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NONCOMMUTATIVE RESIDUE FOR HEISENBERG
MANIFOLDS. I.

RAPHAEL PONGE

ABSTRACT. In this paper we construct a noncommutative residue for the
Heisenberg calculus, that is, for the hypoelliptic calculus on Heisenberg man-
ifolds, including on CR and contact manifolds. This noncommutative residue
appears as the residual trace induced on operators of integer orders by the ana-
lytic extension of the usual trace to operators of non-integer orders. Moreover,
it agrees with the integral of the density defined by the logarithmic singularity
of the Schwartz kernel of the input operator. We also present applications of
this constructions concerning traces and sum of commutators, zeta functions
of hypoelliptic operators, logarithmic metric estimates for Green kernels of hy-
poelliptic operators and the Dixmier trace of the operators in the Heisenberg
calculus.

INTRODUCTION

The aim of this paper is to present the construction and some applications of a
noncommutative residue trace for the Heisenberg calculus. This calculus was built
independently by Beals-Greiner [BG] and Taylor [Ta] as the relevant pseudodiffer-
ential tool to study the main geometric operators on contact and CR manifolds
which fail to be elliptic, but may be hypoelliptic (see also [BAM], [EMI, [FSi],
[Pod]). This calculus holds in the general setting of a Heisenberg manifold, that is,
a manifold M together with a distinguished hyperplane bundle H C T M, and we
construct a noncommutative residue trace in this general context.

The noncommutative residue trace of Wodzicki ([WaTl, [Wo3]) and Guillemin [Gi]
was originally constructed for classical ¥DO’s and it appears as the residual trace
on WZ(M, &) induced by analytic extension of the operator trace to ¥DO’s of non-
integer order. It has numerous applications and generalizations (see, e.g., [Caoll,
[Codl, [CM], [FGLS], [Guidl, [Kal, [Ld], [MMS], [MN], [PR], [Pod], [Scl, [Vas]).
In particular, the existence of a residual trace is an essential ingredient in the
framework for the local index formula in noncommutative geometry of Connes-
Moscovici [CM].

Accordingly, the noncommutative residue for the Heisenberg calculus has various
applications, some of which are presented in this paper. In the part II sequel [PaT]
we will give applications in contact and CR geometry, including local index formu-
las for some new geometric hypoelliptic operators on contact and CR manifolds.
Additional geometric applications can also be found in [Pob], where new invariants
for CR and contact manifolds are constructed as noncommutative residue traces of
projections in the Heisenberg calculus.
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Our construction of a noncommutative residue trace for ¥ yzDQO’s, i.e., for the
pseudodifferential operators in the Heisenberg calculus, follows the approach of [CM]
and [Pofi]. It has two main ingredients:

(i) The observation that the coefficient of the logarithmic singularity of the
Schwartz kernel of a ¥ DO operator P can be defined globally as a density cp(z)
functorial with respect to the action of Heisenberg diffeomorphisms, i.e., diffeomor-
phisms preserving the Heisenberg structure (see Proposition B1T]).

(ii) The analytic extension of the operator trace to ¥yDO’s of complex non-
integer order (Proposition EZI).

The analytic extension of the trace from (ii) is obtained by working directly at
the level of densities and induces on ¥z DQO’s of integer order a residual trace given
by (minus) the integral of the density from (i) (Proposition EE2)). This residual trace
is our noncommutative residue for the Heisenberg calculus.

In particular, as an immediate byproduct of this construction the noncommu-
tative residue is invariant under the action of Heisenberg diffeomorphisms. More-
over, in the foliated case our noncommutative residue agrees with that of [CM],
and on the algebra of Toeplitz pseudodifferential operators on a contact manifold
of Boutet de Monvel-Guillemin [BGu] we recover the noncommutative residue of
Guillemin [Gud].

As a first application of this construction we show that when the Heisenberg man-
ifold is connected the noncommutative residue is the unique trace up to constant
multiple on the algebra of integer order ¥z DO’s (Theorem BH). As a consequence
we get a characterization sums of VDO commutators and we obtain that any
smoothing operator can be written as a sum of ¥z DO commutators.

These results are the analogues for W yDO’s of well known results of Wodz-
icki ([Wo2]; see also [Gu3|, [Pof]) for classical ¥DO’s. Our arguments are rather
elementary and they partly rely on the characterization of the Schwartz kernel of
Uy DO’s that was used in the analysis of their logarithmic singularities near the
diagonal.

The analytic extension of the trace allows us to directly define the zeta function
Co(P; s) of a hypoelliptic U5 DO operator P as a meromorphic functions on C. The
definition depends on the choice of a ray Ly = {argA = 0}, 0 < 6 < 27, which
is a ray of principal of values for the principal symbol of P in the sense of [PoS]
and is not through an eigenvalue of P, so that Ly is a ray of minimal growth for
P. Moreover, the residues at the potential singularity points of (y(P;s) can be
expressed as noncommutative residues.

When the set of principal values of the principal symbol of P contains the left
half-plane A < 0 we further can relate the residues and finite parts of (y(P;s) to
the coefficients in the heat kernel asymptotics for P (see Proposition B4 for the
precise statement). We then use this to derive a local formula for the index of a
hypoelliptic ¥ zDO and to rephrase in terms of noncommutative residues the Weyl
asymptotics for hypoelliptic ¥DO’s from [Po4] and [Pof]. This will also be useful in
Part II for computing noncommutative residues of geometric hypoelliptic operators
on contact and CR manifolds.

An interesting application concerns logarithmic metric estimates for Green ker-
nels of hypoelliptic U DO’s. It is not true that a positive hypoelliptic ¥ DO
has a Green kernel positive near the diagonal. Nevertheless, by making use of the
spectral interpretation of the noncommutative residue as a residual trace, we show
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that the positivity still pertains when the order is equal to the critical dimension
dim M + 1 (see Proposition [Z]).

When the bracket condition H + [H,H] = TM holds, ie., H is a Carnot-
Carathéodory distribution, this allows us to get metric estimates in terms of the
Carnot-Carathéodory metric associated to any given subriemannian metric on H
(Theorem [[3)). This result connects nicely with the work of Fefferman, Stein and
their collaborators on metric estimates for Green kernels of subelliptic sublaplacians
on general Carnot-Carathéodory manifolds (see, e.g., [ES], [Mal, [NSW], [Sal).

As alast application we show that on a Heisenberg manifold (M, H) the Dixmier
trace is defined for ¥ g DO’s of order less than or equal to the critical order —(dim M+
1) and on such operators agrees with the noncommutative residue (Theorem BZ).
Therefore, the noncommutative residue allows us to extend the Dixmier trace to
the whole algebra of ¥y DO’s of integer order.

In noncommutative geometry the Dixmier trace plays the role of the integral
on infinitesimal operator of order < 1. Therefore, our result allows us to integrate
any ¥ yDO even though it is not an infinitesimal operator of order < 1. This is
the analogue of a well known result of Connes [Coll for classical ¥DO’s. This will
be used in Part II to define the area and other lower dimensional volumes for CR
manifolds.

The core of the paper is organized as follows. In Sections [l and Bl we recall the
main facts about Heisenberg manifold and the Heisenberg calculus. In Section Bl we
study the logarithmic singularity of the kernel of a ¥z DO. This is used in Section Hl
to construct the noncommutative residue trace for the Heisenberg calculus.

In the other sections we present applications of this construction. In Section
we show that the noncommutative residue is the only trace on the algebra of integer
order ¥ 5 DO’s. In Section Bl we deal with zeta functions of hypoelliptic ¥z DQO’s.
In Section [ we prove logarithmic metric estimates for Green kernels of hypoelliptic
UyDO’s. In Section B we show that the noncommutative residue allows us to
extend the Dixmier to all ¥z DO of integer order.

Finally, in Appendix we give for reader’s convenience a detailed proof of Lemma BTl
which is crucial in the study of the logarithmic density of the kernel of a ¥ 5 DO.

Acknowledgements. Part of the results of this paper were announced in [Pol]
and [Po2] and presented as part of my PhD dissertation at University of Paris-
Sud (Orsay, France) in December 2000. I am grateful to my advisor Alain Connes
for having brought this subject to my attention. I also thank him, as well as Charlie
Epstein, Henri Moscovici and Michel Rumin, for stimulating discussions related to
the subject matter of this paper.

1. HEISENBERG MANIFOLDS

In this section we recall the main definitions and examples about Heisenberg
manifolds and their tangent Lie group bundles.

Definition 1.1. 1) A Heisenberg manifold is a pair (M, H) consisting of a manifold
M together with a distinguished hyperplane bundle H C T M.

2) Given Heisenberg manifolds (M, H) and (M', H') a diffeomorphism ¢ : M —
M’ is said to be a Heisenberg diffeomorphism when ¢.H = H'.

Following are the main examples of Heisenberg manifolds:
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- Heisenberg group. The (2n + 1)-dimensional Heisenberg group H?"*! consists of
R =R x R" together with the group law z.y = (20 + Yo + 221 < j<p (Tnriyj —
TjYnti)sT1 + Y1,y Ton + Y2n). A left-invariant basis for its Lie algebra h2"+1 is
: 9 o) 9
then provided by the vector-fields Xo = 7=, X; = Doy T Tt gy and Xonij =
%ﬂ_ — xja%o, 1< j<n. For j,k=1,...,n and k # j satisfy the Heisenberg
relations [X;, Xp+x] = —20,;k X0 and [Xo, X;] = [X;, Xk] = [Xn+j, Xntk] = 0. In
particular, the subbundle spanned by the vector field Xi,..., Xa, yields a left-
invariant Heisenberg structure on H?"+!,

- Foliations. A (smooth) foliation is a manifold M together with a subbundle
F C TM integrable in Frobenius’ sense, i.e., the space of sections of H is closed
under the Lie bracket of vector fields. Therefore, any codimension 1 foliation is a
Heisenberg manifold.

- Contact manifolds. Opposite to foliations are contact manifolds. A contact man-
ifold is a Heisenberg manifold (M?"*1, H) such that H can be locally realized as
the kernel of a contact form, that is, a 1-form 6 such that df|y is nondegenerate.
When M is orientable it is equivalent to require H to be globally the kernel of
a contact form. Furthermore, by Darboux’s theorem any contact manifold is lo-
cally Heisenberg-diffeomorphic to the Heisenberg group H2"*+! equipped with the
standard contact form 6° = dxo + 327 (2jdenyj — Tnyjda;).

- Confoliations. According to Elyashberg-Thurston [ET] a confoliation structure
on an oriented manifold M?"*! is given by a global non-vanishing 1-form 6 on
M such that (d6)™ A @ > 0. In particular, if we let H = kerf then (M, H) is a
Heisenberg manifold which is a foliation when df A € = 0 and a contact manifold
when (d6)" A6 > 0.

- CR manifolds. A CR structure on an orientable manifold M?2"*+! is given by a
rank n complex subbundle 77 g C TcM such that T o is integrable in Frobenius’
sense and we have Ty 9N Ty 1 = {0}, where we have let Ty = T1 9. Equivalently,
the subbundle H = (71,0 ® To,1) has the structure of a complex bundle of (real)
dimension 2n. In particular, (M, H) is a Heisenberg manifold. The main example of
a CR manifold is that of the (smooth) boundary M = 9D of a complex domain D C
C™. In particular, when D is strongly pseudoconvex (or strongly pseudoconcave)
with defining function p the 1-form 6 = i(9 — 9)p is a contact form on M.

Next, the terminology Heisenberg manifold stems from the fact that the relevant
tangent structure in this setting is that of a bundle GM of graded nilpotent Lie
groups (see [BG], [Bdl, [EMM], [ESH], [Gd, [Pod], [Ro2], [Va]). This tangent Lie
group bundle can be described as follows.

First, there is an intrinsic Levi form £ : H x H — TM/H such that, for any
point a € M and any sections X and Y of H near a, we have

(1.1) Lo(X(a),Y(a)) = [X,Y](a)  mod H,.

In other words the class of [X,Y](a) modulo H, depends only on the values X (a)

and Y (a), not on the germs of X and Y near a (see [Po3]). This allows us to define

the tangent Lie algebra bundle gM as the vector bundle (TM/H) ® H together

with the grading and field of Lie brackets such that, for sections Xg, Yy of TM/H
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and X', Y’ of H, we have
(1.2) t(Xo+ X') = 12Xy + tX/, t eR,
(1.3) [(Xo+ X" Yo +Y'lgm = L(X',Y).

Since each fiber g, M is 2-step nilpotent, gM is the Lie algebra bundle of a Lie
group bundle GM which can be realized as (TM/H) @ H together with the field
of group law such that, for sections X, Yy of TM/H and X', Y’ of H, we have

(1.4) (Xo—i—X’).(Yo—l—Y'):Xo—i—Yo—i—%E(X’,Y')—i-X’—i-Y’.

We call GM the tangent Lie group bundle of M.

Let ¢ be a Heisenberg diffeomorphism from (M, H) onto a Heisenberg manifold
(M’,H"). Since we have ¢.H = H' the linear differential ¢’ induces linear vector
bundle isomorphisms ¢’ : H — H' and ¢/ : TM/H — TM'/H’, so that we get a
linear vector bundle isomorphism ¢, : (TM/H)® H — (TM'/H')® H' by letting

(1.5) P (a).(Xo + X') = ¢/(a) Xo + ¢ (a) X',

for any a € M and any Xy in (T,M/H,) and X’ in H,. This isomorphism commutes
with the dilations in (L) and it can be further shown that it gives rise to a Lie
group isomorphism from GM onto GM' (see [Pod]).

