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REGULARITY OF THE ANALYTIC TORSION FORM
ON FAMILIES OF NORMAL COVERINGS

BING KWAN SO AND GUANGXIANG SU

We prove the smoothness of the L2-analytic torsion form for fiber bundles
with positive Novikov—Shubin invariant. We do so by generalizing the ar-
guments of Azzali, Goette and Schick to an appropriate Sobolev space, and
proving that the Novikov—Shubin invariant is also positive in the Sobolev
setting, using an argument of Alvarez Lopez and Kordyukov.

1. Introduction

Let M be a closed Riemannian manifold and F be a flat vector bundle on M. Ray and
Singer [1971] introduced the analytic torsion, which is the analytic analogue of the
combinatorial torsion (see [Milnor 1966]). Let Z — M 2> B be a fiber bundle with
connected closed fibers Z, = 7 ~!(x) and F be a flat complex vector bundle on M
with a flat connection V" and a Hermitian metric 17, Let 7" M be a horizontal distri-
bution for the fiber bundle and g7# be a vertical Riemannian metric. Bismut and Lott
[1995, (3.118)] introduced the torsion form T (T M, g%, hf) € Q(B) defined by

“+0oo
W) T g == [ ) = @z o

~(Ydim(2) tk(F)x (2) — $x'(Z; F)) f/(%i«/?)] %

See [Bismut and Lott 1995] for the meaning of the terms in the integrand. To show
the integral in the above formula is well defined, one must calculate the asymptotic
of f~(C/,h") as t — 0 and the asymptotic as ¢t — oo. For the asymptotic as
t — 0, they used the local index technique. For the asymptotic as t — oo, the key
fact is that the fiber Z is closed, so the fiberwise operators involved have uniform
positive lower bound for positive eigenvalues. They also proved a C°°-analogue of
the Riemann—Roch—Grothendieck theorem and proved that the torsion form is the
transgression of the Riemann—Roch—Grothendieck theorem (see [Bismut and Lott
1995, Theorem 3.23]) and showed the zero degree part of J(THM, gTZ, hf)eQ(B)
is the Ray—Singer analytic torsion (see their Theorem 3.29).
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On the other hand, the L2-analytic torsion was defined and studied by several
authors; see [Carey and Mathai 1992], [Lott 1992], [Mathai 1992], etc. So it is
natural to extend the L>-analytic torsion to the family case, that is, to define and study
the Bismut—Lott torsion form when the fiber Z is noncompact. From the above we
see that one must study the asymptotic of the L? analogue of f*(C,, h") ast— 0
and t — oo. Since in the L? case f”(C;, h") has the same asymptotic as t — 0,
this part is easy. But in general the integral at co does not converge, since in the
L? case the positive eigenvalues of the fiberwise operator involved in f A(C ., hW)
may not have a positive lower bound. To overcome this difficulty, one considers the
special case where the Novikov—Shubin invariant is (sufficiently) positive. Gong
and Rothenberg [1996] defined the L?-analytic torsion form and proved that the
torsion form is smooth, under the condition that the Novikov—Shubin invariant is
at least half of the dimension of the base manifold. Heitsch and Lazarov [2002]
generalized essentially the same arguments to foliations. In [Azzali et al. 2015],
Azzali, Goette and Schick proved that the integrand defining the L?-analytic torsion
form, as well as several other invariants related to the signature operator, converges,
provided the Novikov—Shubin invariant is positive (or of determinant class and
L?-acyclic). However, they did not prove the smoothness of the L2-analytic torsion
form. To consider the transgression formula, they had to use weak derivatives.

The aim of this paper is to establish the regularity of the L?-analytic torsion
form in the case when the Novikov—Shubin invariant is positive. Our motivation
comes from the study of analytic torsion on some “noncommutative” spaces (along
the lines of [Gorokhovsky and Lott 2006], etc., for local index). In this case one
considers universal differential forms (as in the same paper), and Duhamel’s formula
for the heat operator having infinitely many terms. Instead, one makes essential
use of the results of [Azzali et al. 2015] to ensure that (1) is well defined in the
noncommutative case. We achieve this result by generalizing Azzali, Goette and
Schick’s arguments to some Sobolev spaces.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we define Sobolev
norms on the spaces of kernels on the fibered product groupoid. Unlike [Azzali
et al. 2015], we consider Hilbert—Schmidt type norms on the space of smoothing
operators. Given a kernel, the Hilbert—Schmidt norm can be explicitly written
down. As a result, we are able to take into account derivatives in both the fiberwise
and transverse directions, with the help of a splitting similar to [Heitsch 1995].
In Section 3, we turn to proving that having positive Novikov—Shubin invariant
implies positivity of the Novikov—Shubin invariant in the Sobolev settings. We
adapt an argument of Alvarez Lopez and Kordyukov [2001]. In Section 4, we apply
the arguments in [Azzali et al. 2015] and conclude that the integral in equation (1)
converges in all Sobolev norms, and hence obtain the regularity of the L?-analytic
torsion form.
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2. Preliminaries

In this section, we will define Sobolev norms on the space of kernels on the fibered
product groupoid.

2A. The geometric setting. Let Z — M = B be a fiber bundle with connected
fibers Z, = 7 '(x), x € B. Let E 2 M be a vector bundle. We assume B is
compact. Let V :=Ker(dmn) C TM.

We suppose that there is a finitely generated discrete group G acting on M from
the right freely and properly discontinuously. We also assume that the group G
acts on B such that the actions commute with 7 and My := M /G is a compact
manifold. Since the submersion 7 is G-invariant, M is also foliated and we denote
its foliation Vy. Fix a distribution Hy C TM, complementary to V. Fix a metric
on V and take a G-invariant metric on B, then these induce a Riemannian metric
on Mo by g @ n*g"™ on TMy = Vo ® Hy.

