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NONCOMMUTATIVE RESIDUE FOR HEISENBERG
MANIFOLDS AND APPLICATIONS IN CR AND CONTACT
GEOMETRY

RAPHAEL PONGE

ABSTRACT. This paper has four main parts. In the first part we construct
a noncommutative residue for hypoelliptic calculus on Heisenberg manifolds,
that is, for the class of ¥ yDO operators introdcued by Beals-Greiner and
Taylor. This noncommutative residue appears as the residual trace induced
on VEDOs of integer orders by the analytic extension of the usual trace to
W ;7 DOs of non-integer orders and it agrees with the integral of the density de-
fined by the logarithmic singularity of the Schwartz kernel of the corresponding
operator. In addition, we show that this noncommutative residue provides us
with the unique trace up to constant multiple on the algebra of integer or-
der ¥ DOs. In the second part, we give some analytic applications of this
construction concerning zeta functions of hypoelliptic operators and logarith-
mic metric estimates for Green kernels of hypoelliptic operators, and we show
that this noncommutative residue allows us to extend the Dixmier trace to the
whole algebra of integer order W DOs. In the third part, we present examples
of computations of noncommutative residues for suitable powers of the hori-
zontal sublaplacian and of Rumin’s contact Laplacian. In the fourth part, we
present several applications in CR geometry. First, we give some examples of
geometric computations of noncommutative residues of suitable powers of the
horizontal sublaplacian and of the Kohn Laplacian. We then show that the
logarithmic singularities of the Green kernels of the Gover-Graham are local
CR invariants in the sense of Fefferman. Finally, we make use of framework
of noncommutative geometry and of our noncommutative residue to define
lower dimensional volumes in CR, e.g., we can give sense to the area of any
3-dimensional CR manifold. On the way we obtain a spectral interpretation
of the Einstein-Hilbert action in CR geometry.

1. INTRODUCTION

The aim of this paper is to construct and of a noncommutative residue trace
for the Heisenberg calculus and to present several of its applications, in particular
in CR and contact geometry. The Heisenberg calculus was built independently by
Beals-Greiner and Taylor as the relevant pseudodifferential tool to study
the main geometric operators on contact and CR manifolds which fail to be elliptic,
but may be hypoelliptic (see also [BAM], [EM], [ESt], [Po5]). 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.
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The noncommutative residue trace of Wodzicki ([Woll, [Wo3|) and Guillemin [Gul]
was originally constructed for classical YDOs and it appears as the residual trace
on integer order YDOs induced by analytic extension of the operator trace to ¥DOs
of non-integer order. It has numerous applications and generalizations (see, e.g.,
[Coll, [Co3|, [CMI, [FGLS], [Gud], [Kal, [Les|, [MMS], [MNI|, [PR], [Po3], [Sdl,
[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 and several of them are presented in this paper. Additional geomet-
ric applications can be found in [Po6], where new invariants for CR and contact
manifolds are constructed as noncommutative residue traces of projections in the
Heisenberg calculus.

1.1. Noncommutative residue for Heisenberg manifolds. Our construction
of a noncommutative residue trace for W yDOs, i.e., for the pseudodifferential op-
erators in the Heisenberg calculus, follows the approach of [CM] and [Po7]. 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 [3.17]).

(ii) The analytic extension of the operator trace to WyDOs of complex non-
integer order (Proposition B.10).

The analytic extension of the trace from (ii) is obtained by working directly at
the level of densities and induces on ¥ 5 DOs of integer order a residual trace given
by (minus) the integral of the density from (i) (Proposition BI4). 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 [Gu3].

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 ¥ yDOs (Theorem [3:24). As a consequence
we get a characterization sums of ¥y DO commutators and we obtain that any
smoothing operator can be written as a sum of ¥z DO commutators.

These results are the analogues for WyDOs of well known results of Wodz-
icki ([Wo2]; see also [Gu3], [PoT]) for classical ¥DOs. Our arguments are some-
what elementary and partly rely on the characterization of the Schwartz kernels
of U DOs that was used in the analysis of their logarithmic singularities near the
diagonal.

1.2. Analytic applications on general Heisenberg manifolds. The analytic

extension of the trace allows us to directly define the zeta function (p(P;s) of a

hypoelliptic ¥ zDO operator P as a meromorphic functions on C. The definition

depends on the choice of a ray Ly = {arg\ = 0}, 0 < 6 < 27, which is a ray of
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principal of values for the principal symbol of P in the sense of [Po8] 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 (p(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 regular values of (y(P;s)
to the coefficients in the heat kernel asymptotics for P (see Proposition [£.4] for the
precise statement). We then use this to derive a local formula for the index of a
hypoelliptic ¥ z DO and to rephrase in terms of noncommutative residues the Weyl
asymptotics for hypoelliptic ¥DOs from [Po5] and [Po§].

An interesting application concerns logarithmic metric estimates for Green ker-
nels of hypoelliptic ¥ yDOs. It is not true that a positive hypoelliptic ¥z 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 that the
positivity still pertains when the order is equal to the critical dimension dim M + 1
(Proposition E.T]).

When the bracket condition H + [H,H| = TM holds, i.e., 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 [9]). 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], [Ma], [NSW], [Sal).

Finally, we show that on a Heisenberg manifold (M, H) the Dixmier trace is
defined for ¥z DOs of order less than or equal to the critical order —(dim M + 1)
and on such operators agrees with the noncommutative residue (Theorem [L.12)).
Therefore, the noncommutative residue allows us to extend the Dixmier trace to
the whole algebra of ¥yDOs 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 [Col] for classical ¥DOs.

1.3. Noncommutative residue and contact geometry. Let (M2"! H) be
a compact orientable contact manifold, so that the hyperplane bundle H C T M
can be realized as the kernel of a contact form # on M. The additional datum of
a calibrated almost complex structure on H defined a Riemannian metric on M
whose volume Voly M depends only on 6.

Let Ap be the horizontal sublaplacian associated to the above Riemannian
metric acting on horizontal forms of degree k, k # n. This operator is hypoelliptic
for k # n and by making use of the results of [Po5] we can explicitly express the

noncommutative residue of A;,(CHH) as a constant mutiple of Volyg M (see Proposi-
tion [5.2]).

Next, the contact complex of Rumin [Rul is a complex of horizontal forms on
a contact manifold whose Laplacians are hypoelliptic in every bidegree. Let Ag.j
denote the contact Laplacian acting on forms degree k, £k = 0,...,n. Unlike the
horizontal sublaplacian A does not act on all horizontal forms, but on the sections
of a subbundle of horizontal forms. Moreover, it is not a sublaplacian and it even
has order 4 on forms of degree n. Nevertheless, by making use of the results of [Po5]
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we can show that the noncommutative residues of A R.(,? D for k #nandof Ap *
are universal constant multiples of the contact volume Voly M (see Proposition[5.3)).

1.4. Applications in CR geometry. Let (M?"*1 H) be a compact orientable x-
strictly pseudoconvex CR manifold equipped with a pseudohermitian contact form
0, i.e., the hyperplane bundle H C TM has an (integrable) complex structure and
the Levi form associated to 6 has at every point n — k positive eigenvalues and
negative eigenvalues. If h is a Levi metric on M then the volume with respect to
this metric depends only on 6 and is denoted Volg M.

As in the general contact case we can explicitly relate the pseudohermitian vol-
ume Voly M to the noncommutative residues of the following operators:

- D;Z()ZH), where 0., denotes the Kohn Laplacian acting on (p, ¢)-forms with

q # k and ¢ # n — k (Proposition [6.3);

- A;Z()ZH), where Ay, denotes the horizontal sublaplacian acting on (p, ¢)-forms

with (p, q) # (n — Kk, k) and (p,q) # (k,n — k) (Proposition [6.7)).
From now on we assume M strictly pseudoconvex (i.e. we have x = 0) and
consider the following operators:

- Db_;;’q, with ¢ # 0 and g # n,;

- Ab_;gqv with (p, q) # (n,0) and (p,q) # (0,n).
Then we can make use of the results of [BGS| to express the noncommutative
residues of these operators as universal constant mutiple of the integral f A Fndd™ A
6, where R,, denotes the scalar curvature of the connection of Tanaka [Ta] and Web-
ster [We] (see Propositions[Ghland[6.9). These last results provide us with a spectral
interpretation of the Einstein-Hilbert action in CR geometry, analogous to that of
Connes ([Co3|, [KW], [Kas|) in the Riemannian case. Recall that the Einstein-
Hilbert action is the integral of the scalar curvature and it yields the contribution
of gravity forces to the action functional of the standard model. Therefore, it is
of great interest in mathematical physics to give a spectral interpretation of this
action, as an insight to cast gravity into the framework of quantum mechanics.

Next, following an idea of Connes [Co3] we can make use of the noncommutative
residue for classical YDOs to define the k-th dimensional volumes Riemannian
manifold of dimension m for k = 1,...,m — 1, e.g. we can give sense to the area
in any dimension (see [Po7]). Similarly, we can make use of the noncommutative
residue for the Heisenberg calculus to define the k-dimensional pseudohermitian
volume Volék) M forany k =1,...,2n+2. The argument involves noncommutative
geometry, but we can give a purely differential geometric expression of these lower
dimensional volumes (see Proposition [6.1T]). Furthermore, in dimension 3 the area
(i.e. the 2-dimensional volume) is a constant mutiple of the integral of the Tanaka-
Webster scalar curvature (Theorem [612). In particular, we find that the area of

the sphere $? C C? endowed with its standard pseudohermitian structure has area
2
s

8v2’

Finally, for k = 1,2,...,n + 1 let 0 be the Gover-Graham [GG] of order
k associated to 6. The Gover-Graham operators are the CR analogues of the
GJMS operators of conformal geometry (see [GIMS]). In particular, they transform
conformally under a conformal change of contact form, for we have:

(1.1) [earg = e~ g e Vf e CF°(M,R).
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For k = 1 we recover the CR invariant sublaplacian used by Jerison-Lee [JL] in their
solution of the Yamabe problem in CR geometry. In general, Dék) is selfadjoint and

it agrees up to lower order terms with the product of k sublaplacians that are all
hypoelliptic unless k = n + 1. Thus, for k£ # n + 1 the principal symbol of Dék) (in
the Heisenberg calculus’ sense) is invertible and its partial inverse (denoted D((;k))

is a DO of order —2k. The Schwartz kernel of Défk) is the Green kernel of D((,k)
and we show that its logarithmic singularity, i.e. the density c-x (z), satisfies
0

(1.2) co-n () = e We () Ve C®(M,R).

e2f o 6
In fact, if we write ¢ (2) = ¢p 1 (2)d0™ A0, then the results of [BGS| extends
6

to show that cpx(x) is a local pseudohermitian invariant (i.e. it is linear combination
of complete contraction of covariant derivatives of the curvature and torsion tensors
of the Tanaka-Webster connection). Together with (I2) this shows that ¢, () is a
local CR invariant of weight n+ 1 —k in the sense of Fefferman [Fe2]. The local CR
invariants naturally appear in the analysis of the singularity of the Bergman kernel
of a strictly pseudoconvex domain in C"*1. Motivated by this Fefferman [Fe2)
launched a difficult program of determining all the local invariants of a strictly
pseudoconvex CR structure (see also [BEG], [Hi]). Because the weight of ¢, x(z)
is < n+ 1 we may apply the results of [BEG] to deduce that Ci-» (x) takes the

form:
(1.3) cgt-» (T) = cnr(x)do™ N 0,
6

where ¢, () is a universal linear combination of complete contractions of weight
n+1—k of the covariant derivatives of the curvature of the ambient Kéhler-Lorentz
metric of Fefferman [Fe2] (Theorem [G.18]).

1.5. Potential geometric applications. The boundaries of a strictly pseudo-
convex domain of C"*! naturally carry strictly pseudoconvex CR structures, so
one can expect the above results to be useful for studying from the point of view
of noncommutative geometry strictly pseudoconvex boundaries, and more gener-
ally Stein manifolds with boundaries and the asymptotically complex hyperbolic
manifolds of [EMM]. Similarly, the boundary of a symplectic manifold naturally
inherits a contact structure, so we could also use the results of this papers to give
a noncommutative geometric study of symplectic manifolds with boundary.
Another interesting potential application concerns a special class of Lorentzian
manifolds, the Fefferman’s spaces ([Fell], [Le]). Arguably, it would be important
to understand Lorentzian manifolds from the point of view of noncommutative
geometry, as an insight to cast gravity within the framework of qunatum mechanics.
A Fefferman’s Lorentzian space F can be realized as the total space of a circle bundle
over a strictly pseudoconvex CR manifold M and it carries a Lorentzian metric
naturally associated to any pseudohermitian contact form on M. For instance, the
curvature tensor of F can be explicitly expressed in terms of the curvature and
torsion tensors of the Tanaka-Webster connection of M and the Dalembertian of
F pushes down to the horizontal subslplacian on M. This strongly suggests that
one could deduce a noncommutative geometric study of Fefferman spaces from a
noncommutative geometric study of strictly pseudoconvex CR manifolds. An item
of special interest would be to get a spectral interpretation of the Einstein-Hilbert
5



action in this setting, since the latter yields the contribution of gravity forces to
the standard model.

Finally, it would be interested to extend the results of this paper to other sub-
riemannian geometries such as the quaternionic contact manifolds of Biquard [Bi].

1.6. Organization of the paper. The rest of the paper is organized as follows.

In Section 2] we recall the main facts about Heisenberg manifold and the Heisen-
berg calculus.

In Section [, we study the logarithmic singularity of the kernel of a ¥y DO and
show that it gives rise to a well defined density. We then construct the noncommu-
tative residue for the Heisenberg calculus as the residual trace induced on integer
order ¥ 5z DOs by the analytic extension of the usual trace to ¥z DOs of non-integer
orders, and we show that the noncommutative residue of an integer order ¥y DO
agrees with the integral of the density defined by the logarithmic singularity of
its kernel. We end the section by showing that when the Heisenberg manifold is
connected, the noncommutative residue is the only trace up to constant multiple.

In Section Ml we give some analytic applications of the construction of the non-
commutative residue. First, we deal with zeta functions of hypoelliptic ¥ zDOs
and relate their singularities to the heat kernel asymptotics of the corresponding
operators. Second, we give we prove logarithmic metric estimates for Green kernels
of hypoelliptic ¥z DOs. Finally, we show that the noncommutative residue allows
us to extend the Dixmier to all DO of integer orders.

In Section Bl we present examples of computations of noncommutative residues
for suitable powers of the horizontal sublaplacian and of the contact Laplacian of
Rumin.

In Section[@l we present several applications in CR geometry. First, we give some
examples of geometric computations of noncommutative residues of suitable powers
of the horizontal sublaplacian and of the Kohn Laplacian. Next, we make use of
the framework of noncommutative geometry and of the noncommutative residue for
the Heisenberg calculus to define lower dimensional volumes in CR geometry. As
a last application we show that the logarithmic singularities of the Green kernels
of the Gover-Graham operators are local CR invariants and can be expressed as
linear combinations of complete contractions covariant derivatives of the curvature
tensors of Fefferman’s ambient Kéhler-Lorentz metric.

