Chapter 1

Superposition Principle
for the Relative Index

1.1 Collar Spaces

The superposition principle outlined in the introduction deals with modifications (surg-
eries) of elliptic operators performed on two disjoint closed subsets, say A and B, of the
manifold M on which these operators are defined and says that the index increments Ay
and Ap resulting from these surgeries are independent (i.e., are just summed if both surg-
eries are carried out simultaneously). In this chapter, we prove the superposition principle
for the relative index in general form as it was stated in [55-60].

In fact, there are only two things important for the superposition principle to hold:

1. The two “regions” where the operators are to be modified should be separated from
each other.

2. The operators in question should respect the separated subsets, i.e., be local in some
sense.

The notion of collar spaces discussed in this section takes care of the first thing, and
the second thing—the relevant class of operators—will be introduced in the next section.

Collar spaces were originally defined in [55-57,59]. These spaces are Hilbert spaces
equipped with the structure of a module over the unital algebra C*([—1,1]) of smooth
functions on the closed interval [—1, 1]. We will use the Fréchet topology defined on this
algebra by the seminorms

k
Il = max |FO(0).
re[—1,1]
Let us give a formal definition.
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Definition 1.1. Let H be a separable Hilbert space, and let a continuous action of the
algebra C([—1,1]) on H be defined. (We assume that the function f(x) =1 acts as the
identity operator on H.) Then we say that H is a collar space.

Let us produce some examples of collar spaces.
Example 1.2. Apparently the most trivial example of a collar space is the Hilbert space
H = L*([—1,1],W) whose elements are measurable functions f: [—1,1] — W, where
W is a separable Hilbert space and

1 1/2
= { [ ol ar} <o

The action of the algebra C([—1,1]) on H is defined as pointwise multiplication.

Example 1.3. Let M be a smooth complete Riemannian manifold, and let a smooth map-
ping

XM —[-1,1] (1.1)
be given such that the set y ~!(—1,1) is bounded. The Sobolev spaces H*(M) (defined
with the use of powers of the Beltrami—Laplace operator and of the Riemannian volume
measure) can naturally be equipped with an action of the algebra C*([—1,1]) as follows.
Every function ¢ € C*([—1,1]) acts on H*(M) as the operator of multiplication by the
function @ o y € C(M). Thus, H*(M) is a collar space in a natural way.

.

Figure 1.1: A collar space

Let us visualize what happens in this example as well as in more general examples
where M is not necessarily a compact C* manifold (see Fig. 1.1). The closed subsets



1.1. Collar Spaces 23

A=x""({1}) and B = x~'({—1}) play the same role as the sets denoted by the same
letters in the classical example given in the Introduction (cf. Fig. 0.1); that is where the
surgeries will be applied. The remaining part of M, that is, the set

U=M\(AUB) =1 '{(~1,1)}

separating A and B, will be referred to as the collar. That is where the operators in ques-
tion should be “local” for the index increments /A4 and Ap to be independent indeed.

Of course, the locality that is actually needed to prove superposition theorems for
the relative index is much weaker than the usual locality on M. It is not with respect to,
say, the algebra Ci’ (M) but rather with respect to the action of C**([—1,1]), and even for
this action, not in the sense that the commutators with the action of the elements of the
algebra are compact but in some weaker sense (see the next section). So far, let us define
some notions related to locality with respect to the action of C*([—1,1]). These are in
fact pretty much standard. We start from the notion of support.

Definition 1.4. Let H be a collar space, and let & € H. The support of h is the minimal
closed subset K C [—1, 1] such that the following property holds:

@ €C”([—1,1]) and supppoNK =2 = @h=0.

The support of the element /2 will be denoted by supp 4.
Alternatively, one can write
supph =[] ¢ '({0}).

peC([=1,1])
¢oh=0

This is easily seen to be equivalent to Definition 1.4.

One can readily describe the support of elements of collar spaces in Examples 1.2
and 1.3. In Example 1.2, elements 4 € H are (Hilbert space-valued) functions on [—1, 1],
and supp & coincides with the support of / in the ordinary sense. In Example 1.3, elements
h € H*(M) are functions (or distributions) on M, and one has

supph = x (suppy ),

where supp,, 1 is the support of % as a function on M. (Note that ¥ (supp,, /) is necessarily
closed.)

