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Homotopy classification
of elliptic operators on stratified manifolds

V. E. Nazaikinskii, A. Yu. Savin, and B. Yu. Sternin

Abstract. We give a homotopy classification of elliptic operators on
a stratified manifold. Namely, we establish an isomorphism between the set
of elliptic operators modulo stable homotopy and the K-homology group of
the manifold. By way of application, we obtain an explicit formula for the
obstruction of Atiyah—Bott type to the existence of Fredholm problems in
the case of stratified manifolds.

8 1. Introduction

In the classical paper [1], Atiyah observed that abstract elliptic operators on
a compact space X (that is, Fredholm operators acting on C'(X)-modules and com-
muting modulo compact operators with the operators of multiplication by func-
tions) determine elements of the K-homology group of X. Moreover, Kasparov [2]
and Brown, Douglas, and Fillmore [3] showed that one can not only obtain ele-
ments of K-homology groups but also realize K-homology as a generalized homol-
ogy theory if one takes the quotient of the set of abstract elliptic operators by the
equivalence relation given by stable homotopy.

However, to obtain the K-homology group of a smooth manifold, one need not
consider abstract elliptic operators. It suffices to restrict oneself to differential or
pseudo-differential operators, which arise naturally in the theory of partial differ-
ential equations. Moreover, if the manifold is also equipped with a spin®-structure,
then it suffices to consider only (twisted) Dirac operators. This example suggests
the study of the natural problem of comparing the K-homology group with the
group generated by the elliptic pseudo-differential operators (¢YDO) for non-smooth
spaces (see Singer’s problem in [4]), in particular, for stratified manifolds.

This problem has been solved in some special cases. The classification of general
elliptic ¥’ DO in terms of K-homology was established in [5] for manifolds with
isolated singularities. The same result was proved independently in [6] and [7] using
groupoids and K K-theory. A classification of edge-degenerate elliptic operators for
stratified manifolds with two strata was obtained in [8] and [9].

Pseudo-differential calculus on general stratified manifolds is nothing new. It
was constructed, for example, in [10] and, within the framework of the general
approach [13] to the construction of DO associated with a given Lie algebra of
vector fields using the techniques of groupoid theory, in [11] and [12]. However,
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no results have yet been obtained on the homotopy classification of elliptic operators
on such manifolds. We establish such results in this paper.

Our main theorem states that if X is a compact stratified manifold with arbi-
trarily (but finitely) many strata, then there is a group isomorphism

EII(X) ~ Ko(X), (1.1)

where Ell(X) is the group generated by the elliptic pseudo-differential operators
on X modulo stable homotopy and Ky(X) is the even K-homology group of X.
Special cases of this isomorphism were obtained in the papers [5]-[9].

The isomorphism (1.1) enables us to apply the topological methods of K-homology
theory in the elliptic case. To give examples of such applications, we compute the
obstruction of Atiyah—Bott type to the existence of Fredholm problems on strati-
fied manifolds and generalize the theorem on the cobordism invariance of the index
(see §8).

In addition to these applications to elliptic operators, the isomorphism (1.1) has
an interesting interpretation within the framework of non-commutative geometry.
Namely, the algebra of ¥/DO on a stratified manifold is associated with a certain
groupoid (see [14] and [15]). Moreover, the group Ell(X) is related to the K-group of
the C*-algebra of the groupoid [12]. The well-known Baum—Connes conjecture [16]
asserts that this K-group is isomorphic to the topological K-group of the classifying
space of the groupoid (see [17]). Explicit computations for the simplest stratified
manifolds show that the K-group of the classifying space is isomorphic to Ky (X),
that is, to the right-hand side of (1.1). It would be interesting to investigate further
comparisons of (1.1) with the Baum—-Connes map.

To conclude the introduction, we wish to express our gratitude to Profes-
sor T. Fack (Lyon) for indicating the possible relationship between the isomor-
phism (1.1) and the Baum—Connes isomorphism for groupoids.

The results of this paper were presented at the international conference ‘Work-
shop on Index Theory’ held in Miinster on 4-8 November 2005.

§ 2. Stratified manifolds and v¥yDO

In this section we describe the class of manifolds where elliptic theory will be
studied and the class of pseudo-differential operators to be considered. These topics
are well known (for example, see [10], [18], [19]), and so our exposition is rather
concise.

2.1. Stratified manifolds. We use the following terminology. A manifold with
singularities is a triple
m: M — I,

where 90 is a Hausdorff space, M is a manifold with corners! and r is a continuous
projection. The manifold M is called the blow-up of M. We do not discuss the
uniqueness of the blow-up and, when speaking about manifolds with singularities,
we always assume that the triple 7: M — 901 is given.

We recall that a manifold of dimension n with corners is a Hausdorff space locally homeomor-

phic to the product R x R"™—* 0 <k <n, with smooth transition functions between such domains.
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A diffeomorphism of such manifolds is a pair (f: 9 — Mo, f: M, — M)
such that f is a homeomorphism, f is a diffeomorphism, and the following diagram
commutes:

M, AN Mo

“l lm

ml T va

where 71 and 7o are the natural projections. A special class of manifolds with sin-
gularities is obtained as follows. On a manifold M with corners, consider a smooth
Riemannian metric that is non-degenerate in the interior and possibly degenerate
on the boundary, and define 9t as the quotient of M by the following equivalence
relation determined by the metric: two points are equivalent if the metric distance
between them is zero. (Of course, one must also assume that 9 is Hausdorff.)

Now let us describe the class of manifolds with singularities to be studied in this
paper, namely, stratified manifolds. The description is by induction.

Definition 2.1. A filtration of length k on a topological space 9 is a sequence
M= DMe_1 D--- DM (2.1)

of closed subspaces of 91 such that each M1; is contained in the closure of the set

m;'+1:mj_}l\mj,j:(],l,...,k*l.

Definition 2.2 (inductive base). A stratified manifold of length zero is an arbitrary
smooth manifold. In this case, M = 9, ©# = id and the blow-up M is a smooth
manifold without boundary.

Definition 2.3 (inductive step). A stratified manifold of length k > 0 is a Haus-
dorff space MM equipped with a filtration (2.1) such that the following additional
conditions hold.

1. The set My has the structure of a smooth manifold.

2. The set M \ My is equipped with the structure of a stratified manifold of
length k£ — 1 with respect to the filtration

M\ Do = Wy \ Do D Mye—1 \ PVio D -+ D Wy \ M.

3. We have a bundle with fibre Kq over 9y, where ) is a compact stratified
manifold of length at most £k — 1 and K¢ is the cone with base 2. We also have
a homeomorphism from a neighbourhood U C 9t of 91y onto a neighbourhood
of the subbundle formed by the vertices of the cones, and the restriction of this
homeomorphism to M is the identity map.

