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Abstract

We formulate and prove an index theorem for loop spaces of compact manifolds in the frame-
work of K K-theory. It is a strong candidate for the noncommutative geometrical definition (or
the analytic counterpart) of the Witten genus. In order to find out an “appropriate form” of the
index theorem to formulate a loop space version, we formulate and prove an equivariant index
theorem for non-compact manifolds equipped with S'-actions with compact fixed-point sets. In
order to formulate it, we use a ring of formal power series.
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1 Introduction

Main theorem

The Atiyah-Singer index theorem states that the analytic index of the Dirac operator on a closed
manifold is determined by topological data [ASill [ASi2]. When a manifold M is equipped with
a group action of a compact Lie group G, the index is an element of the representation ring of
G (called the equivariant index), and it is determined by data on the fixed-point set MY [ASe].
Roughly speaking,
analytic equivariant index = / G(topological data).
M

Although the left hand side makes sense only for closed manifolds, the right hand side makes
sense in much more general situations. Witten defined an “index of the Dirac operator on the free
loop space on a compact manifold” in [Wit]. This “index” is now called the Witten genus.

The aim of the present paper is to formulate and prove an index theorem for loop spaces in the
framework of K K-theory. The main theorem is the following. The notions appearing there will be
explained soon.

Main-Theorem. For a compact K -oriented manifold M, we can define a homomorphism

ind2 : KKgi (A(LM),S:) = KKg1 (S, S-)pos

and it has a fixed-point formula.

Let us briefly explain several symbols and notations: LM is the free loop space of M; A(LM)
is a C*-algebra substituting for the “function algebra of LM”; KKg (A, B) is the S!-equivariant
K K-theory, which coincides with the the set of homotopy classes of Dirac operators when A is the
function algebra of a closed manifold and B = C; &; is a certain C*-algebra defined in Definition
24, KKg1(Ss, S:)pos is a kind of representation ring of S 1 which is inspired by the concept of
positive energy representations of loop groups [PS]. In short, we will formulate and prove an index
theorem for loop spaces!

Although we have not verified that the above homomorphism realizes the Witten genus, the
homomorphism is probably quite useful to realize it.

Equivariant index theorem and K K-theory

Let us move on to expositions of previous researches related to the present paper. We begin with
a K K-theoretical formulation of the equivariant index theorem. One can conceptually understand
equivariant index theory using K K-theory and R K K-theory [Kas88|, [Kas15l Blac|. Roughly speak-
ing, analytic data and topological data corresponds to each other, not only at the level of index,
but also at the level of groups in which these data live.

K K-theory is a bivariant functor from the category of C*-algebras to the category of abelian
groups. For a pair of C*-algebras (A, B), the K K-group is denoted by K K(A, B), and it is con-
travariant in A and covariant in B. It has an equivariant version. For special cases, K K-theory has
a topological interpretation. If X is a locally compact Hausdorff space, K K (C, C(X)) is isomorphic
to Atiyah’s K-group.

RK K-theory is a joint generalization of K K-theory and Segal’s RK-theory [Kas88, [Kas15].
For a locally compact Hausdorff space X, a C*-algebra A is said to be a Cy(X)-algebra if it is



equipped with a x-homomorphism Cy(X) — 2 (M(A)), where M(A) is the multiplier algebra of A
and 2 (M(A)) is its center. For a locally compact Hausdorff space X and a pair of Cy(X)-algebras
(A, B), we can define an abelian group RK K (X; A, B). For example, RKK (X;Cy(X), Co(X)) is
isomorphic to Segal’s representable K-group of X, RK?(X). More generally, RK K-theory admits
the K-theory version of the “compact vertical cohomology”. For a vector bundle F over X, it is
given by K2 (E) = RKK(X;Co(X),Co(E)). In this sense, RK K-theory is “more topological”
than K K-theory. It also has an equivariant version.

K K-theory and RK K-theory provide a nice framework to deal with index theory. When X
is a complete Riemannian manifold equipped with an isometric action of a locally compact group
G, a G-equivariant Dirac operator acting on a Clifford bundle W over X determines an element
[D] € KKg(Cy(X),C). We call it the index element of D. Moreover, a fiberwise linear map
op : w'W — @w*W over TX is defined, where w : TX — X is the natural projection. Since op
is invertible outside the zero section, it determines an element [op] € RK K (X; Co(X), Co(TX)).
We call it the symbol element of D. By Theorem 4.1 and 4.3 in [Kaslh], K Kq(Co(X),C)
and RKKq(X;Co(X),Co(TX)) are isomorphic, and the index element of D corresponds to the
symbol element of D under this correspondence. This correspondence is called the K-theoretical
Poincaré duality.

Using this framework, Hochs and Wang generalized the fixed-point formula in [HW]. For a com-
plete Riemannian manifold X equipped with a torus action so that the fixed-point set is compact,
they defined an analytic index homomorphism

indy : KKg(Cy(X),C) — R(G)97

where R(G), is the localization of the representation ring of G' at g in the algebraic sense. Then,
they proved the fixed-point formula. When X is compact, the index equals to the Atiyah-Segal-
Singer’s index. Our construction is very much inspired by this result. We will review it in detail in
order to compare it with our index in Section [3.4l

There are other K K-theoretical formulations of equivariant index theory: for example [LRS|
HS, [Kas15] and related papers.

Infinite-dimensional manifolds

Although noncommutative geometry is a powerful tool to generalize index theory, it has a weak
point. In order to translate something topological into the language of C*-algebras, we use the
Gelfand-Naimark representation theorem: The functor “taking the algebra consisting of continuous
functions vanishing at infinity” is a contravariant category equivalence between the category of
locally compact Hausdorff spaces and the category of commutative C*-algebras. This result means
that a function algebra in the ordinary sense of a non-locally compact space, for example an infinite-
dimensional manifold, is the function algebra of a different locally compact Hausdorff space. For
example, a continuous function vanishing at infinity of an infinite-dimensional Hilbert space is zero.
Therefore, if we want to study an infinite-dimensional manifold using noncommutative geometry,
at least, a “C*-algebra substituting for a function algebra of a non-locally compact space” must be
noncommutative.

Higson, Kasparov and Trout defined such a C*-algebra for an infinite-dimensional Hilbert space
[HKT]. Tt is an infinite-dimensional analogue of the “graded suspension of the Clifford algebra-
valued function algebra”. We call it the “C*-algebra of a Hilbert space”. It was used to study
Baum-Connes conjecture for a-T-menable groups in [HK]. It was generalized to Hilbert bundles



and it was used to formulate a Thom isomorphism for Hilbert bundles in [Tro]. We will give an
alternative definition of the Thom homomorphism in the present paper. Moreover, the construction
was generalized to general Hilbert manifolds in [DT]. However, in the present paper, we will use an
alternative generalization explained in the next paragraph.

The original construction of the C*-algebra of a Hilbert space H is the inductive limit of the
graded suspension of the Clifford algebra-valued function algebra of finite-dimensional subspaces of
H. More geometrical definition of such C*-algebras was given in [GWY]. Gong, Wu and Yu defined
a “C*-algebra of a Hilbert-Hadamard space” using the exponential mapping, where a Hilbert-
Hadamard space is a complete geodesic CAT(0) metric space all of whose tangent cones are iso-
metrically embeddable into Hilbert spaces. Then, Yu generalized it to Hilbert manifolds whose all
injectivity radii are bounded below in [Yu]. This construction is one of the leading actors in the
present paper.

Regarding index theory of infinite-dimensional manifolds, we need to refer to Hamiltonian loop
group spaces. This concept was introduced in [MW]. For example, the moduli space of flat connec-
tions on a Riemann surface with boundary is a Hamiltonian loop group space. There is a one-to-one
correspondence between Hamiltonian loop group spaces and quasi-Hamiltonian spaces [AMM]. In
[LMS, ILS| [Sonl, several topics related to index theory are studied. In particular, Song constructed
an “analytic index for a Hamiltonian loop group space” by using a Hilbert bundle over the corre-
sponding quasi-Hamiltonian space in [Son]. Inspired by it, we studied index theory of Hamiltonian
loop group space for the circle group in [Tl [T2, [T3, [T4, [T5]. A strong point of our result compared
to others is that the construction is K K-theoretical. These studies play an important role in the
present paper as we explain in the next paragraph.

Infinite-dimensional K-theoretical Poincaré duality

As we have pointed out, REK K-theory has a topological flavor. Thus, it is possible to generalize
RK K-theory to non-locally setting by reformulating the theory by using fields of C*-algebras,
Hilbert modules, homomorphisms and operators instead of single objects [T5]. Detailed properties
will be studied in [NT].

By using non-locally compact equivariant RK K-theory and Yu’s C*-algebras of Hilbert mani-
folds, we formulated an infinite-dimensional version of the K -theoretical Poincaré duality homomor-
phism in [T5]. The Bott periodicity map in [HKT] was also important. The infinite-dimensional
version of the K-theoretical Poincaré duality homomorphism plays a central role in the proof of the
fixed-point formula for loop spaces.

Structure of paper

In section 2, we will review several necessary operations on RK K-theory, and we will prepare several
basic K K-elements and RK K-elements. We will define the Bott element, the Dirac element, the
Thom element, its inverse (fiberwise Dirac element) and the local Bott element. We will also give
a K K-equivalence between Co(X) and Co(X, Cliff (T X)) for K-orientable X, where Cliff , (T'X)
is the Clifford algebra bundle of T'X. The Bott element and the Dirac element for a Euclidean
space are essential. This is because the Thom element, its inverse and the local Bott element are in
some sense family versions of the Bott elements or the Dirac elements. We will also briefly review
non-locally compact groupoid equivariant K K-theory. For detailed expositions, see [T5l [NT].

In Section 3, we will construct an S'-equivariant index for non-compact manifolds equipped



with isometric S'-actions with compact fixed-point sets. We will call it the localized index. We
will use a kind of the ring of formal power series instead of localization of commutative ring which
was used in [ASe, [HW]. Then, we will deduce the cohomological formula for this index by using
the K-theoretical Poincaré duality. We will rewrite it for K-oriented manifolds. In this case, the
localized index of a Dirac operator D can be computed by the integration of a characteristic class
of D over the fixed-point set. Then, in order to generalize it to loop spaces, we will reformulate it
for K-oriented manifolds using only appropriate C*-algebras. We will also compare our index and
[HW]’s index.

In Section 4, we will construct a loop space version of the localized index and we will prove the
fixed-point formula, by constructing a loop space version of each step of the construction of the
localized index. This section contains a functorial study on C*-algebras of Hilbert manifolds. In
particular, we will give an alternative infinite-rank Thom homomorphism for some special cases.
We will show several remained problems.

In Appendix, we will prove that when we apply the construction of the localized index for a
closed manifold, we obtain the classical index. In this sense, our localized index is appropriate.