The above description of GM can be related to the extrinsic approach of [BG]
as follows. Let U C R%! be a local chart together with H-frame X, ..., X4, that
is, a frame such that X1,..., X4 span H. Such a chart is called a Heisenberg chart.
For a € U we let 9, : R — Rt denote the unique affine change of variable
such that ¥, (a) = 0 and (1,)«X;(0) = % for j =0,...,d. In the sequel we will
call the local coordinates provided by v, privileged coordinates centered at a. In
addition, on R4 we consider the dilations,

(1.6) tax = (t2xo, txy,. .., txg), teR.
In privileged coordinates centered at a we can write X; = % + ZZ:O ajk(a:)%
J J

with ajx(0) = 0. Let X" = 2 andforj = 1,....dlet X\ = ;2430 bjran 2
» o

where bjr, = 93,a;0(0). With respect to the dilations () the vector field XJ(-a)
is homogeneous of degree wy = —2 for j = 0 and of degree w; = —1 for j =
1,...,d. In fact, using Taylor expansions at x = 0 we get a formal expansion
X~ X]@ + Xjw;—1 + ..., with X;; homogeneous vector field of degree .

The subbundle spanned by the vector fields X J(a) forms a 2-step nilpotent Lie

algebra, of vectors fields with associated Lie group G®, which can be realized as
R+ together with the group law z.y = (2o + E‘j’k:l bijTiTh, T1,...,%q).

On the other hand, the vectors Xy(a),..., X4(a) provide us with a linear basis
of the space (T,M/H,)® H, which allows us to realize G, M as R?*! together with
the group law z.y = (zo + yo + %ij(a);vjyk,xl +v1,...,%4 + ya), where L are
the coefficients of the Levi form ([I) with respect to the H-frame Xy, ..., Xg, i.e.,
we have E(Xj,Xk) = [Xj,Xk] = ijXO mod H.

The Lie group G ig isomorphic to G, M since Ljj = b;i — br; and an explicit
isomorphism is ¢4 (o, ..., za) = (vo — 1 ijzl (bjk + brj)xjTk, T1,...,2q). In the
sequel the local coordinates provided by the map ¢, := ¢, 01, are called Heisenberg
coordinates centered at a.



The Heisenberg coordinates refines the privileged coordinates in such way that

the above realizations of G(®) and G, M agree. In particular, the vector fields X ;a)
and X7, which in turn allows us to see X as a first order approximation of Xj.
For this reason X7 is called the model vector field of X; at a.

2. HEISENBERG CALCULUS

The Heisenberg calculus is the relevant pseudodifferential calculus to study hy-
poelliptic operators on Heisenberg manifolds. It was independently introduced by
Beals-Greiner [BG] and Taylor [1a] (see also [BAM], [Dy1], [Dy2], [EM], [ESt], [Pod],
[RS)).

In this section we recall the main facts about the Heisenberg calculus following
the point of view of [BG] and [Pod].

2.1. Left-invariant pseudodifferential operators. Let (M?*!, H) be a Heisen-
berg manifold and le G be the tangent group G,M of M at a given point a € M.
We briefly recall the calculus for homogeneous left-invariant WDQO'’s on the nilpotent
group G.

Recall that if F is a finite dimensional vector space the Schwartz class S(E) is
a Fréchet space and the Fourier transform of a function f € S(E) is the element
f € S(E*) such that f(¢) = [ €& f(x)dx for any ¢ € E*, where dz denotes
the Lebesgue measure of E. When F = (T,M/H,) ® H, its Lebesgue measure
agrees with the Haar measure of G and so S(F) and S(G) agree. Furthermore, as
E* = (T,M/H,)* ® H} is just the linear dual g* of the Lie algebra of G, we also
see that S(E*) and S(g*) agree.

Let Sp(G) denote the closed subspace of S(G) consisting of f € S(G) such that
for any differential operator P on g* we have (Pf)(0) = 0. Notice that the image
So(G) of S(G) under the Fourier transform consists of functions v € S(g*) such
that, given any norm |.| on G, near £ = 0 we have |g(£)| = O(|¢|V) for any N € N.

We endow g* with the dilations \.£ = (A2&, A¢') coming from (CZ). For m € C
we let Sy, (g* M) denote the closed subspace of C*°(g* \ 0) consisting in functions
p(€) € C*(g* \ 0) such that p(A\.£) = A"p(€) for any A > 0.

If p(€) € Sy (g*) then it defines an element of Sp(g*)’ by letting

(21) w9)= [ P09 S

This allows us to define the inverse Fourier transform of p as the element p € So(G)’
such that (p, f) = (p, f) for any f € So(G). It then can be shown (see, e.g., [BGI,
[CGGP]) that the left-convolution with p defines a continuous endomorphism of

So(G) via the formula,

(2.2) Op(p)f(z) =px* f(x) = By), fzy)), [ € So(G).
Furthermore, we get a bilinear product,

(2.3) %1 Sm, (87) X Sy (87) = Sy +ma (97,

(2.4) Op(p1) o Op(p2) = Op(p1 *p2)  Vp; € Sm,(g7).

In addition, if p € S,,(g*) then Op(p) really is a pseudodifferential operator.
Indeed, let Xo(a),...,Xq(a) be a (linear) basis of g so that Xo(a) is in ToM/H,
and X;(a),...,Xq(a) span H,. For j =0,...,d let X{ be the left-invariant vector
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field on G such that X4 "= X; (a). The basis Xg(a), ..., X4(a) yields a linear iso-
morphism g ~ R+ hence a global chart of G. In this chart p(£) is a homogeneous
symbol on R¥*1\ 0 with respect to the dilations ([CH).

Similarly, each vector field %X 73 =0,....d, corresponds to a vector field on
R* with symbol o (z,). Then, setting 0®(z,§) = (0§(z,€),...,05(x,£)), it can
be shown that in the above chart we have

(2.5) Op(p)f(w)Z/ LT @ O)(©), f € SR,
Rd+1

In other words Op(p) is the pseudodifferential operator p(—iX®) := p(c®(x, D))

acting on So(R*1).

2.2. The YyDO operators. The initial idea in the Heisenberg calculus, which
goes back to Elias Stein, is to construct a class of operators on a Heisenberg manifold
(M1 H), called U5 DO’s, which at any point a € M are modeled in a suitable
sense on left-invariant pseudodifferential operators on the tangent group G, M.

Locally the ¥DO’s can be described as follows. Let U C R%*! be a Heisenberg
chart with H-frame X, ..., Xq4.

Definition 2.1. 1) S,,(U x R*1), m € C, consists of functions p(z,€) in C>(U x
RI*1\0) which are homogeneous of degree m in the &-variable with respect to the
dilations (LA), i.e., we have p(x,t.£) = t"p(x, &) for any t > 0.

2) S™(U x R¥*1Y), m € C, consists of functions p(x, &) in C®(U x R4TL) with
an asymptotic exrpansion p ~ Zj>0 Pm—j, Pk € Skp(U % RI*1Y), in the sense that,
for any integer N and for any compact K C U, we have

(2.6) 10207 (0 =D pm—y)(@, )| < Capni|EI™ PN, weK, |l =1,

Jj<N
where we have let (&) = 2By + 1 + ... + Ba and ||€]| = (€& + &+ ...+ €DV

Next, for j = 0,...,d let g;(z,£) denote the symbol (in the classical sense) of
the vector field 1 X; and set o = (09, ...,04). Then for p € S™(U x R4 we let
p(z, —iX) be the continuous linear operator from C°(U) to C*°(U) such that

21) pla-iX)f(e) = @n) Y [ o ) fOd e CR)

In the sequel we let U~°°(U) denote the space of smoothing operators on U, that
is, the space of operators P : £'(U) — D'(U) with a smooth Schwartz kernel.

Definition 2.2. ¥7(U), m € C, consists of operators P : C°(U) — C°°(U) which
are of the form P = p(z,—iX) + R with p in S™(U x RI¥*Y), called the symbol of
P, and with R € ¥~>°(U).

The class of UxDO’s is invariant under changes of Heisenberg chart (see [BG|
Sect. 16], [Pod, Appendix A]), so we may extend the definition of ¥DO’s to an
arbitrary Heisenberg manifold (M, H) and let them act on sections of a vector
bundle & over M. We let U (M, E) denote the class of ¥y DO’s of order m on M
acting on sections of €.

Assume for simplicity that M is compact and that M and £ are endowed with
a Riemannian and a Hermitian metric. Then we have:
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Proposition 2.3 ([BGl). 1) For any P, € V' (M,&) and P, € Y (M,E) the
operator Py Py is in W2 (M, E).

2) For any P € VT (M,E) the transpose operator P! is in W1 (M,E) and the
adjoint P* is in W (M,E).

Let g*M = (TM/H)* & H* denote the (linear) dual of the Lie algebra bundle
gM of GM with canonical projection pr: M — g*M. If P € ¥}(M,E) then the
principal symbol of P can be invariantly defined as an element o, (P) of the space
Sm(g*M, &) of sections p € C*(g*M \ 0, End pr*€) such that p(z,t.£) = t™p(z,§)
for any t > 0. More precisely o, (P)(z, ) is the unique symbol in S, (g* M, £) such
that, for any a € M, in trivializing Heisenberg coordinates centered at a we have
om(P)(a,&) = pm(0,§), where pp,(z,€) is the principal symbol of P in the local
coordinates in the sense of ([ZH) (see [Pod]).

Given a point a the principal symbol o,,(P) allows us to define the model op-
erator of P at a as the left-invariant ¥DO on Sy(g*M, &,) with symbol p? (&) :=
om(P)(a, &) so that, in the notation of (Z2), the operator P* is just Op(p2,).

Let Sp(giM,E,) be the space of functions p € C>(giM \ 0,&,) which are
homogeneous of degree m. Then the product @3) on G,M defines a bilinear
product *®* : Sy, (g5M,Eq) X Sy (95 M, E) — Smy+ma(96M,E,). This product
depends smoothly on a as much so to gives rise to the product,

(2.8) %0 Sy (0" M, E) X Sy (6" M, E) = Sy 4ma (87 M, E),
(2'9) Pmq * Pmo (a7§) = (pm1 (a7 ) *“ Dy (a7 ))(5)7 Pm; € Smj (g*M)

Proposition 2.4 ([Pod]). 1) For any P1 € W' (M,E) and P, € V}2(M,E) we
have Omy+mo (Plpg) =0m, (Pl) * Oy (Pg) and (Plpg)a = P{IPQG Va € M.

2) Let P € WM, E). Then op(Pt)(2,€) = om(P)(x, —£)! and o7 (P*)(z,€) =
om(P)(x,€)* and we have (P')* = (P*)! and (P*)* = (P*)* for any a € M.

In addition, there is a complete symbolic calculus for ¥yDO’s which allows us
to carry out the classical parametrix construction for an operator P € U} (M, €E)
whenever its principal symbol o,,(P) with respect to the product *. In this case
the operator P is hypoelliptic with a gain/loss of derivatives depending only on its
order (see [BGI).

In general, it may be difficult to determine whether o,,(P) is invertible with
respect to the product *. Nevertheless, given a point a € M we have an invertibility
criterion for P® in terms of the representation theory of G,M; this is the so-called
Rockland condition (see, e.g., [Rol], [CGGP]). We then can completely determine
the invertibility of the principal symbol of P in terms of the Rockland conditions
for its model operators and those of its transpose (see [Podl Thm. 3.3.19]).

2.3. Holomorphic families of 5z DO’s. Let ) denote an open subset of C and
let U C R be a Heisenberg chart with H-frame X, ..., Xg4.
Definition 2.5. A family (p.).cq C S*(U x R**1) is holomorphic when:

(i) The order m(z) of p. depends analytically on z;

(ii) For any (z,€) € U x R™! the function z — p,(,&) is holomorphic on Q;

(i11) The bounds of the asymptotic expansion (ZA) for p. are locally uniform with
respect to z, i.e., we have p, ~ ijopzﬁm(z),j, Pem(z)—j € Sm(z)—j(U X R+,
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and for any integer N and for any compacts K C U and L C ) we have

(2.10) 0907 (= = Y Pem(e)—i) (@, )| < Cnicrag €T N9,
J<N

for (z,z) € K x L and ||§|| > 1.

We let Hol(€2, S*(U x R4*1)) denote the set of holomorphic families with values
in S*(U x R%*1). Notice that the properties (i)(iii) imply that each homogeneous
symbol p. p(z)—; (2, §) depends analytically on z, that is, gives rise to a holomorphic
family with values in C°°(U x (R*1\0)) (see [Pod, Rem. 4.2.2]).

Since U=>°(U) = L(E'(U),C*>(U)) is a Fréchet space isomorphic to C°(U x U)
by the Schwartz’s kernel theorem, we can define holomorphic families of smoothing
operators as families of operators given by holomorphic families of smooth kernels.

Definition 2.6. A family (P.).co C Y (U) is holomorphic when it can be put
into the form P, = p,(x,—iX) + R., z € Q, with (p.).cq € Hol(Q, S*(U x R+1))
and (Rz)zggz S HOI(Q,\P*OO(U)).

This notion is invariant under change of Heisenberg chart (see [Pod]), so we can
extend to define holomorphic family of ¥z DO’s on a general Heisenberg manifold
and acting sections of vector bundles.

Definition 2.7. A family (P.).cqo C U5 (M, &) is holomorphic when:

(i) The order m(z) of P, is a holomorphic function of z;

(ii) For ¢ and v in C°(M) with disjoint supports (0Py).cq s a holomorphic
family of smoothing operators;

(iii) For any trivialization T : &, — U x C" over a local Heisenberg chart
k:U =V C R the family (k.7(P.),))zeq belongs to Hol(Q, W5 (V,C")) =
Hol(Q2, ¥%,(V)) @ EndC".

We let Hol(€2, ¥, (M, E)) denote the set of holomorphic families of ¥zDO’s.

Proposition 2.8 ([Podl, Chap. 4]). 1) For j = 1,2 let P;, € Hol(Q, U3 (M,E))
and assume that (P ;)zeq or (Ps,z)zcq is uniformly properly supported with respect
to z. Then (P1 ;P2 ;)zecq is a holomorphic family of ¥y DO’s too.

2) Let ¢ : (M,H) — (M',H') be a Heisenberg diffeomorphism. Then for any
(P.)zca € Hol(Q, U5, (M, E)) the family (¢« Py).cq belongs to Hol(Q, W, (M, ¢.E)).

2.4. Complex powers of hypoelliptic ¥ yDO’s. Assume M compact and sup-
pose that M and £ are endowed with a smooth density > 0 and a Hermitian metric.