Finally, in Appendix for reader’s convenience we present a detailed proof of
Lemma [B1] about the extension of a homogeneous symbol into a homogeneous
distribution. This is crucial result in the analysis of the study of the logarithmic
density of the kernel of a W5 DO in Section

Acknowledgements. Part of the results of this paper were announced in [Pol]
and [Po2| and presented as part of my PhD dissertation at the University of Paris-
Sud (Orsay, France) on December 4th, 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, Kengo Hirachi, Henri Moscovici and Michel Rumin, for interesting
discussions related to the subject matter of this paper.

2. HEISENBERG CALCULUS

The Heisenberg calculus is the relevant pseudodifferential calculus to study hy-
poelliptic operators on Heisenberg manifolds. It was independently introduced by
6



Beals-Greiner [BG] and Taylor [Tay] (see also [BAM|, [Dyl], [Dy2], [EM], [FStl,
[Po5l, [RS]). In this section we recall the main facts about the Heisenberg calculus
following the point of view of [BG| and [Po5].

2.1. Heisenberg manifolds. In this subsection we gather the main definitions and
examples concerning Heisenberg manifolds and their tangent Lie group bundles.

Definition 2.1. 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:

- 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 < jcp (Tntiyj —
TjYnti)sT1 + Y1,y Ton + Y2n). A left-invariant basis for its Lie algebra h2" 11 is
then provided by the vector-fields Xy = 8%0, X; = a%j + :Cn+j6%0 and X4, =
%ﬂ_ — Ijaixo’ 1<j<n. For j,k=1,...,n and k # j we have the Heisenberg
relations [X;, Xp+x] = —20,;1 X0 and [Xo, X;] = [X;, Xk] = [Xn+j, Xntk] = 0. In
particular, the subbundle spanned by the vector field X7,..., Xa, yields a left-
invariant Heisenberg structure on H2"t!,

- 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 + Y27, (vjdrnyj — Tpyjdry).

- 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 (df)™ A0 > 0. In particular, if we let H = ker6 then (M, H) is a
Heisenberg manifold which is a foliation when df A 8 = 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 T 90 C TcM such that T4 is integrable in Frobenius’
sense and we have T1 9 N Tp,1 = {0}, where we have set Ty 1 = T4 9. Equivalently,
the subbundle H = (71,0 ® Tp,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 bounded complex
domain D C C"*!. In particular, when D is strongly pseudoconvex with defining
function p the 1-form 6 = (0 — 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
7



groups (see [BG|, [Be], [EMM], [ESt], [Grol, [Pod], [Ro2], [Val). 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

(2.1) L.(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 [Pod]). 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
and X', Y’ of H, we have

(2.2) t(Xo+ X') = 12Xy +tX/, t €R,
(2.3) [(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
(2.4) (X0+X’).(Y0+Y’):X0+Y()+§£(X’,Y’)+X’+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 — (T'M’'/H') & H' by letting

(2.5) 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 (22 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 Xy, ..., X4, that
is, a frame such that X1,..., X4 span H. Such a chart is called a Heisenberg chart.
For a € U we let v, : R — RI*! denote the unique affine change of variable
such that ¥, (a) = 0 and (¢,)«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 R**t! we consider the dilations,

(2.6) tao = (t2xo, tay, ..., 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 (Z6]) 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;a) + 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).
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On the other hand, the vectors Xy(a), ..., Xq(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 +Y1,...,%4 + ya), where L, are
the coefficients of the Levi form (2]) with respect to the H-frame Xy, ..., Xy, i.e.,
we have £(X;, Xx) = [X;, Xi] = L;xXo mod H.

The Lie group G ig isomorphic to G, M since Lj; = bji — br; and an explicit
isomorphism is @q(xo, ..., 2q) = (zg — % Z‘j’k:l (bjk + brj)xTjTh, T1, ..., 2q). In the
sequel the local coordinates provided by the map g, := ¢, 0, 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 X7 as a first order approximation of Xj.
For this reason X7 is called the model vector field of X; at a.

2.2. 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 ¥DOs on the nilpotent
group G.

If E is a finite dimensional vector space the Schwartz class S(F) is a Fréchet space
and the Fourier transform of a function f € S(E) is the element f € S(E*) such that
f(e) = I e!&2) f(2)dx for any ¢ € E*, where dr denotes the Lebesgue measure of
E. When E = (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 So(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 \.& = (A\2£y, A¢’) coming from (2.2). 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(€) € Spn(g*) then it defines an element of Sp(g*)’ by letting

(27) 9)= [ 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 € Sp(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,

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

(2.9) % 0 Sy (87) X Sy (87) = Sy 4ma (87),

(2.10) Op(p1) o Op(p2) = Op(p1 *p2)  Vp; € S, (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 (2.6]).

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

Q1) O0pf) = [ ot )f(E), S e SR,
Ra+1

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

acting on So(R*1).

2.3. The VDO 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 ¥5zDOs, 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 W5 DOs can be described as follows. Let U € R%*! be a Heisenberg
chart with H-frame X, ..., Xq4.

Definition 2.2. 1) S,,(U x R*™1), m € C, consists of functions p(z,€) in O (U x
R\ 0) which are homogeneous of degree m in the &-variable with respect to the
dilations (2.8), 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 R41) with
an asymptotic erpansion p ~ Zj>0 Pm—j, Dk € Sp(U % RI*1Y), in the sense that,
for any integer N and for any compact K C U, we have

(2.12) 10507 (p = D pn—) (@, )| < Copni|E" PN,z ek, ] =1,
J<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

(2:13) pla~iX)f(@) = (20 [ pla, 0@ O)f O, feCE)

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 2.3. ¥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 ¥ yDOs is invariant under changes of Heisenberg charts (see [BG|
Sect. 16], [Pod, Appendix A]), so we may extend the definition of ¥xDOs to an
arbitrary Heisenberg manifold (M, H) and let them act on sections of a vector
bundle £ over M. We let U(M, ) denote the class of ¥y DOs 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 2.4 ([BGl|). 1) For any P, € V' (M,&) and P, € V?(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 (Z12) (see [Po3]).

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 (2.8]), 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 (Z9) 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,

(2.14) %0 Sy (0" M, E) X Sy (6" M, E) = Sy 4ma (87 M, E),
(2.15) P * Pmy (@,€) = (Pmy (a5.) * Py (a5 ))(€)s Py € Sy (87 M).

Proposition 2.5 ([Pob]). 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 ¥z DOs 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 [BG).

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 [Po5l Thm. 3.3.19]).

2.4. Holomorphic families of ¥y DOs. Let () denote an open subset of C and
let U C R be a Heisenberg chart with H-frame X, ..., Xq4.
Definition 2.6. 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.(w,&) is holomorphic on Q;

(i1i) The bounds of the asymptotic expansion (ZI2) for p. are locally uniform
with respect to z, i.e., we have p, ~ ijo Pzm(z)—j» Pzm(z)—j € Sm(z),j(UdeH),
11



and for any integer N and for any compacts K C U and L C ) we have

(2.16) 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 [Po5, 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 2.7. 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 [Po5]), so we can
extend to define holomorphic family of W5 DOs on a general Heisenberg manifold
and acting sections of vector bundles.

Definition 2.8. A family (P.).cqo C ¥§;(M,E) 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 ¥z DOs.

Proposition 2.9 ([Pob, 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 .).ecq is a holomorphic family of Wy DOs 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)).

2.5. Complex powers of hypoelliptic ¥ yDOs. 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 2.10 ([Po5, Thm. 5.3.4]). Assume that H satisfies the bracket con-
dition H + [H,H] = TM. Then the complex powers (P*%)scc form a holomorphic
1-parameter group of ¥y DOs such that ordP® = ms Vs € C.
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This construction has been generalized to more general hypoelliptic ¥zDOs
in [Pof|. Let P : C>®(M,E) — C>*(M,E) be a ¥ygDO of order m > 0. In [Po§]
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 [Pog]).

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 2.11 ([Po8]). There exists a unique holomorphic family (Pj)scc of
Uy DOs such that:

(i) ordP; = ms for any s € C;
(ii) Py*T2 = Py Py? and PR = PPy Vs € C Yk € N;
(i1i) For Rs < 0 we have

-1
(2.17) Py = —/ (P — ) ta),
Ty
(2.18) Ty = {pe?’;00 < p<r}U{re®;0>t>0—2r}U{pe'® 2™ < p < o0},
where 1 > 0 is such that no nonzero eigenvalue of P lies in the disc |\ < r.

Let Eo(P) = Uj>o 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 IIp(P) onto
Eo(P) and along Eo(P*)* is a smoothing operator (see [Po8]). Then we have:

(2.19) PY =1—TIy(P), Pk=p7F k=1,2...,
0 0

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 € U (M, &) and for
zeClet @, = QP;/m. Then (@Q.).ec is a holomorphic family of ¥z DOs such that
Qo = Q and ordQ@, = z + ordQ. Following the terminology of [Gu2|] a holomorphic
family of ¥z DOs with these properties is called a gauging for Q.

3. NONCOMMUTATIVE RESIDUE TRACE FOR THE HEISENBERG CALCULUS

In this section we construct a noncommutative residue trace for the algebra of
integer order Wy DOs on a Heisenberg manifold. We start by describing that the
logarithmic singularity near the diagonal of the Schwartz kernel of a ¥y DO of
integer order and we show that it gives rise to a well-defined density. We then
construct the noncommutative residue for the Heisenberg calculus as the residual
trace induced by the analytic continuation of the usual trace to ¥yDOs of non-
integer orders and we show that it agrees with the integral of the density defined
by the log singularity of the kernel of the corresponding operator. Finally, we prove
that when the manifold is connected then every other trace on the algebra of integer
order Uy DOs is a constant mutiple of our noncommutative residue. This is the
analogue of a well-known result of Wodzicki and Guillemin.
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3.1. Logarithmic singularity of the kernel of a Y5yDO. In this subsection
we show that the logarithmic singularity of the Schwartz kernel of any integer
order ¥ ;DO gives rise to a density which makes sense intrinsically. This uses the
characterization of ¥y DOs in terms of their Schwartz kernels, which we shall now
recall.

First, we extend the notion of homogeneity of functions to distributions. For K
in S’(R91) and for A > 0 we let K denote the element of S’(R9+1) such that

(3.1) (K, f) = AN"UH2(K (), f(A 2)) Vf e S(RTY).

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.

In the sequel we let E be the anisotropic radial vector field 22005, +0z, +. . .+ 0x,,
i.e., E' is the infinitesimal generator of the flow ¢4(€) = e°.£.

Lemma 3.1 ([BG| Prop. 15.24], [CM, Lem. L.4]). Let p(¢) € Sy (R4H), 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™1) such that

(3.2) =ATTHANogh > ca(p)d® for any A >0,
(@)=—(m+d+2)

where we have let ca(p) = (_i—)!‘a‘ fl\ﬁl\:l fap(g)ZEdé' In particular, p(g) admits a

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) (P f) = 2T (famn)Y) = (r (N)a) = AT ()Y ).
Hence (7)y = A~(@*2) (7, 1)V, Tt follows from this that:
- 7 is homogeneous of degree m iff 7 is homogeneous of degree 1 := —(m+d+2);
- 7 satisfies (B2) iff, for any A > 0, we have

(3.4) Fy) = A"F(y) — A" log A Y (2m) e, (p) (—iy)”.
@y=m

Let U C R be a Heisenberg chart with H-frame Xo, ..., X4. In the sequel we
let No = 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’(R4*!) 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™1) m € C, consists of distributions K(z,y) in
C®(U)®S!,,(R¥*Y) such that, for any A\ > 0, we have:

reg
(3.5) Kz, Ay) = { AMK (z,y) + AT log A Yy, cralT)y® if m € No,
14



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

Remark 3.4. For ®m > 0 we have K,,(U x R4H1) ¢ C°°(U)&C*) (R4, where
[Em]” denotes the greatest integer < Rm (see [Po5, Lemma A.1]).

Definition 3.5. K™ (U xR, 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 — EjSJ Koy 1s1n
CN(U x R,

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 [3.4] we see that for ®m > 0
we have K™(U x R4T1) ¢ 0= (U)&C") (RO,

Using Lemma [B.I] we can characterize homogeneous symbols on U x R4t1 as
follows.

Lemma 3.7. 1) If p(z,£) € S, (U x R¥Y) then p(x,€) can be extended into a
distribution T(x,&) € C®(U)&S,,,(R) such that K (z,y) := Feoy(x,y) belongs
to K (U x R 1y = —(m +d +2). Furthermore, if m is an integer < —(d + 2)
then, using the notation of (33), we have ck o(x) = (2m)™" flIEH:l %p(x,{)md{.

2) If K (,y) € Kp(U xRTY) then the restriction of Ky _s¢(z, &) to U x (RT1\0)
is a symbol in Sy, (U x R,

Next, for z € U we let ¢, denote the affine change of variable to the privileged
coordinates at x as in Section @l In fact, if we write o(x,§) = A,.§ with 4, €
GLa11(R) then we have 9, (y) = (A;1):.(y — ). In addition, let €, = ¢, o 1, be
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., [Po5, p. 54]) that the
distribution kernel of P = p(x, —iX) is equal to

(3-6) kp(z,—iX)(fan) = I%Iﬁgay(l‘, _1/)96(9)) = |5;|ﬁ5ﬂy($v¢z(_51(y)))-
Combining this with Lemma 3.7 leads us to the characterization of ¥ 5z DOs below.
Proposition 3.8 (|[BG, Thms. 15.39, 15.49], [Po5l, 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.
(ii) We can put kp(x,y) in the form,
(3.7) kp(@,y) = [V K (2, =2 (y)) + R(z,y),
for some K € K™(U x R, K ~ 3" Ky,4 4, and some R € C°(U x U).
(i1i) We can put kp(x,y) in the form,
(3.8) kp(x,y) = |e,| Kp(x, —£2(y)) + Rp(z,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) = K;(x, ¢5(y)) and P has

symbol p ~ > .50 Pm—j, where pm—;(x,€) is the restriction to U x (R4H1\0) of

(Kerj)g/;\—)f (‘Tv 5)
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Now, let U C R*! be a Heisenberg chart with H-frame Xg, X1,...,X4. Let
m € Z and let K € K™(U x R K ~ > i>m Kj- 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) — ck,,0(z)log A, which by
setting A = ||y||~! with y # 0 gives
(3.9) Ko(z,y) = Ko(z, [y ~".y) — cx.0 log lyll-
- The remainder term K —3 -, Kj is in CO(U xR*1Y) (cf. Remarks 3.4 and [3.6)).
It follows that K (x,y) has a behavior near y = 0 of the form,
(310) K(z,y)= > K(z,y) —cx(@)logllyl+O01),  ex(w) = cxqo(x).
m<j<—1

Next, let P € U (U) have Schwartz kernel kp(x,y) and set 1 = —(m + d + 2).