4. The structure in Condition 3 is compatible with that in Condition 2 on 9T\ 9,
in the sense described below.

It follows by induction that
(i) the sets M; \ M;_1 ~ M (open strata) are smooth manifolds? for all
j=0,1,...,k,

2We put 9_1 = @ for convenience. These sets are the interiors of the corresponding blow-ups,
which are smooth manifolds with corners.
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(ii) each open stratum M?, j < k, has a neighbourhood U; C 9% homeomorphic
to a bundle with fibre K Ajs where the base A; of the cone is a stratified manifold
of length at most k — j — 1.

Let us give precise statements of Conditions 3 and 4.

The cone in Condition 3 is defined by the formula

Ko ={R; xQ} / {{0} x Q}.

We require that the transition functions of the bundle with fibre K¢ preserve the
variable 7 € R, and are induced by diffeomorphisms of the stratified manifold
of length < k — 1, that is, by maps that are diffeomorphisms of manifolds with
singularities and preserve the stratification and the fibrations of neighbourhoods of
the strata into cones. Hence we actually require that our bundle is obtained by
fibrewise conification from some bundle with fibre Q over 2.

The complement U \ 9 is an open subset of the bundle with fibre

K&:RJ’_XQ

(the cone with vertex deleted) over 9, and hence possesses the natural structure
of a stratified manifold of length at most k£ — 1. Indeed, local trivializations of this
bundle are given by V x R, x ©, where V C R! (I = dim90%) is a coordinate patch
on My. Hence they are stratified manifolds of the same length as €2, that is, of
length at most & — 1. For the strata in V' x R} x €, one can take V' x Ry x €,
where the {2; are the corresponding strata in {2 and the fibrations of neighbour-
hoods of these strata into cones are obtained from those of neighbourhoods of the
corresponding strata in €2 by taking their products by V' x R,.

Now let us clarify Condition 4. We have seen that U \ 9y is equipped with
two structures of a stratified manifold: one is the restriction of the corresponding
structure on M \ My and the other comes from the bundle. The compatibility
condition requires that these two structures coincide (that is, that the identity map
be a diffeomorphism).

Finally, let us define the blow-up of 9. Let 7: M — M \ My be the blow-up
of M\ My (known by the inductive hypothesis). The blow-up M of 9 is obtained

as the union of M and some set ‘over My’. Hence, to describe M and the projection
m: M — 9, it suffices to study what happens over U. We can assume that U
is fibred over My. Then 7~ (U \ My) is fibred over My by the composite map

LU\ M) S U\ My — M.

The structure of this bundle is easily described in local trivializations: it is given by

id x id xp
—_—

V xRy xQ VXRy xQ—V,

where p: Q — Q is the blow-up of the base of the cone. In this local trivialization,
we define the blow-up M of 9t by adding the point = 0 to the second factor, that
is, by passing from R, to R,. The projection takes each point (v,0,w) to v.

Now the meaning of Definition 2.3 is completely clear.

Each stratum 9; is a stratified manifold (of length j). It has a blow-up M},
which will be called a closed stratum in what follows. The corresponding projection
will be denoted by p;: M; — ;.
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Remark 2.1. By Condition 3, the cone bundles are defined over the open strata M7
in M. However, Condition 4 readily implies that these bundles can be extended
canonically to the closed strata Mj.

This remark is used in what follows because the operator-valued symbols of our
pseudo-differential operators are defined over the closed strata.

Metrics, measures, and L?-spaces. Let us introduce some natural metrics and mea-
sures on stratified manifolds. They will be used in the definition of spaces of square-
integrable functions.

First, let us give an inductive description of metrics. We take an arbitrary
Riemannian metric on a stratified manifold of length zero. To describe the inductive
step, we define a metric locally on V' x R4 x Q by the formula

ds® = dv? + dr® + r* di?, (2.2)

where dw? is the metric defined on by the inductive hypothesis. Globally, the
metric on 90 is obtained by patching together these local expressions (defined in
a neighbourhood of M) and the metric dp? (defined on M \ My by the inductive
hypothesis) outside a slightly smaller neighbourhood of 9, using a partition of
unity. Metrics of this form are called edge-degenerate metrics.

The measure naturally corresponding to a metric is defined as the volume element
equal to unity on an orthonormal frame. In terms of the inductive formula (2.2),
the corresponding formula for the measure is

dvol = r™ dv dr dvolg,

where dvolg is the volume form on Q (known by the inductive hypothesis) and
n = dimQ is the dimension of €.
From now on, all operators on 9t are considered in the space

L*(9M) = L*(M, dvol),
and the operators on the cone K¢ are considered in the space
L*(Kq) = L*(Kq, r™dr dvolg).

The cotangent bundle. Let us define a space Vectgy of vector fields on 9. If 9
is a smooth manifold, then Vectgy is the space of all vector fields on 9t. Next, we
define Vectgn by induction locally, assuming that it is a C'°°(M)-module. On the
product V' x Ry x €, the space Vectgy consists of vector fields of the form
0 o 1
0=a— +b—+ -0
“Bv + or + Pl
where a and b are smooth functions and 6, € Vectq,.
The metric ds? defines a C°°(M)-valued pairing on Vectgy, and the formula

(p(0), ) = ds*(6, )

defines a bijection ¢ between the space Vectgy and some C°° (M )-module A (90) C
AY(M) of differential forms on the blow-up M. (To see this, it suffices to note that
Vectpr C Vectogn and the embedding is epimorphic on the dense main stratum.)
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Definition 2.4. The cotangent bundle T*9 of 9 is the vector bundle over M
(which exists by Swan’s theorem) whose sections are elements of A!(901).

Remark 2.2. The elements of A'(901) are precisely the forms vanishing on the fibres
of the projection w: M — 9.

Remark 2.3. Since differential operators on a stratified manifold 97 are polynomials
with smooth coefficients (belonging to C'*°(M)) in vector fields in Vectgn, one can
readily show that their interior symbols are smooth functions on T%91.

The cotangent bundles of the strata 9t; are defined in a similar way.

The space C> (). We define the elements of C*°(9) as smooth functions on the
blow-up M of 9 satisfying the following additional condition: in the coordinates
(v,7,w) in a neighbourhood of any stratum of non-maximal dimension, these func-
tions depend only on v for sufficiently small 7.

2.2. Pseudo-differential operators and symbols. Let us describe the alge-
bra of zero-order ¢y)DO on a stratified manifold 9t. As noted in the introduction,
there are several different expositions of the theory of ¢YDO on stratified manifolds.
We use the construction in [21] and recall the corresponding definitions and facts
for the readers’ convenience. The proofs of the assertions in this section (except for
Proposition 2.2) are omitted because of their awkwardness (they can be found
in [21]).

We shall define families of ¢)DO with a parameter v ranging over a finite-
dimensional vector space V. By successive trivial generalizations at each inductive
step, one can first treat the case of ¢YDO depending smoothly on some addi-
tional parameter x and then the case of DO parametrized by points of a finite-
dimensional vector bundle over a smooth manifold.