Let P : C®°(M,E) — C°°(M,€E) be a differential operator of Heisenberg order
m which is positive, i.e., (Pu,u) > 0 for any u € C*°(M, ), and assume that the
principal symbol of P is invertible, i.e., P satisfies the Rockland at every point.

By standard functional calculus for any s € C we can define the power P° as an
unbounded operator on L?(M, £) whose domain contains C*° (M, £). In particular
P~ is the partial inverse of P and we have P = 1 —IIy(P), where IIo(P) denotes
the orthogonal projection onto the kernel of P. Furthermore, we have:

Proposition 2.9 ([Podl, Thm. 5.3.4]). Assume that H satisfies the bracket condition
H + [H,H) = TM. Then the complex powers (P*)sec form a holomorphic 1-
parameter group of Yy DO’s such that ordP® = ms Vs € C.
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This construction has been generalized to more general hypoelliptic ¥5DO’s
in [Pof]. Let P : C>®(M,E) — C>*(M,E) be a ¥gDO of order m > 0. In [PoS]
there is a notion of principal cut for the principal symbol o, (P) of P as a ray
L c C\ 0 such that P — \ admits a parametrix in a version of the Heisenberg
calculus with parameter in a conical neighborhood ® C C\ 0 of L.

Let ©(P) be the union set of all principal sets of ¢, (P). Then O(P) is an open
conical subset of C\ 0 and for any conical subset © of ©(P) such that ©\ 0 C O(P)
there are at most finitely many eigenvalues of P in © (see [PoSf]).

Let Ly = {arg\ = 0}, 0 < § < 27, be a principal cut for o,,,(P) such that no
eigenvalue of P lies in L. Then Ly is ray of minimal growth for P and we have:

Proposition 2.10 ([Po8]). There exists a unique holomorphic family (Pj)scc of
Wy DO’s such that:

(i) ordP; = ms for any s € C;

(ii) Py*t2 = Py* P52 and Py PR = PRP;t Vs € C Wk € N;

(i1i) For Rs < 0 we have

-1
2.11 Py=— S(P—)2\)"1d
(2.11) § = g, NP =N

(2.12) Tp={pe?’;00 < p<r}U{re®;0>t>60—2r}U{pe'® 21 < p < o0},
where r > 0 is such that no nonzero eigenvalue of P lies in the disc |A| < r.

Let Eo(P) = Uj>¢ ker P7 be the characteristic subspace of P associated to A = 0.
This is a finite dimensional subspace of C*°(M, £) and so the projection IIy(P) onto
Eo(P) and along Ey(P*)* is a smoothing operator (see [Pof]). Then we have:

(2.13) PY =1—TIy(P), PR =Pk k=12,

where P~* denotes the partial inverse of P*, i.e., the operator that inverts P* on
Eo(P*)* and is zero on Ey(P).

Assume further that 0 is not in the spectrum of P. Let Q € ¥} (M,E) and
for z € Clet Q, = QPQZ/m. Then (Q.).cc is a holomorphic family of ¥5DO’s
such that Qp = @ and ordQ@, = z + ordQ@. Following the terminology of [Gu2| a
holomorphic family of ¥z DO’s with these properties is called a gauging for Q.

3. LOGARITHMIC SINGULARITY OF THE KERNEL OF A VDO

In this section we show that the logarithmic singularity of the Schwartz kernel
of any integer order ¥y DO gives rise to a density which makes sense intrinsically.
This uses the characterization of ¥z DQO’s in terms of their Schwartz kernels, which
we recall in the first subsection.

3.1. The kernels of YyDO operators. Here we recall the characterization of
U DO’s by means of their Schwartz kernels as in [BG] and [Podl.

First, we extend the notion of homogeneity of functions to distributions. For K
in S’'(R4t1) and for A > 0 we let K denote the element of S’(R9+1) such that

(3.1) (Kx f) =AU UK(2), f(A o)) Vf e S(RU).

It will be convenient to also use the notation K (A.z) for denoting K (x). We say
that K is homogeneous of degree m, m € C, when Ky = A" K for any A > 0.
10



In the sequel we let E be the anisotropic radial vector field 2z¢03,+0x, +. . .4+ 04,,
i.e., E is the infinitesimal generator of the flow ¢4(£) = e°.£.
Lemma 3.1 ([BGL Prop. 15.24], [CMl, Lem. 1.4]). Let p(¢) € Sy (R4HY), m € C.

1) If m is not an integer < —(d + 2), then p(&) can be uniquely extended into a
homogeneous distribution T € S'(R*+1).

2) If m is an integer < —(d+2), then at best we can extend p(§) into a distribution
7 € §'(R™1Y) such that

(3.2) a = A7+ A" log A Z ca(P)8  for any X > 0,
@=—(m+d+2)

where we have let ¢, (p) = (GOl fl\él\zl Ep(&)igdE. In particular, p(§) admits a

al
homogeneous extension iff all the co(p)’s vanish.

Remark 3.2. For reader’s convenience a detailed proof of this lemma is given in
Appendix.

Let 7 € S/(R%*1) and let A > 0. Then for any f € S(R*!) we have
(3.3) ((F)ns 1) = A2 r (o)) = (r (H)a) = A ()Y, ).

Hence (7)y = A~@+2)(1,-1)Y. Tt follows from this that:
- 7 is homogeneous of degree m iff 7 is homogeneous of degree m := —(m+d+2);
- 7 satisfies B2) iff, for any A > 0, we have

(3.4) F(Ay) = N7 (y) — A" log A > (2m) Ve, (p)(—iy)*.
()=

Let U C R%! be a Heisenberg chart with H-frame Xo, ..., X4. In the sequel we
let Ng = NU {0} and we let S/, (R™!) be the space of tempered distributions on
R**! which are smooth outside the origin. We endow S/, (R**!) with the locally
convex topology induced by that of &’'(R4*1) and C>°(R¥*1\0). Recall also that
if E is a topological vector space contained in D’(R9*!) then C>°(U)®FE can be
identified as the space C*° (U, E) seen as a subspace of D'(U x RI+1).

The discussion above about the homogeneity of the (inverse) Fourier transform
leads us to consider the classes of distributions below.

Definition 3.3. K,,(U x R, m € C, consists of distributions K(x,y) in
C>®(U)RS!,, (RTY) such that, for any A > 0, we have:

reg
(35) K(IE7 Ay) - { /\mK(.TE,y) 4 L 1Og)\2(a>:m CK,a(fE>ya me c No,

where the functions cx o(x), @ =m, are in C*°(U) when m € Ny.

Remark 3.4. For ®m > 0 we have K,,(U x R4T1) ¢ € (U)&C*) (R4, where
[Em]” denotes the greatest integer < Rm (see [Pod, Lemma A.1]).

Definition 3.5. K™ (U xR4*Y), m € C, consists of distributions K (x,y) in D'(U x
R*1Y with an asymptotic expansion K ~ > 50 Kmij, Ki € Ki(U RI+L) in the
sense that, for any integer N, as soon as J is large enough K — Ej<J Koy 1sin
CN(U x R,

11



Remark 3.6. The definition implies that any distribution K € K™(U x R4*t1) is
smooth on U x (R?*1\0). Furthermore, using Remark B4 we see that for ®m > 0
we have K™(U x R4T1) ¢ 0= (U)&C) (RIHY),

Using Lemma Bl we can characterize homogeneous symbols on U x R4t! as
follows.

Lemma 3.7. 1) If p(z,£) € Spu(U x R¥TY) then p(x, &) can be extended into a
distribution 7(z,&) € C°(U)@8,,,(RHY) such that K(z,y) := Tey(z,y) belongs
to K (U x R 1y = —(m +d +2). Furthermore, if m is an integer < —(d + 2)
then, using the notation of [ZA), we have cx o(z) = (2m)~" fll&llzl %p(%é)wdé

2) If K (,y) € Kp(U xRTY) then the restriction of Ky _s¢(z, &) to U x (RH1\0)
is a symbol in Sy, (U x R4,

Next, for z € U we let 9, denote the affine change of variable to the privileged
coordinates at x as in Section [ In fact, if we write o(x,§) = A,.§ with 4, €
GLg11(R) then we have 9, (y) = (A;1):.(y — ). In addition, let €, = ¢, o 1, be

T
the change to the Heisenberg coordinates centered at x as in Section [

Let p € S,,(U x R¥1). Then one can check (see, e.g., [Pod, p. 54]) that the
distribution kernel of P = p(x, —iX) is equal to

(3.6) Fop(a,—ix) (T, ) = [V Pemsy (2, =02 (y)) = €5 |Pe—sy (2, a(—£2(y)))-
Combining this with Lemma B leads us to the characterization of ¥z DO’s below.

Proposition 3.8 ([BG, Thms. 15.39, 15.49], [Podl, Prop. 3.1.16]). Consider a con-
tinuous operator P : C(U) — C*(U) with distribution kernel kp(x,y). Let
m € C and set h = —(m + d + 2). Then the following are equivalent:

(i) P is a Vg DO of order m.
(i1) We can put kp(x,y) in the form,

3.7) kp(x,y) = [V K (2, =2 (y)) + R(z,y),
for some K € K™(U x R, K ~ > Ky,1j, and some R € C®(U x U).
(i1i) We can put kp(x,y) in the form,
(38) kp(x,y) = leg| Kp(x, —2(y)) + Rp (2, y),
for some Kp € K™(U x R, Kp ~ > Kpyj, and some Rp € C(U x U).
Furthermore, if (i)—(iii) hold then we have Kp;(z,y) = Ki(z, ¢5(y)) and P has
symbol p ~ > s Pm—j, where pm_;(x,&) is the restriction to U x (RN 0) of
(K)o (2, 6):
3.2. Logarithmic singularity of the kernel of a U5zDO. Let U ¢ R%! be a

Heisenberg chart with H-frame Xg, X1,..., Xg4.
Let m € Z and let K € K™(U x R K ~ > j>m K- Then:

- For j < —1 the distribution K;(z,y) is homogeneous of degree j with respect
to y and is smooth for y # 0;

- For j = 0 and A > 0 we have Ko(z, \.y) = Ko(z,y) — ¢k,,0(z)log A, which by
setting A = ||y||~! with y # 0 gives
(3.9) Ko(z,y) = Ko(z, [yl ~".y) — cx.0 log lyll-

- The remainder term K =3 .-, Kj is in C°(U x R+1) (cf. Remarks B4l and B6).
12



It follows that K (x,y) has a behavior near y = 0 of the form,
(310) K(xy)= > Kix,y) —cx(@)logllyll +0(1),  ex(w) = cxool):
m<j<—1

Next, let P € U(U) have Schwartz kernel kp(x,y) and set 7 = —(m + d + 2).

Lemma 3.9. 1) Near the diagonal kp(x,y) has a behavior of the form,
(3.11) kp(z,y) = Y aj(@,—vu(y)) — cp(@)log [¢a(y)l| + O(1),
m<j<—1
with a;(z,y) € C=(U x (RT1N0)) homogeneous of degree j iny and cp(x) € C=(U).
2) If we write kp(x,y) in the forms 1) and Z3) with K(z,y) and Kp(z,y)
in K™(U x R™L) | then we have

312)  cpls) = Whlew(s) = lblews () = gt [ p-wen o s

where p_(q42) denotes the symbol of degree —(d +2) of P.

Proof. If we put kp(z,y) in the form @) with K € K™(U xR, K ~ > Kyt s,
then it follows from BI0) that kp(z,y) has a behavior near the diagonal of the
form @II) with cp(x) = |YLlex(x) = |¥L|ck,,0(z). Furthermore, by Proposi-
tion the symbol p_(g40y(,&) of degree —(d 4 2) of P is the restriction to
U x (RT1\0) of (Ko))_,¢(x,€), so by Lemma BT we have cx(x) = cx,o(z) =
(27T)7(d+1) fﬂgﬂzl p—(d+2)(337 Epds.

Next, if we put kp(z,y) in the form [BX) with Kp € K™(U x R™*), Kp ~
> Kp,,,; then by Proposition BB we have Kpo(z,y) = Ko(z, ¢=(y)). Let A > 0.
Since ¢ (A.y) = A.¢.(y), using BH) we get
(313) KP,O(xa )‘y) - KP,O(xu y) = Ko(l', )‘¢m(y)) - KQ(LL‘, (bac(y)) = CK, (‘T) ].Og A.
Hence ck,,(z) = cro(x). As |e| = |@|.10,| = [¢}| we see that |4 |ck(z) =

lel.lck (). The proof is thus achieved.

Let ¢ : U — U be a Heisenberg diffeomorphism onto a Heisenberg chart U.
Lemma 3.10. For any P € V3(U) we have cg-p(@) = [¢'(z)|cp(d(2))

Proof. Let P = ¢*P. Then P is a WyDO of order m on U (see [BG]). Moreover,
by [Podl, Prop. 3.1.18] if we write the distribution kernel k5(Z,9) in the form ([BE3J)
with K 5(&,9) in K™(U x R%1), then the distribution kernel kp(z,y) of P can be
put in the form @X) with Kp(z,y) in K™(U x R¥+1) such that

1 (0%
(1) Kelww)~ > mans@y’ 05Kp)6). o)),
B>% @
where we have let aa(7) = 9y [|0y (€ (2) 0008, 1) ()| (Ep(w) 00025 (¥) =S (2)y) ]}, o
the map ¢ () is the tangent map (CH) and &z denotes the change to the Heisen-
berg coordinates at © € U. In particular, we have

(3.15) Kp(a,y) = aoo(2)K p((x), ¢ (r)y)  mod y; KU x R,

where ago(z) = |5:b(z)||¢/(z)||5g|_l-
13



Notice that K(z,y) := Kp(¢(2), ¢y (z)y) is an element of K™ (U x R 1) since
¢y (x)y satisfies ¢y (x)(A\y) = A.¢y(x)y for any A > 0. Moreover, as the distri-
butions in y; K* (U x R+1)) j =0, ..,d, cannot have a logarithmic singularity near

y = 0, the logarithmic singularities in @I0) of Kp(z,y) and ago(z)K (z,y) must
agree, i.e., we have ck,(7) = ¢, i (*) = aoo(z)ci(v) = |e;5(m)||¢’(a:)||5g|_1ck(:1:).