Since the projection from M to My is a local diffeomorphism, one gets a G-
invariant splitting TM =V @ H. Denote by PV and P# respectively the projections
to V and H. Moreover, one gets a G-invariant metric on V and a Riemannian
metricon M by g™ =gV @a g™ on TM =V & H.

Given any vector field X € I'®(TB), denote the horizontal lift of X by X ¢
['*°(H) C T'*°(TM). By our construction, |XH|gM(p) = |X|gy (w(p)).

Denote by u, and up respectively the Riemannian measures on Z, and B.

Definition 2.1. Let E 5 M be a complex vector bundle. We say that E is a

contravariant G-bundle if G also acts on E from the right, such that for any v € E,

g€G, p(vg) =g (v)g € M, and moreover G acts as a linear map between the fibers.
The group G then acts on sections of E from the left by

s> g%, (g5 (p):=s(pg)g e p(p), forall pe M.

We assume that E is endowed with a G-invariant metric gg, and a G-invariant con-
nection VZ (which is obviously possible if E is the pullback of some bundle on Mj).
In particular, for any G-invariant section s of E, |s| is a G-invariant function on M.

In the following, for any vector bundle F' we denote its dual bundle by F".

Recall that the “infinite dimensional bundle” over B in the sense of Bismut is
a vector bundle with typical fiber I'2°(E|z, ) (or other function spaces) over each
x € B. We denote by E}, such a Bismut bundle. The space of smooth sections on
E, is, as a vector space, ['°(E). Each element s € I'S°(E) is regarded as a map

x> 5|z €TX(E|z) forall x € B.
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In other words, one defines a section on E, to be smooth if the images of all x € B
fit together to form an element in I'>°(E). In particular, I'2°((M x C),) = C°(M),
and one identifies I'2°(TB ® (M x C),) with I'2°(H) by X ® f +— X

2B. Covariant derivatives and Sobolev spaces. Let VE be a G-invariant connec-
tion on E. Denote by V™, VT8 the Levi-Civita connections (with respect to the
metrics defined in the last section). Note that [X/, Y] € ['®(V) for any vertical
vector field Y € I'*°(V). One naturally defines the connections

V'Y= [X" Y] forall Y e T®(V,) ZT™(V),
Ve's:=VEs  foralls € T®(E,) ZTX(E).
Definition 2.2. The covariant derivative on E, is the map
vE (2T Qe VR E) > (e B @ &V, Q) B).
defined by
@) (VEs)(Xo. X1,.... X3 Y1,..., 1)

1
E, Vi
=V s(Xion X YY) = Y s(Xi X Vi Vi Yo V)
j=1

—ZS(X],...,V;(?X,',...,X](;Yl,...Yl),

i=1
forany k,l €N, X, ..., X € °(TB), Y1,..., Y, € (V).

Clearly, taking the covariant derivative can be iterated, which we denote by
(VEY" m=1,2,.... Note that (VE)™ is a differential operator of order m.
Also, we define

3V F°°(®’T*B Qe v Eb) — T (®'T*B QR &'V Q) Eb)

by
3) (3Vs) (X1, X3 Y0, Y1soo 1)

[
= Vis(Xian X Y ) = Y s(X e X YL PV VMY ), W),
j=1

In the following definition, we regard (V) (3V)/s e T®(®' H’ RR/V' R E)).

Definition 2.3. For s € I'°(E), we define its m-th Sobolev norm by

) Isll, = / ) / Z [(VEY @) 5| (e, )it () ().
Xe YEZ,

i+j<m
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Denote by W™ (E) the Sobolev completion of I'2°(E) with respect to || - ||,,-

Recall that an operator A is called C*°-bounded if in normal coordinates the
coefficients and their derivatives are C°°-bounded.

Since M is locally isometric to a compact space M, it is a manifold with bounded
geometry (see [Shubin 1992, Appendix 1] for an introduction). Moreover, V£ is a
C*°°-bounded differential operator, because by G-invariance the Christoffel symbols
of V¥ and all their derivatives are uniformly bounded. Using normal coordinate
charts and parallel transport with respect to V£ as the trivialization, one sees that
E is a bundle with bounded geometry.

Since the operators VE and 9" are just respectively the (0, 1) and (1, 0) parts of
the usual covariant derivative operator, our Definition 2.3 is equivalent to the standard
Sobolev norm [Shubin 1992, Appendix 1 (1.3)] (with p = 2 and s nonnegative
integers).

One has elliptic regularity for these Sobolev spaces:

Lemma 2.4 [Shubin 1992, Lemma 1.4]. Let A be any C*°-bounded, uniformly
elliptic differential operator of order m. For any i, j > 0, there exists a constant C
such that for any s € I'°(E)

Isllivm < CClAsli £ sl

Remark 2.5. Throughout this paper, by an “elliptic operator” on a manifold, we
mean elliptic in all directions, without taking any foliation structure into considera-
tion. We use the term “fiberwise elliptic operators” to refer to differential operators
that are fiberwise and elliptic restricted to fibers.

2C. The fibered product.
Definition 2.6. The fibered product of the manifold M is
MxpM:={(p.q) e M xM :7n(p)=mr(q)},
and with the maps from M x g M to M defined by
s(p.q):=q and t(p,q):=p.

The manifold M x g M is a fiber bundle over B, with typical fiber Z x Z. One
naturally has the splitting [Heitsch 1995, Section 2]

TMxgM)=H&V, &V,
where V; := Ker(dt) and V; := Ker(ds).