Lemma 3.9. 1) Near the diagonal kp(x,y) has a behavior of the form,
(3.11) kp(y) = > aj(z,—¢a(y)) — cp(@)log [[va(y)] + O(1),
m<j<—1

with a;(z,y) € C(U x (R*1N0)) homogeneous of degree j iny and cp(x) € C(U).
2) If we write kp(x,y) in the forms (3.7) and (F3) with K(z,y) and Kp(z,y)
in K™(U x R**L), then we have

(812)  cple) = Whlex (2) = |eblexn (@) = (2':;3'+1 /|| R ETSICHIES

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

Proof. If we put kp(z,y) in the form @1) with K € K™(U xR, K ~ > Kyi s,
then it follows from (BI0) that kp(x,y) has a behavior near the diagonal of the
form @BII) with cp(z) = |, |cx(x) = | |ck,.0(x). Furthermore, by Proposi-
tion 3.8 the symbol p_(449)(z,§) of degree —(d + 2) of P is the restriction to
U x (R4H1\0) of (Ko0)y_e(x,§), so by Lemma 7 we have cx(z) = cr,,0(z) =
(27T)_(d+1) fHﬁH:l p,(d+2)($€, f)ZEdg-

Next, if we put kp(z,y) in the form B3J) with Kp € K™(U x R¥*Y), Kp ~
> Kp,,,; then by Proposition 3.8 we have Kpo(z,y) = Ko(x, ¢z (y)). Let A > 0.

Since ¢, (A.y) = A\.¢.(y), using (B3 we get
(3.13) Kpo(z,\y) — Kpo(z,y) = Ko(x, A9 (y)) — Ko(x, d2(y)) = cxo () log A.

Hence ck,,(z) = cro(x). As |e| = |@|.10,| = [}| we see that |4 |ck(z) =
lel|cxp (2). 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 ¢y p(T) = ¢/ (@)|cp(d(2))

Proof. Let P = ¢*P. Then P is a WyDO of order m on U (see [BG]). Moreover,
by [Po5l, Prop. 3.1.18] if we write the distribution kernel k5(Z,7) in the form (B.8)
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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 @8) with Kp(z,y) in K™(U x R¥+1) such that

1 (6%
(3.14) Kp(z,y)~ > Mﬂaﬁ(l‘)yﬂ(% Kp)(o(2), ¢ (2)y),
6>3 )
where we have let aqs () = 95 [|0y (£4(2)0008, 1) ()| (Ep(a)y0does * (¥) = (2)1)]), o>
the map ¢ (z) is the tangent map m and £z denotes the change to the Heisen-
berg coordinates at T € U. In particular, we have

(8.15)  Kp(,y) = ao(@)Kp(@(), o (x)y)  mod y; K7 (U x RTH),
where ao(2) = leg ([l ( )|| 2l
' (2)y) is an element of K™ (U x R4, since

Notice that K (z, y) = Kp(p(x), ¢
¢y (x)y satisfies @'y (x)(A. ) = \dy ( )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 cx . (7) = ¢, i (®) = aoo(z)ci(v) = |5;5(m)||¢’(a:)||5g|_1ck(:1:).

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

(3.16)  cre, (d(x))log || (2)yll = cxcp (D)) log llylll| @ () (1wl ~*-yI)]
= ¢k (o(x))log [yl + O(1).
Hence ¢ (2) = i, (¢(x)). Therefore, we get cxp, (z) = |eg |0 (x)|ler ]~ Yeg, (0(x)),
which by combining with ([BI2) shows that cp(z) = |¢'(z )|cP( (x)) as desired. O
Let P € U3(M,E) and let k : U — V be a Heisenberg over which there is a
trivialization 7 : £, — U x C". Then the Schwartz kernel of P, ; 1= K.Tx (P|U)

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 N U) — &(U N U), then by
Lemma [3.10) we have cp, (z) = |¢'(x)|cp, . (¢(x)) for any 2 € U. Therefore, on

U NU we have the equality of densities,
(3.17) T"k*(cp, , (x)dr) = T°K"* (cp; - (v)dx).

Now, the space C*° (M, |A|(M)®@End E) of END E-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(@)|v = 7K (Cu,ra(py, ) ()dT).

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

(3.19) co. () = B (cp(@)).
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

(3.20)  kp(z,y) = > a;j (@, =¥ (y)) — cp(2)log [|¢.(y) || + O(1),
—(m+d+2)<5<1
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where the function a;j(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 (312).

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 (3.13).

Finally, the following holds.

Proposition 3.12. Let P: CX(M,E) — C*°(M,E) be a ¥y DO of order m.
1) Let Pt € U7 (M,E*) be the transpose of P. Then we have cpt(z) = cp(x)*.
2) Assume that M is endowed with a smooth density p > 0 and £ a smooth

Hermitian metric and let P* € (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 B.8) with Kp(z,y) in K™(U x R4+,

We know that P! is a WyDO of order m (see [BGL Thm. 17.4]). Moreover,
by [Po5l Prop. 3.1.21] we can put its distribution kernel kp:(x,y) in the form (3.8)
with Kpt(z,y) in K™ (U x R4t such that

(321) Kpt (J," y) ~ Z Z aa,@y&(l')yﬁ—i_é(a;a;f{p)(x, _y),
3@<@ 1vI<lél<2i

-1
where aqg+5(x) = a‘,zm,—v,‘(s, [85(|5’5;1(7y)|(y - Eggl(y)({[;))a)ag(g;l(_y) —)"](z,0). In
particular, we have K pt(z,y) = Kp(z, —y) mod y; K™+ (U x R¥*1). Therefore, in
the same way as in the proof of Lemma [B.10] 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 ck, (¥) = ckp (7). Combining this with ([3.12) then shows that
cpt(z) = cep(x).

Next, suppose that U is endowed with a smooth density p(z) > 0. Then the
corresponding adjoint P* is a W xDO of order m on U with distribution kernel
kp«(z,y) = p(x)Lkp(x,y)p(y). Thus kp:(z,y) can be put in the form [B.8) with
Kp-(x,y) in K™(U x R¥*1) such that

(3.22) Kp-(z,y) = [p(x) ' ple; ' (=) Kp:(x,y)
= Kpi(z,y) mod y; K™ (U x RIFL).

Therefore, Kp+(x,y) and Kp:(z,y) same logarithmic singularity near y = 0, so
that we have cx . (z) = ck,, (z) = 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 cpt(x) = cp(x)" 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

3.2. Noncommutative residue. Let (M9+! H) be a Heisenberg manifold and let
& be a vector bundle over M. We shall now construct a noncommutative residue
trace on the algebra W% (M, £) as the residual trace induced by the analytic exten-
sion of the operator trace to ¥y DOs of non-integer order.
If P is an operator in Wi (M, €) := U< (a+2) ¥ (M, ) then it follows from
Remark [3.6] that the restriction to the diagonal of M x M of its distribution kernel
18



defines a smooth density kp(x, ) with values in End €. Therefore, P is a trace-class
operator on L?(M, ) and we have

(3.23) Trace(P) = /M trg kp(x, ).

We shall now construct an analytic extension of the operator trace to the class
\IJ%\Z(M,E) of UxDOs of non-integer order. As in [KV] (see also [CM], [Gu2],
[PoT]) the approach consists in working directly at the level of densities by con-

structing an analytic extension of the map P — kp(z,z) to \I!%Z(M,E). Here
analyticity is meant with respect to holomorphic families of ¥y DOs, e.g., the map
P — kp(z,x) is analytic since for any holomorphic family (P,).cq with values in
Wilt(M, £) the ouput densities kp_(z,2z) depend analytically on z in the Fréchet
space C®° (M, |A|(M) ® End £).

Let U € R4t 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 (3.6 we get

(3.21) b 2) = |64 (20) ) [ (o, €)d + k(e 2).
This leads us to consider the functional,
(3.29) Lip) = (20) @ [pe)de, e s,

In the sequel, as in Section 2] for ¥ 5z DOs, we say that a holomorphic family of
symbols (p.).cc C S*(R1) is a gauging for a given symbol symbol p € S*(R?)
when pg = p and ordp, = z + ordp.

Lemma 3.13 ([CM| Prop. L4]). 1) The functional L has a unique analytic con-
tinuation L to SO*(R4Y). The value of L on a symbol p ~ ijopm_j of order
m € C\Z is given by

(3.26) Lp)=@p-> m-3)Y0), N=Rm+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 Lemmal31]

2) Let p € SE(R™L), p ~ > pm—j, and let (p.).cc 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

(327) Res,—m L(pz) = /|§|1p_(d+2) (g)ZEdgv

where p_(442) denotes the symbol of degree —(d+2) of p(§) and E is the anisotropic
radial vector field 2005, + £10¢, + ... + €0, -

Proof. First, the extension is necessarily unique since the functional L is holomor-
phic on S (R%+1) and each symbol p € SC#(R4*1) can be connected to S™(RI*1)
by means of a holomorphic family with values in SO (R4+1).
Let p € SY4RMY), p ~ 3 pm—j, and for j = 0,1,... let 7, € S'(R*)
denote the unique homogeneous extension of p,,—; provided by Lemma Bl For
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N > Rm+d+2 the distribution p—3_,_ y 7in—; agrees with an integrable function
near oo, so its Fourier transform is continuous and we may define

(3.28) L(f) = (f = 3 mm-3)"0).

J<N
Notice that if j > ®m + d + 2 then 7,,_; is also integrable near oo, so 7p—;(0)
makes well sense, but its value must be 0 for homogeneity reasons. Therefore, the
value of the integer N in ([B:26)) is irrelevant and so ([B28) really defines a linear
functional on SO (R%*+1) which agrees with L on S™(R4+1) 0 SO¥(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 (3:28)) we can set N = m+d+2and for 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

(3.20) / P& = (1= 0) 5 pome @M~ S (ramir0)

j<m+d+2 j<m-+d+2
—LG) ()= S [ pams @0l
j<m+d+1

where we have let 7, = 7. n,__—(44+2) and p. = p. — (1 — ¢) Zj§m+d+2 Dama—j-
In the r.h.s. of 829) the only term that may fail to be analytic is — (7, ¢).
Furthermore, the formulas (AJ) and (AJ5) in Appendix for 7, give

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

where 1, € C(R41) is of the form 1, (¢) = flz; IISII[(ﬁdES + 1)g](t)dt with
g € C2°(R) such that [ g(¢t)dt = 1. Without any loss of generality we may suppose
that ¢(§) = IIZZHiH g(t)dt. Then v, (§) = —mzl_mg(log €11) + (&), which gives

1
“m Pzm,—m—(d+2) (§)g(log ||€||)d§

1 g —m dp
= /u *""g(log pu)— /ngn Pzm.—m—(d+2)(&)1edE.
=1

my; —m o

(331) (7)) =

my

Together with ([B.29) this shows that i(pz) 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
(329) and B31) that L(p.) has at worst a simple pole singularity at z = 0 such
that

- -1 d
(332) Res.—o L(pz) = Res.—o 7 /Nzg(logﬂ)# ~/|£| pz,zf(d+2)(€)zEd§
£ll=1

= —/ P—(d+2)(§)reds.
lgl=1

This proves the second part of the lemma. (I
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Now, for P € \I/(E\IZ(U) we let
(333) tp(fL') = (27T)_(d+2)|¢lz|i’(p(x7 )) + ]{,‘R(.’II,JJ),

where the pair (p, R) € SO(U x R¥*1) x ¥ (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 R¥*1), s0 kg (z,2) — kr(z, ) is equal to

(3:34)  (2m) " “PLIL((S ~ f)(e,.) = 20) D l(Lp(e, ) - L (z,.)),
which shows that the r.h.s. of (333) is the same for both pairs.

On the other hand, observe that (3:29) and @31) show that L(p(z,.)) 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 29) and B3I that with respect to the
topology of C*° (M, |A|(M)®End &) the map z — tp, (x) has at worst a simple pole
singularity at z = 0 with residue

(335)  Res.otr (@) = —(2m) ") /” P05 (O = er(a),

where p_(442)(&) 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 € \IJSZ(U) and let (P,),ec be a holomorphic
family which is a gauging for P. As shown in [Po8] the ¥ 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

(3.36) te-p(z) = |¢'(2)[tp((2)).

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

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

On every trivializing Heisenberg chart the map P — tp(x) is analytic and satis-
fies (338). Therefore, we obtain:

Proposition 3.14. 1) The map P — tp(z) is the unique analytic continuation of
the map P — kp(z,z) to \IJ%\Z(M, ).

2) Let P € V%(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
(3.38) Res.—otp, (x) = —cp(x),
where cp(z) denotes the End €-valued density on M given by Theorem [T 11l

3) The map P — tp(z) is functorial with respect to Heisenberg diffeomorphisms
as in (319).

Remark 3.15. Taking residues at z = 0 in ([B.36]) allows us to recover (3.19).
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Suppose now that M is compact. Then for any P € \IJ%\Z(M, &) we can let
(339) TRP = / tre tp(:E).
M

Proposition 3.16. 1) The functional TR is the unique analytic continuation to
\IJ%Z(M,E) of the operator trace.
2) We have TR P, P» = TR Po Py whenever ordP;, 4+ ordPs & Z.

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

(3.40) TR¢*P=TRP VP e V5%, ¢).

Proof. The first and third statements are immediate consequences of Theorem [3.14],
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; + 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 Py . P>, = TR P, , P, , for any z € C\ X. Setting z = 0
then gives TR P, P, = TR P, P; as desired. [l

Definition 3.17. The noncommutative residue of an operator P € WE (M, ) is

(3.41) Res P = /M tre cp(z).

The functional Res provides us with the analogue for ¥z DOs of the noncom-
mutative residue trace of Wodzicki ([Woll, [Wo3]) and Guillemin [Gul], for we
have:

Proposition 3.18. The functional Res has the following properties:

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

(3.42) Res,—o TR P, = —Res P.

2) This is a trace, i.e., we have Res PPy = Res PP, VP; € V4 (M, €E).
3) It is invariant by Heisenberg diffeomorphisms, i.e., it satisfies (3-40).
4) We have Res P' = Res P and Res P* = Res P for any P € W% (M,€).

Proof. The first property follows from Proposition [3.14] and the third and fourth
properties are immediate consequences of Propositions B.1T 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 U5 (M, E) be a holomorphic family which is a gauging for P;.
Since by Proposition we have TR P, , P, = TR P, P, for any z € C\Z,
taking residues at z = 0 and using (3.42)) gives Res Py P» = Res P, P;. Hence Res is
a trace. ]

3.3. Traces and sum of commutators. We shall now prove that when M is
connected the noncommutative residue Res spans the space of traces on the alge-
bra W% (M,£). As a consequence this will allow us to characterize the sums of
commutators in W% (M, £).
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Let H C 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(RI*1) to be a sum of commutators of the form,
(3.43) P =[z0,Po] 4 ...+ [za, Pa],  Pj € ORI

In the sequel for z € R**! we let ¢, denote the affine change to the privileged
coordinates at x.

Lemma 3.19. Let P ¢ \IJI:,(d+2)(Rd+1) have a kernel of the form

(3.44) kp(x,y) = [V Ko(z, =z (y)),

where Ko(z,y) € Ko(RM! x R+ is homogeneous of degree 0 with respect to y.
Then P is a sum of commutators of the form (343).