In fact, the only contribution to the logarithmic singularity of K (z,y) comes from

(3.16) ek (d())log |9 (2)yll = ek (6()) log |yl &% () Iyl =" -yl])]

= ck 5 (6(x)) logly[ + O(1).
Hence c (x) = cx,(¢(r)). Therefore, we get cx . (z) = |5;(z)||¢’($)||£;|_1c;{p (p(x)),
which by combining with [BI2) shows that cp(z) = |¢'(x)|cs(d(z)) as desired. O

Let P € U7(M,E) and let kK : U — V be a Heisenberg over which there is a
trivialization 7 : £, — U x C". Then the Schwartz kernel of Py ; := k.7«(P,)

has a singularity near the diagonal of the form [BII). Moreover, if & : U — V be
a Heisenberg over which there is a trivialization 7 : £, — U x C" and if we let

¢ denote the Heisenberg diffeomorphism & o k=1 : k(U NU) — &(U N U), then by
Lemma B0 we have cp, (z) = |¢'(x)|cp, . (¢(x)) for any 2 € U. Therefore, on
U NU we have the equality of densities,

(3.17) T'Kk*(cp, , (r)dr) = T°K" (cp; - (v)dx).

Now, the space C*° (M, |A|(M)®@End &) of END £-valued densities is a sheaf, so
there exists a unique density cp(x) € C°(M, |A|(M) ® End €) such that, for any
local Heisenberg chart x : U — V and any trivialization 7 : £, — U x C", we have

(3.18) cp(x)|ly = T*K,*(CN*T*(p‘U)(.I)d.I).

Moreover, this density is functorial with respect to Heisenberg diffeomorphisms,
i.e., for any Heisenberg diffeomorphism ¢ : M — M we have

(3.19) ¢y P(x) = ¢u(cp(x)).

Therefore, we have proved:

Proposition 3.11. Let P € U (M,E), m € Z. Then:

1) On any local trivializing Heisenberg chart the Schwartz kernel kp(x,y) of P
has a behavior near the diagonal of the form

(320)  kp(z,y) = > aj(z, =2 (y)) — cp(x)log||¢x(y)[l + O(1),
—(m+d+2)<j<1
where the function a;(x,y) is smooth for y # 0 and is homogeneous of degree j with
respect to y and cp(x) is a smooth function given by (ZI3).
2) The coefficient cp(x) makes sense globally on M as a smooth END €-valued
density which is functorial with respect to Heisenberg diffeomorphisms as in {[Z13).
Finally, the following holds.

Proposition 3.12. Let P: CX(M,E) — C*°(M,E&) be a ¥ DO of order m.

1) Let Pt € Y (M,E*) be the transpose of P. Then we have cp:(z) = cp(x)*.
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2) Assume that M is endowed with a smooth density p > 0 and € a smooth
Hermitian metric and let P* € U(M,E) be the corresponding adjoint of P. Then
we have cp« () = cp(x)*.

Proof. Let us first assume that £ is the trivial line bundle. Then it is enough to
prove the result in a local Heisenberg chart U C R%t!, so that the distribution
kernel kp(z,y) can be put in the form ) with Kp(z,y) in K™(U x R4+,

We know that P! is a UyDO of order m (see [BGL Thm. 17.4]). Moreover,
by [Podl Prop. 3.1.21] we can put its distribution kernel kp:(x,y) in the form BX)
with Kpt(x,y) in ICﬁl(U x R4*1) such that

(3'21) Kpe(x Z Z aaﬂvls(x)yﬁ-‘ré(a;a;KP)(‘rv —Y),

@< I<IsI<2]v]

where () = St 0 (2 ) |01 ()8 () — )]z, 0). Tn
particular, we have Kp:(z,y) = Kp(x, —y) mod y; KLU x R4H1). Therefore, in
the same way as in the proof of Lemma B0 we see that the logarithmic singularity
near y = 0 of Kp(z,y) agrees with that of Kpt(z, —y), hence with that of Kp:(z,y).
Therefore, we have cx ,, () = ¢k, (x). Combining this with (EI12) then shows that
cpt(x) = cp(x).

Next, suppose that U is endowed with a smooth density p(z) > 0. Then the
corresponding adjoint P* is a Wy DO of order m on U with distribution kernel
kp«(z,y) = p(x) L kp(x,y)p(y). Thus kp-(z,y) can be put in the form @) with
Kp«(x,y) in K™(U x R¥*1) such that

(3.22) Kpe(z,y) = [p(x) ' ple; ' (=) Kp(x,y)
= Kpi(z,y) mod y;, K™ (U x R,

Therefore, Kp+(z,y) and Kpt(z,y) same logarithmic singularity near y = 0, so
that we have cg .. () = ¢k, (v) = ck,(z). Hence cp-(x) = cp(x).

Finally, when £ is a general vector bundle over M, we can argue as above to
show that we still have cp:(x) = cp(x)t and that, if P* denotes the adjoint of P
with respect to some smooth density p > 0 on M and some smooth Hermitian
metric on &, then we again have cp-(x) = cp(z)*. O

4. NONCOMMUTATIVE RESIDUE TRACE FOR THE HEISENBERG CALCULUS

Let (M9t H) be a Heisenberg manifold and let £ be a vector bundle over M. In
this section we construct a noncommutative residue trace on the algebra W% (M, &)
as the residual trace induced by the analytic extension of the operator trace to
U DO’s of non-integer order.

If P is an operator in W (M, €) := U< (a+2) ¥ (M, ) then it follows from
Remark B0 that the restriction to the diagonal of M x M of its distribution kernel
defines a smooth density kp(z, x) with values in End £. Therefore, P is a trace-class
operator on L?(M, ) and we have

(4.1) Trace(P) = /M tre kp(z, ).

We shall now construct an analytic extension of the operator trace to the class
\IJ%Z(M, &) of U g DO’s of non-integer order. As in [KV] (see also [CM], [Gu2], [Pofl)
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the approach consists in working directly at the level of densities by constructing
an analytic extension of the map P — kp(z,x) to \I!%Z(M, ).

Here analyticity is meant with respect to holomorphic families of ¥z DO’s, e.g.,
the map P — kp(z,z) is analytic since for any holomorphic family (P,).cq with
values in WIB(M, €) the ouput densities kp_(z,x) depend analytically on z in the
Fréchet space C*° (M, |A|(M) ® End £).

Let U € R%t! be a local trivializing Heisenberg chart with H-frame Xo,..., X4
and for x € U let ¢, denote the affine map to the privileged coordinates at . Any
P € U7 (U) can be written as P = p(z,—iX) + R with p € S™(U x R¥*1) and
R € U~>°(U). Therefore, if #m < —(d + 2) then using BH) we get

(42) kp(l', JI) = |¢;|(27T)7(d+2) /p(l’, §)d§ + kR(xv JI)
This leads us to consider the functional,
(43) Lip) = )2 [p(e)ds, e SR

In the sequel, as in Section B for ¥ DO’s, we say that a holomorphic family of
symbols (p.).cc € S*(R41) is a gauging for a given symbol symbol p € S*(R%)
when pg = p and ordp, = z + ordp.

Lemma 4.1 (JCMl Prop. 1.4]). 1) The functional L has a unique analytic con-
tinuation L to SC*(R1). The value of L on a symbol p ~ ijopmfj of order
m € C\Z is given by

(44) i/(p) = (p - Z Tm—j)v(o)v N >¥Fm+d+2,
J<N

where the value of the integer N is irrelevant and 7,—; € S'(RTY) denotes the
unique homogeneous extension of pm—; given by Lemma 21l

2) Let p € SE(RY), p~ > pm—j, and let (p.).ec be a holomorphic family for

p which is a gauging for p. Then L(p.) has at worst a simple pole singularity at
z =0 such that

(4.5) Reseem L(p:) = /” P €

where p_(442) denotes the symbol of degree —(d+2) of p(§) and E is the anisotropic
radial vector field 2§00y, + &10¢, + ... + €40¢, -

Proof. First, the extension is necessarily unique since the functional L is holomor-
phic on S (R%*1) and each symbol p € SO (R 1) can be connected to S™t (R +1)
by means of a holomorphic family with values in SO (R4+1).

Let p € SO%(RIHY) p ~ > js0Pm—j, and for j = 0,1,... let 7,—; € S’ (R4
denote the unique homogeneous extension of p,,—; provided by Lemma Bl For
N > Rm+d+ 2 the distribution p—>_ j<N Tm—j agrees with an integrable function
near oo, so its Fourier transform is continuous and we may define

(4.6) L(f) = (f = 3 mm-3)"0).
J<N
Notice that if j > R®m + d + 2 then 7,,—; is also integrable near oo, 80 7p,—;(0)

makes well sense, but its value must be 0 for homogeneity reasons. Therefore,
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the value of the integer N in ) is irrelevant and so [0 really defines a linear
functional on SO (R%*+1) which agrees with L on S™(R4*1) 0 SC¥(RI+1),

Let (p.).ecq be a holomorphic family of symbols such that m, = ordp, is never an
integer and let us study the analyticity of L(p.). As the functional L is holomorphic
on SM(RI*1) we may assume that we have [Rm, — m| < 1 for some integer m >
—(d+2). In this case in [@H) we can set N =m+d+2andfor j =0,...,m+d+1
we can represent T, . —j by Pz.m.—;. Then, picking ¢ € C2°(R4*1) such that ¢ = 1
near the origin, we see that L(p,) is equal to

(4.7) / P& = (1= 0E) 5 pome @~ Y (e io9)

j<m—+d+2 j<m—+d+2
L) ()= Y [ pams @0l
j<m+4d+1

where we have let 7, = 7, n,__m—(44+2) and p, = p. — (1—-¢) Zj§m+d+2 Dzma—j-
In the r.h.s. of @) the only term that may fail to be analytic is — (7., ¢).
Furthermore, the formulas (A28) and ([(A32) in Appendix for 7, give

(48) (r2 ) = / D (a2 (9(E) — 0= (€))dE,

where 1, € C(R¥*1) is of the form v, (§) = fl(:; IIEII[(él + 1)g](t)dt with

m,—m ds

g € C2°(R) such that [ g(¢t)dt = 1. Without any loss of generality we may suppose
that p(§) = L:”gﬂ g(t)dt. Then 1. (&) = —mzamg(log €1]) + ¢(&), which gives

1
(4.9) (1.,9) = | Pememm—(a+2) (§)g(log [[€]])dE
1 / _ du
= =" g(log p) — / Dzm. —m—(d+2)(§)1pdE.
m;—m Ko Jjgl=1 (2

Together with ([E7) this shows that L(p.) is an analytic function, so the the first
part of the lemma is proved.

Finally, let p ~ > pp—; be in SZ(R**!) and let (p.)|p:—m|<1 be a holomorphic
family which is a gauging for p. Since p, has order m, = m+ z it follows from )
and [EJ) that L(p.) has at worst a simple pole singularity at z = 0 such that

- -1 d
(4.10) Res.—o L(p2) :Resz:07/uzg(10gu)7u /ll pz,z—(d+2)(f)ZEdf
£ll=1

= —/ p,(dﬂ)(f)mdf.
llgll=1
This proves the second part of the lemma. (Il

Now, for P € \I/%Z(U) we let

(4.11) tp(x) = (2m) "2 | Lip(e, ) + kr(z, @),

where the pair (p, R) € SO(U x R¥*1) x U (U) is such that P = p(z, —iX) + R.
This definition does not depend on the choice of (p, R). Indeed, if (p’, R’) is another
such pair then p — p’ is in S™°(U x R4, so kg (z,7) — kr(z, ) is equal to

(412) 2m) "D LIL((S ~ f)(,.) = 20) Dl (Lip(e, ) - L (z,.))),

17



which shows that the r.h.s. of (I is the same for both pairs.

On the other hand, observe that @) and @) show that L(p(x,.)) depends
smoothly on z and that for any holomorphic family (p.). € Q ¢ SO(U x Rt1)
the map z — L(p(z,.)) is holomorphic from Q to C°(U). Therefore, the map

P — tp(x) is an analytic extension to \IJ%\Z(U) of the map P — kp(z,z).

Let P € WZ(U) and let (P.).,cq C Vi (U) be a holomorphic family which is
a gauging for P. Then it follows from X)) and {J) that with respect to the
topology of C*°(M,|A|(M) ® End€&) the map z — tp (z) has at worst a simple
pole singularity at z = 0 with residue

(4.13) Res.— tp, (r) = —(2m) ("2 /|£|—1p(d+2)(€)zEd§ = —cp(w),

where p_(q42)(£) denotes the symbol of degree —(d + 2) of P.

Next, let ¢ : U—Ubea Heisenberg diffeomorphism from another local trivializ-
ing Heisenberg chart U onto U. Let P € \IJ%\Z(U) and let (P,),ec be a holomorphic
family which is a gauging for P. As shown in [Pof] the ¥y DO family (¢*P,).cc is
holomorphic and is a gauging for ¢* P. Moreover, as for Rz negatively large enough
we have kg»p, = |¢/(2)|kp, (¢(x), ¢(2)), an analytic continuation gives

(4.14) toep(x) = |6 (2)[tp(p(2)).

In the same way as in the construction of the density cp(x) in SectionBl it follows
from all this that if P € $}(M, E) then there exists a unique End £-valued density
tp(z) such that, for any local Heisenberg chart x : U — V and any trivialization
7:&, > U xC", we have

(4.15) tp(x)|ly = T*H*(tN*T*(p‘U)(I)dI).

On every trivializing Heisenberg chart the map P — tp(x) is analytic and satis-
fies @I3). Therefore, we obtain:

Proposition 4.2. 1) The map P — tp(x) is the unique analytic continuation of
the map P — kp(z,z) to \I!%\Z(M, ).