Negligible families. Let us introduce the space of operator families modulo which
DO will be defined below. Let 9 be a stratified manifold (possibly non-compact).
We denote by Joo(V, M) = Joo(9M) = J the space of smooth operator families

D(v): L*(OM) — L*(M) (2.3)

such that all the operators D(v) are compact in L*(90), we have

H 9°D(v)
9P

‘gCﬁN(1+|u|)N, B, N =0,1,2,..., (2.4)

and these conditions still hold if D(v) is replaced by a product
Vi VpD()Vpgr -+ Viig

of arbitrary length p +¢ > 0. Here Vi,...,V,44 are smooth vector fields on M
representable near each stratum in the form V = (V(ac)70, V(axw)) in the local
coordinates (z,7,w) € R™ x R, x €, where V(z) is a smooth vector field on the
stratum, V(z,w) is a vector field with the same properties on the manifold Q of
shorter length, and V(x,w) depends smoothly on =z € X.
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DO with parameters on smooth manifolds. We are now in a position to
define ¢¥DO. Our definition is by induction, and we start by describing the class
of DO with parameters on smooth manifolds.

Definition 2.5. A pseudo-differential operator with parameter v € V on a smooth
manifold 91 is an operator family

D(v): L*(OM) — L*(M)

that is a zero-order DO on 9t with parameter v € V' in the sense of Agranovich—
Vishik. The symbol of D (corresponding to the unique stratum of IM) is, by def-
inition, the symbol o(D)(x,{,v) in the sense of Agranovich—Vishik. It is defined
on the total space of the vector bundle T*9t x V' over 91 outside the zero section.

The space of pseudo-differential operators with parameter v € V on 9 is denoted
by ¥(V,91). (In what follows we omit V if it is clear from the context or trivial.)
DO with parameters on stratified manifolds. Here we define ¥»DO by induction
on the length k of the stratified manifold. We simultaneously define 1y DO and their
symbols. The inductive base is already available. It is provided by Definition 2.5
for k = 0.

Definition 2.6. Let 9 be a stratified manifold of length £ > 0. A smooth family
D(v): L*(OM) — L*(M)

of linear operators is called a pseudo-differential operator on M (with parameter
v € V in the sense of Agranovich—Vishik) if the following conditions hold.

1. If @, 1) € C°°(M) and supp ¢ Nsuppy = &, then YAp € J.

2. The operator D is a DO with parameter on 9\ 9My.? In a neighbourhood U
of My, the operator D is representable modulo elements of Jo,(V,9M) as
0 n+1

0
D—P il a2y
(m,r,rv, o Tor T T2

), n = dim ), (2.5)

where P(z,r,v,n,p) € U(V x TNy x R, Q) is a vDO with parameters on {2
depending smoothly on the additional parameters 2 € M and r € Ry, and P = 0
for r > rg, where rg is sufficiently small.

The symbols 0;(D) of D corresponding to the strata 9; \M;_1 (j >0) of M are
defined as the symbols of the operator D regarded as an element of U(V, 9\ 9My).
The symbol oy (D) is called the interior symbol of D. The symbol of D correspond-
ing to the stratum My is the operator family

n+1

0
oo(D) = P(av7 0, rv, r€, ira +1 5

) : L*(Kq) — L*(Kq) (2.6)

parametrized by points of the bundle V' x T*91; over 9y minus the zero sec-
tion. The symbols oj(o0(D)) of the symbol oo(D) are defined as the symbols
0j (P(:mO,v,n,p)) of the ¥DO P(z,0,v,n,p) with parameters on Q, j = 1,...,k.

3The stratum 9 has measure zero in 9. Hence D is automatically interpreted as an operator

on L2(9\ Mo).
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Let us clarify formulae (2.5) and (2.6). One can prove by induction on the
length of the manifold that a pseudo-differential operator A € ¥(V,9MN) satisfies
the estimates

0% A(v)
ov®

‘gca(1+|u|)'“', o] =0,1,2,..., (2.7)

and all the derivatives of order at least one are compact-valued. Applying this
assertion with 9 = , we see that the operator family

F(-T,t,’l},é-,p) = P(w7e_tvve_ta€€_t7p)

satisfies the estimates

H aa+l+ﬁ+’y+kF($7 ta v, 67 p)

181~ —k
Dz Ot DUPIET Dt H<Calﬂvk(1+lvl+lfl) N ) 7

(2.8)
ol + 14181+ +k=0,1,2,...,

and the operator family ﬁ(a:, t,v,&,p) = P(x,0,ve™t et p) satisfies the estimates

aa+l+ﬁ+’y+kﬁ(m7 ta v, 57 p
H Dz Ott 9vB 9EY Ipk

)H < Caggn (e + o]+ 16) M @ 4 pp)

—18|— —k
< Copore (0] + €)1 4 1p) 7", Ial+l+\ﬁl+lvl+k:0,l,2,-(---)
2.9

Moreover, both families have compact variation in the parameters (v, £, p). Now one
can readily show that the operators on the right-hand sides of (2.5) and (2.6) are
well defined as DO in the sense of Luke [20]. Indeed, the change of variable r = ¢!
takes the cone K to the cylinder Q x R and the operator ird/or to —id/ot. It
remains to note that the operator —id/dt+i(n+1)/2 is self-adjoint in the L? space
with weight e~ ("*1* on the cylinder. This space is just the image of L2 (Kq) under
our change of variable. Therefore, the substitution of this operator as an operator
argument is well defined. Moreover, the resulting ¥ DO satisfies the estimates (2.7),
and the inductive step is complete.

Remark 2.4. Since the cone is non-compact (in the variable r), it follows that
the operator-valued symbol (2.6) has only almost compact variation in (£, v) in the
general case. (That is, the variation becomes compact if we multiply it by a cut-off
function compactly supported in r.) However, as we shall see shortly, the fibre
variation of the symbol (2.6) is compact if all its symbols o;(0o(D)) are zero,
j=1,... k.

Definition 2.7. The conormal symbol o.(oo(D)) € U(IMG x V x R, Q) of the
family (2.6) is the family o.(coo(D)) = P(z,0,v,0,p).

Compatibility conditions. We have defined the notion of ¥y DO with parameters on
a stratified manifold 9t. Such DO have symbols defined a priori on the cotangent
bundles of the open strata times the parameter space without the zero section. How-
ever, if we compare the representation (2.5) with the representation valid in U \ 9
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by the inductive hypothesis, then we can see that these symbols can actually be
extended continuously (and smoothly) up to the boundary of the cotangent bundle
and hence are defined on the cotangent bundles of the corresponding closed strata.
Moreover, the following compatibility conditions hold at the points where a stratum
M; meets a stratum N, j > i

o} (aj(D)) ‘mi =0 (ai(D)), l=17,...,k (2.10)

Naturally we write o;(0;(D)) = 0;(D).

Main properties of the calculus of ¥DO. Let ¥(T*X x V,Kq) be the set of all
symbols of the form (2.6) over the manifold X = 90,.

Proposition 2.1. The set W(T*X x V,Kq) is a local C*-algebra.

The norm is given by the supremum of the operator norm over all parameter
values.

Theorem 2.1 (main properties of ¥ DO). Pseudo-differential operators have the
following properties.