Proof. Set 1. (y) = A(x).(y — x) with A € C®°(R¥*!, GL4y1(R¥Y)) and for j,k =
0,...,d define

(345)  Kul(e.y) = Ap()y) Iy *Kolw,y),  (x,y) € R 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 5 = 0 and of degree —1 otherwise,
we see that it belongs to K.(R x R). Therefore, the operator Q;; with kernel
ijk = |¢;|Kﬂ($7 —%(y)) is a ¥ DO.

Next, set A~1(z) = (A7%(2))1<jr<d. Since z — yp = — 27:0 AR (), (y) we
deduce that the kernel of Z?,k:o [k, Qjk] is |VL| K (2, =4 (y)), where

(346) K(zy)= Y. AM@)yAu(@)y) Iyl Ko(z,y)

0<y,k,I<d
A1y =
= Z yjj [yl 4K0(‘T7y) = Ko(z,y).
0<j<d
Hence P = Z?,k:o [k, Qjk]). The lemma is thus proved. O

Lemma 3.20. Any R € U~°°(R¥*) can be written as a sum of commutators of
the form (343).

Proof. Let kr(x,y) denote kernel of R. Since kr(x,y) is smooth we can write

(3.47) kr(z,y) = kr(z,z) + (xo — y0)kr, (x,y) + ... + (za — ya)kr, (z,v),

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 (B:47) we have R = Q + E?:O[xj,Rj]. Notice that
the kernel of Q is of the form (3.44) with Ko(z,y) = [¢L| 'kr(x,z). Here Ko(x,y)

belongs to Ko(R4! x R4+1) and is homogeneous of degree 0 with respect to ¥, so
it follows from Lemma B9 that @ and R are of the form (B.43). O

Lemma 3.21. Any P € VZ(R¥*1) such that cp(z) = 0 is a sum of commutators
of the form (373).

Proof. For j = 1,...,d we let oj(z,£) denote the classical symbol of —iX; and
we set o = (09, ...,04), so that o(z,§) = o(x).£ with o(z) = (0jk(x))1<jk<a in
C>® (R GL411(C)).
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(i) Let us first assume that P = (0¢,q)(z, —iX) for some g € S*(U x R**1) and
let ¢o(x,&) = q(z,0(x,£)). Then [¢(x, —iX), xk] is equal to

(3.48) [¢o(x, D), z1] = (D¢, ¢ ) (, D) Zalk )(0e,q)(x, —iX).

Therefore, if we let (o*(x)) denote the inverse matrix of o(x) then we see that
30 (@)g(a,—iX), 4] = Yy 0¥ ()0 () (Ge, ), ~iX) = (9, )z, ~iX) = P.
Hence P is a sum of commutators of the form B.43]).

(ii) Suppose now that P has symbol p ~ >, pj with p_(419) = 0. As pi(z,§)
is homogeneous of degree [ the Euler identity 2£00¢,p1 +£10¢,pi+ . . . +£a0e, 01 = Iy
implies that we have

(3.49) 20, (Sop1) + 0e, (G1p1) + - + agd (Sapr) = (1 +d + 2)pu.
Forj =0,...,dlet ¢) be a symbol so that ¢/ ~ i (dg2)(lHd+2)T Y¢;pi. Then
for 1 # —(d+ 2) the symbol of degree [ of 2850(](0 + 851(](1 ot O ¢ is equal

o (I+d+2)"1(20¢, (Sop1) + ey (bomr)) + - .- + Te,(€apr)) = pr. Since p_(ay2) =0
this shows that p —20¢,q(®) + 9, ¢V +. ..+ 8¢, ¢'? is in S7°(RH! x R¥*+1). Thus,
there exists R in U~°(R*!) such that

(3.50) P =2(9¢,q'")(w, —iX) + (9, ¢V (w, —iX) + ... + (0, ¢'D) (2, =i X) + R,

Thanks to the part (i) and to Lemma [320] the operators (d¢,¢"))(z, —iX) and R
are of the form ([B.43), 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 € Ky (R x RIHL),
m=—(m+d=2),and R € C® (R x R¥*1). Let us write K ~ ~ 2 ism K with
Kj € K;(R¥*! x RI*1) and let Q € Wi (RIHL) have kernel |4 | Ko (2, =1, (y ))

Since by BI2) we have ¢k, o(x) = cx(x) = [¢.|"tep(z) = 0 we see that Ko(z,y)
is homogeneous of degree 0 with respect to y. Therefore, using Lemma [B.19 we see
that @ is of the form (BZ43)).

On the other hand, as by Proposition 8.8 we have (Ko);, ,¢(2,§) = p—(412)(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 (3:43]). Since is @ is of this form too, it follows that so is P. The proof is
now achieved. (]

In the sequel we let U5, (R**') and W (R**!) respectively denote the classes
of ¥z DOs and smoothing operators on R4 with compactly supported kernels.

Lemma 3.22. There ezistsT' € \I/;IEZI“)(RdH) such that, for any P € W% (RT),
we have

(3.51) P=(ResPIT mod [Wp,o(RT), Wy o(RTH))

Proof. Let P € \II%I_’K(Rd“). We will put P into the form (3.51]) in 3 steps.
(i) Assume first that cp(z) = 0. Then by Lemma 32T we can write P in the form,

(3.52) P =[z0,Po] 4 ...+ [xa, Pa],  Pj € TR
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Let x and ¢ in C2°(R4*!) be such that 1(x)(y) = 1 near the support of the kernel
of P and x = 1 near supp ¢. Since ¥ Py = P we obtain
d d

d
(3.53) P =" e, Pt = > [wa, vPut] = > [x¥a, b Pat)].
j=0 j=0 =0

In particular P is a sum of commutators in Wy .(R4H).

(ii) Let Ty € \I!;{(d“) have kernel kr,(z,y) = —log|/¢.(y)| and suppose that
P = cl'oyp where ¢ € C®°(R*1) is such that [c(z)dr = 0 and ¢ € C°(RIH1) 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,

On the other hand, observe that the distribution kernel of [9,,,I'0] is equal to

(3.54) (0w, — 9y,)[—log [ (y)Il]
= (02, — 0y, lert(@) (@1 — 1)][0z, Jog |2 .=y, ()
k.l

= Z(éﬂk — y) (O, €10) ()70 (=2 (1)) |02 (W) |2,
ol

where we have let yo(y) = %yo and v(y) = y3, 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°(R+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

(355) [Xaﬂcj ) CjFOd)] = [azj y er01/}] = [azg ) Cj]F()d) +¢j [8IJ ) F0]1/} + CjFO [896] ’ 1/)]
= 6ijjF0’§/J + ¢j [8mj71—‘0]¢ + le—‘oamj’t/k

Since ¢;I'90;; 1 is smoothing and ¢, [0s, Tolu () = CjC[9a, To] () = 0 we deduce from
this that P is of the form P = zjzo[xamj,cjrw] + Q with Q € Uy (R4 such
that cg(x) = 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)I' + (cp — (Res P)p)To% + Q, with
Q € Yy (R1) such that cg(z) = 0. Since Q is as in (i) and (cp — (Res P)p)Toyp
is as in (ii) we see that P = (Res P)I' mod [W .(R1), Wy (R*1)]. The lemma
is thus proved. ([

Next, we quote the well known lemma below.

Lemma 3.23 ([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 3.24. If M is connected then any trace on ‘IJ% (M, &) is proportional to
the noncommutative residue Res.
Proof. By Lemma [3.22] there exists I" € \If;{fcdﬂ)(Rd“) such that any P = (P;;) in
W92 (R C) s of the form,

,C

(3.56) P =T @ Rmod [¥f (R™), ¥ (R ® M,(C),
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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 — (ResP)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,

(3.57) P=(ResP)I'®A mod [¥F (R*,C), ¥F (RT,C).

It follows from all this that for any open domain U C M of a trivializing Heisenberg
chart which is diffeomorphic to R4*! there exists I'yy € \IJESZIH)(U, &|,) such that
any P e U% ((U,€,) is of the form,

(3.58) P=(ResP)I'y mod [V} (U,E,), V% (U,E,).
Therefore, if 7 is a trace on W% (M, €) then for any P € W% (U,€),) we have
(359) T(P) = AU Res P, AU = T(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 actually agrees with M. Thus, there exists A € C such
that, for any domain U of a trivializing Heisenberg chart mapping onto R4+!, we
have

(3.60) 7(P)=AResP VP e U} (UE,).

Now, let (p;) be a finite partition of the unity subordinated to an open covering
(U;) of trivializing Heisenberg charts diffeomorphic to R4*! and for each index i
let 1; € C2°(U;) be such that ¢; = 1 near supp ;. Then any P € ¥% (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 [3.23]
the commutator space of \If%{(M, £) contains R. Since each operator ¢; Pi; can be
seen as an element of Vg o(U;, €|, ), using (B.60) we get

(3.61) 7(P) =Y 7(¢iPy;) = »_ AResp; Py = ARes P.
Hence we have 7 = A Res. This shows that any trace on W% (M, &) is proportional
to the noncommutative residue. O

Since the dual of W% (M, £)/[VE (M, E), WL (M, £)] is isomorphic to the space of
traces on W% (M, £), as an immediate consequence of Theorem B.24] we get:

Corollary 3.25. Assume that M is connected. Then for any P € W% (M,E) the
following are equivalent:

(i) P is a sum of commutators in W% (M, E);

(i) We have Res P = 0.

Remark 3.26. In [EM] Epstein and Melrose computed the Hochschild homology of

the algebra of symbols W% (M, E) /U= (M, £). In fact, as the algebra U=>°(M, &) is

H-unital and its Hochschild homology is known, the long exact sequence of [Wo4]

holds and allows us to relate the Hochschild homology of W% (M, E) to that of
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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.

4. ANALYTIC APPLICATIONS ON GENERAL HEISENBERG MANIFOLDS

In this section we derive several analytic applications of the construction of the
noncommutative residue trace for the Heisenberg calculus. First, we deal with
zeta functions of hypoelliptic ¥z DOs and relate their singularities to the heat
kernel asymptotics of the corresponding operators. Second, we give logarithmic
metric estimates for Green kernels of hypoelliptic ¥ ;7 DOs whose order is equal to
the Hausdorff dimension dim M + 1. This connects nicely with previous results
of Fefferman, Stein and their students and collaborators. Finally, we show that
the noncommutative residue for the Heisenberg calculus allows us to extend the
Dixmier trace to the whole algebra of integer order ¥y DOs. This is the analogue
for the Heisenberg calculus of a celebrated result of Alain Connes.

4.1. Zeta functions of hypoelliptic ¥5DOs. Let (M9! H) be a compact
Heisenberg manifold equipped with a smooth density > 0, let £ be a Hermitian
vector bundle over M of rank r, and let P : C*°(M,E) — C*°(M,E) be a T yDO of
integer order m > 1 with an invertible principal symbol. In addition, assume that
there is a ray Ly = {arg A = 0} which is is not through an eigenvalue of P and is a
principal cut for the principal symbol o, (P) as in Section

Let (P§)sec be the associated family of complex powers associated to 6 as in
Proposition 2111  Since (Pj)sec is a holomorphic family of ¥xDOs, Proposi-
tion 316 allows us to directly define the zeta function (y(P;s) as the meromorphic
function:

(4.1) (o(P;s) =TRPy*, seC.

Proposition 4.1. Let ¥ = {42 d£l = =1 L 2 A Then Cy(P;s) is analytic

m ° m Y m P m m?
outside X2, and on X has at worst simple pole singularities such that

(4.2) Ress—s Co(P;s) = mRes P, 7, o€
In particular, the function (p(P;s) is always reqular at s = 0.

Proof. Tt is an immediate consequence of Proposition B.I8 that (o(P;s) is analytic
outside ¥’ := XU{0} and on ¥’ has at worst simple pole singularities satisfying (£2)).
For s = 0 we have P{ = 1 — IIy(P) so, as Io(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 [Pob, 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 S\ > 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,

(4.3) ke(z,2) ~ 1750 Y twa;(P)(2) +logt Y t*0x(P)(x),
§>0 k>0
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where the asymptotics takes place in C*°(M,End € ® |A|(M)) and when P is a
differential operator we have ag;j_1(P)(x) = b;j(P)(x) =0 for all j € N (see [BGS],
[Po5] for the differential case and [Po§| for the general case).

Proposition 4.2. 1) For j =0,1,... let 0; = %. When o; & Z_ we have:
(4.4) Ress—o; tpﬁs (z) = mep-o; (2) = (o)) a;(P)(z).

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

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

(4.6) Jim [ty (2) = m(s + k) " epe (2)] = (=1)*Klag 2k (P) (@).
3) For k =0 we have
(4.7) ig% tPT*j () = aas2(P)(x) — tm, (@)

Remark 4.3. 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 [JL]and
the operators of Gover-Graham |GG] (this fact will be important in Part IT).

Proof. For Rs > 0let Qs =T'(s) ! fol ts~le=tPdt. Then we have:

Claim. The family (Qs)ns>0 can be uniquely extended to a holomorphic family of
¥ 5 DOs 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_j, = 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 —pdt
(4.8) = H—(P)PN +I(s) 1/0 I (P)e tP? = Qs+ Ryys,

where Ry s is equal to
! pdt [ pdt
(4.9) H_(P)P;j—s*lr(s)*lno(P)—n_(P)/ toe! ?+/ t° Iy (P)e™" et
0 1

Notice that (I (P)Py*)sec and (s71T(s) "y (P))sec are holomorphic families of
smoothing operators because II_(P) and IIo(P) are smoothing operators. More-
over, upon writing

! dt ! dt
4.10 o_(p te P =TI_(P te P ) (P),
t t
0 0
> s 7tht —1ip > s 7tht —1ip
(4.11) I (P)e " — =e 17 ( Il (P)e " —)e 17,
1 t 1/2 t

we see that (IT_(P) fol t*e P dt)poo and ([ I (P)e P 4t)p -0 are holomor-
phic families of smoothing operators. Therefore (Rt s)rs>0 is @ holomophic family
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of smoothing operators and using ([8]) we see that (Qs)sec is a holomorphic family
of \IJHDOS.
Next, an integration by parts gives

1 1

(4.12) Do+ DPQua = [ e =P s [t trar
0 0

Since I'(s + 1) = sT'(s) we get

(4.13) Qs =PQ,—T(s+1)te P, Rs > 0.

An easy induction then shows that for £k = 1,2,... we have

(4.14) Q.=PFQuur —T(s+ k) 'P e P 4 4 (-1)I(s+1)"te”

It follows that the family (Qs)rs>0 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 PN = PkP (10 e get
(4.15) Qs — P;® = P*Ryy o —T(s+ k) 7' P~ 1e*P+...+(—1) D(s+1)"te P,

from which we deduce that (Q, — Pry )ns>—k 1s a holomorphic family of smoothing

operators. Hence the families (Qs)sec and (PT | *)sec agree up to a holomorphic
family of smoothing operators.
Finally, we have

(4.16) Q1 =TIy (P) +/0 (1 —TIy(P))e tPdt =TIo(P) — P~ (e ¥ —1).

Thus letting s = 1 in (£13) gives

(4.17) Qo= Py(P)— P e —1)]+e P =-1-T(P))(e " —=1)+e P
=1—-To(P) + Hpe ¥ =1.