Note that Vi = s*V and V; = ¢*V. As in Section 2A, we endow M x g M with
a metric by lifting the metrics on Hy and V. Then M x g M is a manifold with
bounded geometry.
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Notation 2.7. With some abuse in notation, we shall often write elements in M x gM
as a triple (x, y,z) and s(x, y,z) = (x,2), t(x,y,2) = (x,y) € M, where x € B

and y, 7 € Z,.

Let G act on M x g M by the diagonal action (p, q)g := (pg, qg). Let E > M
be a contravariant G-vector bundle and E’ be its dual. We shall consider

E— MxyM:=tE®s*E.
Given a G-invariant connection VE on E, let
vE .= vE ® idg g + 1dpg ®S*VE/

be the tensor product of the pullback connections. Fix any local base {eq, .. .e,}
of E' on some U C M. Any section can be written as

,

%

s = E u; Qse;
i=1

ons~!(U), where u; € T (¢*E). Then by definition we have for any vector X on M,

(5) vE (Z u; @s*e,-) = (VEEu) @ s%e; +u; ® s* (Vi ) e0)-

i=1 i=1

Similarly to Definition 2.2, we define the covariant derivative operators on
(@ T*B QR ® (V) Q ® (Vi) Q Eb).

Definition 2.8. Define

(VEW)(Xo. X1, s Xis Yiv o Y 20, Z0)
B
= VXO‘t/f(Xlw"an;Y]v"'aYlvzlv'-'azl/)
Vi
=Y VX X YLV Y Y 20 )

1<j<l
Vi
=Y VX XY Y 2V 2L Zy)
1<j=l

= X VX X Y YL 20 2,

1<i<k
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and
(ésw)(xl""’xk;YO’Ylﬂ"'7I][?Z1""’Z1/)
= VYE'(‘)w(Xlsan’Yl7ale’Zly$Zl/)

- Z w(Xl,...,Xk;Yl,...,PVS(V;;MY]'),...,}Il,Zl,...,Zl/)
1<j<l

= > YK XV Y 21 P Y0 2 200,

I1<j<l/
and
(W) X1, eoos X3 Y1y Y1, Z0, 21, Zp)
= VEY (Xt X Vi, Vi, Z0, 20, Z)
=Y VX XY P20, Y)Y 2 Zy)

I<j=l

t
- Z '(//'(X],...,Xk;Y],...,Y[,Z],...,PV (V;éwzj)v"zl/)

l=j=l

Given any vector fields Y, Z € V, let Y*, Z* be respectively the lifts of ¥ and Z to
Vg and V;. Then [Y*, Z*] = 0. It follows that as differential operators, (6%, 8']1=0.
Also, it is straightforward to verify that [V£>, 5] and [V, 3] are both zeroth
order differential operators (i.e., smooth bundle maps).

Fix a local trivialization

X7 '(By) = By X Z, pr> (m(p), 9" (D)),

where B = Ua By, is a finite open cover (since B is compact), and | -1y : Zy — Z
is a diffeomorphism. Such a trivialization induces a local trivialization of the fiber
bundle M x 3 M 5 M by M =My, M, ;="' (By,),

Fo 87 (Mo) > Max Z, (p.q) = (. 9%(@))-

On M, x Z the source and target maps are explicitly given by

(©) s0(Fa) 7 (p.2) = (@)™ (m(p). 2) and t o (F) ™' (P, 2) = p.
For such a trivialization, one has the natural splitting

T(MyxZ)=H"®V*®TZ,

where H* and V¢ are respectively H and V restricted to M, x {z}, z € Z. It follows
from (6) that

Ve =d&,(Vy) and TZ=dia(Vy).
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Given any vector field X on B, let X/, X H pe respectively the lifts of X to H

and H. Since dt(XH) = ds(XH) = X# it follows that
Ao (XH) = XH +dg*(xH).

Note that dp®(XH) e TZ € T (M, x Z).

Corresponding to the splitting T (M, x Z) = H* @ V* & TZ, one can define
the covariant derivative operators. Let V™« be the Levi-Civita connection on

M,, and V77 be the Levi-Civita connection on Z. Define for any smooth section

¢ eT®(@TBRE (V) Q& T*Z, Q(x;)*Ey),
(va¢)(X07X17""Xk;Yl?"’7Yl7ZI7"’7ZI/)
= (x;VEb)XgaMXl,...,Xk;Yl,...,Yl,Zl,...,Zl/)

- Z ¢(X17"'7Xk;Y]5"'5[Xglaij]v""YlHZl""’

l=j=lI

- Z ¢(X15---7Xk;Ylv'--aYhZ]"--a[X(I)iazj]a--'v

l=j=l’

- Z ¢(X]9---av§()BXi’---9Xk;Yl’---leaZIa---v

1<i<k
and
(0°9) (X1, ..., Xi; Yo, Vi, o, Vi, Zoy ooy Zir)
= (x:;va)Y()(p(X]? an9 Y]» MR ] )]la Zla 7Zl/)

- Z ¢(le--"Xk;Y]7---’Pva(v)z(;Man)v---vylvzlv---

1<j<l

_Z¢(X1""7Xk;Yl""’Yl7ZI7""PTZ[YO’Zj]7""

1<j<r
and
(%) (X1, ..., X; Vi, ..., Vi, Zo, Z1y ooy Z1)
= VY o (X1 X Yo Y Zo, Zs e Zp)

_Z¢(Xl""’Xk;Yl""’PVO{[ZO’Yj]""?YI’Zl"“?

1<j<l

- Y XXV Y T VR Z

1<j<l’

Zy)

Zy)

Zy),

VAD)

Zy),

Zy)

Zy).