2) Let P € V4(M,E) and let (P.).cq C Wi (M,E) be a holomorphic family
which is a gauging for P. Then, in C*° (M, |A|(M) ® End ), the map z — tp_ (z)
has at worst a simple pole singularity at z = 0 with residue given by

(4.16) Res.—otp, (z) = —cp(x),
where cp(x) denotes the End E-valued density on M given by Theorem [E11l
3) The map P — tp(x) is functorial with respect to diffeomorphisms as in (Z14).

Remark 4.3. Taking residues at z = 0 in ([Id) allows us to recover [BI9).

Suppose now that M is compact. Then for any P € \IJ%Z(M ,€) we can let
(4.17) TRP = / tre tp(z).
M

Proposition 4.4. 1) The functional TR is the unique analytic continuation to
\IJ%\Z(M,E) of the operator trace.

2) We have TR Py P, = TR Po Py whenever ordPy 4+ ordPs & Z.
18



3) TR is invariant by Heisenberg diffeomorphisms, i.e., for any Heisenberg dif-
feomorphism ¢ from a Heisenberg manifold (M, H') onto (M, H) we have

(4.18) TR¢*P=TRP VP e V5%, E).

Proof. The first and third statements are immediate consequences of Theorem B2,
so we only have to prove the second one.

Forj=1,2let P; € U5 (M, €) and let (P;).ec C Y (M,E) be a holomorphic
family which is a gauging for P;. We also assume that ordP; 4+ ordP» ¢ Z. Then
Py P, , and P, , P; , have non-integer order for z in 3 := —(ordP; +ord P, )+Z. For
Rz negatively large enough we have Trace P, . P» . = Trace P, . P ., so by analytic
continuation we get TR P, , P>, = TR P, Py, for any z € C\ X. Setting z = 0
then gives TR P, P, = TR P, P; as desired. [l

Definition 4.5. The noncommutative residue of an operator P € V& (M, €E) is
(4.19) ResP:/ tre ep(x).
M

The functional Res provides us with the analogue for ¥yDO’s of the noncom-
mutative residue trace of Wodzicki ([WoTl, [Wo3]) and Guillemin [Gull], for we
have:

Proposition 4.6. The functional Res has the following properties:

1) Let P € V& (M,E) and let (P.).cq C V% (M,E) be a holomorphic family
which is a gauging for P. Then TR P, has at z =0 a simple pole such that
(4.20) Res,—9 TR P, = — Res P.

2) This is a trace, i.e., we have Res PPy = Res P, VP; € V& (M, €E).
3) 1t is invariant by Heisenberg diffeomorphisms, i.e., it satisfies [{-13).
4) We have Res P! = Res P and Res P* = Res P for any P € W%, (M, €).

Proof. The first property follows from Proposition and the third and fourth
properties are immediate consequences of Propositions BI1] and

It remains to prove that Res is a trace. To this end for j = 1,2 let P; € W% (M, )
and let (P} ,).ec C U (M, E) be a holomorphic family which is a gauging for P;.
Since by Proposition B4l we have TR Py , P>, = TR P, ,P; , for any z € C\Z,
taking residues at z = 0 and using [EZ0) gives Res Py P» = Res P, P;. Hence Res is
a trace. O

5. TRACES AND SUM OF COMMUTATORS

In this section we prove that when M is connected the noncommutative residue
Res spans the space of traces on the algebra WZ (M, £). As a consequence this allow
us to characterize the sums of commutators in W% (M, €).

Let H € TR be a hyperplane bundle such that there exists a global H-frame

Xo,X1,...,Xq of TR We shall now give a series of criteria for an operator
P € VZ(RI1) to be a sum of commutators of the form,
(5.1) P =[xo,Po] + ...+ x4, Pa),  Pj € V4RI,

In the sequel for z € R**! we let v, denote the affine change to the privileged
coordinates at x.
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Lemma 5.1. Let P € ‘IJI:,(d+2)(Rd+1) have a kernel of the form

where Ko(z,y) € Ko(R¥! x R¥TY) 4s homogeneous of degree 0 with respect to y.
Then P is a sum of commutators of the form [&).

Proof. Set 1, (y) = A(z).(y — x) with A € C®° (R4, GL411(RHY)) and for j, k =

., d define
(5:3)  Ku(r,y) =A@y Iyl Kolz,y),  (2,y) € RF xR\,
where Sy = 1 and 81 = ... = B4 = 3. As K, i(z,y) is smooth for y # 0 and is

homogeneous with respect to y of degree —2 if j = 0 and of degree —1 otherwise,
we see that it belongs to K,(R x R). Therefore, the operator Q;; with kernel
ijk = |¢;|KJ[(£L‘, —%(y)) is a Yy DO.

Next, set A~1(z) = (A7%(2))1<jr<d. Since z — yp = — 27:0 AR (), (y)) we
deduce that the kernel of ij:o [k, Qjk] is [VL| K (2, =Yg (y)), where

(5.4) K@y = Y. AN@mAp@)y) Iyl Koz, y)

0<j,k,1<d
i +1 _
>yl Ko(,y) = Ko(,y).
0<j<d
Hence P = Zf k—olTk, Qjk]. The lemma is thus proved. O

Lemma 5.2. Any R € U~°(R¥*) can be written as a sum of commutators of the
form (&)

Proof. Let kr(x,y) denote kernel of R. Since kg(x,y) is smooth we can write
(5.5) kr(z,y) = kr(z, ) + (2o — yo)kr, (z,y) + ... + (x4 — ya)kr, (2, ),

for some smooth functions kg, (z,y),...,kr,(z,y). For j =0,...,d let R; be the
smoothing operator with kernel kg, (z,y) and let @ be the operator with kernel
kg(z,y) = kr(z,z). Then by (&H) we have R = Q + E?:O[xj,Rj]. Notice that
the kernel of Q is of the form ([£2) with Ko(z,y) = [¢,| 'kr(z, 7). Here Ko(x,y)

belongs to Ko(R41 x R4+1) and is homogeneous of degree 0 with respect to ¥, so
it follows from Lemma BTl that @ and R are of the form (&I). O

Lemma 5.3. Any P € V& (R**Y) such that cp(z) = 0 is a sum of commutators of

the form &)

Proof. For j = 1,...,d we let oj(z,£) denote the classical symbol of —iX; and
we set 0 = (09, ...,04), so that o(z,§) = o(x).£ with o(z) = (0jx(x))1<jk<a In
C>® (R4 GL411(C)).

(i) Let us first assume that P = (¢, q)(z, —iX) for some g € S“(U x R¥1) and
let ¢o(x,&) = q(z,0(x,€)). Then [¢(x,—iX),xr] is equal to

(5.6) (95 (2, D), zx] = (O, q5)(x, D) Zalk (0g,q)(z, —iX).

Therefore, if we let (o*(x)) denote the inverse matrix of o(x) then we see that
Sl (@)a(w, —iX), 2] = Yy 07 (@)ou () (9, 0) (@, ~iX) = (e, 0) (, ~iX) = P.
Hence P is a sum of commutators of the form &I).
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(ii) Suppose now that P has symbol p ~ ngmpj with p_(442) = 0. As pi(z,&)
is homogeneous of degree [ the Euler identity 2£00¢,p1 +£10g, 01+ - . . +&a0g, 01 = Ipy
implies that we have

(5.7) 20¢, (Sopr) + Og, (§1p1) + - - - + Og,(Sapr) = (I + d + 2)p1.

For j =0,...,dlet ¢ be a symbol so that ¢\) ~ Dol (d+2) (I4+d+2)7'¢;p;. Then
for I # —(d + 2) the symbol of degree I of 20¢,q® + ¢, ¢V + ... + O, ¢ is equal
to (l +d+ 2)71(2850 (fopl) + 850 (éopl)) + ...+ 8§d (fdpl)) = p;. Since D—(d+2) = 0
this shows that p — 20¢,q(®) + 9, ¢V + ...+ 0, ¢'? is in S7°(RH1 x R?+1). Thus,
there exists R in W~°°(R*!) such that

(5.8) P =2(0e,q"V)(w,—iX) + (0e,qV) (@, =i X) + ... + (0e,¢'V) (2, —iX) + R,
Thanks to the part (i) and to Lemma the operators (J¢,¢")(z, —iX) and R
are of the form (B, so P is of that form as well.

(iii) The general case can be obtained as follows. Let us write the kernel of P
in the form kp(x,y) = |[¢L|K (2, —¥2(y)) + R(z,y), with K € Kp (R x RIHL),
m=—(m+d=2), and R € C®(R! x RI*1). Let us write K ~ > jom I with
Kj € K;(R¥L x R*1) and let Q € Wi (R have kernel [¢) |Ko(x, —1,(y)).

Since by [BI) we have ck, o(x) = cx(x) = [¢L|"tep(z) = 0 we see that Ko(z,y)
is homogeneous of degree 0 with respect to y. Therefore, using Lemma BTl we see

that @ is of the form (&I).

On the other hand, as by Proposition By we have (Ko);\‘)E(I, ) = p_(a+2)(7,§)

on R x (R1\0), we see that Q has symbol ¢ ~ p_(442). In particular P — Q
has no symbol of degree —(d + 2), which by the part (ii) implies that P — @ is of
the form &J]). Since is @ is of this form too, it follows that so is P. The proof is
thus achieved. ]

In the sequel we let \If}LC(Rd“) and W (R9*t1) respectively denote the classes
of ¥z DO’s and smoothing operators on R?! with compactly supported kernels.

Lemma 5.4. There exists I' € ‘IJI_{ES"_%(RdJrl) such that, for any P € ‘IJIZLLC(RdJrl),
we have

(5.9) P=(ResP)T mod [Wp,o(R™), Wi o(RT))

Proof. Let P € % ((R¥"). We will put P into the form (BE3) in 3 steps.

(i) Assume first that ¢cp(x) = 0. Then by Lemma B3 we can write P in the form,
(5.10) P =[z0,Po] 4 ...+ [ra, Pa],  Pj € TR

Let x and ¢ in C2°(R4*1) be such that 1(x)y(y) = 1 near the support of the kernel

of P and x = 1 near supp ¢. Since ¥ Py = P we obtain
d d

d
(5.11) P=> "lza, Pl = > [za, oPub) = Y [xxa, pPat].
j=0 j=0 =0
In particular P is a sum of commutators in ¥ .(R41).

(ii) Let T'y € \I!;I(d“) have kernel kr,(z,y) = —log||¢s(y)|| and suppose that
P = cI'oyp where ¢ € C2°(RT) is such that [c(z)dz = 0 and ¢ € C°(RIH) is
such that ¢ = 1 near supp c. Since we have [ ¢(z)dz = 0 we can write ¢ as a sum
of derivatives ¢ = Z;l:o djc; with ¢; € C° (R,
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On the other hand, observe that the distribution kernel of [9,,,I'0] is equal to

(5.12)  (9x; — Oy, )[—log [[¥x(y)|l]
= (02, — 0y, lers(@) (@1 — 1)][0z, Jog |2 .=~y ()
k,l

= (@r = ) (O, ex) (@) 7k (=0 () 100 () |2,
k,l

where we have let vo(y) = 3yo and v(y) = yi, k = 1,...,d. In particular
kia,. ro)(z,y) has no logarithmic singularity near the diagonal, that is, we have
C[axjyfo] (CL‘) =0.

Next, let ¢ € C°(R9+1) be such that ¢ = 1 near supp cUsupp ¢; - - - supp cq and
let x € C°(R¥*1) be such that x = 1 near supp¢. Then we have

(513) [Xam]. R CjF(ﬂ/)] = [8% , erol/}] = [8% , Cj]F(ﬂ/) + ¢y [811 , Fo]l/} + ero [8% s 1/)]
= 895]. c;iloY + ¢ [8% ,Dolv + CjFoamji/}.

Since ¢;I'90;;1) is smoothing and ¢, [0:, Tolu(T) = CjC[a,.To] () = 0 we deduce from
this that P is of the form P = Z?ZO[Xamj,CjF(ﬂ/)] + Q with Q € Uy (R4 such
that cg(z) = 0. It then follows from the part (i) that P belongs to the commutator
space of Wy (R4,

(iif) Let p € C2(RT) be such that [ p(z)dz =1 and set I' = pI'gtp. Then any
P € Uy (R4 can be written as P = (Res P)T' + (cp — (Res P)p)To + Q, with
Q € Yy (R¥1) such that cg(z) = 0. Since @ is as in (i) and (cp — (Res P)p)Toy)
is as in (ii) we see that P = (Res P)I' mod [W .(R4T1), Wy (R*1)]. The lemma
is thus proved. ([

Next, we quote the well known lemma below.

Lemma 5.5 (J[Gu3, Appendix]). Any R € U=°°(M,E) such that Tr R = 0 is the
sum of two commutators in W°(M,E).

We are now ready to prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 5.6. If M is connected then any trace on W% (M, &) is proportional to
the noncommutative residue Res.
Proof. By Lemma B4 there exists I' € \I/;{Eg“)(Rd"’l) such that any P = (P;;) in
W92 (R C) s of the form,

(5.14) P =T ® Rmod [¥% (RT), ¥% (R & M,(C),
where we have let R = (Res P;;) € M,(C). Notice that Tr R = > Res P;; = Res P.
Therefore, if A € M,(C) is such that TrA = 1 then R — (Res P)A has a zero
trace, hence belongs to the commutator space of M,.(C) (in fact is a the sum of two
commutators in M, (C)). Thus,
(5.15) P=(ResP)I'®A mod [¥F (R*,C), W% (RT,C).

It follows from all this that for any open domain U C M of a trivializing Heisen-
berg chart which is diffeomorphic to R4+! there exists I'y € \IJI_{EgH)(U ,€|,) such
that any P € U% ((U,€,) is of the form,

(5.16) P=ResP)I'y mod [V (U, E,), V% (U,E,).
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Therefore, if 7 is a trace on W% (M, €) then for any P € W% (U,€|,) we have
(517) T(P) ZAURQSP, AU ZT(FU).