1. The set U(V,IM) of pseudo-differential operators on a stratified manifold 9
is an algebra with respect to the usual composition of operators and is a local
C*-algebra with respect to the supremum of the operator norm over the parameter.
Pseudo-differential operators compactly commute with the operators of multiplica-
tion by continuous functions on IM.

2. The symbol map

TV, M) — P U(TM; x V, Kq,),

k
D (2.11)
D — (U(](D), A 70'k(D))7

is a local C*-algebra homomorphism and induces an isomorphism

k
o U(V,M) [ J(V,M) — SV, M) € P (1M, x V, Kg,)
j=0

onto the local C*-algebra of symbols satisfying the compatibility conditions (2.10).
Here J(V,0M) C U(V,0MN) is the ideal of compact-valued operator families vanishing
at infinity.

3. The algebra W(V, M) is invariant under diffeomorphisms of M.

Definition 2.8. An operator D € W(V,9N) is said to be elliptic if all its symbols
0j(D), j = 0,...,k, are invertible outside the zero sections of the corresponding
bundles.

The following assertion is a corollary of Theorem 2.1.

Theorem 2.2. 1. Elliptic operators on a compact stratified manifold I are Fred-
holm (for all values of the parameter).
2. If V #£ {0}, then an elliptic operator with parameter is invertible for large |v|.
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We shall also use the following proposition.

Proposition 2.2. Let Xy C U(V, Kq) be the set of symbols whose symbols corre-
sponding to the strata of Q0 x Ry are zero. Then each symbol o € ¥y has compact
variation in v.

Proof. By definition (see (2.6)), o can be written as

0 n+1
o(v) (Tv, L +i 5

): L*(Kq) — L*(Kq)

for some operator function P(w,p) € ¥U(V x R, Q). Theorem 2.1 implies that
P(w,p) € J(V x R, Q) and satisfies the estimates (2.7) with respect to (w,p).
We must show that the derivative do/0v is compact for v # 0. We have

9o _ OP( .0  ntl
81}_Taw ’I"’U,Z’I’ar 7 B) .

The symbol rdP/0w(rv,p) satisfies all the estimates needed for it to define
a bounded operator on L?(Kgq) (see (2.9)). Furthermore, it is compact-valued.
It remains to show that it tends to zero as r — 0 and as r — oo. For r — 0,
this is obvious (because of the factor r), and for r — oo, one must consider the
representation

O ) = 2 ) Lro,py = L 22
Taw TU,p = 70 aw T’l},p w 6w .

[ ol

and apply the following lemma to P(w, p).

Lemma 2.1. Let f € C?(R") be an operator-valued function such that f(&) — 0
as & — oo and ’f”(ﬁ)’ < Cl¢|72 for large €. Then

€N ©)] =0 as &— oo

Semiclassical quantization. One can consider the quantization (2.6) with a ‘semi-
classical’ parameter h:

Ty: U(V xR, Q) = U(V,Kq) C B(L*(Kq)).

This map takes a family of operators with parameter on the base of the cone to
a family of operators on the infinite cone by the rule

1
(TwD)(v) := D (%u, ihrag +in ; 1) . (2.12)
T

By the same argument as in the appendix of [8], one can show that this quantization
is asymptotic in L2, that is, the following estimates hold in the operator norm:

Ty(a)T3(b) = Ti(ab) + o(1),  h — 0. (2.13)

We shall use this quantization to compute the boundary map in the K-theory
of algebras of ¥DO.
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§ 3. Ell-groups
Let 91 be a stratified manifold, which we assume throughout to be compact.
Definition 3.1. Two elliptic operators
D: L*(OM,E) — L*(M, F), D' L*(M, E') — L*(M, F’)

acting between sections of vector bundles over the blow-up M of 9 are said to be
stably homotopic if there is a continuous homotopy*

D®lg, ~ [ (D' ®1p,)e*
of elliptic operators, where Ey, Fy € Vect(M) are vector bundles and
e: E®Ey— E & F,, fiFoF —Faok
are vector bundle isomorphisms.

Here, ellipticity is understood as the invertibility of the components of a symbol
on all the strata (see Definition 2.8), and we consider only homotopies in the class
of elliptic ¥ DO.

3.1. Even groups Ellg(t). Stable homotopy is an equivalence relation on the
set of all elliptic pseudo-differential operators acting between sections of vector
bundles. Let Ellp(9) be the quotient by this equivalence relation. This quotient is
a group with respect to the direct sum of elliptic operators. The inverse is defined
as an almost inverse operator (that is, an inverse modulo compact operators).

3.2. Odd groups Ell; (:1). In a similar way, one defines the odd elliptic theory
Ell; (9) as the group of stable homotopy classes of elliptic self-adjoint operators.
In this case, stabilization is in terms of the operators =+ Id.

Remark 3.1. An equivalent definition of the odd Ell-group can be given in terms
of elliptic families on 9 parametrized by the circle S', modulo constant families.

The homotopy classification problem for elliptic operators is the problem of com-
puting the groups ElL.(9M).

§4. Main theorem
4.1. A map into K-homology. Let

D: L*(M,E) — L*(9M, F)

be an elliptic operator, as in the preceding section. By Theorems 2.2 and 2.1, part 1,
this operator can be treated as an abstract elliptic operator in the sense of Atiyah [1]
on M. Hence it determines an element in the K-homology of 9t. The correspond-
ing Fredholm module is defined in the standard way. Namely (see [22]), if D is
self-adjoint (and F = F'), then we consider the normalization

D = (Peerp + D?)7Y2D: LM, E) — L*(M, E), (4.1)

where Py p is the projection onto the null-space of D.

4We can and shall always assume that the homotopies of all symbols and their derivatives are
continuous in the corresponding norms.
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In the general case, we consider the self-adjoint operator

0 (Prer p + D*D)~Y/2D*
D= * —1/2 :
D(Perp + D*D) 0
L*OME®F) — L*(ME®F), (4.2)

which is odd with respect to the Zs-grading of the space L?(9M, E) @ L*(IM, F).

Proposition 4.1. 1. The operators (4.1) and (4.2) determine elements in K-
homology denoted by [D] € K.(9N), where x=1 for self-adjoint operators and * =0
in the general case.

2. There is a well-defined group homomorphism

ElL,(9) 5 K, (M), D~ [D).

Proof. The operators D in (4.1) and (4.2) are self-adjoint and act on *x-modules over
the C*-algebra C'(9M). To complete the proof of part 1, it suffices to verify that

D, fl € K, (D*-1)fek (4.3)

for each f € C(9M), where K is the ideal of compact operators. These relations
easily follow from the composition formula for pseudo-differential operators since
D is a pseudo-differential operator. The map is well defined because homotopies
of elliptic operators induce continuous homotopies of the corresponding Fredholm
modules and, therefore, result in the same element in K-homology. Bundle iso-
morphisms give degenerate Fredholm modules. (We recall [22] that a module is
degenerate if both the left-hand sides in (4.3) are zero.)