Table of notations

e All irreducible representations of S! are 1-dimensional and classified by weight. The weight

k-representation space is denoted by Cj. The corresponding element in R(S') is denoted by

q~.

e For a Zs-graded vector space V = Vy@V;, we denote the grading by d and the graded homo-
morphism by e, that is to say, for v € V; (i = 0 or 1), dv := i and €(v) = (—1)'v = (—1)%v.
An element of Vy U V] is said to be homogeneous.

e The symbol ® means the graded tensor product of Hilbert spaces, C*-algebras or Hilbert
modules. The multiplication on the graded tensor product of graded C*-algebras ARB is
defined by (a1®b;) - (aa®bs) = (—1)2@2)91)(q1a5)&(b1by) for homogeneous by and ay. We
often use this symbol even if one of the gradings is trivial.

e For a C*-algebra B and a Hilbert B-module FE, the set of adjointable bounded operators is
denoted by Lp(E) or simply by L(E).

e A x-homomorphism from a C*-algebra to Lg(F) for a C*-algebra B and a Hilbert B-module
E, is almost always denoted by w. We often use the same symbol to denote other -
homomorphisms of this type.

e For a Euclidean space V, its Clifford algebras are denoted by Cliff . (V) =T(V)/(v* ~ ||v||?)
and Cliff (V) = T(V)/(v?> ~ —||v||?). We will use both of them. This construction also
works for Euclidean vector bundle. For a Euclidean vector bundle E over X, we can define a
C*-algebra bundle Cliff . (F) over X in an obvious way.

e In the present paper, a “Spinor of V” means a Zs-graded irreducible representation of Cliff _ (V).
More concretely, a Spinor of V is a Hermitian vector space S equipped with a liner map
c:V — End(S) so that c(v) is skew Hermitian and ¢(v)? = —||v||%id. We call an irreducible
representation of Cliff , (V') a dual Spinor.

e For a locally compact Hausdorff space X, Cy(X) is the C*-algebra consisting of C-valued
continuous functions vanishing at infinity. More generally, for a bundle of C*-algebras A =
{Az}zex over X, Cp(X, A) is the C*-algebra consisting continuous sections of A vanishing at
infinity.

e For a topological space X and a Euclidean vector bundle E over X, we denote Co (X, Cliff  (F))



by Clg(X). When X is a Riemannian manifold, we denote Clrx(X) by Cl-(X).
e The projection of a fiber bundle is almost always denoted by . We often use the same symbol
to denote other fiber bundles.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Basic K K-elements and index theorem
2.1.1 RKK-theory

In this subsection, we prepare necessary K K-elements and RK K-elements from [Kas15].

Kasparov’s equivariant RK K-theory is a joint generalization of Kasparov’s K K-theory and
Segal’s RK-theory [Kas88|. It is an invariant for the following data: A locally compact space
X, a locally compact Hausdorff group G acting on X, and a pair of Cy(X)-G-C*-algebras A and
B. Tt is denoted by RKK(X; A, B). It differs from KK (A, B) only in the following additional
requirement; if (E, 7, F) is a G-equivariant Kasparov (A, B)-module, then for any f € Cy(X),
a€ A be Bandec FE, one has 7(f - a)(eb) = w(a)(e(f - b)).

The tensor product of two Cy(X)-C*-algebras By and Bj has at least two different Cp(X)-C*-
algebra structure. If the Cp(X)-C*-algebra structure is given by f - (by ® b2) = (f - b1) ® ba, we
denote it by By ® Bo; if it is given by f - (b1 ® b2) = b1 ® (f - b2), we denote it by By ® Bs.

A Cy(X)-G-C*-algebra can be regarded as a “G-equivariant family of C*-algebras” |Nil, Blan].
The corresponding family of C*-algebras of a Cy(X )-algebra A is denoted by { A, },cx. With a sim-
ilar technique, roughly speaking, an RK Kq(X; A, B)-cycle can be described as a “G-equivariant
upper semi-continuous family of Kasparov (A, B;)-modules”. The corresponding family of Kas-
parov modules of an RK K¢ (X; A, B)-cycle (E,7,T) is denoted by {(Ez, 7z, Tx) }zex-

R K K-theory is contravariant in X. We need only the following functoriality.

Definition 2.1. Let X be a G-space and let Y be an invariant subspace. The natural inclusion
is denoted by ¢ : Y — X. Let A and B be G-Cy(X)-C*-algebras. In the family picture of RK K-
theory, .* : RKKq(X;A,B) - RKKqg(Y; Aly, Bly) is defined by the restriction of everything:

v RKKg(X;A,B) > {(Emyﬂ'xny)}xEX = {(Ewaﬂ-maFm)}:EGY € RKKG(Y§A|Y7B|Y)-

Remarks 2.2. (1) In the single module picture, ¢* is given by the tensor product with Cy(Y") over
Co(X). Note that Cyp(Y) is a Cy(X)-algebra by v* : Cyp(X) — B(Y'), where B(Y') is the C*-algebra
consisting of bounded continuous functions on Y. Note that ¢* does not take values in Cy(Y") unless
L is proper.

(2) Aly is defined by the section algebra Cy(Y, {Ay}yev ).

Ezample 2.3. If X is a manifold, Co(T'X)|y = Co(TX|y).

2.1.2 Bott element and Dirac element

For a Euclidean space V equipped with an orthogonal linear action G, Cl.(V) and C are K K-
equivalent by the following Bott element and the Dirac element: In the unbounded picture, they

are defined by
[bV] = [(CZT(V)77T7 C)] € KKg((C, CZT(V))J



[dy] = [<L2(V, Clz’ﬁJr(V)),w,Zc*(ei)%)] € KKq(Cl(V),C),

where {e;} is an orthonormal base of V', ¢(e;) is the Clifford multiplication, ¢*(e;)v := (—1)de®ye;,
and C' = ) w;c(e;) is so called the Clifford operator. It is possible to consider parallel constructions
for the open ball B of radius € centered at the origin of V. For this case, it is often more convenient
to use

(Cl,(B),m,e7'C)

as the representative of [bp]. The norm of e~*C is 1 on the boundary of B, and hence 1 — (¢71C)?
is Cl,(B)-compact. Note that it is in the bounded picture.

Similarly, Co(V') and Cliff . (V') are K Kg-equivalent. This equivalence is also useful.

The Bott periodicity map is realized by a *-homomorphism in the following sense.

Definition 2.4. (1) We define a Zgs-graded C*-algebra S as follows: The underlining C*-algebra
is Cp(R) and the Zg-grading is given by the homomorphism ef(¢) := f(—t). It has an unbounded
multiplier X defined by (X f)(¢) := tf(t).

(2) Similarly, we define a subalgebra S, = Cy(—¢,¢) and the bounded multiplier X by the
restriction of X.

Lemma 2.5 ([T5, Section 2.3]). S and S. are K K -equivalent to C2.

Proposition 2.6 ([HKT], [T5, Proposition 2.19]). Let 3: S — S®CI(V) be the x-homomorphism
defined by
B(f) = f(X®1 +1xC).

Then, if V is even-dimensional, [5] = os([by]).

Family versions of [by] and [dy] play a crucial role in Kasparov’s index theory. We will explain
two aspects: the Thom isomorphism and the K-theoretic Poincaré duality.

2.1.3 Thom isomorphism

Let E be a G-equivariant Euclidean vector bundle over a locally compact Hausdorff space X. For
xz € X, following the vector space cases, we define ¢, : E; — End(Cliff | (Ey)) by cz(v)(e) :=v-e
and ¢ : B, — End(Cliff . (E,)) by ci(v)(e) == (=1)%e - v. ¢, extends to Cliff, (E;). Then, two
C*-algebras Cy(F) and Clg(X) := Co(X, Cliff  (F)) are K Kg-equivalent as follows.

Definition 2.7 ([Kas15l 2.5-2.7]). (1) [Bg] € RKKq(X;Clg(X),Co(E)) is defined by

{(CoBr) © Clif .(B2), 0,iC) }

zeX ’

where for a homogeneous element e € Cy(E,) ® Cliff , (E;), we define C,(e) by Cy(e)(v) =

cx(v)(e(v)) = (=1)%(v) - v.
(2) [dg] € RKKq(X; Co(E),Clg(X)) is defined by

. 0 X
{ <L2(Ex) ® Cliff, (Ey), Zk: 2. © cm(ek)> } :

zeX

where 7 is the multiplication by Co(E,) = Co(E)|, on L*(E,).



Remark 2.8. [Bg] is a family of Bott elements, and [dg] is a family of Dirac elements.

The following is an obvious generalization of [Kas15, Theorem 2.7].

Theorem 2.9. [dE]@)ClE(X)[BE] = lgyp) and [BE]@JCO(E)[dE] = loi,(x). Consequently, Co(E)
and Clg(X) are K Kg-equivalent. This equivalence is called the Thom isomorphism.

2.1.4 Poincaré duality homomorphism

By K K-theoretical Poincaré duality homomorphism, a K K-element represented by a Dirac operator
is transformed into its symbol. Kasparov realized such a homomorphism by using the Kasparov
product with an RK K-element.

Definition 2.10 ([Kasl5 Definition 2.3]). Let X be a complete Riemannian manifold equipped
with an isometric action of a locally compact group G (in the present paper, we will deal with only
G = S'). For simplicity, in the present paper, we suppose that there is a positive real number e
such that the injectivity radius at any z € X is greater than 2e.

(1) Let U, be the e-ball centered at = in X. We define ©, : U, — T, X by

O.(y) :==log,(y) = “37/” e, X,

where log,, : U, — T, X is the local inverse of exp, : T, X — X. The local Bott elementf] [Ox] is
defined by the element of RK Kq(X; Co(X), Co(X)®C1, (X)) represented by the family of Kasparov

A~

modules

{(oove) @ Qg (1), 1,700, ) |

where 1, denotes the homomorphism given by z — zid, and ©, denotes the left multiplication by
Oy.

(2) The homomorphism PDx : KKqg(Co(X),C) - REKKq(X;Co(X),Cl (X)) is defined by
PDx([D]) := [© X]®CO(X)[D]E We call the homomorphism PDx the Poincaré duality homo-
morphism. We call the element PDx ([D]) the Clifford symbol element.

zeX ’

The symbol element of a Dirac operator is defined as follows.

Definition 2.11. For a G-equivariant Dirac operator D on a Clifford module bundle W equipped
with a Clifford multiplication cy : TX — End(W) satisfying that cy (v) = —||v||?, the symbol of
D is defined by, in the unbounded picture,

[O’D] = [(C()(TX, W*W), T, ZCW)] S RKK(;(X; CQ(X), C()(TX)),
where w : T X — X is the natural projection.

[D] and [op] correspond to each other under the Poincaré duality and the Thom isomorphism.

Theorem 2.12 ([Kas15, Theorem 4.3]). [op] = PDx([D])®[Brx].

!This RK K-element is denoted by [©x,2] in [KaslH).
2Strictly speaking, this Kasparov product stands for [@X]QA@X’CO(X)@%) {ox,c1,x) ([D]) } -




2.1.5 For K-orientable bundles

A Euclidean vector bundle is said to be K-orientable if it is of even-rank and of Spin®. A K-
orientable FEuclidean vector bundle is said to be K-oriented if a Spinor bundle is fixed. We can
define the concept “equivariantly K-orientable” and “equivariantly K-oriented” in an obvious way.