Notice that near every point of M there is a trivializing Heisenberg chart mapping
onto R and that if V; and V; are the domains of two such charts then we have
Av, = Ay, for we can always find a ¥yDO operator P supported in Vi N Va
such that Res P # 0. Therefore, the set of points of M near which there exists a
trivializing Heisenberg chart V' diffeomorphic to R?*! and such that Ay = Ay is
a nonempty subset of M which is both open and closed. Since M is connected we
deduce that this subset is actually all of M. Thus, there exists A € C such that,
for any domain U of a trivializing Heisenberg chart mapping onto R%*+!, we have

(5.18) T(P)=AResP VP eV} (UE,).

Now, let (p;) be a finite partition of the unity subordinated to an open covering
(U;) of trivializing Heisenberg charts diffeomorphic to R?*! and for each index i
let ¢; € C2°(U;) be such that 1; = 1 near supp ;. Then any P € W% (M, ) can
be written as P = Y ¢; P1; + R, where R is a smoothing operator whose kernel
vanishes near the diagonal of M x M. In particular Tr R = 0 and so by Lemma A
the commutator space of \I/%{(M, &) contains R. Since each operator ¢; Pi; can be
seen as an element of Vg o(U;, €|, ), using (BIF) we get

(5.19) T(P) =) 7(piP¥;) = Y AResp;Pi; = ARes P,
Hence we have 7 = A Res. This shows that any trace on W% (M, &) is proportional
to the noncommutative residue Res. (]

Since the dual of W% (M, &)/[V% (M, E), VL (M, £)] is isomorphic to the space of
traces on W% (M, £), as an immediate consequence of Theorem EH we get:

Corollary 5.7. Assume that M is connected. Then for any P € VW (M,&) the
following are equivalent:

(i) P is a sum of commutators in VE (M, E);
(ii) We have Res P = 0.

Remark 5.8. In [EM] Epstein and Melrose computed the Hochschild homology of
the algebra of symbols W% (M, E)/¥=°(M,E). In fact, as the algebra W=°(M, )
is H-unital and its Hochschild homology is known the long exact sequence of [Wod]
holds and allows us to relate the Hochschild homology of W% (M, €) to that of
VL (M,E)/U=°(M,E). In particular, we can recover from this that the space of
traces on W% (M, €) has dimension 1 when the manifold is connected.

6. ZETA FUNCTIONS OF HYPOELLIPTIC W DO’s

In this section we make use of the results of Section Hl to study zeta functions of
hypoelliptic ¥ DO’s.

Let (M H) be a compact Heisenberg manifold equipped with a smooth den-
sity > 0 and let £ be a Hermitian vector bundle over M of rank r. In addition we let
P:C>®(M,E) — C>®(M,E) be a YgDO of integer order m > 1 with an invertible
principal symbol. In addition, assume that there is a ray Ly = {arg\ = 0} which
is is not through an eigenvalue of P and is a principal cut for the principal symbol
om(P) as in Section
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Let (P§)sec be the associated family of complex powers associated to 6 as in
PropositionZI0 Since (P )sec is a holomorphic family of ¥z DO’s, Proposition Bl
allows us to directly define the zeta function (y(P; s) as the meromorphic function,

(6.1) Co(P;s) =TR P, *, seC.

Proposition 6.1. Let ¥ = {42 dtl =1 12" A" Then Co(P;s) is analytic

m ° m Sm Y m m?
outside 2 and on X has at worst simple pole singularities such that

(6.2) Ress—y Co(P;s) = mRes P, 7, ocl.
In particular, the function (o(P;s) is always regular at s = 0.

Proof. Tt is an immediate consequence of Proposition ELHl that (p(P;s) is analytic
outside ¥’ := XU{0} and on ¥’ has at worst simple pole singularities satisfying (G2).
For s = 0 we have P{ = 1 — IIy(P) so, as IIo(P) is smoothing, we get Res Py =
Res[l — p(P)] = — ResIIy(P) = 0. Hence (p(P;s) is regular at s = 0. O

Assume now that P is selfadjoint and has a positive principal symbol, so that P
is bounded from below (see [Podl Thm. 5.4.10]). In particular, the spectrum of P
is real and has only finitely many negative eigenvalues. We will use the subscripts
1 (resp. |) to refer to spectral cuttings in the upper halfplane SA > 0 (resp. lower
halfplane S\ < 0).

On the other hand, since P is bounded from below it defines a heat semi-
group e~ ‘Pt > 0, and, as the principal symbol of P is invertible, for t > 0
the operator e ' is smoothing, hence is given by a smooth kernel k;(z,y) in
C>®(M,E)RC>®(M,E* @ |A|(M)). Moreover, as t — 07 we have the heat kernel
asymptotics,

(6.3) ke(z,2) ~ 1750 Yt a;(P)(2) +logt Y t*0x(P)(x),
j=0 k>0

where the asymptotics takes place in C*°(M,End € ® |A|(M)) and when P is a
differential operator we have ag;_1(P)(xz) = b;(P)(z) for all j € N (see [BGS],
[Pod] for the differential case and [Pof] for the general case).

Proposition 6.2. 1) For j =0,1,... let 0; = %. When o; &€ Z_ we have:
(6.4) Ress—o, tPﬁs (2) = mep-o; (2) = (o) a;(P)(z).

2) For k=1,2,... we have

(6.5) Ress——_k tps (z) = mepr (x) = (—1)* kb (P) (2),

(6.6) Jim [ty (2) = m(s + k) " epe (2)] = (=1)*Klag 2 mi (P) (@).

3) For k =0 we have

(6.7) lim tp—: () = ag2(P)(x) — tm, (x).

s—=0 "1l

Remark 6.3. When P is positive and invertible the result is a standard consequence
of the Mellin formula (see, e.g., [Gi]). Here it is slightly more complicated because
we don’t assume that P is positive or invertible. This way when M is strictly
pseudoconvex the above result is valid for the conformal sublaplacian of [ILI]Jand
the operators of Gover-Graham [GG] (this fact will be important in Part IT).
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Proof. For Rs > 0let Qs =T'(s)? fol t*~le=tPdt. Then we have:

Claim. The family (Qs)ns>0 can be uniquely extended to a holomorphic family of
U DO’s over C such that:

(i) The families (Qs)sec and (Py))sec agree up to holomophic families of smooth-
ing operators;

(ii) We have Qo = 1 and Q_;, = P* for any integer k > 1.
Proof of the claim. First, let I (P) and II_(P) denote the orthogonal projections
onto the positive and negative eigenspaces of P. Notice that II_(P) is a smoothing

operator because P has at most only finitely many negative eigenvalues. For s > 0
the Mellin formula allows us to write

—s —s — = s —epdt
(6.8) = H—(P)PN +I(s) 1/0 I (P)e tP? = Qs + Ry,

where Ry s is equal to

t

Notice that (TI-(P)P;*)sec and (s~'T'(s)'TIo(P))sec are holomorphic families of
smoothing operators because II_(P) and IIo(P) are smoothing operators. More-
over, upon writing

(69) T(P)Py =571 (s) Mo (P) -1 (P) [ et [T (P

1 1
(6.10) H,(P)/ tse—“j% :H,(P)(/ tse_tp%)ﬂ,(P),
0 0
> s 7tht —ip > s 7tht —ip
(6.11) I (Ple ™ — =e 47 ( I (P)e " —)e 17,
1 t 1/2 t

we see that (IT_(P) fol tre P dyn o and ([ t° 114 (P)e P45 .o are holomor-
phic families of smoothing operators. Therefore (Rt} s)rs>0 is @ holomophic family
of smoothing operators and using ([EF]) we see that (Qs)sec is a holomorphic family
of \IJHDO7S.

Next, an integration by parts gives

1 1
d
(6.12) [(s+1)PQst1 = / fsa(eftp) =e P+ 8/ t e Pt
0 0
Since I'(s + 1) = sI'(s) we get
(6.13) Qs =PQ,—T(s+1)te ", Rs > 0.
An easy induction then shows that for £k = 1,2,... we have

(6.14) Qs=P*Quyp —T(s+ k)P e P 4 4 (—D)I(s+ 1) e .

It follows that the family (Qs)rs>o0 has a unique analytic continuation to each half-
space Rs > —k for k = 1,2,..., so it admits a unique analytic continuation to C.
Furthermore, as for Rs > —k we have P, ° = PkPﬁ(Hk) we get

(6.15) Qs — P " = P*Ry ok —T(s+ k)" PP e P+ 4 (=) T(s+1)"Te 7,

from which we deduce that (Q, — Pﬁs)mw_k is a holomorphic family of smoothing

operators. Hence the families (Qs)sec and (Pf°)sec agree up to a holomorphic
family of smoothing operators.
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Finally, we have
(6.16) Q1 =y(P) + /1(1 —Tlg(P))e Pdt =TIy(P) — P~ (e™F = 1).
Thus letting s = 1 in (E13) ;ives
(6.17) Qo= P[o(P) — P (e 1) +e P =1 -To(P))(e ¥ —1)+eF
=1-1I(P) +Ipe " = 1.

Furthermore, as I'(s) ! vanishes at every non-positive integer, from ([EI4) and (G17)
we see that we have Q_, = P¥Qo = P* for any integer k& > 1. The proof of the
claim is thus achieved. O

Now, as (Rt},s)sec = (P{f — Qs)sec is a holomorphic family of smoothing
operators the map s — tg,, () is holomorphic from C to C**(M, [A[(M)®End£).
Therefore, for j = 0,1, ... we get
(6.18) Ress—o, tPﬁs () = mcp-o; (x) = Ress—o, tq, (),
where we have set 0; = %. Moreover, for k = 1,2,... we have Ry _; = 0, so
lims_,_k[tpﬁs () — m(s + k) tepr(x)] is equal to

(6.19) limk[th (z) — (s + k) ' Ress——r to, (z)].
s——

Similarly, as Pp| = 1 —TIp(P) = Qo — Io(P) we also get

(6.20) lim £, (2) = lim 1, () — tn, ().

Next, let kg, (x,y) denote the kernel of Q5. As Q, has order —ms, for s > — %
this is a trace-class operator and thanks to (E3) we have

1
(6.21) L(s)kg, (z,x) :/0 t5 kg (z, ) dt.

Moreover ([E3) implies that, for any integer N > 0, in C°°(M,End £ ® |A|(M)) we
have
(6.22) ki(z,x) = Y t%a;(P)(z) + Y _ (t*logt)br(P)(x) + O(tY).

—0o; <N k<N

Therefore, for Rs > <2 the density I'(s)kq, (z, z) is of the form

1 1
623 Y ([ 7 D)@+ 3 ([ ¢ logt bl P) @) + T(s)hn (o).

oj<N 70 k<N
with hy s(z) € Hol(Rs > —N,C®(M,End € ® |A|(M)). Since for o > 0 we have

1 1
t 1 1
(6.24) / t* logtd— = ——/ t*tdt = ——,
0 t a Jy «

we see that kg, (z,z) is equal to

1 1

a;(P)(x) = T(s)™" Y mbk(P)(l‘) + h ().
k<N

Since T'(s) is analytic on C\ (NU {0}) and for k = 0,1,... near s = —k we have
I'(s)™' ~ (=1)*E!(s + k)~', we deduce that:
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- When o; ¢ N we have Res;—,, tg, () = T'(0;) " a;(P)(x).
-For k=1,2,... we have
(6.26) Ress—_k tg, (z) = (=1)F kb, (P)(2),
(6.27) lir{lk[tQS (z) — (s + k) "' Ress=_x to. (2)] = (—1)*Klagyormr(P)(z).
- For k = 0 we have lim,_,¢ tg, (z) = aqt2(P)(x).
Combining this with (EI8)—(E20) then gives the equalities (E2)—(G). O
From Proposition we immediately get:
Proposition 6.4. 1) For j =0,1,... let 0; = %. When o; € Z_ we have:

(6.28) Ress—o, (11(P;s) =mRes P~% =T(o;)~" /M tre a;(P)(z).

2) For k=1,2,... we have

(6.29) Ress— 1 (1) (P;s) = mRes P* = (-1)“%!/ tre b (P)(z),
M

(6.30) limk[CN(P; s) —m(s + k) ! Res P*] = (—l)kk!/ tre agrormi(P)(z).
s—>— M

3) For k =0 we have

(6.31) ¢ (P;0) = /M tre ag42(P)(z) — dim ker P.

Next, for k = 0,1,...let Ap(P) denote the (k+1)’th eigenvalue of P counted with
multiplicity. Then by [Pod] and [Pof] as k — oo we have the Weyl asymptotics,

ko7 d+2 _
Now, by Proposition [E4 we have
d+2 1 d+2
(6.33) /M tre ap(P)(x) = ml"(%) Res P~ = P 21"(1 + 7—7: ) Res P,
Therefore, we obtain:
Proposition 6.5. As k — oo we have
k d+2

(6.34) Ae(P) ~ [ —— . wo(P)=(d+2) 'ResP .

vo(P)

Finally, we can make use of Proposition to prove a local index formula for
hypoelliptic ¥z DO’s in the following setting. Assume that & admits a Zs-grading
E=ET®& andlet D : C°(M,E) — C®(M,E) be a selfadjoint ¥xDO of
integer order m > 1 with an invertible principal symbol and anticommuting with
the Zo-grading of &, that is,

6.35) D= ( oo ) . Dy C(M.Ex) - C®(M, Ex).
Jr
Notice that the selfadjointness of D means that D* = D_.

Since D has an invertible principal symbol and M is compact we see that D is

invertible modulo finite rank operators, hence is Fredholm. Then we let

(6.36) ind D := ind D4 = dimker D, — dimker D_.
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Proposition 6.6. Under the above assumptions we have

(6.37) indD = [ stre agro(D?)(x),
M
where strg = trg+ —trg— denotes the supertrace on the fibers of £.
2
Proof. Let us write D? = ( DO+ DOQ_ ) with D3 = DxDy = D% Dy. In particu-

lar, both D% and D? are positive operators and have invertible principal symbols.