Consider the special case when ¢ = u ® s*e, where u € I'**(@*T*BQRQ*(V*); @ t'E)

and ec ' (Q'T*Z,QE’).
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Lemma 2.9. For (x,y,z) € My, X Z, one has
V(U ®s%e)(x,y,2) = (VEula,x((x, ) @™ (e(x, 2) +u @ s*(VFe(x, 2))

and 3% (u ® s'e) (x, v, 2) = (0¥ u|pm, x(2) (x, ¥)) @ s*(e(x, 2)).

Proof. It suffices to consider the case when Y;, Z are respectively vector fields
on M, and Z lifted to M, x Z. From this assumption it follows that [Y;, Z;/] =
[X(’)L’ ‘.z ;71 =0. The lemma follows by a simple computation. U

We express the (pullback of) covariant derivatives VEW/, 3%y and 8"y in terms
of Vey®, 3%y and 9%y %, where Y% := (xa_l)*w. One directly verifies

(7) (vaw)(X(),X],---,Xk;Y],-.-,Y[,Z],-..,Z[’)
(x_]) ( XHa-‘rd(D (XH))wa(le"'7Xk;dxot(Ylv"'7Y}’Z17"'9Zl/))
= Y v(Xy o Xdxo Yy X dxGY ) dxa Y dXe(Zy, L Z0))
I=j=l
= Y (X Xesdxa (Y, X) dxo 2y, (X + AP (X, dXaZ)). .. dxa Zr)

1<j<r

= > v(XpL VP ,,...,Xk;Yl,...,lﬁ,Zl,...,Zl/)>

1<i<k
= (x, (VY (Xo. X1 Xii Voo V0 20, Z0)
+ 34X, X Y1, Y, do®(XED, 20, Z)
+ Z V(Xr, e X dxo (Y, ) dXo 2y, (VT 2™ (X)) (X0 Z)), ... dXo Z0)).
I=<j<l

By similar computations for 9° and 8%, one gets:

®) (Y)(X1,....X: Yo, N,... Y, Z1,...Zp)
= (D (0 (X1, Xisdxo (Yo, V1,0, Y1, 21, o, Z1)),s

and
©) (V) Xi,s X3 Y1, Y1, Z0, 24, Z)
= () (%Y X, i3 dXa (Y, ., Y0, Z0, 0, Z1)))
+ Z llla(Xl,...,Xk;dxa(Yl,...,Y]),dvaI,

l=j=l’

(de Zodxa dxo[(PVtV;MZ ) dval/)).
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2D. Smoothing operators. For any (x, y,z) € M xp M, letd(x, y, z) be the Rie-
mannian distance between y, z € Z,. We regard d as a continuous, nonnegative
function on M xg M.

Definition 2.10. (See [Nistor et al. 1999]). As a vector space,

For any m € N, ¢ > 0, there exists C,,;, > 0
W X°(Mx M, E):={y¥ € [®(E) : such that for all i + j +k <m,
((VEY@%) (0¥ | < e

The convolution product structure on W_>°(M x g M, E) is defined by

YixPa(x, y,z) = /Z Y1(x, y, W (x, w, 2) ux (w).

We introduce a Sobolev type generalization of the Hilbert—Schmidt norm on
W (M x M, E)C, the space of G-invariant kernels. Since G is a finitely generated
discrete group and acts on M freely and properly discontinuously, then there exists
a smooth compactly supported function x € C2°(M), such that

D gt =1

geG

In particular, one may construct x as follows. Denote by m the projection
M — My = M/G. There exists some r > 0 and a finite collection of geodesic
balls B(py, r) of radius r such that B(p,, r) is diffeomorphic to its image in My
under 7, and moreover {B( Das %r)} covers My (since My is compact). Since G
acts on M by isometry, ng(B(pag, 7)) = ng(B(py, r)) for all g € G. Thus one
may without loss of generality assume that B(py, r) are mutually disjoint.

Define the functions f € C*(R), Fy, F € C°(M) by

f(t):=e it >0, 0ift <0,
-1

Fo(p) =1 (1= 2o, p0) (7 (240, po 1) + 7 (1 = 2d(p. p0)) - pem,

F ::ZFQ.
o

Note that F is well defined because Fy, is supported on B(py, 1), which is locally
finite. Since by construction

(SECEHI

o
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is a locally finite cover of M, ) ¢ & F is also well defined. Define

X = F(Xg:g*lf)_l.

Then clearly x is the required partition of unity. Moreover, observe that x /2 is
a smooth function because f!/? is smooth and all denominators are uniformly
bounded away from 0.

For any G-invariant ¢y e W (M xpM, E )G recall that the standard trace of Y is

tro () (x) = / Dz @) € CVB),

The definition does not depend on the choice of x. The corresponding Hilbert—
Schmidt norm is

(10) /B (tre (Y ) () 1 (x)
Z/B/ZX(X’Z)/ZH(VI(X’Z’y)l/f*(x’y’Z))Mx(Y)Mx(Z)MB(x).

Note that equation (10) coincides with the L?-norm of Y. Generalizing (10) to
taking into account derivatives, we define:

Definition 2.11. The m-th Hilbert-Schmidt norm on W_*°(M x 3 M, E )G is defined
to be

I lEsm = /B fz x(m)fz (VEY @) @y y. D0 @ ps ).

i+j+k<m

for any G-invariant element . Let W,,°°(M x M, E)© be the completion of
W (M xpM, E)¢ with respect to || - |z m-

Similar to Lemma 2.4, one has elliptic regularity for the Hilbert—-Schmidt norm:

Lemma 2.12. Let A be a G-invariant, first order elliptic differential operator, then
foranym =0, 1, ..., there exists a constant C > 0 such that

1V lasm+1 < CUAY lasm + 1Y [lm),
forall y € W °(M x5 M, E)°.

Proof. Define
S:={geG:x(g"x) #0}.