The following trivial assertion shows that the notion of support introduced in Defi-
nition 1.4 has all natural properties of the ordinary support.

Proposition 1.5. Let H be a collar space, and let h,hy,h;,... € H. Then
(1) supph is closed.
(i) supph = @ if and only if h = 0.

(iil) One has supp(hi +ha) C supphy Usuppho.
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(iv) One has supp(@h) C supp @ Nsupph for any ¢ € C=([—1,1]).
V) If hy — hin the space H (weakly or strongly), then
supph C ﬂ U supp hy,,
k n>k
where the bar stands for closure.

Proof. We omit the proof, which is fairly standard. 0

For an arbitrary subset F C [—1,1], let Hr C H be the linear manifold of elements

h € H such that supph C F. If F C [—1,1] is closed, then IfIF is a closed subspace of H.
Indeed, if h, — h and supph,, C F, then

supph C ﬂ U supph, C F
k n>k

by Proposition 1.5, (v). For arbitrary F C [—1, 1], the linear manifold Hr is not necessarily
closed, and we define

Hr =HF.

Proposition 1.6. The space Hr is invariant under the action of C*([—1,1]) and hence
itself'is a collar space.

Proof is obvious. O

We point out that Hr # Hp in general. A counterexample can readily be indicated
in Example 1.3, where H*(M)_ ;) consists of all functions u € H*(M) supported in the
collar, while H*(M)_, ;) coincides with the entire H*(M).

Finally, we need one technical result.

Proposition 1.7. Let Fy,...,F, C [—1,1] be subsets such that their closures F1,...,F,
are pairwise disjoint. Then one has the direct sum decomposition

Hpu...ur, = Hp, ®--- © Hp,,. (1.2)

Proof. Let V;...,V,, be disjoint open neighborhoods of F,...,F,, respectively, and let
ei,...,en € C*([—1,1]) be a partition of unity on UF; subordinate to the cover UV; D UF.
Ifu; e Hpj, J=1,...,m, then Y u; € H,...uf,- Moreover, if Y u; = 0, then

Finally, if u € H,u...ur,,, theneju € Fj, j=1,...,m,and Y u; = u. OJ

Remark 1.8. 1. For the direct sum decomposition (1.2) to hold, it does not suffice to
require that the sets F; themselves are pairwise disjoint.
2. The sum on the right-hand side in (1.2) need not be orthogonal.
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1.2 Proper Operators and Fredholm Operators

Supports. If an operator A on a function space can be written as an integral operator,

Aulx) = [ AGe.y)u(y)dy (13)

with some (possibly, distributional) kernel A(x,y), then one can speak of the support (and
singular support) of the kernel of A. In fact, a (somewhat weaker) notion of support
of the kernel can be defined even if we do not consider the kernel itself. Namely, the
support of the kernel can be reconstructed from how the operator transforms the supports
of functions on which it acts. This reconstruction can be used as a definition of the support
of the kernel even if the kernel itself is not necessarily defined.

Let us use this idea to define the support of an operator A : Hy — H» acting between
collar spaces. Since the supports of elements of collar spaces are defined as subsets of the
interval [—1, 1], it is natural that the supports of operators acting on such spaces will be
defined as subsets of the Cartesian product [—1,1] x [—1, 1]. First, note that an arbitrary
subset K C [—1,1] x [—1,1] can be viewed as the graph of a set-valued mapping, which
will be denoted by the same letter,

K:[—1,1] — 20701,

Namely, for each 7 € [—1, 1] we define K(¢) to be the set (see Fig. 1.2)

“Fl I 1 1

K0 G | :
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K@) | : :

b ok : :
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1t A +1

Figure 1.2: A subset K C [—1,1] x [—1,1] as a set-valued mapping
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K@) ={re[-1,1]: (t,7) €K}, (1.4)

where the images K (¢) of a point¢ € [—1,1] and K(A) of a subset A C [—1, 1] are shown.
Now we are in a position to give the desired definition.