4.2. The classification theorem. The following theorem solves the classification
problem for stratified manifolds.

Theorem 4.1. The map
@

ElL.(90) ~ K. (9MN)
that takes each elliptic operator D to the element defined in Proposition 4.1 is an
isomorphism.

The non-degeneracy of the index pairing Ko(9) x K°(9) — Z (on the torsion-
free parts of the groups) yields the following assertion.

Corollary 4.1. Two elliptic operators D1 and Dy are stably rationally homotopic
if and only if their indices with coefficients in any vector bundle over 9N coincide.

‘We shall obtain Theorem 4.1 as a special case of the more general theorem stated
below.

4.3. Classification of partially elliptic operators. An operator D on 9 is
said to be elliptic on the set M\ M, if the components oy (D),...,0541(D) of its
symbol are invertible on their domains, that is, everywhere outside the zero sections
of the respective bundles T*9My,, ..., T*M; 1.
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Let EIL. (9, 90;) be the group of stable homotopy classes of pseudo-differential
operators that are elliptic on 9t \ ;. Here we mean that the homotopies are also
taken in this class.

By analogy with the map ¢ constructed in Proposition 4.1, we define a map

EIL (01, 0;) 2 K, (9\ M;).
Here the operators (Pierp + D*D)_l/ 2 must be replaced by self-adjoint pseudo-
differential operators with k — j leading components of the symbol equal to

—1/2

(ox(D)*or(D)) %, ., (001(D) 0y (D)) 2

We note that both constructions give the same K-homology element for an oper-
ator elliptic on the whole of 9.

Theorem 4.2. For each j, —1 < j < k — 1, there is an isomorphism
ElL (9, 9,) £ K, (9 \ Mm;).

The proof of Theorem 4.2 is given in §§5-7. First, in §5, we represent the
Ell-groups as the K-groups of certain algebras. (This is a non-commutative ana-
logue of the Atiyah—Singer difference construction.) This enables us to define exact
sequences for Ell-groups. Then we prove the theorem by induction on the strata

(§56 and 7).

§ 5. Connection between the Ell-groups and K-theory

5.1. The Ell-groups as K-groups of C*-algebras. Pseudo-differential opera-
tors acting on sections of vector bundles can be described in terms of the embedding

C=(M) C T(M)

of algebras of scalar operators. (The embedding corresponds to the usual action of
functions as operators of multiplication.) Namely, an arbitrary zero-order )DO
acting between spaces of sections of vector bundles can be represented in the form

D':ImP — ImQ,

where P and Q) are matrix projections (P? = P and Q? = Q) with entries in C*°(M)
and D’ is a matrix operator with entries in ¥(90).
Let

SO\ M) E Im(oy,...,0501) € @) C=(8* My, B(L*(Kaq,)))

1>j+1

be the algebra generated by the k — j leading components of the symbol.
Theorem 4 in [5] gives isomorphisms

EIL (9, ;) & K, (Con(C>(M) L 50\ 9;))) (5.1)
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between the Ell-groups and the K-groups of a special local C*-algebra. Here
[ OF(M) — (2 M)

is the embedding taking a smooth function on the blow-up M to the symbol of the
operator of multiplication by this function, and

Con(A L B) = {(a,b(t)) € A® Co([0,1), B) | f(a) =b(0)}

is the mapping cone of the algebra homomorphism f: A — B.
In many interesting cases, the right-hand side of (5.1) can be represented in an
equivalent form that does not contain the mapping cone.

Lemma 5.1. There is an isomorphism
K1 (Con(C=(M) — SO\ D)) = K. (S(0 30,)) /K. (C=()

provided that there is a non-vanishing vector field on M. (This condition holds if,
for example, M has no components with empty boundary.)

Proof. A vector field M — S*M defines a section Z(9\M,;) — C°°(M). Thus the
exact sequence of the mapping cone for the embedding of algebras splits. This gives
the desired isomorphism.

Remark 5.1. In the odd case, the composite of this isomorphism with x shows
that, modulo stable homotopy, elliptic self-adjoint operators are isomorphic to
symbols-projections modulo projections determining sections of vector bundles
(compare with [23]).

5.2. Exact sequence of the pair in Ell-theory. Let us construct an exact
sequence corresponding to the pair of spaces

DM\ M CMAM;

in the elliptic theory. We define the maps in the desired sequence in terms of
maps in K-theory. To this end, we consider the commutative diagram

0= ker(op, ..., 0j41) — SN\ M;_q) T 590\ m) — 0
! 1 ! (5-2)
0— 0 — C>®(M) = c>*(M) =0

with exact rows.
The ideal ker(oy, ...,0j41) of symbols with the leading k£ — j components equal
to zero will be denoted by ¥, for brevity. The diagram induces the exact sequence

0 — 5% — Con(C(M) — S(M\ M;_1)) — Con(C>*(M) — S(M\M;)) — 0
(5.3)
of the mapping cones of the vertical embeddings. Here S¥y = Cy ((0, 1), EO) stands
for the suspension.
According to (5.1), the K-groups of the mapping cones in (5.3) classify elliptic
operators on 2\ W;_; and M \ M, respectively. The K-groups of the ideal also
classify elliptic operators.
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Lemma 5.2. The K-groups of SX classify elliptic operators on M\ M;_1 whose
symbols (o, . . .,0,41) are induced by multiplication by constant functions in C°(M).

Proof. To be definite, we consider the even group Ko(SXg). Then Ky(SX) =
K1(%) = K1(X§), where ¥ stands for the algebra with the identity adjoined.
It now follows from the definitions of K7 and ¥ that K;(3{) classifies the elliptic
operators described in the lemma.

By Lemma 5.2, we can define the map (compare with Proposition 4.1)
("2 K*(SZO) — K*(gﬁj \mj—l) (54)

that restricts elliptic operators to a neighbourhood U of 9Mi; \ 9M;_1, where U
possesses the structure of a bundle 7: U — 9; \ 9, with conical fibre. We note
that the structure

Co(a; \ ;1) = C(U) — B(LA(U))

of a Co(M; \ 9M;_1)-module on the corresponding L>-spaces (where the opera-
tor acts) is obtained by the pullback from the base of the bundle. The operator
has a well-defined restriction since, by construction, outside an arbitrarily small
neighbourhood of 9M%; \ Mi;_ it is the operator of multiplication by some function.
In what follows (see Lemma 7.1) we shall show that there is an isomorphism

Therefore we can replace all K-groups by Ell-groups in the exact sequence induced
in K-theory by the sequence (5.3). As a result, we obtain the following periodic
six-term exact sequence relating the Ell-groups.

EHO (m]', imj_l) —_— EHO (mt, mj_l)

A T~

Ell; (9%, 9;) Elly (9%, 90;)

T T

Elly (m, f),nj_l) <—El (mj‘, i)ﬁj_l)
(5.6)
We do not dwell upon how to define all the maps in this sequence directly in terms
of elliptic operators.

§6. Induction

For j ranging from k£ down to —1, we shall prove by induction that the map ¢
in Theorem 4.2 is an isomorphism on the set 9T\ 91;.