Then S is finite because {g* x} is a locally finite partition of unity.
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Consider (x (x, z))'/24. By the Leibniz rule, one has
(VEY @) @94 x Py = x T EY 3% 0y

172

modulo terms involving lower derivatives in ¥. Since (x (x, z))'/~ is smooth with

bounded derivatives, there exists some C; > 0 such that for any (x, y, z) € M xp M,

A | D0 (@B @ @ Py —x S0 [VEN @ @)y [P (x v, 2)
it+j+k<m i+j+k<m
sZg*x(a > \(Véb)'réﬁf(é’)"w\z)(x,y,z>.
ges i+j+k<m—1

Similarly, since A x 172 _ 12 A is a C*®-bounded tensor, one has

12) | 30 [ @@ Ax P —x Y [(VEY @) @) av|
it j+k<m itj+k<m
sZg*x(cz > |<Vﬁb>"<ésv<é‘>kw|2).
ges i+j+k<m

Since the integrand is G-invariant, for any g € G
.« 7 P P 2
/ gx Y VY@ OV Y| e 0 (@D () = 1Y s 1
MxpM i+j+k<m—1

Observe that A being G-invariant implies A is uniformly elliptic and C*°-bounded.
Therefore applying Lemma 2.4 for (x (x, )Y ztﬂ, there exists a constant C3 > 0
such that

/M B ST B @ Y0P P ) (@) ()

it+jtk<m+1

<Cs ( / S VB @ @Y Ax ) e i @ (x)
MXBM

i+j+k<m
+f
MXBM

Then by equations (11) and (12), we get the lemma. U

> |(Véb)i(3s)j(9’)k(xl/zlﬁ)|2/tx(y)ux(z)us(X)>-

i+j+k<m

2E. Fiberwise operators. We turn to considering another class of operators and a
different norm.
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Definition 2.13. A fiberwise operator is a linear operator A : I'°(E,) — WOE)
such that for all x € B, and any sections s1, s € ['2°(E)),

(As1)(x) = (As2)(x),

whenever s1(x) = s2(x).

We say that A is smooth if A(I'2°(E)) CT'*°(E). A smooth fiberwise operator A
is said to be bounded of order m if A extends to a bounded map from W (E) to
itself.

Denote by || Allopm the operator norm of A : W™ (E) — W™ (E).

Example 2.14. Examples of smooth fiberwise operators are W (M xz M, E),
acting on W™ (E) by vector representation, i.e.,

(Ws)(x, y) = /Z r v D0 D1 2).

Notation 2.15. For the fiberwise operator A : I'°(E,) — WO(E) which is of the
form given by Example 2.14, we denote its kernel by A(x, y, z). We shall write

[AllaSm := |ACx, ¥, 2)lHS >
provided A(x, y,z) € \Tl;‘x’(M xpM, E).
The following lemma enables one to construct more fiberwise operators:

Lemma 2.16. Let A be any first order, C°°-bounded differential operator on M
and ¥ € W °(M xg M, E) be as in Example 2.14. Then [A, ¥] is a fiberwise
operator in W, °(M xg M, E).

Proof. Since multiplication by a tensor or differentiation along V is fiberwise, all
that remains is to consider operators of the form V)fH, for some vector field X on B.
Let L;,f =dv’i xu +ixud VE, where dV" is the twisted de Rham operator. In the
remainder of this paper, the Lie derivatives are all defined in this way.

Let s € I'°(E) be arbitrary. We first suppose that Z is orientable and p, is a
volume form. By the decay condition in Definition 2.10, one can differentiate under

the integral sign to get
AWs(x,2) = /Z LY, (U (x, y, 50, s ()
=/Z(L;,fl/f(x,y,Z))S(x,y)ux(y)Jerw(x,y,Z)(L,Y:s(x,y))Mx(y)

+/Zw<x,y,z>s<x,y)(L§§ux(y)).

The second term in the last line is just ¥ As. Hence the result.
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For the general case, one can take a suitable partition of unity and integrate over
local volume forms. Then one obtains a similar equation. U

Let A be a smooth fiberwise operator on I'°(E,). Then A induces a fiberwise
operator A on I'2°(E},) by

(13) Au ® s*e) := Aty x(z) ® (s%)

on t~'(M,) = M, x Z, for any sections e € I'*°(E’) and u € I'*°(t*E), and
Y =u®s'e e IO(E).

Note that A is independent of trivialization since A is fiberwise, and for any «,
and 7 € Z the transition function xg o (x4)~ ! maps the submanifold Z, x {z} to
Z; X {(px o(p¥)~ ()} as the identity diffeomorphism. If ¥ is a kernel and A is a
fiberwise smooth operator, AY is also a kernel and is given by A

2F. The main theorem. Suppose that A is smooth and bounded of order m for all
m € N. Consider the covariant derivatives of Ayr.

Theorem 2.17. For any smooth bounded G-invariant operator A, there exist con-
stants C| 1, Cy o > 0 such that for any ¢ € W (M xp M)S one has Ay €
W (M x g M)° and

1AV st < (C} I Allop1 + C1 oll Allopo) 19 11 1-

Proof. Fix a partition of unity {6,} € C2°(B) subordinate to { B,}. We still denote
by {6,} its pullback to M and M x g M. Fix any Riemannian metric on Z and
denote the corresponding Riemannian measure by pz. Then one writes

(fa)*(MxMB) = JolBlz,

for some smooth positive function J,. Moreover, over any compact subset of
By x Z,1/J, is bounded.