Definition 1.9. Let H; and H, be collar spaces, and let A: H] — H» be a bounded linear
operator. One says that A is supported in a closed subset K C [—1,1] x [—1,1] if

suppAu C K(suppu) (1.5)

for any element u € H. The minimum closed subset K C [—1, 1] x [—1, 1] with this prop-
erty is denoted by suppA and referred to as the support of A.

We need yet to prove that there exists a minimum closed subset with this property.
The intersection of all such closed sets K is a natural candidate, but the proof is not
completely obvious, because in general one only has (N Kg)(X) C (K« (X), while the
opposite inclusion fails. The desired assertion is valid nevertheless.

Lemma 1.10. Let {Ky} be an arbitrary family of closed subsets of [—1,1] x [—1,1] saz-
isfying (1.5). Then the intersection K = (o Kq satisfies (1.5) as well.

Proof. Letu € Hy, and let T ¢ K(suppu). We claim that T ¢ suppAu. Indeed, for each o,
let Uy be the set of t € [—1, 1] such that (7, 7) ¢ K. The set Uy, is obviously open. Next,
suppu C Uy Uq, because it follows from the relation 7 ¢ K (suppu) that for any 7 € suppu
one has (7,7) ¢ K and hence there exists at least one index ¢ such that (7,7) ¢ K. Now
take a finite subcover of suppu by Uy, and let {eq} C C*([—1,1]) be a smooth partition
of unity on supp u subordinate to this subcover. Then

Au=Y A(equ), T ¢ Kq(Ug) D supp(A(equ)) for any o,
a

and hence 7 ¢ suppAu by Proposition 1.5, (iii). 0

The supports of operators in collar spaces enjoy many natural properties. For exam-
ple, the following assertion holds.

Proposition 1.11. Ler H,, H,, and H3 be collar spaces, and let A: Hi — H, and
B: Hy —> Hj be some operators. Then supp(BA) C suppB o suppA, where the com-
position on the right-hand side is understood in the sense of set-valued mappings (see
Fig. 1.3.)

Proper operators. The operators for which the index superposition principle will be
proved have some special properties related to their supports. Prior to stating the corre-
sponding definition, let us informally explain what these properties are and where they
stem from. The operators usually considered in index theory on compact manifolds have
the property known as locality: their commutators with the operators of multiplication by
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Figure 1.3: Composition of supports

continuous functions are compact. If A is such an operator and Y, (pj2 (x) = 1 is a partition
of unity on the underlying manifold M, then

A= Z @;joAo@; modulocompact operators.
J

By taking an appropriately fine partition of unity, we can ensure that the kernel of the
operator on the right-hand side is supported in an arbitrarily small neighborhood of the
diagonal

Ay ={(x,x): xeM} C M.

This operator has the same index as A.

The locality property itself is not really important for the index superposition theo-
rem in collar spaces to be true. (And it even does not hold, say, in applications to Fourier
integral operators.) All we need is that we can make the support of our operator to be
localized in an arbitrarily small neighborhood of the diagonal, without changing the in-
dex of the operator. To avoid making additional assumptions, we will consider families
of operators continuously depending on a parameter 6 > 0 whose supports shrink to the
diagonal A = {(z,7)|t € [-1,1]} as 8 — 0. If all operators in such a family are Fredholm,
then the index is independent of §. In specific applications, one is usually given a single
operator rather than a family; however, as a rule, one can readily include this operator in
a family with the shrinking support property.

Let us proceed to a rigorous definition. By A we denote the €-neighborhood of the
diagonal A, i.e., the set of pairs (7,7) € [—1,1] x [—1,1] such that |t — 7| < €.

Definition 1.12. Let H; and H, be collar spaces. A family of bounded linear operators

As Hy — H;
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depending on the parameter 6 > 0 is called a proper operator if the following conditions
are satisfied:

(i) the operator As depends on § continuously in the operator norm.

(ii) For every € > 0, there exists a 8 > 0 such that, for all § < &, one has

suppAg C A¢.

Remark 1.13. One can restate condition (ii) as follows: for § < &, the support of Agu is
contained in the €-neighborhood of the support of « for an arbitrary element u € H;.