For j = k, this is obvious. Let us prove the inductive step: the isomorphism
for 7 implies an isomorphism for j — 1.
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The pair 0t; \ M;_; C M\ M, _; gives the diagram

- = Ellyr (O, 9;) ~SEIL (O, M;_1) — EIL (9, M;_1) — EIL (0, M) -2 -+
1 ! ! 1
s Kogr (M0 D)~ Ko (9 \ My1) — Ko (D My1) — Ko (M\ M) > -
(6.1)

We note that the vertical maps in the diagram are defined by Proposition 4.1
and formulae (5.4) and (5.5). Once we have proved that the diagram commutes,
the inductive hypothesis can be combined with the five lemma to obtain that the
vertical map with values in K, (9 \ 9,_1) is an isomorphism, as desired. Let us
establish the commutativity.

The commutativity of the square

EIL (9, ;) —— EIL (M, M)

! l

K (O\M; 1) ——— K. () 9My)

is obvious since the horizontal arrows are just the forgetful maps.
It is also easy to prove the commutativity of the square

ElL (9,9, 1) —— EIL(9,M;_;)

l l (6.2)

Ko\ M_1) —— K (M\M;_q)

which corresponds to the embedding i: 9; \ 9,1 — M\ M;_1. Indeed, consider
the composite of the arrows passing through the top right corner of the square (6.2).
It takes each elliptic operator on M\, _1 equal to a multiplication operator outside
a neighbourhood U of the stratum 9t;\91;_; to the same operator with the natural
Co(M \ 9M;_1)-module structure on the spaces between which the operator acts.
If we now restrict the operator to a neighbourhood of 9%; \ 9M,;_; (which does not
change the K-homology element since the corresponding Fredholm module varies
by a degenerate module) and make a homotopy of the module structure to the
composite

Co(M\ M 1)~ Co(IM; \ M;_1) " C(U) — B(L(U)),

where 7m: U — 9t; \ M;_1 is the projection, then we obtain the element to which
the operator is taken by the composite of the arrows passing through the bottom
left corner of the square. This proves the commutativity of the square (6.2).

To justify the inductive step, it remains to verify the commutativity of the
squares containing the boundary maps in (6.1). This is the most technically involved
part of the proof, and it occupies the next section.
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§ 7. Comparison of the boundary maps

In this section we prove the commutativity of the squares containing the bound-
ary maps in (6.1). The computations are carried out in terms of the K-groups of
symbol algebras. First we outline the scheme of the proof, which is rather lengthy.

(i) We show that the K-homology boundary map is the composite of the restric-
tion to the boundary of the stratum and the direct image map (see §7.1).

(ii) The K-theory boundary map is also the composite of the restriction map
and some boundary map 0’ corresponding to the algebra ¥(T*M;, Kq) of symbols
on the stratum M; (§7.2). Hence the comparison of the boundary maps in the
K-theory and K-homology is reduced to a computation on Mj.

(iii) The boundary map 9’ is not so easy to work with directly. Therefore we
replace W(T*M;, Kq) by the simpler algebra W(T*M; x R,Q) of families with
parameters, for which the boundary map 0" is easier to describe. More precisely,
we define an asymptotic homomorphism of one algebra to the other (§ 7.3) and show
that the asymptotic homomorphism induces an isomorphism of K-groups (§7.4).

(iv) The boundary map 0" corresponding to the algebra ¥(T*M; x R,Q) is
expressed in §7.5 in terms of the index of elliptic families with parameters. Then
the compatibility of the boundary map 0” with the direct image in K-homology,
and hence the commutativity of the diagram (6.1), are obtained in §7.5.

Let us proceed to a detailed proof of the commutativity of the diagram (6.1).

7.1. The boundary map in the lower row of the diagram (6.1). We start
with some notation. Let U be a neighbourhood of the open stratum 9, \ M, _1 =
Mg, fibred with a conical fibre over the stratum. Let 7: U — M; \ M;_; be the
projection. The corresponding bundle of cone bases will be denoted by

7 E— I\ M.

A typical fibre of the bundle will be denoted by 2. One obviously has U \ M ~
R4 x Z. Then the boundary map 9: K.(9\ M;) — K.p1 (M \ M,_1) is equal
to the composite

KM\ M) — KU\ M) = Ko (B) = Ko (O \ M) (T.1)

of the restriction to U \93?;’, the periodicity isomorphism and the direct image map.
One can readily obtain this decomposition from the fact that the boundary map is
natural.

7.2. Reduction to the boundary. Let us compute the boundary map in the
K-theory of algebras. Since the boundary map

0: K. (Con(C™(M) — SO\ M;))) — Ky1(S0)
is natural, it is equal to the composite
K. (Con(C () — S(m\ 31)))
s K. (Con(C™(0;M) — Say,)) -2 Koy (S50) (7.2)



1184 V. E. Nazaikinskii, A. Yu. Savin, and B. Yu. Sternin

with the restriction of the symbols to M}, where ¥y, = X(T* M;, ) is the algebra
of symbols of DO on Q with parameters in T*M; (from now on, we fix some
isomorphism T*M; ~ T*M;) and 0;M C OM is the closure of W*IDJT;’. We note
that 0;M is a manifold fibred over M; with fibre isomorphic to the blow-up of
the stratified manifold €.

7.3. The asymptotic homomorphism. We recall that ¥(7*M;, Kq) is the
algebra of jth symbols on M;. To compute the boundary map 0’, we replace
the algebra W(T*M;, Kq) (without changing its K-group) by an algebra of pseudo-
differential operators with parameters, for which the boundary map is simpler.

To this end, we consider the map (see (2.12))

Th: O(T*M; x R, Q) — W(T*M;, Kg),  he(0,1],

1
2, 0 . n+l
(Thu)(€) = u<r§,zhrar +ih )

)7 (gap) € T*Mj X Ra

where U(T*M; x R, ) is the algebra of smooth families of DO on the fibres
with parameters in 7" M; x R. As h — 0, we have

Ti(ab) = Tp(a)Tn(b) +o(1),  (Tu(a))” = Tu(a") +o(1), (7.3)

where a,b € U(T*M; x R, Q) are arbitrary and o(1) refers to the uniform operator
norm.

This semiclassical quantization is a special case of the so-called asymptotic homo-
morphisms, which play an important role in the theory of C*-algebras [24]-[26]. In
particular, it follows from (7.3) that 7}, induces a K-group homomorphism

T: K, (U(T*M; x R,Q)) — K, (U(T*M;, Kq)).

Now let us consider the commutative diagram

0 — J(T*MJ X R,Q) — \II(T*MJ X R,Q) Ele 0
lTh lTh lth
0 —— %o — Y(T"M;, Kq) X, 0
(7.4)

where ¢, is the induced map on the symbols of families. (It is an algebra isomor-
phism.)