For a G-equivariantly K-oriented vector bundle E over X, Cy(X), Co(E) and Clg(X) are K K-
equivalent. Let Sg be a Spinor bundle for E, that is to say, Sg is a Hermitian vector bundle equipped
with a linear map + : E — End(Sg) satisfying that y(v)? = —||v||%id and v(v)* = —~v(v). Then,
SE is automatically equipped with a right Hilbert Cliff , (E)-module bundle structure thanks to
Cliff _(F) = End(Sg). See [T5, Section 3.2] for details. Thus, we can define two RK K g-elements

[SE] = (CO(X7 SE)7 , O) € RKKG(Xa CO(X)7 CZE(X))7
and they give RK Kg-equivalence between Cyp(X) and Clg(X).

Definition 2.13. For a K-oriented vector bundle E over X, we define [ByP™] = [Sg|®[Bx] €
RKKq(X;Co(X),Co(E)) and [dpP™] := [dp]®[Sy] € RKKa(X; Co(E), Co(X)).

Remarks 2.14. (1) [Bf;p %] and [d%ﬁ "] are mutually inverse.

(2) A Riemannian manifold X is said to be K-orientable if TX is K-orientable, and X is said
to be K-oriented if TX is K-oriented. For a K-orientable manifold X, Cl.(X) and Cp(X) are
RK Kg-equivalent.

(3) If a vector bundle w : E — X has a complex structure, it has a Spinor bundle Sgp = A*w*(E)
given by the complex exterior algebra bundle. A Clifford multiplication of v € E is given by
v A +(vA)*. Tt will appear in the construction of the index homomorphism of the present paper.

2.2 RKK-theory for non-locally compact groupoids

Kasparov’s equivariant R K K-theory is a joint generalization of Kasparov’s K K-theory and Segal’s
RK-theory. It was extended by Le Gall as groupoid equivariant K K-theory in [LG].

R K K-theory has a topological flavor. For example, RK K (X;Cy(X),Co(X)) = RK(X), where
the right hand side is Segal’s representable K-theory. Therefore, one can extend this invariant
for much more general situations by using the family description of RK K-theory: We can define
non-locally compact groupoid-equivariant KK -theory [T5, NT]. Let ¢4 be a possibly non-locally
compact groupoid. We explain the necessary changes to define it from the locally compact cases.
For simplicity, we explain it for an action groupoid 4 = X x G for a possibly non-locally compact
normal space X and a Hausdorff group G properly acting on X.

e We need to replace Cy(X)-G-C*-algebras A and B with “G-equivariant upper semi-continuous
fields of C*-algebras parameterized by X7, o/ and 4.

e We need to replace a Hilbert module £ with a “G-equivariant upper semi-continuous field of
Hilbert modules parameterized by X7, &.

e We need to replace a x-homomorphism 7 : A — Lp(F) with a “continuous family of *-
homomorphisms”, 7 = {7, : A, — Lp,(E;)}.
e We need to replace an adjointable operator F' € Lp(FE) satisfying several conditions with a

bounded lower semi-continuous family of adjointable operators {F, € Lp, (E;)}.

It is covariant in %, contravariant in o7 and (X, G). It will be extensively studied in [NT].



3 An S'-equivariant index theorem for non-compact manifolds

In this section, we define an S'-equivariant index for non-compact manifolds. The construction
is inspired by [HW]. In the present paper, we use a kind of ring of formal power series instead
of localization in the sense of commutative rings. Then, we will deduce the fixed-point theorem
by the K-theoretical Poincaré duality homomorphism. We will prove that there are no essential
differences between our index and [HW]’s index. However, our construction has an advantage that
we can apply the construction to loop spaces.

3.1 Construction of S'-equivariant index for non-compact manifolds

Let X be a finite-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold equipped with an isometric action of
S1. We suppose that the fixed-point set M := X° s compact. We will prove an index theorem for
this situation. In order to construct an analytic index, we prepare several subsets of X.

Let v(M) be the normal bundle of M in X. Then, we have a normal exponential mapping
exp® : v(M) — X, which is diffeomorphic on a neighborhood of the zero section. For § > 0, let
v(M)s == {v € v(M)||v| < &} Let Us := expt(v(M)s). Suppose that ¢ is less than the injectivity
radius of exp’. The inclusions are denoted by j : M < Ujs and k : Us — X. The composition of
them is denoted by ¢ = ko j : M — X. Since U is diffeomorphic to a subset of the normal bundle,
we have a projection w : Us — M. The setting is summarized as follows:

Ml s ko x
X Texpl,_
v(M)s

An index homomorphism indx of X should satisfy that indx (i.[D]) = inda([D]) for [D] €
Kg1(C(M),C). Thus, we hope to define

indyx := “indys o z'*_l”

We will prove that i, is invertible after a certain algebraic operation.
In order to study i., we focus on the following commutative diagram:

KKsl CQ U5

/\

KKSI( KKq C()( ) (C)

It is deduced from the following commutative diagram:

) Co(Us)
M) C(X

10



If they make sense and they are isomorphic, (i,)~! should be (j,)~! o k*.
At least, K Kq1(Cy(Us),C) and KKg:1(C(M),C) are isomorphic by Thom isomorphism as fol-

lows.
Lemma 3.1. v(M) has a complex structure.

Proof. We can define a skew-symmetric operator d : v(M) — v(M) by d := %b:o p(e¥V=1%). Since
v(M),, has no component of trivial representation, J := d/|d| is a complex structure. 0

In particular, v(M) is K-oriented. Since Uy is properly homotopy equivalent to the total space
of v(M), we have the following.

Corollary 3.2. Cy(Us) and C(M) are K K g1-equivalent.

Since the Thom class for this K K gi1-equivalence plays an important role in the present paper,
we explicitly define it. Since Us is diffeomorphic to an open set of (M) by the normal exponential
mapping exp, we can define a projection @ : Us — M. We define the fiberwise Clifford
operator CIP as follows. For 2 € M and v € Us so that w(v) = x, CiP(v) € THPUs is defined by
—(dexpj)(exp%)fl(v) (exp)~1(v). Roughly speaking, CfiP(v) =“Z0”. The field {CfiP},cx defines a
single operator CfiP.

Definition 3.3. (1) When we regard v(M) as a complex vector bundle, we denote it by vc(M).
(2) We define a K K-element [1y,] € KKg1(C(M),Co(Us)) by

* . Cfib
[TUa] = <CO(U57/\W VC(M))NT’ m) .
Remark 3.4. We can flexibly choose §. If 0 < ¢ < 0, RKK(M;C(M),Cy(Ue)) is isomorphic to
RKK(M;C(M),Cy(Us)), and [y, ] corresponds to [1y,].

We want to give the inverse of [j*]. Note that [j*] and [ry,] give opposite direction homomor-
phisms. Although they are not mutually inverse, [7y;] gives an isomorphism. Thus, in order to give
“l5*17%", we need a correction term. It should be a K K-element [o] € RKKg (M;C(M),C(M))
satisfying that

(0lBlru, Bl = 1.

Since [TU6]®[j*] is the restriction of the Thom class to the zero section, it is the Euler class, which is
denoted by [ey;]. Therefore, “[j*]~1" should be given by the composition of the Thom isomorphism
and the “inverse of the Euler class”.

In order to define it, we introduce the following. Recall that the representation ring R(S%) is
isomorphic to Z[q, ¢~ ']. Each q"* corresponds to the irreducible representation of weight k.

Definition 3.5. (1) Let R(S!)p0s be the R(S!)-algebra defined by

(T

(2) For an R(S')-module M, we denote M ®p(g1) R(S1)pos by Mpos. For R(S')-modules M
and A and an R(S')-module homomorphism f : M — N, the corresponding homomorphism
Mpos = Npos is denoted by fpos.

(3) For an R(S')-module M, we define a natural map pos : M — Mes by pos(m) := m ® 1.

anGZ,anzoforaﬂn«O}.
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The above algebra comes from the concept of positive energy representation of loop groups [PS].
There are many invertible elements in this algebra.

Lemma 3.6. Let Z =) anq" € R(Sl)pos and let N be the least number such that ay # 0. Then,
Z is invertible if and only if any is 1 or —1.

Proof. If ay = +1, Z can be written as +¢" + Yonsn Ang" = +qN (1 +> N anq"_N). Since
+¢" is invertible, it suffices to check the statement for N = 0 and ay = 1. Now it it clear by the
Neumann series argument: (1— 3,y anq"_N)_l =Y is0 Cnsn anq"_N)k. O

We prepare a basic fact from equivariant K-theory.

~

Lemma 3.7. If a compact group H acts on a locally compact Hausdorff space Y trivially, Kj;(Y)
K*(Y)® R(H) by the following correspondence: For an H -equivariant vector bundle E,
E+ ) Homy(E,V,)®pe K*(Y)® R(H),
peH

where V), is the representation space corresponding to an irreducible representation p, and H is the
set of isomorphism classes of irreducible unitary representations.

Remark 3.8. The same construction works for more general K K-groups, for example K Ky (A, B) =
KK(A,B)® R(H) for C*-algebras A and B on which H trivially acts.

Since the S'-action on M is trivial, we can apply this result on the equivariant bundle vc(M).
There exists a Zs-graded vector bundle E,, for each n > 0 so that

ve(M) = P E, @ Cy, (1)
n>0

where C,, is the representation space of S of weight n. It is an essential point that E, = 0 for
n < 0. It holds because we have defined the complex structure using the S'-action.

Lemma 3.9. (1) As a KK -element, [ey;] = (C(M,\N" @B,,~¢ En ® Cy),7,0).

(2) When we decompose \* @, En @ Cp, by Lemma[37, it is of the form

Cy®Co e @(a vector bundle) ® C,,.
n>0

(3) lev,] is invertible.

Proof. (1) Obvious.
(2) We compute the exterior product.

NP E.2C, =@ N\E.2C,y

n>0 n>0
m
@ @® (An)ecn
n>0 0<m<rank(Ey)

= ® {(Cy; ® Cp) @ higher terms}
n>0

= (Cy; ® Cp) @ higher terms,

12



where “higher terms” means a finite sum of “a vector bundle ® Cy, for k£ > 0”s. In the last equality,
we use the fact that the product of a higher term and the trivial bundle is again higher, and the
product of higher terms is again higher.

(3) It is parallel to Lemma O

Definition 3.10. We call the inverse of [ey;]| the inverse Euler class. We denote it by [6561] €
KK (CM), C(M)) oo

The construction so far is valid for arbitrary § > 0 if it is less than the injectivity radius. From
now on, we denote & by 2¢. U, will appear in the next subsection. There we will use both U, and
Use.

Let us define an analytic index homomorphism for X.

Definition 3.11. We define the localized index by the composition of the following homomor-
phisms

KKg (Co(X),C) B0 KK 1 (Co(Use), €)

~ —1 =
[TU25]®— [6U2£]®_

KKg (C(M),C)

[Ch]®—

KK (C(M),C)pos —L—— KKg1(C,C)pos = R(S") pos-

pos

The composition of this index homomorphism is denoted by indg; .

Proposition 3.12. The localized index is independent of €.