Example 1.14. Let us return to Example 1.3, assuming for simplicity that M is a smooth
compact manifold (which actually does not affect our conclusions). Pseudodifferential
operators (¥DO) on Sobolev spaces on M can be included in operator families satisfying
the conditions of Definition 1.12 as follows. Consider an /th-order ¥DO,

P: HS (M) — H* ' (M),

with kernel kp(x,y), x,y € M. Take a cutoff function @g(x,y) on M x M such that @
continuously depends on 8, is equal to 1 in the J-neighborhood of the diagonal, and
is zero outside the 28-neighborhood. The ¥DO Ps with kernel @g(x,y)kp(x,y) has the
same symbol as P and coincides with P provided that § is sufficiently large. The family
Ps obviously satisfies the desired conditions.

Remark 1.15. The set of proper operators from a collar space H into itself is an algebra.
Indeed, it follows from the triangle inequality, Proposition 1.11, and Definition 1.12 that
the sum and product of proper operators are again proper operators.

Now we can introduce the class of Fredholm operators to be dealt with in what
follows. Recall that an almost inverse of a Fredholm operator

A:H—G

is an operator
B:G—H

such that
AB=1+K;, BA=1+K,,

where K| and K, are compact operators on G and H, respectively. An almost inverse of A
will be denoted by Al~!I; note that the almost inverse is by no means unique, even though
the notation suggests otherwise.

Definition 1.16. A collar Fredholm operator (a c-Fredholm operator) between collar
spaces H and G is a proper operator

D52H—>G

with the following properties:
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1. The operator is Fredholm for every 6 > 0.
(-1]

2. For every § > 0, there exists an almost inverse D s  of the operator D such that
the family formed by these almost inverses is again a proper operator.

Example 1.17. Let us again return to Example 1.3. If A is an elliptic pseudodifferential
operator on a smooth compact manifold M equipped with a smooth function y: M —
[-1,1] and A1 s an almost inverse of A, then both operators can be made proper op-
erators in Sobolev spaces on M by the technique used in Example 1.14. Thus, A can be
interpreted as a c-Fredholm operator. Note that all elements A 5 of the corresponding fam-
ily represent the stable homotopy class [A] € Ell(M) of the original elliptic operator A;
that is why it is expedient not to distinguish between A and the family As unless a misun-
derstanding is possible. As a rule, we omit the parameter 6 in the notation of a proper (in
particular, c-Fredholm) operator.

Remark 1.18. The class of c-Fredholm operators is wider than that of Atiyah’s general
elliptic operators (see Definition 0.6). One relevant example is given by Fourier integral
operators (see Section 0.3.4).

1.3 Superposition Principle

In this section, we prove Theorem 0.10. To this end, we need the notion of surgery in
collar spaces. Surgery for Atiyah’s general elliptic operators was defined in Section 0.2.2
of the Introduction, while surgery in collar spaces was temporarily left to the reader’s
imagination in Section 0.2.3, and now we describe it in detail.

Surgery of collar spaces and surgery diagrams. Let H and G be collar spaces, let
0 C [—1,1] be a closed subset, and let F = [—1,1] \ Q be the complement of Q. Next, let

j: Hr — Gf

be an isomorphism of collar spaces' (not necessarily norm-preserving).

Definition 1.19. The triple (H,G, j) is called a surgery of collar spaces on the subset Q.
In this situation, we also say that H and G coincide on F, or that G is a modification of H
on Q (and vice versa) or is obtained from H by surgery on Q. Furthermore, we write

HEG and H<L G

This notation omits the isomorphism j for brevity, but one should have in mind that the
specific form of the isomorphism is important in the definition: different isomorphisms
correspond to different surgeries. The mere existence of an isomorphism is not of much
value anyway, because there always exists one provided that Hr and G are of the same
dimension.

'Thus, j commutes with the action of C*([—1, 1]).
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Figure 1.5: Surgery on the set {1}

Example 1.20. Consider the smooth closed manifold M shown in Fig. 1.4. Let a smooth
function )y : M — [—1,1] be given, making the Sobolev spaces H*(M) collar spaces as
in Example 1.3. We assume that

(1) =4, 2 '({1}) =8,

so that the collar is the lighter area, just as in Fig. 1.1.