The algebra C>°(0;M) is embedded in each of the algebras U(T*M; x R, ),
U(T*Mj, Kq) and Xpy;. The diagram of the mapping cones of these embeddings
gives the square

K. (Con(C(0;M) — Su1,)) —2— K.(Co(T*M; x R))
H lT (7.5)

K* (COD(COO<87M) — 21\/[]-)) L K*+1(520)
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of K-groups. (The horizontal arrows are just the boundary maps in the corresponding
sequences.) Here we have used the isomorphism

K.(J(T*M; x R,Q)) =~ K. (Co(T*M; x R))

induced by the embedding J(T*M; x R,Q) C Co(T*M; x R,K) of the local C*-
algebra in its closure.

The square (7.5) commutes since the boundary map in K-theory is natural with
respect to asymptotic homomorphisms (for example, see [27]).

7.4. The map T: K,(Co(T*M; x R)) — K,(3o). First let us compute the
groups K, (5%g). To this end, we consider the short exact sequence

0 — kero, — $g == J(M; x R,Q) — 0 (7.6)

of local C*-algebras. (Here o. is the conormal symbol map; see Definition 2.7.) The
algebra ker o, is formed by families of compact operators.® Since the embeddings

kero. C C(S*M;,K(Kq)), J(M; x R,Q) C Co(M; x R, K(€2))

induce isomorphisms in K-theory, it follows that the K-theory long exact sequence
corresponding to (7.6) can be written as the upper row of the diagram

—— KN(S°My) ——  K.(Z))  —— Ki(M; xR) ——

H [ |

—— K*(S"M;) —— KN (T*M;) —— KI(M; xR) ——

(7.7)

where the lower row is the sequence of topological K-groups of the pair S*M; C
B*M; formed by the unit sphere and ball bundles in 7% M, and the map L is the
difference construction for yDO with operator-valued symbols in the sense of Luke
(see [20] and [28]). We recall that this map is defined as follows. An element o
of the unitalized algebra E;{ is an operator-valued function on S*M; with compact
variation in the fibres of S%M; (see Proposition 2.2). If this function is invertible,
then L takes each element [0;] € K;(Xg) to the index

L[O’j] = ind&j € KC(T*MJ) (78)

of an extension ¢; of o; to the unit ball bundle in 7™M preserving the compact
variation property in the fibres. (The extension is a family that is Fredholm in B*M;
and invertible on S*M;. Thus its index is an element of the K-group with compact
supports mentioned above.) The index in (7.8) is independent of the choice of the
extension. For even K-groups, the map L is defined in a similar way.

Lemma 7.1. The diagram (7.7) commutes, and hence L is an isomorphism.

5Just as in the theory of operators on manifolds with isolated singularities, a family in 3¢ is
compact if and only if its conormal symbol is zero.
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Proof. 1. The commutativity of the squares
K (§°M;) ——  K.(Z0)
| g
K*(S*M)) —— K*F1(T*"M;)

follows from the fact that L coincides with the Atiyah—Singer difference construction
in the case of finite-dimensional symbols.
2. Now let us consider the square

! |

KN (TeMy) ——  KL(M)

where j: M; — T*M; is the embedding of the zero section. Its commutativity
follows from the index formula (for example, see [29])

Bind D, = indo.(D,) € K (Y x R) (7.9)

for a family D,,, y € Y, of elliptic operators with unit interior symbol on the infinite
cone. Here Y is a compact parameter space and [ is the periodicity isomorphism
K(Y)~ KXY xR).

Indeed, if a € K1(Z0), then the element j*L(a) (resp. o.(a)) is the left-hand
side (resp. the right-hand side) of the index formula (7.9). If a € Ky(Xg), then one
must first pass to the suspension and then apply formula (7.9).

3. We now consider the square

* o * *
KC‘H(M]- x R) —— K*(S*Mj;)

H H

K*(M;)  —E K*(S*M;)

where p: S*M; — Mj is the natural projection. Its commutativity also follows from
the index formula (7.9). Indeed, for an element a € K}(M; x R), which can be
represented by a family of invertible conormal symbols with unit symbol, we obtain
the element p* inda € K°(S*M;) by passing through the left bottom corner of the
square. On the other hand, passing through the upper right corner, we obtain

da = p*inda,

where @ is an operator family on Kq with unit interior symbol and conormal sym-
bol a. This equality holds because the boundary map O takes an invertible symbol
to the index of the corresponding operator. Applying (7.9), we obtain the desired
relation p* inda = p*inda € K°(S*M;). For a € K?(M; x R), one must first pass
to the suspension.
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Lemma 7.2. The map

T: K. (Co(T*M; x R)) — K,(Z0)
is the inverse of the isomorphism L (see (7.7)).
Proof. For example, consider the map

T: K1 (Co(T*M; x R)) — K;1(Z).

Let us prove that LT is the identity map on the K-group.
1. Indeed, if u(&,p) € (1 + J(T*M; x R,Q)) is a symbol invertible for (&,p) €
T*M; x R and equal to the identity on the complement of a compact set, then

1
LT[u] = indu(%g, inr 2y

0 .
o 5 ) € K, (T*M;)

(for sufficiently small h), where [u] € K} (T*M; x R). The index element is well
defined since the operator-valued function (Tju)(§) has compact variation on the
fibres of T M\ 0 and is invertible for £ # 0 (see Proposition 2.2 and formula (2.13),
respectively).

2. Let Thu be the family of Fredholm operators parametrized by T*M; \ 0 and
equal to Thu for €] < 1 and to

1
2 0 n+1
—1)&, ihr— +ih
u((r—l—|§| )f,z rar—l—z 5 )
for |¢| = 1. For sufficiently small h, this family is invertible for all £. (This follows
since the support of 1 —u is bounded and the estimates (2.13) hold uniformly with
respect to the parameter A, const > A > 0, if we replace r§ by (r + A)§ in (2.12).)

By construction,
ind T,u = ind Thu.

However, the family Tj,u consists of identity operators for £ lying outside a compact
set. Hence its index can be calculated by (7.9) and is equal to the index of the family
of conormal symbols u(&, p) (modulo the Bott periodicity isomorphism), that is, it
does give the original element LT [u] = [u] of the K-group.

7.5. Comparison of the boundary maps. Let us compare the expressions
obtained above for the boundary maps in K-homology and K-theory of algebras
(see (7.1) and (7.2), (7.5)). We ignore the restriction maps in §§7.1 and 7.2. Con-
sider the diagram (from now on, I = (0, 1))

’
™

K. (=2x1) ——  K.(M7 x1I)
K, (Con(C(0;M) — Su1,)) —2— KX(T*M; x R) (7.10)

| K

K. (Con(C>®(8; M) — Su,)) LA K. (%o)
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containing the boundary maps in the middle and bottom rows. Only the vertical
arrow ¢ in the left column has not yet been defined. To define it, we note that the
groups K, (Con(Cw(ﬁjM) — EMJ.)) classify the elliptic families o(z, £, p) of oper-
ators on Q with parameters (z,£,p) € T*M; x R. Such a family defines an operator
on the product = x I by the formula

;9 ;0
ol x, Zax’ Z@t .