Moreover for s > % we have

(6.38) ((D:is)—((D?;s) = > A (dimker(D3 — \) — dimker(D? — \)) =0,
A>0
since D induces for any A > 0 a bijection between ker(D3 — \) and ker(D2 — ).
By analytic continuation this yields (p2 (0) = ¢p2 (0) = 0.
On the other hand, by Proposition [64] we have

(6.39) (pz(0) = /M tre, agr2(D3)(z) — dimker D

Since dim ker D3 = dimker D1 we deduce that ind D is equal to

(6.40) /M tre, agpo(D3)(x) — /M tre, agr2(D?)(z) = / stre agro(D?)(x).

M
The proof is thus achieved. O

Remark 6.7. The above index formula will be further refined in [Po7] by making
use of the framework for the local index formula in noncommutative geometry
from [CM].

7. LOGARITHMIC METRIC ESTIMATES FOR (GREEN KERNELS OF HYPOELLIPTIC
UyDO’s

Let (M H) be a compact Heisenberg manifold endowed with a positive den-
sity and let £ be a Hermitian vector bundle over M. In this section we prove that
the positivity of a hypoelliptic ¥y DO still pertains in its logarithmic singularity,
when it has order —(dim M + 1). As a consequence this will allow us to derive
metric estimates for Green kernels of hypoelliptic ¥DO'’s.

Let P : C*(M,E) — C>°(M,E) be a ¥uDO of order m > 0 whose principal
symbol is invertible and is positive in the sense of [Podl, i.e., we can write 0,,(P) =
qxq* with ¢ € Sm (g" M, €). The main technical result of this section is the following.

Proposition 7.1. The density trg ¢, dz2 (x) is > 0.

We will prove Proposition [Tl later on in the section. As a first consequence, by
combining with Proposition we get:

Proposition 7.2. Let ag(P)(x) be the leading coefficient in the small time heat
kernel asymptotics (@3) for P. Then the density trg ao(P)(x) is > 0.

Assume now that the bracket condition H + [H, H] = TM holds, i.e.,, H is a
Carnot-Carathéodory distribution in the sense of [Gi]. Let g be a Riemannian
metric on H and let dg(x,y) be the associated Carnot-Carathéodory metric on
M. Recall for two points = and y of M the value of dy(z,y) is the infinum of the
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lengths of all closed paths joining x to y that are tangent to H at each point (such
a path always exists by Chow’s Lemma). Moreover, the Hausdorff dimension of M
with respect to dg is equal to dim M + 1.

In the setting of general Carathéodory distributions there has been lot of interest
by Fefferman, Stein and their collaborators for giving metric estimates for the
singularities of the Green kernels of hypoelliptic sublaplacians (see, e.g., [FS], [Mal,
INSW], [Sal). This allows us relate the hypoelliptic analysis of sublaplacians to the
metric geometry of the underlying manifold.

An important fact is that by Bony’s maximal principle the Green of kernel of a
hypoelliptic sublaplacian is positive near the diagonal. In general the positivity of
the principal symbol does not pertain in the Green kernel. Nevertheless, thanks to
Proposition [T we will prove:

Proposition 7.3. Assume that H + [H,H] = TM. Then the Schwartz kernel

d+2

kp,m (z,y) of P~ has a behavior near the diagonal of the form,
(7.1) kpfw(:v,y) ~ —cpfm(:v) logdp(z,y).

In particular kP*M (x,y) is > 0 near the diagonal.

Proof. Tt is enough to proceed in a Heisenberg chart U C R, For z € U let
1, be the affine change to the corresponding privileged coordinates at x. Since by
Proposition [l we have €, a2 (x) > 0, using Proposition BTIl we see that near
the diagonal we have

(7.2) ka2 (2,y) ~ —c, a2 (x)log v (y)]]

Incidentally kP’ 12 (x,y) is positive near the diagonal.

On the other hand, since H has codimension one our definition of the privileged
coordinates agrees with that of [Be]. Therefore, it follows from [Be, Thm. 7.34] that
the ratio ﬂlﬁm(?u?ﬁ remains bounded in (0,00) when (z,y) gets closer and closer to

the diagonal, so that we have logdy(z,y) ~ log ||, (y)|. Together with (Z2) this
shows that we have kp—ﬂ (x,y) ~ —C, i (x)log dp (z,y) near the diagonal. O

It remains now to prove Proposition [l To this end recall that for an operator
Q € U5 (M,€E) the model operator Q® at a given point a € M is defined as the
left-invariant ¥ DO on Sy(GoM, E) with symbol ¢%(€) = 0.(Q)(a, §). Bearing this
in mind we have:

Lemma 7.4. Let Q) € W;I(d+2) and let Q% be its model operator at a point a € M.

1) We have cge(z) = cgadx, where cqa is a constant and dx denotes the Haar
measure of Gy M.

2) In Heisenberg coordinates centered at a we have cg(0) = cQa.

Proof. Let Xy, X1,...,X4 be a H frame near a and let us work in Heisenberg
coordinates centered at a. In these coordinates let ¢®(§) = o_(442)(P)(a,&). By
definition Q® is the left-convolution operator with the inverse Fourier transform
of q%(&), where the latter is seen as an element of S)(R9*t1). Thus, if we let T €
S'(R4*+1) be an extension of ¢?(¢) as in Lemma Bl then Q@ has kernel kga (z,y) =
#(z.y~!). Thanks to (4 this shows that for y # = we have

(7.3) koo (z,y) = 7(lay~ |71 (2y ™)) — cqn log|lz.y™
29
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with cga = (2m)~ (@1 fl\él\zl q*(&)pdE.

On the other hand, the left-invariance of the frame X, ..., X implies that, for
any z in R, the change map to the privileged coordinates at z is ¥%(y) = y.x 1.
As with respect to the group law ([CAl) of G, M we have z~1 = —z for any z € R4+?
we have ¢%(y) = —(z.y~'). Therefore, using (3 we see that cg«(x) = cga= for any
x € R4, Since on R%*! the Haar measure with respect to the product of G, M is
equal to the Lebesgue measure, this proves that as a density cge(z) is equal to cga
times the Haar measure of G, M.

Next, by it very definition in Heisenberg coordinates centered at a the principal
symbol 0_(449)(Q)(x,&) agrees at = 0 with the principal symbol ¢_(g12)(, &) of
Q in the sense of ([0, i.e., we have p®(§) = p(0, ). Furthermore, as we already are
in Heisenberg coordinates, hence in privileged coordinates, the change map to the
privileged coordinates centered at the origin with respect to the frame X, ..., Xy
is just the identity. Therefore, in view of the definition BI2) of cp(x) we get

(7.4) ¢p(0) = (2w)—<d+1>/

4(0, €)updg = (2m) (4D / ¢ (€)umde = cqn.
lgll=1

ligll=1

The lemma is thus proved. (I
We are now ready to prove Proposition [l

Proof of Proposition [7J] For sake of simplicity we assume that £ is the trivial line
bundle over M, that is, P is a scalar operator, since in the general case the proof
follows along similar lines. Moreover, as by Lemma [C4] in Heisenberg coordinates

centered at a point a € M we have €, dt2 ()]0 = c(wa)a(x)h:O, it is enough

to prove that c(wa)a is > 0 for any a € M.

Let a € M, let Xo,..., X4 be a H-frame near a and let H* C TR be the
hyperplane bundle spanned by the model vector fields X7, ..., X§ under the trivial-
ization G, M ~ R4+ defined by the frame Xg(a), ..., Xq(a). In addition, for z € C
we let p(2)(x, &) be the principal symbol of P, so that (p(z)).ec is a holomophic
family with values in C*°(g*M \ 0) (see [Pod, Prop. 4.5.4]).

Let y € C2°(R4*1) be such that x(£) = 1 near £ = 0. For z € C we set (2)(£) =
(1= X(€)p()(0,€) and for  and ¥ in O (RH) we let Py (2) = ¢p(2)(~i X*)0,
z € C. Then (P, 4(2)).ec is a holomorphic family with values in ¥, (R*1) such
that ordP, 4 (z) = z and the kernel of P, (z) is supported in the compact set
supp ¢ X supp ¢. In particular (P, y(2))rs<0 is a holomorphic family with values
in £(L?(R4*1Y)).

Next, as (P,,4(Z)*)zec is in Hol(C, ¥, (R4T1)) (see [Pod, Prop. 4.6.2]), we see

that the family (Py .y (2) P,y (%)), 252 belongs to Hol(C, Wint (R9+1)). Since for

any z € C the support of the kernel P, ,(Z)*P, (2) is contained in the fixed com-
pact set supp ¢ x supp ¢, it follows that (P, ¢ (2) Py 4 (2)" g, ag is a holomorphic
family with values in £(L?(R4*1)).

Assume now that ¢ and v are such that ¢ # 0 and ¥ = 1 near suppy. For
t € R the operator P is selfdjoint, so by Proposition 24 its principal symbol is
selfadjoint, i.e., is real-valued. Therefore, using Proposition 24 we see that the
principal symbol of (P, (t) Py, (t)*) is equal to

(75)  [p(@)p(t)(a, v ()] ** [ (2)p(t)(a, )p(x)] = le(x)]*p(2t)(a,€).
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In particular, the principal symbol of P%w(—%)P%w(—%)* agrees with that of
Pioj2,s(—%E2), so that we have

(T6)  cpytpyp, a2y @ =ep 1 (@) = o) wm

Therefore, we obtain:

(7.7) C (d+2) /|g0 |2d33 / Pyoy(— #)PV,W(*%)*(I)CZI

- h}fﬁW/tPW(—t)Pw,w(—t)*)(I)dI

t—

1
= lim 7d+2 Trace[Py,y(—t) Py 4 (—t)*] > 0.

d+2+ t
Hence we have C(P’ @szy > 0.
Assume now that c(P ) o = 0. Then we have Cp, ,(—42)P, , (—442)- (x) =0,

which implies that Tr[P,,y(2) Py, (Z)*] is analytic near z = —%2. Let (& )k>0 be

an orthonormal basis of L2( d+1) For any t > d+2 and any N € N we have
(7.8) > (Pop(t) Py ()", &) < Trace| Py (1) Po (1))
0<k<N

Letting t — —M then gives

(7.9) > (P (to) Py (to) &k, &) < limsup Trace[ Py () Py s (£)*] < 0.

0<k<N t— a2

Hence P, (—%2)P, ,(—9£2)* is a trace-class operator, that is, P, ,(—%2) is a
Hilbert-Schmidt operator

Next, let Q € ¥ Ha2 (Rd“) Since the principal symbol of Q1) agrees with that
of 1/)Q1/}2 (L2) (X )Py oy (— d+2) we can write

d+2

(7.10) eQY = PpQip? ( )(XG)WD«: w(—T) + R,

_d+2
for some R € ¥ .° (Rd+1) with a compactly supported kernel. Notice that:

- szf)(d%z)(Xa)w is a zero’th order Wy DO with a compactly supported kernel,
hence is a bounded operator on L2(R*1);

o0 (—252) is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator;

- R is a also Hilbert-Schmidt operator, since this is a ¥z DO of order — d+2 -1
with a compactly supported kernel.

Since the class £2(L?(M)) of Hilbert-Schmidt operators is a two-sided ideal it
follows that Q@ is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator. In particular, by [GKL p. 109] the
kernel of ©Q lies in L2(RI+! x R4+1).

d+2

We now get a contradiction as follows. Let @ € ¥,,.? have distribution kernel,

a — 442
(7.11) k(. y) = [{|[[e{” ()|~
where 1/);'1) is the change to the privileged coordinates at a with respect to the
He-frame X, ..., X5 (this makes sense since lyl| =% s in K_ ara (R x REF1)).
2
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d+2

Then the kernel of Q1 is equal to p(x) = |1/)g(va)/||\1/);(ga)(y)| ~7z ¢)(x) and it is not
L?-integrable, for we have

112) [ 1@ Pl P w2ty Pdedy
= [1et@? [ 11 [ 1Pt @) Pdy)ds = o

Therefore, we cannot have c oz, = 0. Since we know that ¢ Piﬁ)a >0 it

follows that C(Pi ar2 > 0. The proof of Proposition [Tl is now complete. O

™m

8. THE DIXMIER TRACE OF WyDQO’s

The quantized calculus of Connes [Co2| allows us to translate into the language
of quantum mechanics the main tools of the classical infinitesimal calculus. In
particular, an important device is the Dixmier trace ([Di], [CM, Appendix A]),
which is the noncommutative analogue of the standard integral.

The main goal of this section is to show that, as in the case of classical ¥DO’s
(see [Coll), the noncommutative residue allows us to extend the Dixmier trace to
the whole algebra of integer order ¥ DO’s.

8.1. Quantized calculus and Dixmier trace. In this subsection we recall the
main facts about Connes’ quantized calculus and the Dixmier trace. The general
setting is that of bounded operators on a separable Hilbert space H. Extending the
well known correspondence in quantum mechanics between variables and operators
we get the following dictionary between classical notions of infinitesimal calculus
and their operator theoretic analogues.

Classical Quantum
Real variable Selfadjoint operator on H
Complex variable Operator on H
Infinitesimal variable Compact operator on H
Infinitesimal of order | Compact operator T' such that
a>0 pin(T) = O(n=%)

The third line can be explained as follows. We cannot say that an operator T is
an infinitesimal by requiring that ||T'|| < € for any € > 0, for this would give T' = 0.
Nevertheless, we can relax this condition by requiring that for any € > 0 we have
IT|| < € outside a finite dimensional space. This means that T is in the closure of
finite rank operators, i.e., T belongs to the ideal K of compact operators on H.