Proof. Let § be another positive real number so that 26 is less than the injectivity radius of exp'.
Then, clearly [65215] = [65216]. Thus, it suffices to prove that the following diagram commutes:

kJ®—
KKsl(CQ(X),(C) [k-]® KKsl(CO(U2a)7C)

wu®—l lth®—
KKgi(Co(Ups),C) ——— KKg(C(M),C),

[TUQ(;}@_

where k£, : Cy(Uas) — Co(X) is the zero extension.
We may assume that § > € by symmetry. For a representative of the Thom class of Uss, we can
use

* fib
* st ¢
<00<U2€,/\w ve(M™)), m)

instead of the natural one <CO(U267 N @ ve(M5)), 7, \/%). Then, the same Kasparov

module satisfies the condition to be a Kasparov product of |17, | and [k,] and that of [ry,,] and

(k] 0
This localized index satisfies the following property.

Theorem 3.13. For [D] € KKg1(C(M),C), we have [C),|®[D] = ind%*([i*]®[D]).

Proof. Obvious from the construction. O

13



3.2 Fixed-point formula of the localized index

We will deduce the fixed-point formula for the localized index by using Theorem 2.121 We first
study the general cases, and then the K-oriented cases.

3.2.1 General cases

We will prove the fixed-point formula by translating each step of the construction of the localized
index, into the topological language, by using Definition 210l The problem is only the following:
Although we assumed that the base manifold is complete in Definition .10l Us. is not complete. In
order to overcome this problem, we introduce the following. Recall that U, is the e-neighborhood
of x in M. Consequently, we have U, C Us, if x € U,.

Recall that for a Riemannian manifold Y, we define Cl(Y') := Co(Y, Cliff . (TY)).

Definition 3.14. (1) We define the local Bott element of U, by

[@Us], = { (CO(Ux)®Cliﬁ+(TmX)’ 1., 5_1695) } € RKK.S‘l (U€§ CO(Us)’ CO(U%)@%UAEN))'

zeUg
(2) We define PD}; : K Kgi(Cy(Us:),C) — REKg1(Us; Co(Us), Cly(Us)) by
PDY_ ([D]) := [O0.) ©cy 0y D).

Remarks 3.15. (1) Note that [©p.]" cannot be defined without data of Us..

(2) PD’U6 is a homomorphism from equivariant K-homology of Us. to equivariant representable
K-theory of the smaller space U, not of Us.. Although this seems to be strange, since Us. and U,
are equivariantly homotopy equivalent, we have

RKKsl (UQe; CO(U2€), Clq—(U%)) = RKKsl (Ug; Co(Ug), CZT(Ue))
We need one more ingredient in order to deduce the cohomology formula.

Definition 3.16. Let Y be a compact manifold equipped with the trivial action of a compact Lie
group G.
(1) We define ch : RKKq(Y;C(Y),Co(TY)) — HX(TY;Q) ® R(G) by the composition

REKq(Y;:C(Y),Co(TY)) = KXTY) ® R(G) <29 H*(TY;Q) ® R(G).

(2) We deﬁne/ . HY(TY:Q) ® R(G) —» Q@ R(G) by/T (w®p) = </Tyu @ p for

TY Y
u€ HXTY;Q) and p € R(G), where TY is oriented by the natural identification T(TY) = TY @ C.
(3) We define t —indy : RKKq(Y;C(Y),Co(TY)) — Q by

N——

£ indy (u) 1= (—1)dm() /T eh(wu(TY @ ©),

where td(TY ® C) is the Todd class of TY ® C.

Theorem 3.17 (Atiyah-Singer). If Y is a compact manifold equipped with the trivial action of a
compact Lie group G, for a Dirac operator on D on'Y, we have

[Cy]&[D] = t — indy (o(D)).
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Recall that [Brx] € RKKq (X;Cl-(X),Co(TX)) gives an RK K-equivalence between Cl,(X)
and Cy(TX). We have defined everything appearing in the following diagram.

KK (Co(X),C) 22997 RE K61 (X; Co(X), OL (X)) —227XL R K Ky (X3 Co(X), Co(TX)) @)
[k]®—
KKg1(Co(Use),C) (4) k* (i1) (Tk)*
©u.'®— L
-®[Bru,]
RE K g1 (Us; Co(U.), Clr (UL)) ——% REK K g1 (Us; Co(U.), Co(TU.))
[ruy. 18- (i) j|* (iv) (T)*
‘ll =®Bru. M
REKKg1 (M;C(M),Clry. (M)) — %KKSQ (M;C(M),Co(TU:| 1))
~ | e
—BIS5 (] (v) —Bld 0 ]
[©OMm]8— v —®[Bru]
KKg (C(M),C) —22% REK g1 (M;C(M), Clr (M) ——% REK g1 (M; C(M), Co(TM))
|
leg,, 18— (vi) [e;,:v]@f (vid) lep 18—
KKg1(C(M),C)pos ——= REKKg1(M;C(M),Clr(M))pos ——= REKKg1(M;C(M),Co(TM))pos
[Om]®— —Q®[Brwm]
[Cpr)®— (viii) t—ind s
R(S")pos R(S")pos ® Q.
Note that [eaj] = [65215], and we do not distinguish them from now on.

Proposition 3.18. Diagram (2) commutes.

Proof. We will prove that each square commutes.
(1) Let [D] € KKg1(Co(X),C). We note that

K (©x]8[D]) = {(Co(Us) ® Cliff (T2 X), 1o, 02) @, (x) (D]}, oy -

Since the right action of Cp(X) on Cy(U,) is the extension of the right action of Cy(Us:), we have

{(Co(Uz) @ CUiff (T2 X), 10,6~ '02)@c;(x)[D]}aex
= {(CO(USL‘) ® ClZﬁ+(TxX), 1z, E_lex)®Co(Uzs)[k*]®Co(X)[D]}SL‘EX’

~

It is nothing but a representative of [Op, ) ®|[k.]®[D] by associativity of Kasparov product. Similarly,
commutativity of (i7) and (iv) can be easily checked and we leave it to the reader.
(vi) Let [D] € KKg1(C(M),C). Since

[©1]8 e 1BID] = {(Co(Us) @ CUff 1 (ToX), 1oy 02)B e @) (D1}, oy,

we may consider the following instead of it:

{(Co(Ua)® Cliff (T2 X), 10,67 02) @y (v e 10 1@ o) [Plva]} ey, -

Then, by the exponential mapping, we can canonically trivialize [eaj]Ux], and we can construct an
isomorphism between the above and

{(CO(Ux)@)el_Jsl|x®ClZﬁ+(TxX)a g, 5_1@x)®CO(X)[D|Uz]}erE = [653]@)[@]\4]@[1)]
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Similarly, commutativity of (vii) can be easily checked.
(v) Since [Bru.|m] = [Bram]@c ) [Buar), we have

[Bro. |mIBld, 0] = Brad@Bywn)@ldyan] B85 )
= [Br ]®[S *( )]
the square (v) commutes.

Commutativity of (viii) is deduced from Theorem .17 and Theorem

(444) Tt is the most complicated. We compute j*([0p.])® [S;j( M)] and [0 /]®|[71,.]. The essential
point is that the following are homeomorphic: a “dim(X)-ball” and “the direct product of a dim(M)-
ball and a rank(v(M))-ball”, where the notion “n-ball” stands for an n-dimensional ball.

In order to distinguish ©,’s appearing in the two local Bott elements, we denote that for Us.
by ©F and that for M by ©. In order to distinguish e-neighborhoods appearing in the two local
Bott elements, we denote that for Us. by U, and that for M by V.. Since Us. has a structure
of a fiber bundle, Us.|y, = @~ !(V,) makes sense. It is diffeomorphic to the direct product of the
e-neighborhood of = in M and a ball of radius 2¢ centered at the origin of v(M)|,. The situation

is summarized as follows:
X 2Us, oM .

U2€ | Vz
U, ~—V,

As a preliminary, we prepare a more convenient representative of [y, ]

* Cfib
(e Aot s ).

instead of the natural one.
Note that [Ox] is represented by, in the bounded picture,

. ox
{ (Co(Ux)®ClZﬁ+(TmX), 1z, W) }xex .

First, we compute [©/]®[7r,.] using the above representatives. In the family description for
RK K-theory, the Kasparov product [©,/]®[rp,.] is given by

{( (Uelyi A\ (0 ( Cr @M )}
Co(U- Vs vc ®Chﬁ+ T M g, = .
\/ 2 _ Cﬁb \/82 et

Second we modify the above operator. We consider two “bounded transformations”. Let
b(x) := . Let p be a function on R given by

) - {_ (12| <o)

o (|z] > e).
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\/52_(05113)2 \/52_(951)2
and {Co(Ue|v,, \* ve(M))® Cliff . (T, M), 1x,p(@§)}xeM are operator homotopic. We construct a
homotopy F, of Clifford algebra-valued function on U.|y,. Let fy := (1 — s)F 4 se7'©X and
Fs := p(fs). We prove that Fy gives an operator homotopy. Since F gives a left multiplication with
a Clifford algebra-valued function, it commutes with the right multiplication. It is clear that Fy is
S'-equivariant. Thus, what we essentially need to prove is that F2 — 1 vanishes on the boundary
of U, E’Vz .
Let us study fs. Since ©X = Cfib 1 @M

(S -0 W :
fs = <(1 —5) (1 +t - (CTh)2 t o (@yP) = (om) + s~ Cfib

Ciib 2 @i\/[ 2 —-1/2 1 B
* <(1 =) (1 = (_ (cngp t 2 (_ (@)yy) 2 _ (@M +se 1) 0.

T

Let FF:=b < C + SE ) We prove that {Co(Us|v,, \* ve(M))® Cliff (T, M), 1waF};peM

We denote it by f; = A,CH" + B,OM. We need to check that F2 —1 = p(f,)?> — 1 = p(f2 — 1)
vanishes on the boundary. Note that f2 is scalar-valued. Thus, thanks to the definition of p, it
suffices to prove that f2 > 1 on the boundary. Since f2 = A2(Cf*)2 + B2(©M)2 and Fy = F, it
suffices to check that A; > Ay and Bs > By, that is to say,

— /2
(Cfib)2 (@M N\ 1 .
(1-9) <1 TEo(ome T (eny Zocme
fib\2 M2 —1/2
2<1+ 2(CSL‘ )ﬁb2+ 2(6x)M2> 1
€7 — (C:c ) &7 — (@x ) 52 — (C;ib)2
—1/2
(Cfib)2 @Mz N\ 1 .
1— 1 S
(1-9) < TEo(ome T (eny = e

(g, (o e NP
- e2 —(CfP)?2 &2 —(O))? 22— (OM)2

on the boundary. We discuss only the former one. The above inequality is equivalent to

—-1/2
T N (&0 N G0 i N
U Eo@pr T E ey SR DE

on the boundary. It is clear from a direct calculation.
Finally, we prove that the diagram commutes. j*([@UE]’)®[S;( M)] is given by
{(Co(Uz, N*@*ve(M))& Cliff  (To M), 12,6 O7) }, oy -

Let us construct a homotopy between these Kasparov modules. Let

E, := {e 1[0,1] = Co(Uelv,, )\ @*ve(M)® Cliff , (T, M)

e(1) vanishes on Ug|y, \Ux} .
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Then, an RK K g1-cycle,
{Ex, 10, p(0)} car

gives a homotopy between the two RK Kgi-cycles. This is because the restriction of p(©X) to
Co(Uy, Nvc(M))® Cliff (T, M) is e~10X. O

This proposition tells us that the localized index can be computed by the composition of the
right vertical arrows. We call it the topological localized index.