Given any Y € V(M xp M YO, let Y% = X2(¥). The theorem clearly follows
from the inequalities

(14) / / 29 [ 9RO P O
<(C1llAlZ, 1 + Gl AR DIV s 1
(15) / / x(x.2) f 1% A0 ™) 11 (3) e (D) s (X)
By, JVZ, Z,
<(Clll Al + C2ll Al ) 1V Il 1

(16) /B /Z xe.o) [ A Pas s () < DAL ol s
X Y€Lx
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Let Z =, Z, be alocally finite cover. Then the support of x6, lies in some
finite subcover. Let x, be the characteristic function

it (x0a) (x, 2) > 0,
Xal¥, 2) = {O otherwise.
Without loss of generality we may assume E’|z, are all trivial. For each A fix
an orthonormal basis {e*} of E’|p, xz,, and write ¥* := > u* ® s*e*. Using
Lemma 2.9, one estimates the integrand of the left-hand side of equation (14). Then
there exits a constant C3 > 0 such that

IV (A6 )| (x, v, 2)
2

D (VE A0y (] |m, () (X, ) ® 5} + (Abuu}) © 5™ (VEe))
-
. 2 2
= G Y (195 A0 ) (e 0 + [ (A6u) @5 (VEH ).
By integrating, one gets for some constants Cy, ¢ =4, ..., 10, that
/ f $(x,2) / 9 A0t Pt () 1 (D)t ()
By JZ, Zy
. 2
SC“Z/ f / > (V2 A 0 gy i) (. )|
V7 By V7,
2
+ [ (AOul) @ s*(VEeD) |7 ) px 0 e (1) 112 (2)
. 2
=S [ [ T (Cshar (956w, o)
W V72 Ba 7

187 O (u Iyt 1) 60 2| O gy i) (5, )]

+ Coll AllopoBatt [P s (s (0)nz (2)
s;/z /B /Z Te(Coll A, + Csll Allopo) (|7 0ut

+ |8%0uVa]” + 8760 | + [Bu Vel 1te (D 1p (O 12 (2)
s/B/Z Xe /Zx(cgnAnipl+clonA||opo)(|v’3"vx;(eaw)|2

+ |85 G )| + |37 x2 v P + |20t [*) e ()t (2 128 ().
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Now we use an argument similar to the proof of Lemma 2.12. Namely, write the
integrand as a sum

KXo ([VE X2 O |” + |82 Ouv) | + |3 %2 Ot [* + |%2 @uv) )

=3 tag X (VI @) P+ 55 x5 ) [P +|3 x5 Cut) P+ x5 @) ).
ges

Then since for all g
/g*x(\v’f’)x;*(eaw)h|éSx;<eaw>\2+\é'x;wawfﬂxz(eaw)\z):wnHm,

equation (14) follows.
Using the same arguments with 9% in place of V¥, one gets (15).
As for the last inequality, since £*E |y, « () and the connection (x;')*V*"E" are
trivial along exp tZ, one can write
A d
Vi, (Au@s'e) =7 |,

* S¥E'
:0AM|MD[><{exptZ} ®s'e+ M®VZO se

d
=A (E |t:0u

Ma><{€XptZ}> ®s’e + M®V§;E/S*€ = AA(Vgo(M®S*€)).

It follows that
07 Ay = A@%y),
from which (16) follows. ]
Clearly, the arguments leading to Theorem 2.17 can be repeated and we obtain:

Corollary 2.18. For any smooth bounded operator A andm =0, 1, . . ., there exists
C;n’l > 0 such that for any € W >°(M xp M) one has

LAY ltsm 5( > cm,zuAnopz)uwanm.
0<i<m
Notation 2.19. In view of Corollary 2.18, we shall denote
1A oprm == ( > cm,znAnon).
0<I<m

We may assume without loss of generality that C,, ; > 2. Then one still has

(17) ||A1A2||op’m = ”Al”op’m”AZHOp’m-
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3. Large time behavior of the heat operator

In this section we will prove that under the condition of the positivity of the Novikov—
Shubin invariant, the heat operator also convergences to the projection operator
under the norm || - ||gs -

3A. The Novikov-Shubin invariant. Let M — B be a fiber bundle with a G action,
and TM = H @V be the G-invariant splitting, as defined in Section 2A. Recall that
we assumed the metric on H = 7*TB is given by pulling back some Riemannian
metric on B. In other words, V is a Riemannian foliation.

Let E — M be a flat, contravariant G-vector bundle, and V be an invariant flat
connection on E. Denote E* := A"V'Q E.

Since the vertical distribution V is integrable, the de Rham differential d‘Y :
along V is well defined. Write g := d\YE + (d‘YE)*, A := 03, and denote by e~'4
the heat operator and I the orthogonal projection onto Ker(A).

The following result is classical: See, for example, [Bismut 1986, Proposition
2.8] and [Heitsch 1995, Proposition 3.5].

t

Lemma 3.1. The heat operator e~'* is given by a smooth kernel. Moreover, for

any first order differential operator A, one has the Duhamel type formula

t
(18) [A, e =— / e DALA Ale A dr.
0

From Lemma 3.1, it follows that:
Corollary 3.2 [Heitsch 1995, Corollary 3.11]. Foranyi, j, k, there exist C, M > 0

such that
[(VEY (3% @) e (x, v, 2) < Cem M0,

Hence e~/ ¢ W (M xp M, E*)C.
As for Iy, one has

Lemma 3.3. The kernel of ITy lies in U ;> (M x g M, E*)°.

Proof. By [Gong and Rothenberg 1996, Theorem 2.2] I1j is also represented by
a smooth kernel Iy(x, y, 7). Moreover by the same theorem and the fact that
Iy = 1}, one has

Sup{f X(x,z)/ IHo(x,y,z)Izux(y)ux(z)} = [[II||; < oo,
Zyx Zy

xeB
where || - ||; is the T-trace norm defined in [Gong and Rothenberg 1996] (see also
[Azzali et al. 2015]).
Hence we are left to consider x, (x, y, z)ITy(x, y, z), where x, € C*°(M x s M)¢
is a sequence of smooth functions such that
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M O0=x»=1
(2) xn is increasing and converges pointwise to 1;

3) xn(x,y,z) =0 whenever d(y, z) > nr for some r > 0.