This operator specifies an element of K, (E x I) provided that the family o(z, ¢, p)
is elliptic.

The bottom square in (7.10) is isomorphic to (7.5) by Lemma 7.2. Hence it com-
mutes. We claim that the top square also commutes. Let z € K, (Con(C*(9;M) —
by Mj)) be the element defined by an elliptic family o(z, &, p). Since the family is
elliptic, it is Fredholm and the boundary map &” applied to z is just the index
of the family with parameters in T*M; x R. On the other hand, the element 77,z
corresponds to the elliptic operator

olx fiﬁ fig
oz’ ot

regarded as an operator on Co(M; x I)-modules. That these two elements actually
coincide is a consequence of the following general result.

Theorem 7.1. Let p(z,§) be an operator-valued symbol, elliptic in the sense of
Luke [20], on a compact manifold X with corners. Then

{p(:ﬂ, —i i)} = o(ind p(, €)) € K.(X°), (7.11)

where X° is the interior of the manifold, square brackets stand for an element
in K-homology and ¢: K:(T*X) — K.(X°) is the Poincaré isomorphism on man-
ifolds with corners (for example, see [30]).

The proof of Theorem 7.1 is given in the appendix (see §9).

Thus, Theorem 7.1 ensures that diagram (7.10) commutes. Hence the squares
containing the boundary maps in the diagram (6.1) also commute.

The proof of Theorem 4.2 is complete.

§ 8. Applications

8.1. Topological obstruction to the Fredholm property. Let 91 O X be
a stratified pair. It is of interest to find conditions under which a given elliptic
operator on 9t \ X can be transformed into an elliptic operator on 9 without
changing the components of the symbol over 9T\ X. This question is similar
to the Atiyah—Bott problem of determining topological conditions on the symbol
on a smooth manifold with boundary under which there is a Fredholm boundary
condition for the corresponding operator.
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We shall answer a similar question for elements of Ell-groups in the case of an
arbitrary stratification. To this end, let us consider the diagram

El(M) — EL(9M, X)

”i“’ wiN

Ko(M) — Ko(M\ X) 2~ K(X)

It obviously commutes since we are dealing with forgetful maps. Hence the non-
vanishing of dp(a) is a necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of a lift
of a € Ell(M, X) to the group EI(IMN).

The boundary map in K-homology plays a similar role to the obstruction in
other problems (see [31]-[33]).

We note that the vanishing of d¢(a) is a condition on the interior symbol of the
operator (a finite-dimensional condition) if X = 9,4 is the set of all singularities
of the manifold 9t = M.

8.2. Cobordism invariance of the index. Let us consider a generalization
of the usual cobordism invariance of the index of Dirac operators on a smooth
manifold. Suppose that X is a smooth stratum. Then we have a commutative
diagram

Ell; (9, X) —— El(X)

zl lz

Ky (I X) —— Ko(X) — Ko(M)

Since the map Ko(X) — Ko(9M) preserves the index (€ Z), we see that the index
of an elliptic operator D on X is zero provided that the element [D] € Ell(X) is
the image of some element of Ell; (9, X).

Remark 8.1. For non-smooth X, the construction of such a commutative diagram
is an open problem (not even the exact sequence in Ell-theory is known).

§9. Appendix. Proof of Theorem 7.1

We note that Theorem 7.1 is a refinement of Luke’s theorem [20] on the index
of operators with operator-valued symbols. (The latter is obtained from equa-
tion (7.11) if one assumes that 0X = @ and applies the index map to the K-
homology elements.)

If the symbols are homogeneous for large [¢], then the proof is a verbatim repe-
tition of [20]. The general case (non-homogeneous symbols) can be reduced to the
case of homogeneous symbols by a method suggested in [28], where it was adapted
to the computation of the index. The reduction used in the present paper is based
on the following standard fact of Kasparov’s K K-theory.

Proposition 9.1. Let P; be a *x-strongly continuous homotopy of bounded operators
such that the families

fiepy =1],  fIEFR=1], LR AR Ve Go(X0)
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are norm-continuous families of compact operators. Then the corresponding element
in K-homology is independent of the parameter:

[Fo] = [P1] € K. (X°).

Proof. The hypotheses mean that the family {P;} defines an operator on the
(C'O(XO)7 C([O, 1]))—bim0dule Co (X° x [0,1], L? (H)) This operator defines a homo-
topy (in the sense of K K-theory) between Py and P; (for example, see [34]). The
fact that the K-homology element [P;] is independent of the parameter ¢ follows
from the equivalence of the definitions of K-homology in terms of homotopies and
in terms of operator homotopies.

Let us apply Proposition 9.1 in our case. We can assume without loss of general-
ity that the symbol p(z, ) is smooth up to the zero section in 7* X and normalized:
p*(z,8)p(x, &) = 1 for large |£]. Let ¥(t), t > 0, be a smooth positive function

such that
1 for t < 1,
t) =
v {1/t for ¢t > 2.

We consider the symbol

pe(x,€) = p(a, & (el€])).

A straightforward computation (compare with [35], Theorem 19.2.3) establishes
the following properties.

1. We have pg = p. The symbol p. with € > 0 is homogeneous for large || and
elliptic for sufficiently small e.

2. The symbols p. and p? are uniformly bounded in the class of symbols of
compact variation in the fibres of 7*X for ¢ € [0, 1].

3. The compactly supported compact-valued symbols p.pf — 1 and pip. — 1 are
independent of ¢ for sufficiently small € > 0.

We define the operator
.0
Pg = Pe (JT, —1 m) (91)

(We fix coordinate neighbourhoods and a subordinate partition of unity indepen-
dent of € on X.) We claim that, for sufficiently small £ > 0,

(a) indp. € K.(T*X) is independent of ¢,

(b) the family P. satisfies the hypotheses of Proposition 9.1.

Theorem 7.1 now follows since, on the one hand, the symbol p. is homogeneous
at infinity for € > 0 and hence [P:] = ¢(ind p.) by the first part of the proof and,
on the other hand, passage to the limit as ¢ — 0 is possible by Proposition 9.1.
Thus it remains to prove (a) and (b).

Assertion (a) follows from the homotopy invariance of the index since variations
of € change the symbol p. only outside a sufficiently large ball {\5 | > R}, where
R~ 1/e, and leave it invertible outside this ball.

Assertion (b) can be proved as follows.

1. The families P. and P are strongly continuous since they are uniformly
bounded and each summand in their definitions in coordinate patches on X is
strongly continuous on the set of functions whose Fourier transform is compactly
supported.
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2. If f € Cy(X?), then the operators f(P.P* —1) and f(PXP.— 1) are compact
and depend continuously on e. Indeed, their compactness is obvious and their
continuity follows from the fact that their complete symbols and their derivatives
in local coordinates are uniformly continuous in € on compact subsets in £, are
uniformly bounded and decay as £ — oo, and hence they are uniformly continuous
in ¢ for all £.

The compactness and continuity of the commutators [f, P:] and [f, P¥] can be
proved along the same lines. The proof of Theorem 7.1 is complete.
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