Definition 3.19. ¢ — ind;" : REKKg (X;Co(X),Co(TX)) = Q @ R(S")pos is defined by the
composition

RE Ks1(X; Co(X), Co(TX)) T RE K1 (Us; Co(U2), Co(TT)) 205
oS Spin®
v(M)

REKgi (M;C(M),Co(TU:|a1))

el 18—

S RE K (M; C(M), Co(TM))pos 225 Q @ R(S)pos.

RE K g (M;C(M),Co(TM))

Now the following is clear.

Theorem 3.20. For [D] € KKg1(Co(X),C), we have ind3"([D]) =t — ind;”(o(D)).

3.2.2 K-oriented cases

When X is K-oriented, we can give a more convenient formula to compute indg‘fs by using the
isomorphism

RK Kg1(X; Co(X), Co(TX)) = REKg1 (X; Co(X), Co(X)) = K§i (X).

Let Sx be an S'-equivariant Spinor bundle of X. Since the normal bundle admits a complex
structure, it has a natural S'-equivariant Spinor bundle A*vc(M). Thus, M is also of K-orientable.
Let Sps be a Spinor bundle of M and L be a Zs-graded? complex line bundle L so that Sx|y =
Sy®N*ve(M )@LE We call this line bundle the difference line bundle for X. The corresponding
RK K-element is denoted by

[L] € RKK g (M;C(M),C(M)).

The dual bundle L* gives the inverse of L, namely L&L* = C,,.
Let us rewrite Definition [3.16] for a K-oriented manifold.

Definition 3.21. Let Y be a K-oriented manifold equipped with the trivial action of a compact
Lie group G.
(1) We define ch : RKKqg(Y;C(Y),C(Y)) - H*(Y;Q) ® R(G) by the composition

REKq(Y;:CY),C(Y)) = K(Y)® R(G) <29 H*(v;Q) @ R(G).

3 A Zy-graded line bundle is a pair of a line bundle and a locally constant function taking values in Za. This concept
is explained in [FHT)] Definition 2.1].

1Sx automatically gives a Spinor bundle of M by Sj; = Hom ¢y (v (ary) (AN ve (M), Sx ). This Spinor satisfies a
convenient relation Sx = S); ® A*vc(M). However, it is more convenient for computation to use favorite Spinor
bundle over M.
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(2) We define /Y H*(Y;Q)® R(G) - Q® R(G) by /Y(u®,0) = (/Yu> ®@p forue H*(Y;Q)
and p € R(G).
(3) We define t — ind}y : RKKg(Y;C(Y),C(Y)) — Q by

£~ indl (u) = /

ch(u)td(TY),
Y

where td(TY) € H*(Y;Q) is the Spin°-Todd class of TY.

Then, t — ind); and ¢t — indj; are related in the following way.

Lemma 3.22. For a compact K-oriented manifold Y, the following diagram commutes.

KOTY)

—~ s C
By

KO(Y)

t—% Ad’y

Q.

We want to give a cohomology formula of the localized using the integration on X, not on T°X.
For this aim, we consider the following diagram.

REKKg (X;Co(X),Co(TX))

(Tk)*

RKKsl ([]57 CO(Ue)a CO(TUE))

-k

J

REKKgi1(M;C(M),Co(TUc|m)) (i)

_®[d§€§n6}

REKKg (X;Co(X),Co(X))

(@) k*

o~ S -7C
_®[dTIZ}lEL }

J

RE K (M;C(M),C(M))

~8lhn | » L8~
RE K1 (M: C(M), Co(TM)) TV ke ke (a0, o)
leg1®— (i) lep 18—
REKKg (M;C(M), Co(TM))pOE@Z}QKKy(M; C(M),C(M))pos
t—indps (iv) t—ind’,
R(S")pos © @ 5 R(S")pos © Q.

RKKsl(Ue; CO(U5)7 CO(UE))

(3)

The squares (i) and (ii7) clearly commute. The square (iv) commutes thanks to Lemma [3.27]
Let us prove that (ii) commutes. We compute the composition of the following: (—®[d5F™ )L,

TU.

C

J*, —@[dfg’ﬁ;] and —@[d?%ﬂc], where the composition is a map from RK K¢ (Ue; Co(Us), Co(U:)) to
REKKg (M;C(M),C(M)). By Theorem[2.9ad Definition 2.13] for [E] € RK K1 (Ue; Co(Uz), Co(Uz)),
]

(—@[d;%?c])_l([E]) is given by [E]@[B;’(}?c] By Sx |y = Sy® A* ve(M)*@L, we have [BoF™"

Spin€ 13 1rpSpin€1 Spin® Spin€ 131 1Spinc1 ST . N1
[BV%M)]®[BTI]’M |®[L]. Therefore, [d7%" ] = [dué)(M)]@’[dTIJ]\/[ |®[L*]. Since [B%)]s 1]
we nave

F(EBBRE )&

S 18ldghy ) = 7 (E)B[LY).
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Consequently, we have the following fixed-point formula for the localized index. The composition
of the right vertical arrows of the above commutative diagram is denoted by (t — indg:®)".

Theorem 3.23. (1) For [u] € RKKg(X;Co(X),Co(TX)), (t — indgﬁs)’([u]@)[d%gnc]) =t -
ind?%" ([u]).

(2) In particular, for an S*-equivariant Zs-graded Hermite bundle F over X and a Dirac operator
Dr on SX®F,

indg‘;s([DF])z/Mtd(TM)ch Flu@L@Y | =Y (=1)F AFue(M)
>0 k>1

Example 3.24. Let X = C be a complex plane on which S linearly acts with non-zero weight k,
namely e - z = ¢?*9z. The fixed-point is only the origin: M = {O}. We use the complex structure
in order to define the Spinor bundle: Sx = A*T'Xc. The normal bundle is vc(M) = Tp X = Cixl-
Recall that we choose the complex structure on the normal bundle so that the weight is positive.
Thus, the difference line bundle for X is given as follows

Lol (k>0
—¢* (k< 0).

Obviously td(T'M) = 1.

Let [D] € KKq:1(Cy(X),C) be a K-homology element represented by a Dirac operator D acting
on a Clifford bundle W. Since X is of K-oriented, it can be written as F®Sx. Thanks to Lemma
B.7 and the fact that K°(X) 2 Z, F can be written as >, c,q™ for ¢, € Z.

Let us compute the localized index of [D]. If k > 0,

l

ind2 (D)) = S engS" [ = S (1) AT we(ar)

>0 m>1

— chqnzqkl
n

1>0
:ch(qn_’_qn-‘rk_'_qn—iﬂk_’_”.)'
n

By the same argument, if & < 0, the index is given by
_qkzcn <qn gL g2l > _
n
For example, if ' = Cy and k£ = 1, the localized index is given by
i+

3.3 A reformulation

In the arguments so far, we have used several C*-algebras which do not make sense for infinite-
dimensional manifolds. In order to construct an infinite-dimensional analogue of the localized index
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and the fixed-point formula, at least, we need to reformulate our index. Concretely, we will replace
a single C*-algebra Cy(X) for an K-oriented manifold X with the graded suspension of Cl(X),
and we will replace Cy(X)-C*-algebras (which we regard as families of C*-algebras over X) Cl,(X)
and Cp(T'X) with the graded suspension of Cy(X). See [T5] for details.

3.3.1 Analytic side

In order to reformulate the localized index, we prepare several K K-elements for the situation of
Section Bl Recall that the pair [Sx] and [S%] give a K K-equivalent between Cy(X) and Cl-(X).
Similarly, [Sv. |, [Str,.]s [Smls 1Syl [Suean)] and [S:C( M)] are used to reformulate the theorem in
the following.

Definition 3.25. (1) [k ] =[5, 18k ®[Sx] € KKgi(Cly(Us),Cl-(X)). It is given by the
zero-extension Cl,(U;) — (X

(2) (] [SM]®[TU25](§[SU25] € KKg1(Cl.(M),Cl.(Us)). It is given by
(OZT(U2€)7 )
Oﬁb
(3) [65215]’ = [S}‘M]A[ ] [Su] € KKq:1(Cl(M),C [6[_]216] is given by > E, ® ¢"

under the isomorphism RKKS1(M, C(M),C(M))pos = KO(M) ® R(SY)poss [eaj]/ is given by

> (EnBCliff (TM)) ®q

n

Note that St acts on Cliff , (TM) trivially.
(4) [Cp)" = [Cp]®[Sn] € KK g1 (C,Cl,(M)). Tt is given by

(C(M, S),1,0).
(5) [L*]) := [S%,|B[L*)®[Sm] € KK (CL-(M),Cl-(M)). Tt is given by [L*]' := [L*®Cliff (T M))].

Definition 3.26. We define the following K K-elements: [/;;V*] = os.([k])s [T02.) = os.([T2.])s
leg) = os.(leg)) and [L7] = os.(IL*]).

The following is clear from associativity of Kasparov product and the property of the homomor-
phism os..
The following construction will be generalized to Hilbert manifolds in the next section.

Definition 3.27. We define A(X) := S.®Cl,(X). Similarly, we define A(Us.) and A(M).

Lemma 3.28. The following diagram commutes.
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KK (Co(X),€) % ke (€1,(X),0) — 7+ KK g (AX),S.)
(k] ®— ~ [k*}lA— [kx]®—
KK (Co(Un), ©) 2 K K (O (020),€) —75 o K Kgs (A(U).S.)

[TUQEJ/}’@)— (705 1®—
frrge 18- KK (Cly(Use),C) —=—~ K Kg1 (A(Ua:), S:)
[L*]|’®— (L&
KK (CON,€) ~S52 K K (€L (M), ©) —2 K Kn (A(M), S.)
ety 18~ ) B g 18-
KK (C(M), Cpos 2K Kt (Clo (M), C)pos 5 K K g1 (A(M), S-)pos
[Cr)®— [Wi’@— [Crrl®-
R(SY)pos = R(S)pos T KKgi(S,S:)pos-

Definition 3.29. We define the reformulated localized index

indg?s t KK (A(X),S:) = KKg1(Sz, S )pos
by the composition of the right vertical arrows.

Then, the following is obvious.

Theorem 3.30. For [D] € KKq(Cy(X),C), we have

os. (indg*([D))) = indg(os. ([SX]®[D))).

3.3.2 Topological side

We have already deduced the fixed-point formula without using the Cy(X)-algebras Cl.(X) or
Co(TX) in Section B:2.2l By applying os. to each step of the construction of (¢t — indg(fs)’ , wWe can
reformulate the topological localized index. Just like the previous subsection, for a homomorphism
between RK K-group f’, we define f so that the following diagram commutes:

RKK(X; A1, B)) —=s REKK(X;S.0A,,5.2B)

f’l lf

REK(X; As, By) —y RKK(X;S.2As,8.0Bs).