Now let us cut away the part A and paste some different part A’, thus obtaining a
new smooth closed manifold M’ (see Fig. 1.5). The function ¥| M\ extends to be a smooth
function on M’ if we set x|, = 1; thus, the Sobolev spaces H*(M') are collar spaces as
well.

One obviously has
-1

)

1) {13

H*(M) HY(M'), or  H'(M)+= H'(M'),
the corresponding mapping

JUH (M) — H (M)
being defined as follows:

A1) =f(x), xeM\A,  [jflx)=0, xeA',  forfeCF(M\A).



1.3. Superposition Principle 31

(The mapping j extends to the entire H[S_Ll) (M) uniquely by continuity.)
In what follows, most often surgeries on the sets {1} and {—1} are used. To simplify

. . . 1 1 .
the notation, we omit the braces and write H <— G rather than H <Q> G and accordingly

_ ~1
H <% G rather than H H G.

Now we introduce the very important notion of surgery diagrams. Let H;, i =
1,...,4, be collar spaces, and let

012,013,02,034 € [—1,1]

be closed subsets, whose complements will be denoted by

Fg = [-1,1]\ Q.
Assume that

H, (%H27 H, &H% H, (%Hz, H, (%Hz;

i.e., Hy is obtained from H; by surgery on Q1», etc., with the underlying isomorphisms

j12: HlFlz _>H2F127 j13: H1F13 _>H3F137
j23: H2F23 — H3F237 j24: H2F24 — H4F24~

Then we can draw the surgery diagram

H <22, [,

Q13I IQ24

Hy <— Hy
034

combining all the four surgeries. We say that this surgery diagram commutes if the under-
lying isomorphisms ji; form a commutative diagram

J12
Hyp ——— Hyr

j13l ljm

H3p ——— Hyr,
J34

where
F=FNF3NFyNFy=[—1,1]\(012UQ13U 02 UQx).

(We denote the restrictions of the isomorphisms jj; to subspaces by the same symbol as
the homomorphisms themselves.)
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collar
o> <7

Figure 1.6: Surgery diagram for a manifold M

Example 1.21. Consider the surgery diagram for manifolds shown in Fig. 1.6. With ob-
vious notation, this surgery diagram can be written as

M A

5] I

M<T>M’.

If the Sobolev spaces on each of the four manifolds occurring in this diagram are equipped
with the structure of collar spaces in the same way as in Example 1.20, then from this
surgery diagram for manifolds we obtain the following surgery diagram for Sobolev
spaces:

HY (M) «—— H (M)

] g
H*(M) B (M).
The latter diagram obviously commutes, because all underlying isomorphisms of Sobolev

spaces on the collar are just the identity homomorphism.

Remark. In practical applications, just as in the above example, one usually has Q1> = Q34
and Q13 = Q.

Remark. We have only introduced the simplest kind of surgery diagrams—squares. We
will not need more general ones in this book.
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Surgery of c-Fredholm operators and surgery diagrams. Now consider the notion
of surgery for c-Fredholm operators.
Let H; and G;, i = 1,2, be collar spaces, let Q C [—1,1] be a closed subset, and

assume that

<& H, 6<% 6. (1.6)

Next, let
A H — Gy, Ary: Hh — Gy

be c-Fredholm operators.

Definition 1.22. One says that A; and A, are obtained from each other by surgery on Q
(or coincide on [—1,1]\ Q) if for any closed subset K C [—1,1]\ Q there exists a & > 0
such that

Ajsu=Asu for all u € H; with suppu C K (1.7)

for all 6 < &. In this case, we write
0 F
Al — Ay, or A;=A,, F:[—l,l]\Q

Remark. Of course, there is some abuse of notation in (1.7); more carefully, one should
write

Je(Arsu) = Ars(jru),

where jy and jg are the isomorphisms underlying the collar space surgeries (1.6). This
is well defined. Indeed, suppu C K C [—1,1]\ Q and, for sufficiently small &, one has
suppAsu C [—1,1]\ Q, because A; is a proper operator and the distance between the
disjoint compact sets K and Q is strictly positive.