Furthermore, as I'(s) ! vanishes at every non-positive integer, from (Z.I4) and ([#17)
we see that we have Q_, = P¥Qy = P* for any integer k > 1. The proof of the
claim is thus achieved. O

Now, as (Rpy,s)sec = (P;° — @s)sec is a holomorphic family of smoothing
operators the map s — tg,, _(z) is holomorphic from C to C*°(M, [A|(M)®End¢&).
Therefore, for 7 = 0,1,... we get

(4.18) Ress—o, tpﬁs () = mcp-o; (x) = Ress=o, g, (),

where we have set 0; = d+2 4227 Moreover, for k = 1,2, ... we have Ry, =0, 50
limg [t p- Ps s(x) —m(s+ k) cpr(x)] is equal to

(4.19) Slir{lk [to.(z) — (s + k) ! Ress=_1 to, (2)].

Similarly, as PP =1 —TIp(P) = Qo — Ip(P) we also get

(420 ti 1, () = li g, () — ).

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 (£3) we have

1
(4.21) L(s)kg, (z,z) :/0 t5 ks (z, ) dt.
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Moreover ([@3)) implies that, for any integer N > 0, in C*°(M,End € ® |A|(M)) we
have

(4.22) ki(w,x) = Y t7%a;(P)(x) + Y _ (tFlogt)b(P)(x) + O(tY).
—o,; <N k<N

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

@2 3 ([ PP+ X ([ ost P @) + Ty (o),

oj <N k<N
with hy s(z) € Hol(Rs > —N,C°(M,End £ ® |A|(M)). Since for o > 0 we have
1 1
dt 1 1
(4.24) / t*logt— = ——/ todt = ——,
0 t o Jo [
we see that kg, (z,z) is equal to
_ 1

-a;(P)(2) =T(s)7" ) 5 bu(P)(@) + hwvs().

i (8 R
Since T'(s) is analytic on C \ (NU {0}) and for k = 0,1,... near s = —k we have
I'(s)™' ~ (=1)*Kk!(s + k)~', we deduce that:
- When o; & N we have Res,—,, to, (z) = T'(0;) a;(P)(x).
-For k=1,2,... we have
(4.26) Ress—_k tg,(z) = (=1)F kb, (P)(2),
(127)  lim [t (@) — (s + )™ Res, o, (2)] = (~ 1) Klagsacs (P)(@).

- For k = 0 we have lim,_,¢ tg, (¢) = ag+2(P)(x).

Combining this with ([II8)—(@20) then gives the equalities ({4)—E7T). O
From Proposition we immediately get:

Proposition 4.4. 1) For j =0,1,... let 0; = %. When o; & Z_ we have:

(4.28) Ress—q; (11 (P;s) = mRes P~ = I‘(oj)_l/ tre a;(P)(z).
M

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

(4.29) Ress—_ (1) (P;s) = mRes P* = (—1)’”%!/ tre br.(P)(z),
M

(4.30)  lim [Gy(Pss) —mf(s + k)~! Res P¥] = (—1)’%!/ tre agormi(P)(x).
s—— M

3) For k =0 we have
(4.31) ¢ (P;0) = / tre agyo(P)(x) — dimker P.
M

Next, for k = 0,1,...let A\p(P) denote the (k+1)’th eigenvalue of P counted with
multiplicity. Then by [Po5] and [Po§] as k — oo we have the Weyl asymptotics,

(4.32)  M(P) ~ (%)m vo(P) =T(1+ M)*l/M tre ap(P)(x).

m
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Now, by Proposition [£.4] we have

d+2 1 d+2
(4.33) /Mtrgao(P)(x):mr(%)ResP*%:d+2r(1+ :}; )Res P~5r,

Therefore, we obtain:

Proposition 4.5. As k — oo we have

(4.34) Ae(P) LI (P)=(d+2) ' Res P~
. k % (P) y 1Z0) = €S .

Finally, we can make use of Proposition [£.4] to prove a local index formula for
hypoelliptic ¥z DOs 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,

435) D= < i D(; ) Dy : O®(M,EL) — O (M, E=).

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

(4.36) ind D :=ind D = dimker D, — dimker D_.

Proposition 4.6. Under the above assumptions we have

(4.37) indD = /M stre agy2(D?)(2),

where strg = trg+ —trg— denotes the supertrace on the fibers of £.

Proof. We have D? = < D —OD + D+OD_ ) and D+Dy = D} D.. In particular,

D+ D is a positive operators with an invertible principal symbol. Moreover, for
Rs > 2t2 the difference ((D_D;s) — ((D4D_;s) is equal to

(4.38) > A*(dimker(D_D; — A) — dimker(D; D_ — X)) =0,
A>0

for D induces for any A > 0 a bijection between ker(D_ D, —\) and ker(D;D_ —\)
(see, e.g., [BGV]). By analytic continuation this yields ((D_D;0)—{(D4+D_;0) =
0.

On the other hand, by Proposition 4.4 we have

(4.39) ¢(D£Dy;0) = / tre, agyo(DeD+)(z) — dimker DD
M

Since dim ker D+ D4 = dim ker D4 we deduce that ind D is equal to
(4.40)
/ tre, agi2(D+D_)(x) — / tre_ agyo(D_Di)(z) = / stre agyo(D?) ().
M M M

The proof is thus achieved. O
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4.2. Metric estimates for Green kernels of hypoelliptic ¥z DOs. Consider
a compact Heisenberg manifold (M9+! H) endowed with a positive density and
let £ be a Hermitian vector bundle over M. In this subsection we prove that the
positivity of a hypoelliptic ¥ 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 ¥DOs.

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

Proposition 4.7. The densily tre €, dt2 (x) is > 0.

We will prove Proposition .7 later on in the section. As a first consequence, by
combining with Proposition we get:

Proposition 4.8. Let ag(P)(x) be the leading coefficient in the small time heat
kernel asymptotics (4.3) for P. Then the density trg ag(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 [Gro]. 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 z and y of M the value of dy(z,y) is the infinum of the
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., [ES], [Mal,
INSW], [Sa]). This allows us relate the hypoelliptic analysis of sublaplacians to the
metric geometry of the underlying manifold.

An important fact is that by the maximum principle of Bony [Bo| the Green of
kernel of a selfadjoint 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 [£.7] we will prove:

Theorem 4.9. Assume that H + [H,H| = TM and let kPid_jf (z,y) denote the
Schwartz kernel of P55, Then near the diagonal we have

(4.41) kp,% (x,y) ~ —C,, a2 (x)logdy (z,vy).

In particular kp,% (x,y) is > 0 near the diagonal.

Proof. It is enough to proceed in a Heisenberg chart U c R4, For 2 € U let
1, be the affine change to the corresponding privileged coordinates at x. Since by
Proposition 7] we have €, dt2 (x) > 0, using Proposition BI1] we see that near

the diagonal we have
(4.42) b, s (2,y) ~ —c, sz (x) log [4a(v)]]

Incidentally kP’ ar2 (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 [Bel, Thm. 7.34] that
the ratio % remains bounded in (0,00) when (z,y) gets closer and closer to
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the diagonal, so that we have logdg(x,y) ~ log ||« (v)||. Together with [@42]) this
shows that we have kp—ﬂ (x,y) ~ —C, i (x)log dg (z,y) near the diagonal. O

It remains now to prove Proposition .71 To this end recall that for an operator
Q € U3 (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 4.10. Let Q € \I/B(d+2) and let Q* be its model operator at a point a € M.

1) We have cga(x) = cgadx, where cqa is a constant and dz 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_(q42)(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 Sj(R41). Thus, if we let 7 €
S'(R4*+1) be an extension of ¢%(¢) as in Lemma .1 then Q® has kernel kqa (z,y) =
#(z.y~!). Thanks to (3.4) this shows that for y # = we have

(4.43) ke (2,y) = 7([lo.y 7" (2.y™")) — cqe log|lay~

with cge = (2m) =Y [ g*()epdE.

On the other hand, the left-invariance of the frame X§,..., XJ implies that,
for any z in R%!, the change of coordinates to the privileged coordinates at x is
Ye(y) = y.x~t. As with respect to the group law [2.4)) of G,M we have z~! = —z
, we see that for any z € R9™! we have ¢2(y) = —(z.y~!). Therefore, using (EZ3)
we deduce that cga(x) = cga for any x € R, Since on R4t the Haar measure
with respect to the product of G, M is equal to the Lebesgue measure, this proves
that as a density cga () 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 ¢_(g19)(, &) of
Q in the sense of (Z12)), 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
(4.44)

cr©) = 2m) D [ g0, upde = 20D [ g(@updt = cqr.
li€lI=1 li€lI=1
The lemma is thus proved. O

il

)

We are now ready to prove Proposition .7

Proof of Proposition[{.7 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 [£.10] in Heisenberg coordinates

centered at a point a € M we have €, a2 ()]0 = c(wa)a(:z)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 X{, ..., X§ under the trivial-

ization G, M ~ R*! defined by the frame X¢(a), ..., Xq(a). In addition, for z € C
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we let p(2)(z, £) 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 € C°(R9*1) be such that x(£) = 1 near £ = 0. For z € C we set (2)(§) =
(1= x(8)p(2)(0,€) and for ¢ and ¢ in C(R*1) we let P, y(2) = ¢p(2)(—iX )y,
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))grz<o is a holomorphic family with values
in £(L?(R4*1Y)).

Next, as (P, 4(Z)").ec is in Hol(C, Uk, (RYFY)) (see [PoB, Prop. 4.6.2]), we see

that the family (P, ,(2) Py (E)*)%K_w belongs to Hol(C, i1t (R4*+1)). Since for

any z € C the support of the kernel P@ﬂb( Z)* P, (#) is contained in the fixed com-
pact set supp ¢ x supp ¢, it follows that (P, y (z)Pwﬁw(E)*)me a2 is a holomorphic
family with values in £(L?(R4*1)).

Assume now that ¢ and 1 are such that ¢ # 0 and ¥ = 1 near supp . For
t € R the operator P is selfdjoint, so by Proposition 23] its principal symbol is
selfadjoint, i.e., is real-valued. Therefore, using Proposition we see that the
principal symbol of (P, (t) Py, (t)*) is equal to

(4.45) lo(2)p(t)(a, ) ()] +* [ (2)p(t)(a, ) p(@)] = |o(2)*p(2t)(a, §).

In partlcular the principal symbol of P, ,(—%42)P, (—4E2)* agrees with that of
Piyj2.4(—%E2), so that we have
(446)  cp ,capyp, a2y (@) =cp, ag)(@) = le@)fe  wm

Therefore, we obtain:

(447) C (d+2) /|<p | d{E / o (— d+ 2)P¥, v 7ﬁ) (:E)d:E
=, bm, 7t_ 72 /tP (=P, s (—0)) (T)d2
2
1
= lim ——— Trace[Ppy(—t)Pyy(—t)*] > 0.

Hence we have C(P’ (d+2)) > 0.
Assume now that C(P* (d+2) o = 0. Then we have Cp, ,(~ 2P, , (—442)- (x) =0,

which implies that Tr[Py,y(2) Py, (Z)*] is analytic near z = —9¥2. Let (& )k>0 be
an orthonormal basis of L#(R?*1). For any ¢ > # and any N € N we have

(4.48) D (P (0P (£) "8k, k) < Trace[Py (1) P,y ()]
0<k<N
Letting t — — d“ then gives
(4.49) Z (P (to) Py (t0) &k, &k < limsup Trace[Py () Py ¢ (t)"] < 00.
0<k<N fydt2 d+2+

Hence P%w(—%)PW/,(—%)* is a trace-class operator, that is, P, (—%5=) is a
Hilbert-Schmidt operator.
34



Next, let Q € ¥ Ha2 (Rd“) Since the principal symbol of pQ1) agrees with that
of 1/)Q1/12 (d+2)(Xa)1/JP@ (= d+2) we can write

d+2

(4.50) eQY = pQ1p? ( )(XG)WD«: w(—T) + R,

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

- QU*H(HE2) (X )1 is a zero'th order ¥y DO with a compactly supported kernel,
hence is a bounded operator on L2(R*1);

o, 1b(—w) 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 Q1) is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator. In particular, by [GK] p. 109] the
kernel of ©Q lies in L2(RI+! x R4+1).

d+2

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

a)’ —M
(4.51) ko(a,y) =[98 (45 (9)]
where w;a) is the change to the privileged coordinates at a with respect to the
He-frame X, ..., X5 (this makes sense since ||y||’% is in K_ otz (R4+1 x RIFLY).
d+2

Then the kernel of ¢Q is equal to p(z) = Ww |||¢I (y)|~ 2 %(z) and it is not
L?-integrable, for we have

@52) [ 1@ Pl @l lo() Pdsdy

= [1e@l? [ 11 [ 1P @) Pdy)ds = oo

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

™m

follows that C(Pi ar2 > 0. The proof of Proposition 1.7 is now complete. O

4.3. The Dixmier trace of UyDOs. 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. We shall now show that, as in the case of classical YDOs
(see [Col]), the noncommutative residue allows us to extend the Dixmier trace to
the whole algebra of integer order ¥y DOs.

Let us first 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.
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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 n(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'|| < e 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 p,(T") denotes the (n 4 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

wn(T) = inf{||Tg.|;dim E = n},
(4.53) = dist(T, Rp), 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 (53] we also get

(4.54)  pn(T+5) < pn(T) + pa(S)  and  pn(ATB) < || Allpn(T)| B,

for S, T in K and A, B in £(#). This implies that the set of infinitesimal operators
of order a is a two-sided ideal of L(H).

Next, in this setting the analogue of the integral is provided by the Dixmier
trace ([Di], [CM, Appendix A]), which arises in the study of the logarithmic diver-
gency of the partial traces,

N—-1
(4.55) Tracen(T) = » pn(T), T €K, T>0.
n=0
The domain of the Dixmier trace is the Schatten ideal,
(1,00) _ : o ON(T)
(4.56) L {T € K; ||IT|]1,00 := sup Tog N < 00}

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

(4.57) ox(T) = nf{|[z[ly + Allyl;z+y =T}, A>0.

The Cesaro mean of o (T") with respect to the Haar measure of R is
1 [ on(T)d)

4.58 T) = — A>

(4.58) (T) logA/8 logA A\’ =

Let L(H)+ = {T € L(H); T > 0}. Then as shown in [CM|, Appendix A] for
T; € L8 N L(H)4 we have

loglog A
(4.59) |7 (T + T2) = ma(T1) — a(T2)| < 3([[ Tl (1,00) + |\T2||(1,oo))m-
Hence the functionals 754, A > e give rise to an additive homogeneous map,

(4.60) 7: LI N L(H) L — Chle, 00)/Cole, o).
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It follows from this that for any state w on the C*-algebra Cyle, 00)/Cyle, 00), i.e.,
a positive linear form such that w(1) = 1, there is a unique trace Tr,, : L) — C
such that

(4.61) Tr, T =w(r(T)) VT € L5 NL(H),.
This trace is called the Dixmier trace associated to w.

Proposition 4.11 ([Di], [CM]). For any state w on Cyle,00)/Cople, 00) the Dizmier
trace Tr,, has the following properties:

1) Locality. If T is trace-class then Tr, T = 0.

2) Positivity. We have Try,(T*T) > 0 for any T € L&) N L(H) .