Definition 3.31. We define ¢ — indg;” by the composition of the following homomorphisms:

REK g1 (X;S-8C(X), S:8Co(X)) 25 RE K g1 (Us; S-8Co(UL), S-BCo(UL)) L

RE Ko (M; S.00(M),8.80(M)) L0 RK Ko (M; S.8C(M), S.8C(M))
;I ®&- -~ ~ —in
o R K K (M S.8C(M), S.BC(M))poe =2 Q & K K g1 (8., S.)pos.
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The following is obvious.

Theorem 3.32. For [u] € RKKqg1(X;Cy(X),Co(X)), we have

t— i (o ([u]) = os. (¢ — indZ) ()

3.3.3 Poincaré duality

We also reformulate the Poincaré duality homomorphism. The reformulation of the local Bott
element is given by the K K-equivalence Cp(X) = Cl;(X) and the RK K (X )-equivalence Cl,(X) =
Co(TX) = Co(X).

Strictly speaking, in order to describe the definition, we need a homomorphism

fot : RKKgi(X;0,0) = KKgi(e,e)
defined by forgetting the Cp(X)-module structure. See [T5l Section 3.2] for details.

Definition 3.33. (1) We define the reformulated local Bott element [é;] by

[Ox] = oxs. ([Ox]8x {fet([Sx)BISK]}) € REKgi (X;8.8C0(X), AX)&Co(X)).

The reformulated Poincaré duality is defined by
PDy : KKgi(A(X),S:) 3 [D] — [0x]|8[D] € RK Kg1(X; S.8Co(X), S.8Co(X)).

(2) We can similarly reformulate Definition BI4. The reformulated version of [0, ] and PDy,_
are denoted by [(57(]: | and EISU/Sr

This RK K-element has a quite simple representative.

Definition 3.34. We define the local Bott homomorphism £, : S. — A(X) = S.&CL.(X) by
Bu(f) = [(X®1 +18C,),

where C,, is a vector field on X given by

Culy) = —log,(z) € T, X (y € Uy),
== arbitrary vector of norm greater than ¢ (y ¢ U,).
Intuitively, Cy(y) = “TU.

Remark 3.35. Although C, itself is not continuous, f(X 1+ 1®C’z) defines a continuous function
since f € S; vanishes outside (—¢,¢).

Proposition 3.36 ([T5, Proposition 3.19]). [é\);] 1s represented by the field of Kasparov modules

{(A(X)v Bw, 0)}xeX .

By the same argument, we have the following.
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Corollary 3.37. [6711/5] is represented by the field of Kasparov modules

{(A(X)’ 5% 0)}:(:6Us :

Then, we have the following fixed-point theorem.

Theorem 3.38. The following diagram commutes:

KK (A(X),S.) —22 - RE K1 (X5 S.8Co(X), .8Co(X))
A

KKg1(A(Us),S:) _ "

K&E)
(o 16— RKKgi (Uz; S:8Co(Uz), S:8Co(Ue))
j~*

KKgi(A(M),S.) —— RKKgi (M;S.2C (M), S.&C(M))
e, 16— o s 16~

KK (A(M),S.) —— RKKgi (M;S.2C(M),S.&C(M))
L&~ o L8~

K Kgi(A(M),S:)pos = RE K g1 (M; 8:2C(M),5:2C(M))pos
[Ch1®— " t=ind s
KKg1(S-,52)pos = Q& KKgi(Sz, S-)pos-

Proof. 1t suffices to prove that each square commutes. For example, commutativity of the first
square can be checked as follows. Note that the following diagram commutes:

KKe(Cl(X),0) 25 REKg (X;Co(X), Co(xX))

[k;}@—l lk
CIgE
KKg (Cl;(Use),C) RKKgi (Us; Co(Uz), Co(Us)),

where [@/[]5]/ is defined by [(9’U€] with the K K-equivalence Cy(Us:) = Cl(Use).
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Since s, ([2]®[y]) = os.([z])®0s. ([y]), the following extended diagram commutes:

KK (A(X),S.) hx REKK g1 (X; 8.8C0(X), S-8C0(X))
oS, oS,
(€]
KKs (CL (X), ) — X R K K g1 (X3 Co(X), Co(X))
(k] ®— [ki]@)l \Lk* k*
Oy 1'®-
KK (Clr (Use), C) — % RKK g1 (Us; Co(U), Co(U-))
9Se IS¢
o7
KKgi (A(Us:), S:) = REK Kg1 (Uz; S-RCo(Us), S-8Co(U-)).

Commutativity of the outside square is what we wanted to prove. In fact, since each square
commutes, so does the biggest one.
One can verify that the other square commute by parallel arguments.

Theorem 3.39. For any [D] € KKqi (A(X),S:),

—_——

ind2([D]) = t — ind?* (PD (D).

This is the correct form of the localized index theorem to formulate an infinite-dimensional
version.

3.4 Comparison with Hochs-Wang’s index

Peter Hochs and Hang Wang constructed an index for non-compact manifolds equipped with a torus
action with compact fixed-point set in [HW]. In this subsection, we compare it with our index.
We begin with a review of the construction of [HW] for G = S*.

Definition 3.40. For each z € S', we have a ring homomorphism ch, : R(S') — C given by
chy(p) = tr(p(x)) for a virtual representation p of S*. For g € S, let I, = ke (ch ) The
localization at g is the localization in the sense of commutative rings: (R(S ) I,)7'R(SY). Tt is

denoted by R(S'),. Note that it is a unital R(S')-algebra.
Associated to it, we introduce the following symbols:

e For an R(S')-module M, we define M, := M @ pR(s1) R(SY),.
e The natural homomorphism M >m —m® 1 € M ®ps) R(S1), = M, is denoted by loc,.

e For R(S')-modules M and A and an R(S')-module homomorphism F : M — A/, the induced
homomorphism between the localizations F' ® idg(s1), : Mg — Ny is denoted by Fy.

Let X be a finite-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold equipped with an isometric action
of S1. Let g € S' be a generator. Suppose that the fixed-point set M = X9 is compact. Take
relatively compact S'-invariant neighborhoods U and V of M satisfying that V C U. We denote
the inclusions by

MLvVLULx

Since U is relatively compact, the following result holds.
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Proposition 3.41 ([HW, Theorem 2.3]). i, : K@ql (V) — K@ql(U) is invertible after localization at
g.

Definition 3.42 ([HW)| Section 2.2]). We define the localized index at g by the composition of
the homomorphisms

(i)g"

KK (Co(U),C) % KK (Co(U), C)y 2

KK (C(V),C)y " KK (C,C), = R(S"),.

The localized index at g is denoted by ind, : K@ql (X) = R(SY),.

K Kg (Co(X),C) F127,

We reformulate it by using a more “delicate” localization.

Definition 3.43. We identify R(G) with the ring of characters. Let Sy be the multiplicative closed
set consisting of f(z) = 3,5, anz" such that f(g) # 0 and a,, = 1. We define R(S")y New :=
S;IR(SY).

Associated to it, we introduce the following symbols:
e For an R(S')-module M, we define M New = M ®R(s1) R(S1Y) g New-

e The homomorphism M > m — m®1 € M Qg R(Sl)g,NeW = Mg New is denoted by
locg New-

e For R(S')-modules M and N and an R(S')-module homomorphism F : M — N, F ®
id}%(sl)g,Ncw : MngeW - NngeW is denoted by Fg,New-

Three constructions R(S1)pos, R(SY), and R(S!), New are related as follows.
Proposition 3.44. We can define natural injective ring homomorphisms
Py : R(SY)yNew — R(SY)y, @21 R(SY) g New — R(S)pos
so that the restrictions to R(S') are identity maps.

Proof. Thanks to the universal property of localization, it suffices to see that each element of S,
is mapped to an invertible element of R(S!), and R(S')pes. The former is obvious. The latter is
clear from Lemma O

The following is clear from the same construction of Lemma [A1]in Appendix.
Lemma 3.45. [i*] is invertible after tensoring with R(S') g New-

By replacing [i*],;! with [i ]g New> We can define a new g-index indg new : K Kg1(Co(X),C) —
R(S1)g New. With the same argument of [HW], we can check that indg e is independent of the
choice of U and V. In the following proposition, we adopt Us. as U.

Let us compare three index homomorphisms: mds1 , indy and indg New-

Proposition 3.46. The following diagram commutes.
K 51
R(S1) pos<—R )gNeW—>R Sl
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Proof. 1t is clear from the following commutative diagram.

KK (Co(X),C) —— KKg1(Co(X),C)
[ks]®— [ks]®—
KK (Co(U),C) ——— K Kg1 (Co(U),C) —— K K1 (Co(U),C) 2 K K g1 (Co(U), C)gmew —22 K K g1(Co(U), C)g
[ro1®—
KK (C(X9),C) [*1®~ o, (18- ("] g, New) 18~ (1"]g) 18~
5 18- /h
K K1 (C(X), Cpor 25— KK g1 (C(X9),C) —Z5 KK g1 (C(V), C) “2YY KK g1 (C(V), C)gmew 225 K K g1 (C(V), C)gxew
[Cxq]®— [Cxg]®— [C1®— [CHA®- [C1®—
R(S")pos =" R(S") e R(5") —— " RS e ———- R(S"),,
\—//
o,
where f: KKg (C(X9),C) - KK (C(V),C) is induced by the homotopy equivalent. O

In this sense, our index is almost the same with that of [HW]. However, our framework is more
flexible in the point that our K K-theory admits infinite-rank vector bundles if it is of “positive
energy”. This flexibility enables us to deal with loop spaces.

4 An S'-equivariant index theorem for loop spaces

We want to do the same thing of the previous section on loop spaces. The phrase “fixed-point
formula for loop spaces” reminds us of the Witten genus [Wit]. Unfortunately, we have not proved
that our index realizes it. Including this point, in the final subsection, we will summarize remained
problems.

4.1 Loop spaces

For a compact Riemannian manifold M, the smooth loop space of M is denoted by C*(S*, M). In
the present paper, we consider a completion of it. Since the tangent space at v € C°°(S*, M) can
be identified with the section space C°°(S',v*T'M), we can define a family of Riemannian metrics
as follows. Let g be the Riemannian metric on M.

Definition 4.1. The L2-metric on C°°(S*, M) is defined by the inner product

(x|Y), = L 00 <<id—%§2>SX(9),Y(0)> o).

_27T S

This metric gives a metric space structure on C*°(S', M). The completion of it is the main
subject of this section.

Definition 4.2. The completion of C*°(S', M) with respect to the L2-metric is denoted by LM L2
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Remark 4.3. For simplicity, we will concentrate on the case when s = 0, and we denote LM L2 by
LM.

In this case, the following has been established. Let evy : C*°(S!, M) — M be the evaluation
map at 0 € S! and let VEC be the Levi-Civita connection on M. A vector field X on LM is
said to be “taking values in smooth vector fields” if X(y) € L?(S',4*TM) is smooth for each
v € C®(St M).

Theorem 4.4 ([MRT], Lemma 2.1]). For vector fields X,Y on LM taking values in smooth vector
fields and v € C(S', M), we define a vector field DxY by

DxY (7,0) = (evg V") x {Y (7,0)} .
Then, the correspondence (X,Y) — DxY is the Levi-Civita connection of LM.

