. Atiyah, K-Theory. Notes by D. W. Anderson. Second edition. Addison-Wesley Publishing
Company, Advanced Book Program, Redwood City, CA, 1989. xx+216 pp.

[2] M. F. Atiyah and I. M. Singer, The index of elliptic operators I. Ann. of Math. 87 (1968), 484-530.

[3] M.-T. Benameur and J. L. Heitsch, Enlargeability, foliations, and positive scalar curvature. Invent.
Math. 215 (2019), 367-382.

[4] S. Cecchini and R. Zeidler, Scalar and mean curvature comparison via the Dirac operator. Preprint,
arXiv: 2103.06833v2.

[5] A. Connes, Cyclic cohomology and the transverse fundamental class of a foliation. In Geometric
Methods in Operator Algebras. H. Araki eds., 52-144, Pitman Res. Notes in Math. Series, vol. 123,
1986.

[6] M. Gromov, Positive curvature, macroscopic dimension, spectral gaps and higher signatures. In
Functional Analysis on the Fve of the 21st Century, Gindikin, Simon (ed.) et al., 1-213, Progr.
Math., vol. 132, Birkh&user, Basel, 1996.

[7] M. Gromov, 101 questions, problems and conjectures around scalar curvature. Preprint, https:
//www.ihes.fr/~gromov/positivescalarcurvature/596/598/.

[8] M. Gromov, Four lectures on scalar curvature. Preprint, arXiv: 1908.10612v6.

[9] M. Gromov and H. B. Lawson, Positive scalar curvature and the Dirac operator on complete Rie-
mannian manifolds. Inst. Hautes Etudes Sci. Publ. Math. 58 (1983), 295-408.

[10] H. B. Lawson and M.-L. Michelsohn, Spin Geometry. Princeton Univ. Press, Princeton, NJ, 1989.
xii+427 pp.

[11] G. Su, X. Wang and W. Zhang, Nonnegative scalar curvature and area decreasing maps on complete
foliated manifolds. Preprint, arXiv: 2104.03472v1.

[12] X. Wang, On a relation between the K-cowaist and the A-cowaist. Preprint, in preparation.

[13] W. Zhang, Positive scalar curvature on foliations. Ann. of Math. 185 (2017), 1035-1068.

[14] W. Zhang, Positive scalar curvature on foliations: the enlargeability. In Geometric Analysis, in
Honor of Gang Tian’s 60th Birthday, 537-544, Progr. Math., vol. 333, Birkhauser, Cham, 2020.

CHERN INSTITUTE OF MATHEMATICS & LPMC, NANKAT UNIVERSITY, T1aANJIN 300071, P.R.
CHINA
Email address: guangxiangsu@nankai.edu.cn

SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICS, SHANDONG UNIVERSITY, JINAN, SHANDONG 250100, P.R. CHINA
Email address: xiangsheng@sdu.edu.cn


https://www.ihes.fr/~gromov/positivescalarcurvature/596/598/
https://www.ihes.fr/~gromov/positivescalarcurvature/596/598/

	1. Introduction
	1.1. Main results
	1.2. A discussion about the definitions of A"0362A-cowaist

	2. Proof of Theorem 1.2
	References