3) Invariance. If S : H' — H is a topological isomorphism, then Try, 4 (T) =
Try 4 (STS™Y) for any T € LO°)(H'). In particular, Tr,, does not depend on the
inner product of H.

Next, we say that an operator T € £ 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

(4.62) ][T = T, T.

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:

. =
(4.63) Jim e N ;un(T) =L=—=TeM and][T_L.

An important example of measurable operator is due to Connes [Col]. Let
H be the Hilbert space L?(M,€&) of L2-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
(4.64) ][P = T Res P,

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

From now one we let (M?*!, H) be a compact Heisenberg manifold equipped
with a smooth positive density and let £ be a Hermitian vector bundle over M.

Let P: C®°(M,E) — C>(M, &) 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 when k — oo we have

k m 1 d+2
_— P)= —— P m .
o) wlP) = g Res

It follows that for any ¢ € C with Yo > 0 the operator P~7 is an infinitesimal
d+2

mRo _d+2 . —
operator of order 5. Furthermore, for o = <= using .54)) we see that P~ "m

is measurable and we have

(4.65) Ae(P) ~

_d+2 1 _d+2
(466) ][P m = VO(P) = m Res P~ m .
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These results are actually true for general ¥ yzDOs, for we have:

Theorem 4.12. Let P : L*(M,E) — L*(M, &) be a Wy DO order m with ®m < 0.
1) P is an infinitesimal operator of order (dim M + 1)~|Rm)|.
2) If ordP = —(dim M + 1) then P is measurable and we have

(4.67) Res P.

1

][P C dimM +1
Proof. First, let Py € Wk (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 = PP§".P, ™ we see that P is product of a bounded operator and of an
infinitesimal operator of order c. Since (£54]) shows that the space of infinitesimal
operators of order « is a two-sided ideal, it follows that P is an infinitesimal of
order a. 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)/Cyle, 00)
and let us prove that for any P € \III}(dH)(M, &) we have Tr,, P = d+-2 Res P. Let
U C M be the domain of a Heisenberg chart in such way that U is diffeomorphic
to R We shall identify U with R, Then the hyperplane bundle H), C TU
is identified with a hyperplane bundle of TR%*!, still denoted H, and the H-frame
on U is identified with a H-frame on R?*!. This allows us to identify the class
U} (RT1) of compactly supported WDOs on R*™ with the class ¥} (U) C
U5 (M) of ¥xDOs on M with a compact support on U.

Since Py is a positive ¥ g DO with an invertible principal symbol, Proposition [4.7]
tells us that the density Cp-ta+2) (x) is > 0. Thus for ¢ € CX(R¥*1) and ¢ €

C°(R*1) such that ¢ = 1 near supp ¢ we may define

c

(4.68) Poy = Py,

CP(;(d+2)
Notice that cp, () = ¢(x). Moreover P, depends on ¢ only modulo operators in
¥ %°(R¥*1), hence only modulo trace-class operators. Therefore Tr,, P, does not
depend on ¢ and we define a linear functional 7 : C°(R%*!) — C by letting

(4.69) 7(c) = Try Py, c € ORI,

where ¢ € O (RI*!) is such that ¢ = 1 near suppc. Moreover, any P €
\IJ;{EEHQ)(Rd‘H) can be written as P = P, , + Q with Q € \IJ;{EEHQ)(Rd‘H) such
that cg(xz) = 0. Then @ can be put into the form (B.53), hence belongs to
(WY (R, \I/;IEfH)(Rd“)]. Since the latter is contained in [£(L?(M)), L8 (M) C
ker Tr,,, it follows that Tr,, @ = 0. Thus,

(4.70) Tr, P = Tr, P,y oy = 7(cp).

Let ¢ € C(RI*1Y), let ¢ € C°(RI*!) such that ¢ > 0 and 1 = 1 near suppec,
and set ¢; = ——<%——. Then modulo ¥;° (R4*!) we have
(cp[;<d+2>)2 '
-2 -2 -2 o -9 —(d+2) ,—
(471) (Clpo 2 1/))(01P0 2 1/)) :Clp() 2 1/) PO 2 C1 :Clp() ’(/)Cl.
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_dt2 _d+2
Therefore Tr,[(c1 Py, 2 ¥)(c1FPy * )*] is equal to
(4.72) Troler Py 2 yer] = Try[ere By 2] = Try, Prey = 7(20).

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%*!), 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 \If}LC(Rd“) too. Let K C R?*! be compact and set K, =
K + a. Then ¢ gives rise to an isomorphism ¢a. : L3 (M) — L% (M), which can
be extended to an isomorphism S of L?(M) onto itself by means of the choice of an
isomorphism L3 (M)+ ~ L% (M)*. Combining this with the invariance property
of Proposition .11] we see that, for any P € \I/;I(ngz)(RdH) supported in L with
L cC K, we have 1

(4.73) Tr, ¢« P = Tr, SPS~! = Tr,, P.
Let ¢ € C°(R¥H). Since ¢y Peyp = Progp o, Using [ET3) we get
(4.74) T(co @) = Try Peog pop = Tty ¢ 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

(4.75) T(c) = AU/c(x)dx, c € ORI,
Combining this with ([Z0) we deduce that for any P € ¥y .(R4*1) we have
(4.76) Tr, P =71(cp) = AU/Cp(x)dx = Ay ResP.

Next, let My, ..., My be the connected components of M. Then by arguing as
in the proof of Theorem B.24] we can deduce from (470 that on each connected
component M;, j =1,..., N, there exists A; > 0 such that

(4.77) TroP=A;ResP VP e W, (M, 8).

In fact, if we take P = P, 1\(;+2) then from (Z66) we get A; = (d +2)~!. Thus,

la1;
1

T ResP VP v (g,

(4.78) Tr, P =
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 [4.12] we can extend the Dixmier trace to the whole
algebra W% (M, £) by letting

1
(4.79) ][P =73 Res P, P € U%(M,¢E).
In the language of the quantized calculus this shows that we can integrate any
VDO of integer order, even though it is not an infinitesimal operator of order or
even a bounded operator on L?(M,&). This poperty will be used in Section [ to
define lower dimensional volumes in CR geometry.
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5. NONCOMMUTATIVE RESIDUE AND CONTACT GEOMETRY

In this section we make use of the reuslts of [Pof] to give examples of computa-
tions of the noncommutative residues of geometric operators on contact manifolds.

Throughhout this section we let (M2 +1, H) denote a compact orientable contact
manifold, i.e., (M?"*! H) is a Heisenberg manifold and there exists a real 1-form
¢ on M such that H = ker6 and d#f),, is nondegenerate. Such a form is called a
contact form. Since M is orientable the hyperplane H admits an almost complex
structure J € C°°(M,End H), J? = —1, which is calibrated with respect to 0, i.e.,
we have df(X,JX) > 0 for any X € C>°(M, H \ 0). We then can endow M with
the Riemannian metric

(5.1) go.s = 0% +do(., J.).
The volume of M with respect to gg,; depends only on # and is equal to
1
(5.2) Voly M := —'/ do™ N 6.
neJm
In addition, we let Xy be the Reeb vector field associated to 6, so that tx,0 =1
and tx,dfp = 0.

5.1. Noncommutative residue and the horizontal sublaplacian (contact
case). We identify H* with the subbundle of T*M annihilating the orthogonal
supplement H+. Then we get the orthogonal splitting,

(5.3) AcT*M =( @@ AELH") @ (0 AATEM).

0<k<2n
The horizontal differential dy; : C°° (M, ALH*) — C°°(M, A(]EHH*) is
(5.4) dp = k41 0 d,

where ;. € C*°(M,End AcT*M) denotes the orthogonal projection onto ALH*.
This is not the differential of a chain complex, for we have
(5.5) d? = —Lx,e(df) = —¢(db) Lx,,
where £(df) denotes the exterior mutiplication by df.
The horizontal sublaplacian Ay, : C(M,AEH*) — C>(M,AET H*) is
(5.6) Ay = dpgedpsr + dyse—1dp 1 -

Notice that the definition of A, makes sense on any Heisenberg manifold equipped
with a Riemannian metric. This operator was first introduced by Tanaka [Tal,
but versions of this operator acting on functions were independently defined by
Greenleaf [Gr] and Lee [Le]. Since the fact that (M, H) is a contact manifold
implies that the Levi form (Z1)) is nondegenerate, from [Po5l Prop. 3.5.4] we get:

Proposition 5.1. The principal symbol of Ay, is invertible iff we have k # n.
Next, for p € (—n,n) we let
—(n41)  poo 13
4 - 0
5.7 = 1o (—==——)"dg,.
(57) i) = T [

Notice that with the notation of [Pod, Eq. (6.2.29)] we have p(p) = (2n + 2)v(u).
For g # n let vo(Asp.i) be the coefficient vy(P) in the Weyl asymptotics (£.32) for
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Ay, i.e., we have Res A;,(C"H) = (2n + 2)vp(Ap). By [Pod, Prop. 6.3.3] we have
vo(Apk) = Ank Volg M, where

(5.8) Tk =y, 2" (Z) (Z) v(p = q)-

p+q=Fk

Therefore, we obtain:

Proposition 5.2. For k # n we have

—(n nfM n
(5.9) Res Ab;,(c T =k Volg M, Yok = Z 2 (p) (q) p(p —q).
ptq=Fk

5.2. Noncommutative residue and the contact Laplacian. The contact com-
plex of Rumin [Ru] can be seen as an attempt to get a complex of horizontal forms
by forcing the equalities di = 0 and (dj)? = 0. Because of (5.5) there are two natu-
ral ways to modify dj to get a chain complex. The first one is to force the equality
d? = 0 by restricting d, to the subbundle A} := kere(df) N ALH*, since the latter
is closed under dj, and is annihilated by dz. Similarly, we get the equality (d})? =0
by restricting d; to the subbundle A} := ker«(df) N ALH* = (ime(df)): NALH*,
where ¢(df) denotes the interior product with df. This amounts to replace d, by
71 o dp, where my is the orthogonal projection onto Aj.

In fact, since df is nondegenerate on H the operator £(df) : ALH* — AET2H*
is injective for kK < n — 1 and surjective for k > n + 1. This implies that A5 = 0 for
k <nand A¥ =0 for k > n + 1. Therefore, we only have two halves of complexes.
As observed by Rumin [Ru] we get a full complex by connecting the two halves by
means of the operator Br : C°(M,ALH*) — C°(M,AZH*) such that

(5.10) Br = Lx, +dpn_16(d0)  dy p,
where £(df)~! is the inverse of £(df) : A" H* — ALT'H*. Notice that D, is
second order differential operator. Thus, if we let A¥ = A¥ for k =0,...,n—1 and

AF = A} for k =n+1,...,2n then we get the contact complex,
(5.11) C(M) 5 oo (M, AY) . ooo(M, AnL) TR oo, AT BE

O (M, AD) 57 ¢ (M, ALY .. PR oo (g, AP,

where dg.x, = m odp for k=0,...,n—1 (so that dhr1 = dZ;k-H) and dr.kx = dp:k
fork=mn,...,2n —1.

The contact Laplacian is defined as follows. In degree k # n this is the differential
operator Ag.j : C(M, A*) — C (M, A*) such that
(5.12)

Apy = (n — k)dR;kfld}%;k + (n —k+ 1)dE;k+ldR§k k=0,...,n—1,

3 (k—n— 1)dR;k,1dE;k+(k—n)d}%;kJrldR;k k:n—|—1,,2n

For k = n we have the differential operators Ag.,; : C*°(M,A}) — C°°(M,A}),
7 =1,2, given by the formulas,

(5.13)  Apmi = (drn-1dg,,)* + BRBr, Arm2 = BrBi + (dhmi1drin)-

Observe that Ag.k, k # n, is a differential operator of order 2, whereas Apg.n1
and Ap.,» are differential operators of order 4. Moreover, Rumin [Ru] proved that
in every degree the contact Laplacian is maximal hypoelliptic in the sense of [HN].
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In fact, in every degree the contact Laplacian has an invertible principal symbol,

hence admits a parametrix in the Heisenberg calculus (see [JK], [Po5, Sect. 3.5]).
For k # nand j = 1,2 let vo(Apg;x) and vo(Ag.n;) be the coefficients v (P) in the

Weyl asymptotics (@32) for Ag. and Ag,,;. Then we have Res AE;(,?H) =(2n+

_ntl
2)vo(Ary) and ResAg % = (2n + 2)vo(AR;nj). Moreover, by [Po5, Thm. 6.3.4]
there exist universal positive constants v,; and v, ; depending only on n, k and
j such that vo(Ag.x) = vpr Volg M and vo(Ag.nj) = vn,; Volg M. Therefore, we

obtain:

Proposition 5.3. 1) For k # n there exists a universal constant p,y > 0 depending
only on n and k such that we have

(5.14) Res ARV = py, Volg M.

2) For j = 1,2 there exists a universal constant p,; > 0 depending only on n
and j such that we have

_n1
(5.15) ResAg.,% = pn,; Volg M.

Remark 5.4. We have p,r = (2n + 2)vpg and pn; = (2n + 2)v, 5, so it follows
from the proof of [Pobl Thm. 6.3.4] that we can explicitly relate the universal
constants py,; and p, ; to the fundamental solutions of the heat operators Ag.;, + 0;
and Ap.,; + 0 associated to the contact Laplacian on the Heisenberg group H?"*!
(cf. [Po5l Eq. (6.3.18)]). For instance, if Ko.x(x,t) denotes the fundamental solution
of Ag,o + 0; on H?"*! then we have p,, 0 = %KO(O, 1).

6. APPLICATIONS IN CR GEOMETRY

In this section we present several applications in CR geometry of the noncom-
mutative residue for Heisenberg manifolds. After recalling the geometric set-up
we give some examples of geometric computations of noncommutative residues of
suitable powers of the horizontal sublaplacian and of the Kohn Laplacian. We then
show that the logarithmic singularities of the Green kernels of the Gover-Graham
are geometric local CR invariants. Finally, we make use of framework of noncom-
mutative geometry and of our noncommutative residue to define lower dimensional
volumes in CR, e.g., we can give sense to the area of any 3-dimensional CR manifold
endowed with a pseudohermitian structure as the integral of the Tanaka-Webster
scalar curvature. Incidentally, we obtain a spectral interpretation of the Einstein-
Hilbert action in CR geometry.

6.1. The geometric set-up. Let (M?"*! H) be a compact orientable CR man-
ifold. Thus (M?"*+1 H) is a Heisenberg manifold such that H admits a complex
structure J € C°(M, H), J? = —1, so that Ty ¢ := ker(J +1i) C TcM is a complex
rank n subbundle which is integrable in Frébenius’ sense, i.e., C*° (M, T} o) is closed
under the Lie bracket of vector fields. In addition, we let Tp 1 = T1 0 = ker(J — ).

Since M is orientable and H is orientable by means of its complex structure,
there exists a global non-vanishing real 1-form 6 such that H = ker#. Associated
to @ is its Levi form, i.e., the Hermitian form on 7} ¢ such that

(6.1) Lo(Z,W) = —id(Z, W)  VZ,W € C®(M,T ).
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Definition 6.1. We say that M is strictly pseudoconvez (resp. k-strictly pseudo-
convex) when we can choose 6 so that Lg is positive definite (resp. has signature
(n—k,k,0)) at every point.