Recall that the curvature of a connection induced by a smooth map from another connection is
given by the pullback of the curvature of the original one. Thus, the curvature operator on LM is
given by

R(Xv Y)Z(/y’ 9) = RM(X(77 9)’ Y(/y’ 9))2(’77 9)7

where RM is the curvature tensor of M with respect to the Levi-Civita connection. In particular,
we have the following result.

Proposition 4.5. Let § be the maximum value of the absolute value of sectional curvatures of M.
For each v € LM, an orthonormal two-frame {u,v} of TyLM, we have

| (R(u,v)v|u) | <.

Proof. 1t is clear from (R(u,v)v|u) = 5= [o 90 (RM (u(8),v(0))v(8), u(d)) db. O

4.2 Ingredients for a loop space version of the index theorem

In Section B.3] we reformulated the fixed-point formula for indg(fs. In this subsection, we prepare
an infinite-dimensional versions of the ingredients of this theorem.

4.2.1 (*-algebras of Hilbert manifolds and the zero-extension

We begin with the definition of the “function algebras for Hilbert manifolds”, which were intro-
duced in [Yu] as generalizations of the C*-algebras of infinite-dimensional Hilbert-Hadamard spaces
[GWY]. Since detailed properties are studied in [T5], we just define it and explain necessary prop-
erties.

In this subsection we deal with a Hilbert manifold X satisfying the following assumption.

Assumption 4.6. Let X be a Hilbert manifold whose all sectional curvatures are bounded above
by ¢ and the injectivity radius is greater than 2¢ > 0 at each point. When ¢ > 0, we assume that
e < 7/2v/6 from the beginning by re-taking e smaller if necessary.

Definition 4.7 ([GWY], Definition 5.1]). We consider the space

mx):= J[ ciff (TuX &tR),
(z,t)eX x[0,¢)
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where

tR = {R (t#0)
0 (t=0).

This is a space of possibly non-continuous Clifford algebra-valued functions. Then we consider a

huge C*-algebra
{S € H ‘ Is(x,t)|| is bounded}

equipped with the pointwise algebraic operations (addition, multiplication and the adjoint) and the
uniform norm.

The following definition is parallel to the C*-algebra for a Hilbert-Hadamard space |[GWY],
Definition 5.14].

Definition 4.8 ([Yu]). (1) Let X be a Hilbert manifold satisfying Assumption Let zg,z € X,
and suppose that d(z,z¢) < 2¢. Then z( is contained in the image of exp, : Ba. (1, X) — X, and
hence it is contained in the domain of log, : exp,(B2:(1Ty X)) — TpX. The local Clifford operator
at g is defined by
C’QUO (:Evt) = (_ lOgm(xO)vt) €T X OIR,

or equivalently Cy(z,t) = ((—dexp,,)z(10g,, (x)),t), or more intuitively “Cy, (,t) = (Zo#,t)”.

(2) The Bott homomorphism f;, : S — II;(X) centered at xg € X is defined by the following:
For f € &,

f(Cro (1)) (d(z,20) < &)
B (f) (1) := ’
0 (d(:Ev:EO) > 6)7
where f(Cy,(x,t)) is the functional calculus in the C*-algebra Cliff , (T, X @ tR).
(3) The C*-algebra A(X) is defined by the C*-subalgebra of II;(X’) generated by the image of

the Bott homomorphisms:

A(X) = C" ({Bao (f) [ w0 € X, f € Sc}).

(4) For a subset ) of X, we define A(X,)) by the C*-subalgebra of A(X) generated by
{Be(f) |z €Y, f €S}

It shares several properties with the C*-algebra of [GWY].

Proposition 4.9 (|[GWY], 5.15, 7.1, 7.2], [T5, 5.9, 5.10]). Let X be a Hilbert manifold satisfying
Assumption [{.6]

(1) A(X) is separable whenever X is separable.

(2) The group of all isometries of X continuously act on A(X).

Definition 4.10. Let X be a Hilbert manifold satisfying Assumption and let ) be a subset
of X. For the natural inclusion k : J < X, we define the natural injective *-homomorphism
A(X,Y) — A(X), and it is denoted by k..

The C*-algebra A(X,)) plays a role of “A(e-neighborhood of ))”.
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4.2.2 A Thom homomorphism-like construction
We now prove one more functorial property.

Proposition 4.11. Let X be a Hilbert manifold satisfying Assumption [{.6 Let M be a totally
geodesic submanifold of X. The inclusion is denoted by i : M — X. Then, there exists a C*-algebra
homomorphism TIy(M) — II(X) so that the following diagram commutes for arbitrary p € M :

Se

N

Hb(M) Hb(X).

Proof. Note that i, : TM — TX|p is isometric. Thus, it extends to an injective fiberwise *-
homomorphism i, : Cliff  (T'M) — Cliff . (T'X|nr), and hence we can define i, : ITI,(M) — IL,(X).
Since M is totally geodesic in X, we have

i(expxg (U)) = €XDij(z) (Z* (U))7

Iy {logmo (‘T)} = logz(mo)(z(x))7
i*(Cxo (LE, t) = Cz(mo)(z(x)7 t).

Therefore, the above triangle commutes. O

Now it is clear that the following diagram commutes for arbitrary p € M:

I, (M)

Thus, the above dotted arrow makes sense.

Corollary 4.12. In the same situation of the previous proposition, there exists a C*-algebra homo-
morphism A(M) — A(X) satisfying that

A(M) 3 Bp(f) = B (f) € A(X).
We want to apply this construction to loop spaces. For this aim, we need the following.

Theorem 4.13 ([Kobl Chapter IT Theorem 5.1]). For a Riemannian manifold X equipped with an
isometric group action of a group G, the fized-point set X is totally geodesic.

One can easily see that this result holds for an infinite-dimensional Hilbert manifold.
Since the set of constant loops in LM is the fixed-point set with respect to the S'-action, we
have the following.
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Corollary 4.14. M is totally geodesic in LM with respect to arbitrary S'-invariant metric.

Now, it is clear that the following makes sense. Let v(M) be the normal bundle of M in LM,
v(M)s == {v € v(M)||]v] < &} and Us := exp*(v(M)s).

Definition 4.15. We define a *-homomorphism 77,, : A(M) — A(LM, Us.) by Corollary We
call it the Thom homomorphism.

Remark 4.16. Let us explain the reason why we call it the Thom homomorphism.

In a finite-dimensional setting, we can introduce the following. Let X be a complete manifold
and let M be a totally geodesic submanifold. Let U. be the e-neighborhood of M in X and
let w : U. — M be the orthogonal projection. We can define 1y, : A(M) — A(U:) such that
Bp(f) = Bip) (f). We define a fiberwise Clifford operator CHb for each x € M as a local vector filed
on M by

Oy, t) := (expi, (logt(u)),t) = (“zi”,t) € TP X & tR

for u € U, so that w(u) = . Then, for f®h € S.&C1, (M) = A(M), 71 (f&h)(u,t) is given by
FIX®1 + 18C ) (t, w)Bh(w(u)) € Cliff , (#R)RCliff ( (TE° X )R Cliff . (T M).

This is because the Clifford operator of U, is given by the sum of the Clifford operator of M and
the fiberwise Clifford operator.
Since the correspondence f +— f(X ®1+ 1<§>Cw(u)) induces the Bott periodicity homomorphism
of [HKT], the family version
f®h = f(X®1 +18C)&h

induces the Thom isomorphism. Definition [4.15] is obviously an infinite-dimensional version of this
construction.
4.2.3 Inverse Euler class

Since the restriction homomorphism has not been constructed and the bundle v(M) is of infinite-
rank, we can not follow the same story in order to define the Euler class. In our case, however, we
can directly define the Euler class as follows, thanks to the complex structure of the normal bundle

v(M).
Lemma 4.17. (1) The restriction of the tangent bundle of LM to M is given by

TLM|y = [] L*(S", TnM).
meM

By the Fourier series theory,

LS, Ty M) =2 T, M & <TmM ® P {R cos(kd) & Rsin(kz&)}) .
k>0

Thus, the normal bundle is given by

v(M) = H TnM ® @ {Rcos(kf) & Rsin(kf)} .
meM k>0
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(2) By the complex structure J(cos(kf)) := —sin(k@) and J(sin(k0)) = cos(k6),

ve(M) = P(TnM @ C) ® Cy,
k>0

as complex vector bundles, where Cy, is the representation space of S* with weight k. As usual, when
we regard v(M) as a complex vector bundle, we denote it by ve(M).

Although it is of infinite-rank, it does define an element of Kg,l (M)pos- Moreover, the exterior
product of it also makes sense in Kgl(M )pos, and it is invertible.

Proposition 4.18. (1) The exterior tensor product of ve (M),

/*\ ve(M) = /\ PrMm e C) et

k>0

defines an element of KKgi(C(M),C(M))pos- The corresponding K K -element is denoted by [ey,.].
(2) It is invertible.

Proof. When we work on K-theory, we denote the complexification of the tangent bundle TM ® C
by T.
(1) We compute the exterior product.

*

A rod=T[A\Ted

k>0 k>0

:H{QM@HJO—T®qk+/\2T®q2k—/\3T®q3k
k>0

et (_1)dim(M) Adim(M) T®qdim(M)k}
=Cy @+ (-Te¢d+(NT-T)®¢+ (-NT+TeT-T)®¢*
+(NMT+TRNT+TOT+NT-T)@q¢" + - .

It makes sense in K K g1 (C (M), C(M))pos since each coefficient of ¢* is a finite-rank vector bundle.

(2) Since the coefficient of ¢° is the rank one trivial bundle, from Lemma [3.6], [e,,] is invertible.
O

Definition 4.19. (1) We define [65215] € KKgi(C(M),C(M))pos by the inverse of [er,,].
(2) The reformulated version of it is denoted by

lepl ] = 0s. ([S3/]@lep L 18[SMm]) € KKgi(AM), A(M))pos.

4.3 The index and the fixed-point formula

Now we can formulate a loop space version of the localized index and the fixed-point formula.

Definition 4.20. We define a group homomorphism indgs® : K Kg1 (A(LM),S.) = KKg1(S:,S:)pos
by the composition

[k~ (70518 o5 18~
KKg(A(LM),S:) ——— KKgi(A(LM,Uz),S:) —=— KK (AM),S.) —=—
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[Cr1®

KKsl (A(M)7Sa)pos 4_> KKsl (887 88)1305'

We call this homomorphism the localized index for LM.

Remark 4.21. In section B3] we reformulated the localized index for K-oriented manifolds using
the difference line bundle [L] specified by the Spinor bundles. However, the diagram in Theorem
commutes for arbitrary line bundle L. For simplicity, we ignored L to formulate a loop space
version of the index. Although to study what line bundle is appropriate for L in our situation seems
to be an interesting problem, we do not study this problem further.

In this subsection, by translating each step of the construction of the localized index into the
topological language, we deduce a cohomology formula of the localized index for LM. For an
Sl-equivariant continuous map ¢ : X — Y, we can define a pullback homomorphism

¢ REKq(V,€(Y),€ (V) = REKgi (X, 6(X),€(X)).
The corresponding homomorphism
REKKg(Y,S5.0F(Y),S5.06(Y)) = REKKgi(X,S.86(X),S.8€ (X))
is denoted by ;ﬁ;

Theorem 4.22. The following diagram commutes.