To construct yx,, let r > 0 to be the infimum of the injective radius of the fibers Z,,
and ¢ be a nonnegative smooth function such that ¢ (¢) =1 if r < %r, ¢1(t) =0
if t > r. Then x| := ¢ od(y, z) is G-invariant. Define

Xn := X1 %+ - x1 (convolution by n times).

Note that x,(x, y,z) > 0 whenever d(y, z) < %nr. Moreover, ¥, is G-invariant
and y,(x, v, z) =0 whenever d(y, z) > nr. Since X, is bounded away from 0 on
the support of %, clearly one can find smooth functions ¢, such that y,, := ¢, o x»
satisfies conditions (1)—(3). O

Because of Corollary 3.2 and Lemma 3.3, it makes sense to define:

Definition 3.4. We say that A has positive Novikov—Shubin invariant if there exist
y > 0 and Cy > 0 such that for sufficiently large ¢,

SUP{/ x(x,Z)/ (e = M) (x, y, Z)lzux(y)ux(z)} < Cot™7.
XeB Zy Zy

Remark 3.5. The positivity of the Novikov—Shubin invariant is independent of the
metrics defining the operator A.

Remark 3.6. Since e~ /24 _JT, is nonnegative, self adjoint and (e ~“/?4 —T))*> =
e~ "4 — [y, one has

sup{/Z x(m)/z |(e—3A—no><x,y,z>|2ux<y)ux(z>} = lle™" — I,

xeB

Hence our definition of having positive Novikov—Shubin invariant is equivalent to
that of [Azzali et al. 2015]. Our argument here is similar to the proof of [Bismut
et al. 2017, Theorem 7.7].

In this paper, we shall always assume A has positive Novikov—Shubin invariant.
From this assumption, it follows by integration over B that there exist constants
y > 0 and C > 0 such that for ¢ large enough

(19) le™* — Molluso < Ct 7.
3B. Example: The Bismut superconnection.
Definition 3.7. A standard flat Bismut superconnection is an operator of the form

" =dy" +VE 4,
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where © is the V-valued horizontal 2-form defined by
o, xiy:=—-pPV[x[?, X1 forall X;, X, e I®(TB),

and (g is the contraction with ®. Note that PV is not canonical and it depends on
the splitting TM =V @ H.

Observe that the adjoint of the Bismut superconnection,
(@Y = @) + (95 = Ao,
is also flat. It follows that
(VEY (@) + @) (95 =0,
Define
Q:= 1((vF) ~ V).

Observe that € is a tensor (see [Alvarez Lépez and Kordyukov 2001] for an explicit
formula for €2). Moreover one has

VE (@Y ) + (@Y ) VE =20y )" +2(ay ") .
Also, observe that (d‘YE) + (d\YE)* +VE + ((VE;)/)* is an elliptic operator.

3C. The regularity result of Alvarez Lopez and Kordyukov. We first recall that an
operator A is called C°°-bounded if in normal coordinates the coefficients and their
derivatives are uniformly bounded. As in [Alvarez Lépez and Kordyukov 20017,
we make the more general assumption that there exists C°°-bounded first order
differential operator Q, and zero degree operators Rj, Ry, R3, R4, all G-invariant,
such that d‘YE + (d\YE)* + Q is elliptic, and

(20) Qdy’ +dy Q=Ridy +dy R,
E E E E
O(dy" )"+ (dy )" Q= Rs(dy )"+ (dv) Ra.
Clearly, in our example, vE 4 ((VEJ)/)* satisfies Equation (20).
Write g := d‘Y g (d‘Y E)*, A= 53, and denote by I1y, and I1;; respectively
the orthogonal projections onto the range of d‘Y " and (dg E)*, which we shall denote

by Rg(dy) and Rg(dy)).
In this section, we shall consider the operators

B := RII‘IdV +R3Hdﬁ‘;, B = Hd‘*f/R2+HdVR4, B := By Iy + B, (id —I1y).

We recall some elementary formulas regarding these operators from [Alvarez Lépez
and Kordyukov 2001]:
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Lemma 3.8 [Alvarez Lépez and Kordyukov 2001, Lemma 2.2]. One has
Qdy" +dy Q=Bidy +dy B,
O(dy") + (@ ) Q=Bi(dy ) +(dy") B,
[Q, A]=B1A — AB; — 0¢(B1 — B>)9o.
One can furthermore estimate the derivatives of IT,. First, recall that
Lemma 3.9. One has (see [Alvarez Lépez and Kordyukov 2001, Corollary 2.8])
[QO+ B, )] =0.
Proof. Here we give a different proof. From definition we have
B = (I1g; Ry + I1gRa) Ty + R I14, + R3 1y,
where we used I1y, [Ty = Hd;; Ily = 0. Hence
BIly—ITyB = (I3 Ry + Mgy Ra) 1o — [Ty Ry [14, — TToR3 11 .
For any s one has
My,s = ’11Lrglo dsy,
for some sequence §;, (in some suitable function spaces). It follows that
MR Mgys = lim MoRd5 = lim [o(Qdy +dy Q—dy Ro)fi = IToQlys.
Similarly, one has ITyR3 Mgy =1y QIlg; and by considering the adjoint,
gz RoIly = I1y; QIly  and [z Rally = Iz Q1.
It follows that
[Q + B, Il = (id —1Ia, — g;) Q11y — [0 Q(d —I1g, — I1g;) = 0. O
In other words, regarding [Q, I1y] and [ B, I1] as kernels, one has

10O, IHlllusm = II[B, Iolllasm,

provided the right-hand side is finite. Hence, using elliptic regularity and the same
arguments as Lemma 3.3, one can prove inductively that

o(x,y,z) €WV, (M xp M, E*) forall m.
Next, we recall the main result of [Alvarez Lépez and Kordyukov 2001]

Lemma 3.10. Foranym =0, 1, ...,
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(1) The heat operator e™'*, and the operators dyge™"*, Ae™"* map W™ (E) to
itself as bounded operators. Moreover, there exist constants C9,, CL C% > 0
such that

—tA 0 —tA —1 A1 —tA —12
e lopm < Cppr 100€ P llopm <172C,,,  [|Ae™lopm <17 Cp,

forallt > 0.