In particular, if (M, H) is k-strictly pseudoconvex then 6 is a contact form and
so (M, H) is a contact manifold. Then in the terminology of [We] the datum of the
contact form # anihilating H defines a pseudohermitian structure on M.

From now we assume that M is k-strictly pseudoconvex and that 6 is such that
Ly has everywhere signature (n — k, k,0). In particular, since 6 is a contact form,
there exists a unique vector field Xy, called the Reeb vector field, such that tx,0 =1
and tx,df = 0. We let N' C TcM be the complex line bundle spanned by X,. We
then endow M with a Levi metric as follows. We always can construct a splitting
Tio= Tl‘f 0D Tﬂ' o with subbundles Tﬂ' o and T7 ; which are orthogonal with respect
to Ly and such that Ly is positive definite on Tfyr o and negative definite on T1_,0

(see, e.g., [ESt], [Pof]). Let T(fl = ﬁ. Then we have the splittings,
(6.2) TeM=Na&TioadTon=Nali el &l &T;,.

Associated to these splittings is the unique Hermitian metric h on TcM such that:
- The splittings ([G:2)) are orthogonal with respect to 6;
- h commutes with complex conjugation;
- We have h(Xo, Xo) = 1 and h agrees with +Lgy on Tfo.

In particular, the matrix of Ly with respect to h is diag(1,...,1,—1,...,—1), where
1 has multiplicity n—k and —1 multiplicity —1. Such a metric is called a Levi metric.

Notice that when M is strictly pseudoconvex h is uniquely determined by 6,
since in this case Tj'y = T1,0 and one can check that we have h = 6% + df(., .J.),
that is, h agreees on T'M with the Riemannian metric gp,; from (51)). In general,
we can check that the volume form of M with respect to h depends only on 6 and
is equal to

(6.3) volg(x) := (_1)Hd6‘" NG.

n!

In particular, the volume of M agrees with

n!

(6.4) Volg M := (_—1)/ o™ A 6.
M

Finally , as proved by Tanaka [Ta] and Webster [We] the datum of the pseudoher-
mitian contact form 6 defines a natural connection, the Tanaka-Webster connection,
which preserves the pseudohermitian structure of M, i.e., preserves both 6 and J.
It can be defined as follows.

Let {Z;} be a frame of Ty 9. Then {Xo, Z;, Z7} forms a frame of Tc M with dual
coframe {6,679, 67} with respect to which we can write df = ihjzﬁj A 0. Using the
matrix (h;z) and its inverse (hi%) to raise and lower indices, the connection 1-form
w = (wf) and the torsion form 7, = A;x67 of the Tanaka-Webster connection are
uniquely determined by the relations,

(65)  d* =0 AWi+ONT", wiptwp =dhg,  Ajp = Ay
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The components of the curvature tensor H? = dcu;-C — wé- A wF satisfy the structure
equations,

(6.6)  TI§ = REm0' AO™ + WEO' A0 — WEOT A0 +i0; A 7% — ird p 08

U
The Ricci and scalar curvatures of the Tanaka-Webster connection then are:
(6.7) Rgz=R; and R, =R} =h"Rg.

6.2. Noncommutative residue and the Kohn Laplacian. The 9,-complex
of Kohn-Rossi ([KR], [Ko]) is defined as follows. For p,q = 0,...,n let AP? =
(ALO)P A (A%1)? be the bundle of (p,q)-covectors, where A1? and A%l are the
annihilators in TEM of To1 & N and T1 o & N respectively. Then we get the
orthogonal decomposition,

(6.8) ANTEM = (D AP @ (0 AATEM).
p,q=0
Thanks to the integrability of Ty ¢ for any n € C*° (M, AP?) we can uniquely de-
compose dn as
(6.9) dn = gb;pﬂqn + 8b;p1q77 + 0N Lx,mn,
where Oy 41 and Oy, 41 are sections of AP4+1 and APT14 respectively.

The integrability of 77 ¢ further implies that 5127 = 0 on (0, ¢)-forms, so that we
get the cochain complex Op.0.. : C(M,A%*) — C° (M, A%**1). More generally,
the operator 5; is a tensor on (p, ¢)-forms with p > 1 and, as the hyperplane H is
invariant under the Reeb flow, this tensor vanishes when the complex structure J
too is invariant under the Reeb flow, i.e., when we have [Xo, JX| = J[X,, X] for
any X € C°(M, H).

Let 5;177(1 be the formal adjoint of 0y, With respect to the Levi metric of M.
Then the Kohn Laplacian Oy, 4 : C°° (M, AP?) — C°(M, A7) is:

(6.10) Ubip,g = 5b;p,ng;p,q + 5b§177q—15b;p,q—1'

Proposition 6.2 ([BGl). The principal symbol of O,y  is invertible if, and only
if, we have q # Kk and ¢ #n — K.

Next, for ¢ & {k,n — &} let vo(Op;yp4) be the coeflicient v(P) in the Weyl
asymptotics (@32) for P = Oy, 4. Then it follows from [BGS| and [Po5l, Thm. 6.2.4]
that we have vo(0p;p q) = Gnipg Volg M, where Gnipq is equal to

(6.11) 3 %<Z> <”;“) (qik)y(n—2(/£—q+2k)).

max(0,g—k)<k<min(g,n—kK)

Therefore, by arguing as in the proof of Proposition we get:
Proposition 6.3. For q # k and ¢ # n — k we have
(6.12) Res [, " = a4 Volg M,

ipsq
where Onpq 15 equal to

(6.13) 3 %(Z) (";”) (qik>p(n—2(n—q+2k)).

max(0,qg—k)<k<min(q,n—k)

In particular apepqg 15 a universal constant depending only on n, k, p and q.
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Remark 6.4. Let ag(Op;p,q)(z) be the leading coefficient in the heat kernel asymp-

totics (@3) for Oy, ¢ By @A) we have vo(0pypq) = m Jay trava ao(Qyp.q) ().
Moreover, a careful look at the proof of [Po5, Thm. 6.2.4] shows that what is really
carried out there is the computation of the density trar.a ao(Cp.p,q)(x), which gives

(6.14) trara ao(Opipq) () = (1 + 1) @nkpq vola ().

Since by [{4) we have 2c- 1) () = (n!) " ag(Opyp,q) (2), it follows that the equal-
b;p,q

ity (@I2)) utimately holds at the level of densities, that is, we have
(6.15) Cg; () (&) = Qnipq vola(z).
iP.q

Now, suppose that M is strictly pseudoconvex, i.e., we have x = 0, and for
g=1,...,n—1let az(0p,pq)(x) be the coeflicient of t~™ in the heat kernel asymp-
totics (@3) for Oy,p 4. By @A) we have 2cgn (z) = T(n)"taz(0Opypq)(x) and

ip.q

by [BGS, Thm. 8.31] there exists a universal constant a;,,, depending only on n, p

and ¢ such that as(0ppq)(x) = a,,, Rndd™ A 6, where R, is the Tanaka-Webster

npq
scalar curvature as in ([G7)). Thus, we get:

Proposition 6.5. Assume M strictly pseudoconvex. Then for ¢q = 1,...,n—1
there exists a universal constant a;lpq depending only on n, p and q such that

bip,g —

(6.16) ResO,” = ay,,, /M R,dO" N6,

where R, denotes the Tanaka-Webster scalar curvature of M.

6.3. Noncommutative residue and the horizontal sublaplacian (CR case).
Let us identify H* with the subbundle of T*M annihilating the orthogonal sup-
plement H+ and let Ay, : C°(M,ALH*) — C>(M,ALH*) be the horizontal sub-
laplacian on M as in (5.6). With the notation of (6.9) we have d = J; + 0 and
we can check that 3;,8; +0; Oy = 3: Op + 8175: = 0. Therefore, we get

(6.17) Ay =0, + 0, 0, = 0y 0p + Op0y .

In particular, we see that Ay preserves the bidegree. We let A, o : C° (M, AP7) —
C° (M, AP-?) denote the horizontal sublaplacian acting on (p, ¢)-forms. Then:

Proposition 6.6 ([Po5l, Prop. 3.5.6]). The principal symbol of A,y 4 is invertible
if, and only if, we have (p,q) # (k,n — k) and (p,q) # (N — K, k).

Bearing this in mind we have:
Proposition 6.7. For (p,q) # (k,n — k) and (p,q) # (n — k, k) we have
(6.18) Res A, "M = 8,0, Volg M,

bip,q

where Bprpq 15 equal to

(6.19)
> 2GS0 (e o

max(0,q—k)<k<min(q,n—kK)
max(0,p—k)<I<min(p,n—k)

In particular Brepg s a universal constant depending only on n, Kk, p and q.

45



Proof. Let vo(Ayp,p,q) be the coeflicient vy (P) in the Weyl asymptotics (£.32]) for P =
Ap.p.q. It follows from [Po5, Thm. 6.2.5] we have vy(App,q) = ﬁ/@nﬁpq Volg M,
where fpkpq is given by (GI19). Therefore, by arguing as in the proof of Proposi-

tion we get Res A;gqﬂ) = Brrpg Volg M. O

Remark 6.8. In the same way as in Remark [6.4] we can see that the equality (6.18])
holds at the level of densities, i.e., we have ¢, —+1) () = Bnrpq Volg().
bip,q

Proposition 6.9. Assume that M is strictly pseudoconvex. Then for (p,q) # (0,n)
and (p,q) # (n,0) there exists a universal constant B3,,,, depending only n, p and q
such that

(6.20) ResA, 2 = Brpa y R,dO" N 6.

Proof. The same analysis as that of [BGS, Sect. 8] for the coefficients in the heat
kernel asymptotics (3] for the Kohn Laplacian can be carried out for the coeffi-
cients in the heat kernel asymptotics of Ay, 4. In particular, if we let ag(Ap.pq)(2)
denote the coeflicient of t~" in the heat kernel asymptotics for Ay, , then there ex-
ists a universal constant Bnpq depending only on n, p and g such that a2 (Ap,p 4)(z) =
Brpg Rndf™ AO. Combining this with the fact that 2CA;:,q (z) =T(n) taa(Apyp.q) (@)
completes the proof of the proposition. (I

6.4. Lower dimensional volumes in CR geometry. Following an idea of Connes
we can make use of the noncommutative residue for classical ¥DOs to define lower
dimensional dimensional volumes in Riemanian geometry, e.g., we can give sense
to the area and the length of a Riemannian manifold even when the dimension is
not 1 or 2 (see [Co3|, [Po7]). We shall make use of the noncommutative residue for
the Heisenberg calculus to define lower dimensional volumes in CR as follows.

In this subsection we assume that M is strictly pseudoconvex. In particular,
the Levi metric h is uniquely determined by 6. In addition, we let Ay be the
horizontal sublaplacian acting on functions.Then, as explained in Remark 6.8 we

have ¢, -1 (z) = Bpvoly(z), where B, = Brnooo = 2"p(0). In particular, for
b;0
any f € C®(M) we get Crp=(ntn) (x) = Bnf(z)volg(x). Combining this with
b;0

Theorem .12 then gives

—(n 1 "
(6.21) ][fAb;((J = M2 /M CfA;énﬂ)(iv) = 2nﬁ+ 5 /M f(z) volg(z).

n+1)

Thus the operator 2%—:2A1;(() allows us to recapture the volume form volg(x).
Since —(2n + 2) is the critical order for a ¥xDO to be trace-class and M has

Hausdorff dimension 2n+2 with respect to the Carnot-Carathéodory metric defined

by the Levi metric on H, it stands for reason to define the length element of (M, 6)

as the positive selfadjoint operator ds such that (ds)?"*2 = 2%—:2A;(§"+1), that is,
_ 2 2
(6.22) ds = anb;é/{ en = ( nﬂ+ )2n1+2

Definition 6.10. For k =1,2,...,2n+ 2 the k-dimensional volume of (M, ) is
(6.23) Vol M := ][ ds®.

In particular, for k =2 the area of (M,0) is Areag M := f-ds.
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We have f-ds* = éf:jzl; MC b () and thanks to (@4 we know that 2cA,§ (x)
b;0 b:0
agrees with I'(£) " ag, 421 (Apo)(z), where a;(App)(z) denotes the coefficient of
2n42—j

t~ 2  in the heat kernel asymptotics [@3) for Ap. Thus,
k
&) 2y (cn) k4 /
(6.24) Vol,”’ M = Tn+ 1)1"(2) Ma2n+2_k(Ab)(x).

Since Ay is a differential operator we have agj_1(Apo)(xz) = 0 for any j € N,

SO Volék) M vanishes when k is odd. Furthermore, as alluded to in the proof of
Proposition [6.9] the analysis in [BGS| Sect. 8] of the coefficients of the heat kernel
asymptotics for the Kohn Laplacian applies verbatim to the heat kernel asymptotics
for the horizontal sublaplacian. Thus, we can write

(6.25) 25 (Ap0) () = Yng(2)d0™ A O(2),

where 7, () is a local scalar pseudohermitian invariant of weight j depending only
onnand j, i.e., 7n;(2) is a linear combination depending only on n and j of complete
contractions of weight j in the covariant derivatives of the curvature and torsion
tensors of the Tanaka-Webster connection. In particular, we have y,0(x) = Yno
and v,1 = 7,1 Rn(z), where v,,0 and 7, are universal constants and R, (x) is the
Tanaka-Webster scalar curvature (in fact the constants v,9 and 7/,; can be explicitly
related to the constants Sno00 and 3),y,). Therefore, we obtain:

Proposition 6.11. 1) Vol((,k) M vanishes when k is odd.

2) When k is even we have

k k
6.26 v1<’“>M:@F—*1/ Y (2)dO™ A O().
(6:26) ol M = ST | a0
where nk(z) == 7nn+1_§(x) is a universal linear combination, depending only on

n and k, of complete contractions of weight n + 1 — % of covariant derivatives of

the curvature and torsion tensors of the Tanaka- Webster connection.

In particular, thanks to ([6.20) we have a purely differential-geometric formulation
of the k-dimensional volume Volék) M. Moreover, for k = 2n + 2 we get:

2n+2
(6.27) Vol P2 ar = ()™ 0 / o™ A .
dn+1) n! Sy

Since Vol§2"+2) M = Volg M = 2 [, df"™ A0 we see that (c,)?" 2 = %, where

Yno is above.
On the other hand, when n =1 (i.e. dim M = 3) and k = 2 we get

" "o.__ (01)2 r 711
(628) Areag M Y1 /M R1dO N0, Y- 3 11 \/8'7—107
where ~{; is above. To compute ~; it is enough to compute 19 and 4, in the
special case of the unit sphere S C C? equipped with its standard pseudohermi-
tian structure, i.e., with the CR structure induced by the complex structure of C?
together with the contact form 6 = %(zldil + 22dZ3).
First, the volume Volg S? is equal to

-1
(629) / N T / (22dzl Ndzy Ndzy + z1dzy Ndzo A dig) = 2.
53 53
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Moreover, as by [We] we have Ry = 4, we get
(6.30) / RidA N O = 4Voly S® = 4r?.
SS

Next, for j = 0,1 set Ag;(Apo) = fsg a2;(Ap;0)(z). In view of the definition of
the constants 19 and ¥4, we have

(631) AQ(A[);O) = ’710/ dONG = 7T2’)/10, AQ(A[);O) = ’711/ R1dONO = 47‘1’2’711.
53 53

Notice that Ag(Apo) and Az(Ap) are the coefficients of t=2 and ¢! in the asymp-
totics of Tre~*A»0 as t — 0F. In the notation of (6.34) we have Apo = o — %Rl =

[Jp — 1 and by [St, Thm. 4.34] we have Tre 'He = 1’{3:2 +O(t>) as t — 07.
Therefore, as t — 07 we have

(6.32) Tre t8m0 = et Tre~'Ho 7T—2(1 el ).