Let us return to Example 1.21. Suppose that we have mth-order elliptic differential
operators P, P/, P, and P' on M, M’', M, and M’, respectively, such that

P=P onM\A, P=PonM\B, P'=P onM'\B, P=P onM\A.

Then, treating the operator P as a proper (and c-Fredholm) operator acting in the collar
spaces H*(M) — H*~™(M), etc., we obtain the surgeries

1 -1 = ~ 1 = 1~
P+—P, P+—P, P+—P, PP
Let us combine these surgeries into the surgery diagram

Pt P

_11 I—l (1.8)
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Such a surgery diagram of c-Fredholm operators is said to commute if the two underlying
surgery diagrams of collar spaces commute. This is obviously the case in this example,
because these underlying diagrams are

H' (M) «— HSM')  H™M) +— H"™M)

S CR 8

H* (M) — H (M),  H*"™(M) — HS (M),

and they clearly commute, as was explained above.
Now if P, P, P, and P’ are elliptic pseudodifferential operators and we only know
that

o(P)=c(P)over M\A, o(P)=c(P)overM\B,

6(P')=c(P)over M'\B, o(P)=c(P')over M\A,
where o (D) stands for the principal symbol of a pseudodifferential operator D, then a few
more technicalities are needed. First, we act as in Example 1.17 to make these operators c-
Fredholm (essentially by modifying them by appropriate families of compact operators).
Next, we need to ensure that diagram (1.8) holds—and commutes. To this end, we take a
smooth partition of unity

e 15(1) +egs(t) +ejslt) =1

on [—1, 1] smoothly depending on the parameter § > 0 and such that

L, |f|<1-4, 1) 1)
eps = suppe_1 C —1,—1+§ , suppe; C | 1,1 ——].

s
0, [tf[]>1-5, 2

Then we can replace the operators P, P', P, and P by

e_jgoPoe_j5+egsoPoeys+esoPoes,
e 150Poe 15+eps0Poegs +esoP oes,
e_150Poe_j5+eg50Poegs +e150Poes,
e_150Poe_j5+eg50Poegs +e150P oeyg,

respectively. The new operators differ from the original ones by families of compact oper-
ators, and it is an easy exercise to check that now we have the commutative diagram (1.8).

Proof of the superposition principle. Now we are in a position to prove Theorem 0.10.
First, now that we have introduced c-Fredholm operators and surgery diagrams for such
operators, we can restate the theorem without resorting to intuition for understanding any
notions. The theorem states that if there is a commutative surgery diagram
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II Il (1.9)

D+ <—1> D4
of c-Fredholm operators, then

ind(D) —ind(D-) = ind(D4) —ind(D.).

To prove Theorem 0.10, we need some lemmas.

Lemma 1.23. Let A : Hl — H, and Ay : Hi — Hj be c-Fredholm operators between
collar spaces H and Hy, and suppose that A| and A, coincide on some open set F C [0,1],

F . . . .
A1 = Ay. Then their arbitrary proper almost inverses differ on F by compact operators;

more precisely,

AP E A 4k,

where K is a compact proper operator.

Proof. By the definition of an almost inverse operator, we have
aA =14k, Al =14k, (1.10)

with some compact proper operators K; and K. Let us multiply the first relation by A[; 1
on the left; we obtain
ALA Al ALY A

]

Next, let us multiply the second relation in (1.10) by A[fl on the right; we obtain

AFTA AT E AR 4a 7 = 471 gl
By combining the last two relations, we see that
ATTE AT oAl —al gy,

which completes the proof, because the expression in braces is a compact operator. [

Lemma 1.24. LetA: Hl — Hy and Ay : Hi — H, be proper operators between collar
spaces Hy and H,. Suppose that

F,
A2, je g, (1.11)

for some open sets Fj, j € #, forming an open cover of the interval [—1,1],

U F=1-11].
jes
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Then there exists a 8y > 0 such that A15 = A, for 8 < &. Likewise, if relation (1.11) holds
modulo compact proper operators, then A5 = As modulo compact proper operators for

S < .

Proof. We can assume without loss in generality that the cover is finite, # = {1,...,N}.
Let {e j}jj\':l be a smooth partition of unity on [—1,1] subordinate to the cover {FJ}IJ\':l
Then, for each j=1,...,N, suppe; is a closed subset of F;, and by Definition 1.22 there
exists a 6; > 0 such that

Asu=Arsu for suppu C suppe; and 6 < J;.