In the last line u,(T") denote the (n + 1)’th characteristic value of T, i.e., the
(n + 1)’th eigenvalue of |T'| = (T*T)z. In particular, by the min-max principle we
have

Hn (T)

inf{||Tg.|;dim E = n},
(8.1) dist(T, Ry,), R, = {operators of rank < n},

so the decay of p,(T) controls the accuracy of the approximation of T by finite
rank operators. Moreover, using ([&1I) we also get

(82)  wa(T+58) < pa(T) + pa(S)  and  pa(ATB) < [ Allpa(T)]|BIl,

for S, Tin K and A, B in £(H). This implies that the set of infinitesimal operators
of order « is a two-sided ideal of L(H).
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Next, in this setting the analogue of the integral is provided by the Dixmier
trace ([D], [CMl, Appendix A]), which arises in the study of the logarithmic diver-
gency of the partial traces,

N—1
(8.3) Tracen(T) = » pn(T), Te€K, T>0.
n=0
The domain of the Dixmier trace is the Schatten ideal,
(1700) = : = O'N—(/Zj)
(8.4) L {T € K; ||T|]1,00 := sup Tog N < 00}

We extend the definition of Tracen (T') to non-integer values of N using the inter-
polation formula,

(8.5) ox(T) =inf{||z|. + Allyl;z +y =T}, A > 0.
The Cesaro mean of o (7") with respect to the Haar measure of R is
1 [ on(T)dX
. T)= — A>
(8.6) () logA/e logh X\’ =

Let L(H)+ = {T € L(H); T > 0}. Then as shown in [CM, Appendix A] for
T; € L) N L(H) 4 we have

loglog A
(8.7) Ty + 1) — A(T1) — A (T2)] < 3(I Tl 1,00) + 1 T2l (1,00)) lgogf .

Hence the functionals 75, A > e give rise to an additive homogeneous map,
(8.8) 7: LE®) N L(H) L — Chle, 00)/Cole, 00).

It follows from this that for any state w on the C*-algebra Cyle, 00)/Cyle, ), i.e.,
a positive linear form such that w(1) = 1, there is a unique trace Tr,, : L) — C
such that

(8.9) Tr, T = w(r(T)) VT € L5 N LH).,.
This trace is called the Dixmier trace associated to w.
Proposition 8.1. For any state w on Chle,00)/Cole,00) the Dixmier trace Tr,
has the following properties:
1) Locality. If T is trace-class then Tr, T = 0.
2) Positivity. We have Tr,(T*T) > 0 for any T € L&) N L(H), .
3) Invariance. If S : H' — H is a topological isomorphism, then Try, 4 (T) =

Tr, 4 (STS™Y) for any T € L3°)(H'). In particular, Tr,, does not depend on the
inner product of H.

Next, we say that an operator T' € £(1°) is measurable when the value of Tr, T
is independent of the choice of the state w. We then call the Dixmier trace of T
the common value
(8.10) fT =Tr, T.
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In addition, we let M denote the space of measurable operators. For instance, if
T € L(H) is a positive compact operator then we have:

N-1
Zun(T):L:>TEMand][T:L.

n=0

(8.11) ngnoo log N

An important example of measurable operator is due to Connes [Coll]. Let
H be the Hilbert space L*(M,E) of L%-sections of a Hermitian vector bundle
over a compact manifold M equipped with a smooth positive density and let
P : L?*(M,€) — L*(M,E) be a classical ¥DO of order —dim M. Then P is
measurable for the Dixmier trace and we have

1
(8.12) ][P = T Res P,

where Res P denotes the noncommutative residue trace for classical $¥DO’s of Wodz-
icki ([Woll], [Wo3]) and Guillemin [Gul]. This allows us to extends the Dixmier
trace to all ¥DO'’s of integer order, hence to integrate any such ¥DO even though
it is not an infinitesimal of order < 1.

8.2. The Dixmier trace of VDO operators. We shall now prove the analogue
for Uz DO’s of Connes’ formula ([§IZ). To this end let (M9t H) be a compact
Heisenberg manifold equipped with a smooth positive density and let £ be a Her-
mitian vector bundle over M.

First, let P : C°(M,E) — C°(M,E) be a positive ¥y DO with an invertible
principal symbol of order m > 0 and for k = 0, 1,.. let A, (P) denote the (k+1) th
eigenvalue of P counted with multiplicity. By Proposition B3 when k& — oo we
have

k

I/Q(P)

It follows that for any o € C with Yo > 0 the operator P~¢ is an infinitesimal

m¥o __ d+2 : —dt2 .
operator of order ‘7> Furthermore, for o = <= using [82) we see that P~ "m is

measurable and we have

d+2
m o,

(8.13) Me(P) ~ (— Y2 yy(P) = % Res P~

(8.14) ][P—% = uy(P) = ﬁ Res P~ .
These results are actually true for general ¥y DO’s, for we have:
Theorem 8.2. Let P: L2(M,&) — L*(M,€) be a Wy DO order m with ®m < 0.
Then:
1) P is an infinitesimal operator of order (dim M + 1)~1|Rm).
2) If ordP = —(dim M + 1) then P is measurable and we have

(8.15) Res P.

1
%P_&mM+1
Proof. First, let Py € Uk (M, &) be an invertible positive ¥ DO with an invertible
principal symbol. Then PFj" is a zero’th order ¥yDO, hence is bounded. More-
over, as alluded to above, P, ™ is an infinitesimal of order o = (dim M +1)~!{Rm).
Since P = PPy*.P;™ we see that P is product of a bounded operator and of an
infinitesimal operator of order a.. Since [BZ) shows that the space of infinitesimal
operators of order « is a two-sided ideal, it follows that P is an infinitesimal of
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order . In particular, if ordP = —(d + 2) then P is an infinitesimal of order 1,
hence belongs to £(1:°),

Now, let Tr,, be the Dixmier trace associated to a state w on Cple, 00)/Chle, 00)
and let us show that for any P € \I/I_{(d+2)(M, &) we have Tr, P = d+_2 Res P, which
would imply the 2nd assertion.

Let U C M be the domain of a Heisenberg chart in such way that U is diffeo-
morphic to R, We shall identify U with R%*!. Then the hyperplane bundle
H,, C TU is identified with a hyperplane bundle of TR 1 still denoted H, and
the H-frame on U is identified with a H-frame on R%t!. This allows us to iden-
tify the class \I!*H7C(Rd+1) of compactly supported ¥DO’s on R with the class
U (U) C V(M) of WgDO’s on M with a compact support on U.

Next, since Py is a positive ¥y DO with an invertible principal symbol, Propo-
sition [l tells us that the density Cp(a+2) (z) is > 0. Thus for ¢ € C°(R¥*!) and
¥ € CX(RI1) such that ¢ = 1 near supp ¢ we may define
(8.16) Poy=—py @2y,

CP()—(d+2)
Notice that c¢p,(z) = c¢(x). Moreover P, depends on ¢ only modulo operators in
U°°(R4*1), hence only modulo trace-class operators. Therefore Tr,, P, does not

depend on ¢ and we define a linear functional 7 : C2°(R%*!) — C by letting
(8.17) 7(c) = Try, Py, ¢ € C(RYTY).

where ¢ € C°(R4*+1) is such that ¢ = 1 near supp c
(d+2)(Rd+1) can be written as P = Py, + Q with

,C

Qe \IIESEIH)(R"Z“) such that cg(z) = 0. Then @ can be put into the form (ETITI),
hence belongs to [\If(}{ﬁc(Rd‘H),\If;l,fgﬂ)(RdH)]. Since the latter is contained in

[L(L2(M)), L32)(M)] C ker Try,, it follows that Tr,, @ = 0. Thus,

Moreover, any P € ¥

(8.18) Tr, P =Tr, P.p g = 7(cp).
Let ¢ € C°(RI*1), let ¢ € C°(RI*1!) such that ¢ > 0 and 1 = 1 near suppec,
and set ¢; = ———<——. Then modulo ¥ (R**!) we have

1
(prtat2)?

d+2

-4 — ) - ep T —(d+2)
(819) (Clpo ’L/))(ClPO ’L/)) :Clp() 1/) PO C1 :Clp() ’L/)Cl.
_di2 _d42
Therefore Try,[(c1 Py 2 ¥)(c1Py, * )*] is equal to
(8.20) Troer Py 2 yer] = Trofere By 2 y] = Try, Prey = 7(c0).

Since Tr,, is a positive trace we see that we have 7(¢c) > 0 for any ¢ € C°(R4*1).
This shows that 7 is a positive linear functional on C°(R%*1!), hence is a Radon
measure on R4,

Next, for a € R4 let ¢(x) = x + a be the translation on R?*! by a. Since
¢'(x) = 1 we see that ¢ is a Heisenberg diffeomorphism, so for any P € ‘IJ*H7C(Rd+1)
the operator ¢, P is in ¥}, ((R**1) too.

Let K ¢ R™! be compact and set K, = K + a. Then ¢ gives rise to an
isomorphism ¢qy : L3 (M) — L3 (M), which can be extended to an isomorphism
S of L?*(M) onto itself by means of the choice of an isomorphism L% (M)t =~
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L%a (M)*. Combining this with the invariance property of Proposition we see
that, for any P € \I/I_{ffw)(]l%d*l) supported in L with L cC K, we have
(8.21) Tr, ¢. P = Tr,, SPS~! = Tr,, P.
Let ¢ € C2°(R¥HY). Since ¢y Peyp = Progpos, using EZ) we get
(8.22) T(co @) = Try, Peog pop = Trw ¢ Peyy = Try, Pey = 7(c).

This shows that 7 is a translation-invariant Radon measure on R%*!, hence is
proportional to the Lebesgue measure. Thus there exists Ay > 0 such that

(8.23) 7(c) = AU/c(x)dx, c € CP (R,
Combining this with ([8IX) we deduce that for any P € U .(RT!) we have
(8.24) Tr, P = 7(cp) = AU/Cp(x)d:E = Ay Res P.

Next, let My, ..., My be the connected components of M. Then by arguing as
in the proof of Theorem B we can deduce from ([B24) that on each connected
component M;, j =1,..., N, there exists A; > 0 such that

(8.25) Tr,P=A;ResP VP e W, "2 (M, ¢).

In fact, if we take P = P, (4%2) then from BT we get Aj = (d+2)~1. Thus,

|Z\/Ij

1 _
(8.26) Tr,P=——ResP VP e U, (M,¢E).
d+2
This proves that any P € \I/;I(d“)(M ,&) is measurable with Dixmier trace equal
to (d +2)~!Res P. The proof is therefore complete. O

As a consequence of Theorem we can extend the Dixmier trace to the whole
algebra W% (M, £) by letting

1
(8.27) ][P =7 Res P, P e U%(M,E).
In the language of the quantized calculus this allows us to integrate a ¥ DO of
any integer order, even though it is not an infinitesimal operator of order or even a
bounded operator on L?(M,&).

APPENDIX. PROOF OF LEMMA 11

In this appendix we give a detailed proof of Lemma Bl

Let p € C*°(R4*+1\0) be homogeneous of degree m, m € C. If Rm > —(d + 2),
then p is integrable near the origin, so it defines a tempered distribution which is
its unique homogeneous extension.

If ®m < —(d + 2) then we can extend p into 7 € S'(R4*1) given by

(a28) ()= [lw© - vl Y Su@op@ds,  ue @i,
@<k
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with k > —(Rm + d + 2) and ¢ € C°(R4) such that ¢ = 1 near 0. For any A > 0
we have

ay—{)
() = AT, u) = A~(442 / WO vl 3 S Z, u) (0)}p(E)de
= Jlu©) =il 32 T Ol

u(@)
=33 afo) Jwien - wixtenieepie.

@<k

=" Z pa a 5((1 >

@<k

—1)lel 00
where co (p) = 2 [1¢1_y £°P()indg and po(N) = [5° p@+mH 2 (g ()~ (M) 2.
Let A = e® and assume that 1 is of the form ¥ () = h(logp) with h € C*°(R)
such that h = 1 near —oo and h = 0 near +o00. Then, setting a, = @ +m + d+ 2,
we get

d d

(A.29) Epa(es) = /700 (h(t) — h(s +t))ettdt = —e** /00 e th/(t)dt.

As po (1) =0 it follows that 7 is homogeneous of degree m provided that
(A.30) / e h'(t)ds = 0 fora=m+d+2,.... m+d+2+k.
Next, if g € C2°(R?*1) is such that [ g(t)dt = 1 then for any a € C\ 0 we have

(A.31) /Oo eat(ég/(t) +g(t))dt = 0.

Therefore, if m ¢ Z then the equations [(A30) are satisfied by

m+d+2+k

(A32) WO =1 I GOy,
a=m+d+2
Since [°_h/(t)dt = 1 we see that the distribution 7 defined by ([(A28) with ¢ (p) =

flogu h(t )dt is a homogeneous extension of p.

On the other hand, if 7 € &' (R9*!) is another homogeneous extension of p(€)
then 7 — 7 is supported at the origin, so we have 7 = 7 + Zbad(o‘) for some
constants b, € C. As both 7 and 7 are homogeneous of degree m it follows that
ST(AT@H2Z=@) _ Am)p5() = 0. Thus b, = 0 for all @ and so ¥ = 7. Hence 7 is
the unique homogeneous extension of p(¢) on R4+

Now, assume that m is an integer < —(d + 2). Then in the formula [(A2]) for 7
we can set k = —(m + d + 2) and let ¢ be of the form

o mA4d+2+k

(33w = [ W@ W= [ G
Og H a=m+d+2
37



with g € C2°(R4™1) such that [ g(¢)dt = 1. Then thanks to (A29) and (A3 we
have po(A) = 0 for (@) < —(m + d + 2), while for @) = —(m + d + 2) we get

(A.34) %pa(es) = /h’(t)dt = /g(t)dt: 1,
which gives po(e®) = s, that is, po(A) = log A. Thus,

(A.35) n=ATTHAN ogh > (@)@, A>o.
@=—(m+d+2)

In particular, if all the coefficients ¢, (p) with @) = —(m 4 d + 2) vanish then 7 is
homogeneous of degree m.

Conversely, suppose that p admits a homogeneous extension 7 € &' (R¥*1). As
T — T is supported at 0, we can write 7 =7+ b0 with b, € C. Then for any
A > 0 the distribution 7, — A™7 is equal to

(A36) 7a— A7+ Y b (A~ (@FF2 _ ymysle)

= Z bo (A (@Fd+2) _ yms(a),
() £ (mtd+2)

Comparing this with [(A38) shows that ¢, (p) = 0 for (@) = —(m+d+2). Therefore
p admits a homogeneous extension if, and only if, all the coefficients ¢, (p) with
@ = —(m + d + 2) vanish. The proof of Lemma Bl is thus achieved.
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