16¢2 2
Hence Ao(App) = Aa(Apyo) = ’17—2. Combining this with (631) then shows that
Y10 = 15 and 7}, = g5, from which we get 7{ = % = ﬁ Therefore, we get:
Theorem 6.12. If dim M = 3, then we have
(6.33) Areag M = ﬁ /M R1dO N 6.

For instance, for S® equipped with its standard pseudohermitian structure we

s 3 _
obtain Areag S° = Ve

6.5. Local CR invariants of hypoelliptic operators. In [Po7] it has been
shown that the coeflicients of the logrightmic singularities of the Green kernels of
the conformal powers of Laplacian, i.e., the operators of [GJMS], are local conformal
invariants in the sense of [FG] and can actually be written as linear combinations
of complete contractions of the covariant derivatives of the curvature tensor of the
ambient metric of Fefferman-Graham. We shall now prove the analogous result
in CR geometry, namely, for the logarithmic singularities of the Green kernels of
the operators of Gover-Graham [GG], which are the CR analogues of the GJMS
operators.

Throughout this subsection we assume M strictly pseudoconvex. In order to
study the analogue in CR geometry of the Yamabe problem, Jerison-Lee [JL] in-
troduced a CR invariant version of the horizontal sublaplacian Ay as the operator
Ly : C°(M) — C*°(M) given by

n

6.34 o = Ay, R,

(6.34) 0 b0 + n o

so that under a conformal change 6 — €2/0 with f € C*°(M,R) we have
(6.35) [earg = e~ 2 [y e/,

The construction of Jerison-Lee has been generalized by Gover-Graham [GG],
who produced CR analogues of the GJMS operators of conformal geometry. For
k=1,...,n4+1and for k =n+ 2,n+4,... their constructions yield a selfadjoint
differential operator, Dék) : C°(M) — C°°(M) such that

(6.36) %), = e IR M) (=S v e (M, R).
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We make the convention that for k = 1,2, ... ,n+1 the operator Dék) corresponds
to the operator P, ., of [GG] with w = k_;_" under the canonical trivializations
of the density bundles &(w,w) = |[A™"|" coming from the trivialization of A™"

provided by %d@". For k =n+2,n+4,... the operator Dék) similarly corresponds

to the operator Py, of [GG] with w = k_;_". The operator P, ., is obtained

by pushing down to M the GJMS operator of order k on the associated Fefferman
bundle, while P, ,, is constructed by making use of the CR tractor calculus. In

particular, for £ = 1 the operator Dél) agrees with the conformal sublaplacian of

Jerison-Lee. In any case Dék) has same principal part (in the Heisenberg sense) as
(6.37) (Apo +i(k — 1) X0)(Apo +i(k — 3)X0) - - - (Apyo — 3(k — 1) X0).

In particular, unless for the value k = n + 1 the operator Dék) has an invertible
principal symbol (see [Pob, Prop. 3.5.7]).

We let Dé_k) denote the partial inverse of Dék). For k # n + 1 this a Y5 DO of
order —2k and we have:

Proposition 6.13. For k=1,...,n we have

(6.38) co—m (T) = e%-f(w)cm(fk) (x) Vf e C>®(M,R).
e2f o 6
Proof. Set Qg = Dé_k) and let IIp be the orthogonal projection onto ker Dék). Then
Iy is a smoothing operator such that ngék) = Dék)Qg =1-1l.
Let f € C®(M,R) and set Q := e~ ("1=KF Qe t1+k)f  From (G.36) we get

(6.39)  QEY), = e~ HFIRIQy M) (1S — g om (=R (1R

Since e~ ("1-F)/Tpe(+1-K)f s a smoothing operator, this shows that Q is a
parametrix for Dg; g Thus Q279 and @) agree up to a smoothing operator and we
have cq ,,, () = ca(z).

Next, let kq,(z,y) and kg(z,y) denote the respective Schwartz kernels of Qg

and Q. Then we have

(6.40) k@(xvy) = e—(n-‘rl—k)f(ac)er (xvy)e(n—i-l—i-k)f(y)
= ezkf(m)er (‘Ta y) + e2kf(m)r($, y)er (CL‘, y)u

where we have let r(x,y) = exp[(n + 1+ k)(f(y) — f(z))] — 1.
Let us work in a local Heisenberg chart U C R¥*!. Then, using the notation of
Proposition [B.11] near the diagonal we have

(6.41) koo, y) = D ai(@,va(y) — cq, () log [¢x(y)] + O(1),

—2n<j<-1

where a; € C*®(U x (R41\0)) is homogeneous of degree j with respect to y.
Furthermore, since r(z,z) = 0 we also can write

(6.42) r@y) = > ba(@)a(m)*+ D cala,y)a(y)®.

@<2n @=2n

for some functions b, (x) in C*°(U) and cq(x,y) in C*(U x U).
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Notice that near y = = we have ¢, (y)* log ||=(y)|| = O(1) for @ > 1. Moreover,
from (6.41) we see that if @) = 2n then ¢, (y)*kqg,(z,y) is bounded near y = z.
Thus,

(6.43) r(w,ykq,(,y) = > Yo bal@)e(y) (@, da(y) + O(1).
—2n<j<—11< ) —(j+1)

In particular r(z, y)kg, (z,y) has no logarithmic singularity near the diagonal. To-

gether with (6.40) this implies that the logarithmic singularity of ky(z,y) agrees

with that of e?*/(@) kg, (z,9) and so we have cg = ek @ cq (). Since we know

that cq ,,,(z) = cg(x), we see that cq ,, () = e?#/(@)cq, (x). The proposition is

thus proved. (I

Remark 6.14. The compacity of M in Proposition[6.13]is really not necessary, since

we can replace Déﬁk) by any parametrix Qéfk) of Dék). The density Co=" (x) is
6

independent of the choice of Qéfk) and agrees with c—x) (x) when M is com-
2]
pact. Then the arguments of the proof of Proposition [6.13] can be applied mutatis
mutandis to show that ¢k () satisfies (6.38) even when M is noncompact.
6

Let ag(n41-k) (Dék))(:v) be the coefficient of t ! in the heat kernel asymptotics ([Z3)
for Dék). By (@A) we have 2kcg—w () = a2(n+1,k)(D‘(9k))(x), so from Proposi-
6
tion we immediately get:

Corollary 6.15. For k=1,...,n we have

(644)  az(ni1-i) (O8)) (@) = e Dayn 1y (@F) @) Vf € CF(M,R).

Remark 6.16. For k = 1 this result was first proved by N.K. Stanton [St, Thm. 3.3].
Let © be the family of contact forms that are conformal multiples of 6.

Definition 6.17. 1) A family (Zo')orco C C®(M) is a local pseudohermitian
invariant of weight w if Ty (x) can be written as a linear combination in complete
contractions of the covariant derivatives of the curvature and torsion forms of the
Tanaka- Webster connection and if we have

(645) TIro (,CC) = \""Ty (,CC) YA>0 Vo €0.

2) A family (Zyp)grco C C°°(M) is a local CR invariant of weight w if this is a
local pseudohermitian invariant of weight w and we have:

(6.46) Torg(x) = e 2@ Ty (2)  Vf e C°(M,R).

When M is a real hypersurface the above definition of a local CR invariant agrees
with the definition in [Fe2] in terms of Chern-Moser invariants (with our convention
about weight a local CR invariant that has weight w in the sense of (G40]) has
weight 2w in [Fe2]). Motivated by the analysis of the Bergman kernel on strictly
pseudoconvex domains of C"1, Fefferman launched in [Fe2] a difficult program
of determining all local CR invariants. The original idea of Fefferman is that they
should be expressed in terms of linear combinations of CR Weyl invariants obtained
from Fefferman’s ambient Kéhler-Lorentz metric as follows.

Let £* = (A™Y)\ 0 be the canonical line bundle of M minus the zero section.
The Fefferman space of M is the total space of the circle bundle F := K*/R%. It
carries a natural Lorentzian metric g whose conformal class depends only on the CR
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structure of M (see [Fell, [Le]). More precisely under a conformal change 6 — €2/6,
with f € C°°(M,R), the metric g becomes e2/g. Moreover, the curvature tensor
of g can be explicitly related to the curvature and torsion tensors of the Tanaka-
Webster connection (see [Le]). Therefore, any local conformal invariant of F of
weight w in the sense of [EG] gives rise to a CR invariant on M.

Let G be the R’ -ray bundle defined by the conformal class of the metric g. We
identify G with the hypersurface G x {0} in G =G x (=1,1). The space G is
Fefferman’s ambient space and Fefferman constructed the ambient metric as the
Kahler-Lorentz metric g on G that satisfies the Einstein’s equation Ric(g) = 0 up
to order 2n + 2 in the direction transverse to G. Because G depends only on the
conformal structure of F and g is naturally related to g, any complete contraction of
weight w of covariant derivatives of the curvature tensor of g restricts to G to a local
conformal invariant of weight w, which then gives rise to a local CR invariant of
weight w. The local CR invariants arising in this way are called Weyl CR invariants.
Fefferman [Fe2] proved that any local CR invariant of weight w < n — 19 is a
linear combination of Weyl CR invariants and the result was extended by Bailey-
Eastwood-Graham [BEG, Thm. 10.1] to local CR invariants of weight w < n + 1.

Now, set Cgim () = cpr(x)dd™ A6 and Gz(n+1_k)(mék))($) = ank(z)0 A dO™.
Then we have 2kc,;(x) = anr(x). Moreover, the analysis in [BGS] of the coeffi-
cients in the heat kernel asymptotics (@3] for the Kohn Laplacian can be applied
mutatis mustandis to the coefficients in the heat kernel asymptotics for the Gover-
Graham operator D(gk). In particular, we see that a,x () is a local pseudohermitian.
Together with Proposition [6.13] this shows that ¢, is a local CR invariant of weight
n+1—k. Because the weight is < n+1 we may apply the result of Bailey-Eastwood-
Graham [BEG, Thm. 10.1] to deduce that ¢, is a universal linear combinations of
Weyl CR invariants. Therefore, we obtain:

Theorem 6.18. The density ¢ (x) defined by the logarithmic singularity near
6

the diagonal of the Green kernel of Dék) s of the form
(6.47) cm-» () = car(x)d0™ N O,
6

where cpr(x) is obtained from a universal linear combination, depending only on n
and k, of complete contractions of weight n+ 1 — k of the covariant derivatives of
Fefferman’s ambient Kdhler-Lorentz metric.

We can get a list of the complete contractions of the covariant derivatives of the
ambient curvature tensor of weight < 4 by looking at the list of them in [Gi] and by
making use of the fact that the Ricci-flat condition Ric(g) = 0 implies the vanishing
of all the contractions involving traces. For instance, the only complete contraction
of weight 1 is the scalar curvature which vanishes, so there is no nonzero local CR
invariant of weight 1, so that from Theorem [6.I§ we get:

Proposition 6.19. We have ¢ () =0, i.e., the Green kernel of Dén) has no

6
logarithmic singularity.
Combining this with Proposition 4] immediately gives:

Corollary 6.20. The zeta function C(Dén); s) is always reqular at s = 1.

Remark 6.21. For n = 1 the above result also can be obtained from the vanishing
in dimension 3 of az(lg)(x) established by N.K. Stanton [Stl Thm. 5.1].
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APPENDIX. PROOF OF LEMMA [B.1]

In this appendix, for reader’s convenience we give a detailed proof of Lemma [3.]]
about the extension of a homogeneous symbol on R4F!\ (0 into a homogeneous
distribution on R4+,

Let p € C*°(R¥*1\0) be homogeneous of degree m, m € C, so that p(\.£) =
A"p(€) for any A > 0. If ®m > —(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'(R¥*1) given by

A0 = flu - vllel) 3 o Ok, e S

with k > —(Rm + d + 2) and ¢ € C°(R,) such that ¢ = 1 near 0. For any A > 0
we have

ay—{)
(o) = X r) = A2 [0 — u(lel) Y S5 Olpledg
@<k '
m ga ()
- [ - vl 3 Su Ol
@<k
w(@
="y afo) / [IEND — pAIEDIEp(E)dE,
@<k
—\™ Z pa 5(04 >
@<k
where co(p) = 57 f ¢y €p(€)ipd€ and p(A) =[5 442 (0 (n) i () 2
(as in the statement E is the vector field 2£p0g, —|— 10, + ...+ €40¢,).

Set A = e® and assume that ¢ is of the form (u) = 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

(A.2) %pa(es) = % /::(h(t) — h(s+1t))e*!dt = —e /_O:o ety (t)dt.
As po(1) = 0 it follows that 7 is homogeneous of degree m provided that
(A.3) /we“th’(t)ds:o fora=m+d+2,....,m+d+2+k.
Next, if g € C2°(R¥t1) is such that [ g(t)dt = 1 then for any a € C\ 0 we have
(A1) /_ O:O (L' (1) + g(1))dt = 0.

Therefore, if m ¢ Z then the equations (A.3]) are satisfied by
mtdi2tk

(A.5) Ry = 1] (5 75 T Dla(®).
ads
a=m-+d+2
Since [ K/(t)dt =1 we see that the distribution 7 defined by (AJ]) with ¢ (p) =

flogu h(t )dt is a homogeneous extension of p.
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On the other hand, if 7 € §'(R?*1) is another homogeneous extension of p(€)
then 7 — 7y is supported at the origin, so we have 7 = 7 + Zbaé(o‘) for some
constants b, € C. As both 7 and 7 are homogeneous of degree m it follows that
ST(ATE@H2=@) — \myp,5() = 0. Thus b, = 0 for all « and so 7 = 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 (AJ]) for 7
we can set k = —(m + d + 2) and we can let ¢ be of the form

t
og p a=m-+d+2 a d

oo m+d+2+k
(A6) () = / wwd, Ko = ] G+,

with g € C2°(R4™) such that [g(t)dt = 1. Then thanks to (A2) and (A4) we
have po(A) = 0 for (@) < —(m + d + 2), while for @) = —(m + d + 2) we get

(A7) dipa(eS) — [ Wt = /g(t)dt _1,
s
which gives p,(e®) = s, that is, po(A) = log A. Thus,
(A.8) 2= A7+ A log A Z ca(p)d®, A> 0.

@=—(m+d+2)

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

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

(A9) A= ATF+ D ba(AEFIR2) _ ym)5(e)

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

Comparing this with (A8) shows that c,(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 [B] is thus achieved.
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