Set
O = .7nlnnN5j > 0.

J=1

Then for 6 < &y one has

N N
Ajsu=Y Ajs(eju) = Y Ars(eju) = Arsu.
f= =

The case of equality modulo compact proper operators can be considered in a completely
similar way. 0

Remark. Note a useful corollary (which we however do not need in the proof of the
theorem): the difference of two arbitrary proper almost inverses of a c-Fredholm operator
A is a compact proper operator.

Lemma 1.25. Assume that all four operators D, D_, D, and D4 act in the same pair of
spaces. Then Theorem 0.10 is true.

Proof. Under the assumptions of the lemma, we can represent the difference of the right-
and left-hand sides of the desired relation in the form of the index of a product of four
operators as follows:

indD—indD_ —indD +ind D, = ind(DD" "D, D).

However, we have
_ 1 (=11 _
DD[, 1]DiD[Jr 1 = ]DD[‘”D+D[+ = 1

(where the symbol = is used to denote equality modulo compact proper operators) and

further

] =L

ppp.p =" pplp pl=ppl-t =1,

By Lemma 1.24, we obtain

ppUp.pl =1,

and hence the index of this operator is zero. 0
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Thus, we have proved Theorem 0.10 for the special case in which all the operators
act in the same pair of spaces. Let us proceed to the general case, where the underlying
surgery diagrams for collar spaces are nontrivial. Here the key role is played by a special
direct sum decomposition that exists for an arbitrary collar space and which is described
in the following two technical lemmas.

Lemma 1.26. Let H be a collar space. Define the following subspaces of H:
HO =H_ 1y, H) =H 1 12©H 112, H) =Hqp1SH, (1.12)

where LO L' stands for an arbitrary complement (not necessarily the orthogonal comple-
ment) of a closed subspace L' of a Hilbert space L. Then one has the direct sum decom-
positions

H=HYoHYoHY =g oH_,, =H_, yoH",

(1.13)
H[—l,l) :H(_>@H(O), H(—l,l] :H(O)@H(+)

of Hilbert spaces. (These decompositions are in general neither orthogonal, nor do they
respect the action of the algebra C*([—1,1]).)

Proof. (1) Let us prove that H = H) SH 1
Let u € H. Take a partition of unity e; (t) +e2(t) = 1 in C*([—1,1]) such thate; (t) =
0 fort > —3/4 and ey(¢) = 0 for t < —7/8. Then u = eju+ eou, where eju € Hi_j _ )
and eou € H(_yy). Let equ = v+w, where v € H) andw e H(_1,1/2)- Then we finally
obtain
Uu=uy+uy, uj :veH(f), u2=w+ezu€H(_171], (1.14)

and moreover,
[Jur || + |z || < Clu

with some constant C.

It remains to prove that the decomposition (1.14) is unique, i.e., H®) NH_ =
{0}. Let u € H) N H(_y ). Then, in particular, u € H|_; /) and u € H_; ;. We
claim that then u € H_ /) and hence u = 0, because H(_; ) is a complement
of H). We again write u = eju + eyu, where ey and e; are the same as above. Since
u € H_y _y3), it follows that u = limv,, where v, € H and suppv, C [~1,—1/2); then
eu = limeyvy, suppeyv, C (—1,—1/2), and hence eu € H(_y _1/2)- Now consider eju.
Since u € H(,H], it follows that u = limw,,, where w,, € H and suppw, C (—1,1]; then
eju = limejwy, suppeiw, C (—1,—1/2), and hence eju € H_1_1)2)-

(ii) In a similar way, one proves that H_; jj = HOqH®),

(iii) It follows from (i) and (i) that H = H) & HO ¢ HH).