KKq (A(LM),S.) 2252 RK K (LM; S.8€(LM), S.8¢(LM))

[k ]1®— (1)
KKS1(.A(LM, Uga),sa) o =
X/{]E
(7050 18— RKKg (U.; S.9F(U.),S-R% (U.))
@) >

RE Kgi (M; S:2C(M),S.2C (M))

—~

—_ FDuy —_
[eu,, 18- (3) leiy. 18-
KKgi (A(M),S:)pos — REKg1 (M;S.8C (M), S-&C (M))pos
[Car1®- T t“indas
R(S")pos = R(S")pos-

We call the composition of the right vertical arrows the topological localized index for LM and
we denote it by t — indg;”.

Proof. (1) Let [D] = (E,m,D) € KKg (A(LM),S.). Then [k,)®[D] = (E, 7 o k,, D) and

POy, (IRIEID]) = {(B.7 o ko6, D))

zeU, )
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On the other hand, IE)\;W([D]) = {(E,mo0 By, D)},cra and hence

et <PDLM([D])) ={(E,m0 B, D)}tyep. -

Since k. (B.(f)) = Bo(f), the square (1) commutes.

(2) We can prove it in a similar way of (1). The essential point is the definition of 7,_, that is to
say, for x € M and f € S., we have 71, (BM(f)) = BEM(f), where BM is the Bott homomorphism
for M and BEM is that for LM.

(3), (4) They have been proved in Theorem O

Corollary 4.23. For [D] € KK (A(LM),S.),

—_—

ind27([D]) = £ — ind* (PD s ([D))).
In particular, the localized index of LM has a fixed-point formula.

Although we have not constructed a concrete example of elements of K K¢1(A(LM),S;), we can
still compute the topological localized index of an element of RK K1 (LM; S.Q€ (LM),S.Q€ (LM)).

Example 4.24. Let us compute the topological localized index homomorphism for LS?. Note that
the following diagram commutes.

RKKg (LM;€(LM),€(LM)) —= RKKg (LM;S-2€(LM),S.8%(LM))
k* =

REKq (U6 (UL), €(U.)  —  REKq(Us;S-8¢(U.),S-8¢(Us))

i* i*

REKq (M;C(M),C(M)) 25 RKKq(M;:S.0C(M),S.8C(M))
legs 18— oo 18-

RKKgi (M;C(M),C(M))pes —2s REKg(M;S.0C(M),S.:RC(M))pos

t—ind), t—ind

oS,

R(SY)pos — KKq (S, S:).

We compute the composition of the left vertical arrows. We denote it by (t — indgﬁs)/. It is obvious

that ¢ —ind%"(os, (u)) = o5, ((t — indey”) (u)) for u € RKKgi (LM, € (LM), € (LM)).
Let £ be an S'-equivariant vector bundle over LM of finite rank. By definition, the topological
localized index of it is given by

/52 ch (e L] © ]2 ) 1A(TS?) = /S ch (legL]) ch (€]g2) td(TS?)

Let us compute td(7:S?). T'S? has a Spin-structure indued by a complex structure. Its first
Chern class is given by ¢1(T'S?) = e(T'S?) = 2z, where x is a generator of H?(S?) so that [, z = 1.
Thus, the total Todd class is td(7°'S?) =1+ 3¢1(T'S?) =1+ x.
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Let us compute ch([eazls]). The normal bundle v, is given by
Broc,
n>0

where T' = T'S? ® C. The corresponding K-theory element can be written as Y ns0 ' ® ¢" under
the isomorphism RK K1 (M;C(M),C(M))pos X RKK(M;C(M),C(M)) @ R(S)pos-
Since T is orientable, A2T is trivial. Thus, the exterior product is given by
[[t2d -Twoq +10¢).
n>0

Its inverse is given by

11 Z(T@q"—l@qzn)l

n>0 \ >0

We compute the Chern character of it. Since 7' is stably trivial, ch(7") = 2. Thus, the Chern
character of the inverse Euler class is

(o) -1 (=) - (L)

n>0 \ [>0 n>0 n>0
2 2
= II1D.4"| =D prm)a
n>0 >0 n>0
n
=Y > p(m)p(n —m)q",

n>0m=0

where p(n) is the partition function.
Under the isomorphism K§, (5?) = K°(5?)®@ R (S'), € can be written as ), E,®q¢*. Therefore,
the index is given by

([ cttEa ) 3 3 miptn - mia .
a 52 7>0 m=0
In particular, if £ is the rank one trivial bundle, the index is given by
>N pm)p(n —m)g™.
n>0 m=0

Ezxample 4.25. More generally, we can compute the loop space index for a compact Riemann surface.
Let X be the Riemann surface with genus g. Since the tangent bundle of X is stably trivial, the
inverse Euler class is Y, <, > o p(m)p(n —m)q™. The total Todd class is given by

1 1
1+ 501(T2) =1+ 5(2 —29)z =14 (1—g)z,

where z € H?(X) is the generator so that fz x = 1. Thus, the topological localized index of the
trivial bundle of LY is given by

1=9)> > pm)p(n —m)q".

n>0 m=0

35



4.4 Remained problems

On the theme of the present paper, many problems are remained.
Since our construction is inspired by [Wit], the following is the most important.

Problem 4.26. Prove that the Witten genus is in some sense realized as the image of indgffs of an
appropriate element of K Kg¢1(A(LM),S:).

When we defined the localized index for loop spaces, we ignored the difference line bundle
[L]. The difference line bundle L should be the “difference” between the “Spinor bundle of LM”
and the tensor product of that of M and the exterior algebra of vc(M). In [Wit], the (-function
renormalization appears. Possibly these are related to each other.

Problem 4.27. (1) Formulate an appropriate L.
(2) Are there any relationship between L and the (-function renormalization in [Wit]?

Regarding the Witten rigidity, it is interesting to study the localized index for loop spaces from
the viewpoint of the global structure of LM . Since our index is a homomorphism from an invariant
of LM, KKq (A(LM),S.), the following problem is worth studying.

Problem 4.28. Study properties of indg;® for LM from the viewpoint of topology of LM or the
viewpoint of operator algebra theory of A(LM).

Regarding an “analysis on loop space”, we need to solve the following problem. It is our next
challenge.

Problem 4.29. Construct an explicit element of K K¢ (A(LM),S;).

Such an element is nothing but a “Dirac operator on LM”.

A Our index homomorphism is appropriate

In order to show that our index homomorphism is appropriate, we prove that we obtain the classical
analytic index when we apply the construction of Section B.I]to a compact manifold.

Let M be a compact Riemannian manifold equipped with an isometric S'-action, M*® " the fixed-
point set, v(MS") the normal bundle, v(M5" )5 := {v e v(MS") ‘ vl < 5}, and Us := exp (v(M5")s).
The projection of the normal bundle is denoted by w : v(M*° 1) — MS". The situation is summarized
as follows:

/\k

MS' I g M.
X Texpi,%
(M)
Then, since the following diagram commutes:
C(M) ————=C(M*)

N
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we have the induced commutative diagram on K-homology

ER

K§' (M) K§' (M)
inds\4 A
R(Sl)

Thus, it suffices to find the “inverse” of [i*].
Let us observe i*. We have a proper inclusion j : M* fey Us and an open inclusion k : Uy — M.
Thus, we have a commutative diagram

Co(Us) )
y \
M)

C(M5h).

It induces the following commutative diagram:

KKsl CQ U5

yw

KKg (C( KKg (C(MS"),C).

The correspondence [k,]®— is isomorphic.
Lemma A.1. k* is isomorphic after tensoring with R(S')pos-

Proof. Let K := M \ Us. It is a compact set equipped with an S'-action. By a parallel argument
of the proof of [IW, Theorem 2.3], it suffices to check that Kj ' (K)pos = 0. For this aim, since it is
a unital module over K Kg1(C(K),C(K))pos, we will prove that K Kg1(C(K),C(K))pos = 0. For
this aim, we will prove that there exists an invertible element in R(S1)p0s so that the corresponding
element in K Kg1(C(K),C(K))pos is zero. The following construction is almost the same with [Furl,
Lemma 4.39]. See also [Seg]

Thanks to the slice theorem, for arbitrary z € K, there exists a submanifold S, through x
and an open neighborhood U, so that Sy xg1 S N U, where the diffeomorphism is given by
[(s,9)] = g - s and S} is the stabilizer of . Then we can define a projection

7 Uy 3 [(s,9)] — ¢Sk € S*/SL.

Since z is not a fixed-point, S. is a proper subgroup of S' and S} is closed, #S. is finite. Let
ny = #SL. Then 7, is an n,-fold covering on each orbit.

We prove that U, x Cq is S'-equivariantly isomorphic to U, x Cy,, for arbitrary | € Z. We
define an odd bundle automorphism h, : S! x (CO@CMI) — 51 x (CO@CMI) by

hx(y)=< . W‘C(g)_l>.

T2(Y)
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One can check that it is S'-equivariant by a direct computation. We denote S! x ((COEAB(ClM) by E,.
This bundle extends to K since it is topologically trivial, although h, does not.

From now on, we assume [ > 0. We can do the same construction for other points in K. Since K
is compact, there exists a finite set {x1, 29, -+ ,xx} so that UN U,. = K. Let {p?} be a partition
of unity subordinate to {Uy,}. Let E := ®£11Ex1 and let h be the odd automorphism defined by

N

h:= Z €1® e @Q—l@ﬂihmi@id(@ A @id,
i=1
, . . 1 0 .
where ¢1’s are the grading homomorphism ; = <O _1>, and /; to define h,, is chosen to be

positive. Thanks to p;, it is well-defined. Since
h? =) id® - Rid@pihl, Bid® - - Bid,

the homomorphism h is fiberwisely isomorphic. Therefore, [(E, k)] = 0 as an element of Ko, (K).
On the other hand, since the corresponding element in R(S')pes is £ = sz\i L(°Bglm=i) =
¢ + (higher terms), it is invertible in R(S')p0s. Since an invertible element vanishes, the ring

KKg (C(K),C(K))pos is trivial. O

Remark A.2. This construction works if K is a Lindelof space. In order to define E, choose [; = i.
Then, the infinite-rank vector bundle E makes sense in RKKS'(K;Co(K),Co(K))pos, and it is
invertible. We do not study this generalization in the present paper.

Thus, the inverse of [i*] is the composition of [k,] and the inverse of [j*] € K Kg1(Co(Us), C(M5")).
Let [ry,] € KKg(C(M5"),Co(Us)) be the Thom class. In order to find out the inverse of [j*], we
consider the following commutative diagram.

K Kg1(Co(Us),C)

[rus)8-
m@—T X

KKg(C(M5"),C) —= KKq (C(M5"),C).

[6U6}®_

Thus, the inverse of [j*] is the composition of [ry,] and the inverse of the Euler class. Conse-
quently, we have the following result.

Theorem A.3. The following diagram commutes:

| ®— 0. ]®— [e;-1®—
K Ko (C(M),©) ™2 K Ko (Co(Us), ©) T2 K K gt (COMS"), €©) “0 K K1 (C(MS"), C)pos
[QM]@o—l l[gMSl]@—
R(SY) — R(S")pos

The fixed-point formula is obtained in the same way of Section
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