(iv) The remaining relations in (1.13) can be proved in a similar way. O

Lemma 1.27. Let us equip the collar space H with the modified action of the algebra
C=([—1,1]) defined via the original action of this algebra by the formula

@xh=(o0)h, (1.15)
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where 0: [—1,1] — [—1, 1] is a monotone smooth function such that
-1, re|-1,-1/2
9([): ) E[ ) / ]7
1, eell/21)

The decompositions (1.13) respect the action (1.15); if we denote the space H equipped
with the action (1.15) by H, then

H) CFI{,]}, H) ¢ H{]}, ﬁ[—l,l) CHp_1), H_ ) CHyy. (1.16)

Proof. The assertion of the lemma becomes clear if we notice that the action (1.15) is the
multiplication by ¢(—1) on H|_; _; /) and by @(1) on H(; 3 1. O

Now we can return to the proof of Theorem 0.10. Suppose that the c-Fredholm
operators in the theorem are

D:H—G, D.:H —G_., Dy,:H — G, Di:Hy— Gy.

The collar spaces in which these operators act form the commutative surgery diagrams

H «—» 0 G « ' G
1 10
H+ (—°—]°—> Hi, GJr (—°—]°—> Gi.

Consider, for example, the first of these diagrams. We have the underlying isomorphisms

J-tHey —H -y et Hiy — Hio, (1.18)
Jei By = ey e Hopmry — Haon,

which form the commutative surgery diagram

Hi oy —— H (1

@ l;i (1.19)

H 1y T) Hyqy

of collar spaces.

Lemma 1.28. The isomorphisms (1.18) can be extended to isomorphisms

j o H—H_, j.:H—H.,
’ s " (1.20)
jriHy —Hy, ji:H_— Hy
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of Hilbert spaces such that the diagram

H — "

7{ lfi (1.21)

Hy ——— Hs
JF

commutes and the mappings (1.20) themselves commute with the action (1.15) of the
algebra C=([—1,1]).

Proof. We use Lemma 1.26 and seek the desired diagram (1.21) in the form

HOoHO e+ I g gy © o g®

Ll in (122)
H) oV e —— H on oHl,

=
where at the vertices we have used the decompositions (1.13) and all four isomorphisms in
the diagram should respect the direct sum structure (i.e., be block diagonal). (To achieve
this, we use the freedom in the choice of subspaces with (—) and (4) subscripts.) Thus,
we should actually construct three separate commutative diagrams,

HO i 5O gy g g i g
j+l lji j+l lji Ll lfi (1.23)
HY —— 7% v —— u B —— B

J¥ JF J¥

where the tilde is placed over yet unknown mappings (see below). The first of these dia-
grams is already known; it just expresses the fact that the first surgery diagram in (1.17)
commutes.

Let us construct the second diagram in (1.23). We can assume without loss of gen-
erality that all spaces in it are infinite-dimensional. (If this is not the case, then we can
add an infinite-dimensional Hilbert space (say, /%) as a direct summand to these spaces
and the identity operators on /2 to the original operators.) We choose the complements
H) and Hif) (see the statement of Lemma 1.26) arbitrarily. The vertical mappings in
this diagram are known (because

. — — 0
jrHoy=HOoH® —H =0 oH?
is given, and likewise for j.), and this uniquely determines the spaces

HO =j (HD), B = (HD).
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(One can readily verify that they are complements of the appropriate subspaces as re-
quired in Lemma 1.26.) It remains to determine the horizontal arrows ]i and ];. For the
first arrow, one can take an arbitrary isomorphism (which always exists between separable
Hilbert spaces), and then one should take

]; :jiof—ojll

to make the diagram commute.

The construction of the third diagram in (1.23) is completely similar, with vertical
and horizontal arrows exchanging their roles.

The resulting isomorphisms commute with the action (1.15), which follows from
the first two embeddings in (1.16).

The proof of the lemma is complete. 0

Now we see that the four collar spaces (with respect to the action (1.15)) in the first
surgery diagram in (1.17) are isomorphic and hence can be identified with each other. The
same is true for the collar spaces in the second diagram in (1.17). The operators D, D_,
D, and Dy remain c-Fredholm with respect to the new action of C*([—1,1]); they all
act in the same pair of spaces and satisfy the surgery diagram (1.9) in the sense of the
new action. (The last assertion follows from the third and fourth embeddings in (1.16).)
Thus, we have reduced the analysis to the case covered by Lemma 1.25. The proof of
Theorem 0.10 is complete. O
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