2) Ast — oo, e strongly converges as an operator on W™ (E). Moreover,
(t,5) — e s is a continuous map from [0, 0o] x W™ (E) to W™ (E).

—tA

(3) One has the Hodge decomposition
W™ (E) = Ker(A) + Rg(4) = Ker(3o) + Rg (@),
where the kernel, image and closure are in W™ (E).

Note that our case is slightly different from that of [Alvarez Lpez and Kordyukov
2001], where M is assumed to be compact (but with possibly noncompact fibers).
However, the same arguments clearly apply because our M is of bounded geometry.

We recall more results in [Alvarez Lépez and Kordyukov 2001, Section 2].

Lemma 3.11 [Alvarez Lépez and Kordyukov 2001, Lemma 2.4]. For any m > 0,
there exists a constant C> > 0 such that

IO, e 4 ]Hopm =

Proof. Using the third equation of Lemma 3.8, equation (18) becomes

t t
[0, e7]= / e T1ABy(B1—B)dge A dit'— / e TA(BIA—ABye A dt.
0 0

Using Lemma 3.10, we estimate the first integral

t
f 6_(1_[ >A60(B1 — Bz)50€_tA dt’
0

1By = Ballopm (C1? /

N

opm

=|1B1 — Ballopm (C) .

As for the second integral, we split the domain of integration into [0, 3¢] and [ 5z, ¢],
and then integrate by part to get

t
f e~ DABIA— ABye A dt
0

t/z ! / ! ’ /
= f e TDAA(=B) — By)e M dt — / e A(By — ByyAe " ar’
0 12

t/2 —(t t)ABe ’A

/ !
+e ¢ I)ABle ra
r=0 r'=t)2
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Again using Lemma 3.10, its [| - [|opn-norm is bounded by

)

dr’ Lt
COCL(11Billopm + ||Bz||opm)< /O + / —) +C2(C2 4+ D)(|IBillopm + 1Ballopm),
t

=t "t
which is uniformly bounded because fotﬂ 1/(t—t)dt = ftt/z 1/t'dt’ =log2. I

Lemma 3.9 suggests that [Q + B, e 4] converges to zero as t — 0o. Indeed,
we shall prove a stronger result, namely, [Q + B, e ~4] decays polynomially in the
I - las m-norm for all m.

Lemma 3.12. Suppose there exist Cp,, y > 0 such that ||e*’A —Iyllgsm < Cput™7,
then there exist C,,, vy > 0 such that

I[Q+ B. e llusm = I[Q + B. e~ — Molllusm < C;,t 7.

Proof. We follow the proof of [Alvarez Lépez and Kordyukov 2001, Lemma 2.6].
By Lemma 3.8, we get

[Q + B, Al = (A(By + B>) + 0o(B1 — B2)0)(id —ITp).
It follows that ITo[Q + B, e~ /221 =[Q + B, e~ /2211y = 0. Write

[Q+B.e 2] =[Q+B.e 2"4]e™2"A ¢ 21 4[Q + B e 214
= [0+ B, e (e ¥ — MTy) + (e 34 — T)[Q + B, e +'4].

Taking || - ||gsm» and using Corollary 2.18 and Lemma 3.11, the claim follows. [

Theorem 3.13. Suppose |le~'* — ITy|luso < Cot " for some y > 0, Co > 0. Then
for any m, there exists C ,’1/1 > 0 such that

le™® — IMollusm < Clt™  forall t > 1.

Proof. We prove the theorem by induction. The case m = 0 is given. Suppose that
for some m, [le™"* — ITy|lusm < Cmt~". Consider |le ™4 — ITy ||l s m-1-

Since Q is a first order differential operator, for any kernel ¢ € W_*°(M xp
M, E*)C, [Q, ¥]is also a kernel lying in W >°(M X M, E*)Y, that is in particular,
given by a composition of the covariant derivatives V£, 3%, 3 and some tensors
acting on ¥. Since || ||us ., is by definition the || - ||gs o norm of the m-th derivatives
of y, elliptic regularity (Lemma 2.12) implies

1Y lasmet < Co(1¥ s m + 100 lusm + 1o llasm + 11Q, ¥1llHsm),
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for some constant C,, > 0. Put Y=e4

estimates

— ITy. The theorem then follows from the

180(e™"4 — o) s m =II(e ™" — Mo)To s m

s( > ¢ 18P — no>||opz> le="/22 — Iy llasm

0<i<m

( ZC 1€l (5 1/2)Cm(%t)_y’

0<I<m

I[Q, e~ — Molllusm <I[Q + B, e~ — Molllusm + 1B, ™" — Mol s m

<Clt V+2( > cm,||B||0pl>cmt—V.

0<I<m

Note that we used Lemma 3.12 for the last inequality. U

4. Sobolev convergence

In this section we will use the method of [Azzali et al. 2015] to prove that under
the condition of positivity of the Novikov—Shubin invariant the L2-analytic torsion
form is a smooth form.

Let VE be a flat connection on E. Define the number operators on A*H' @ AV’ ®
E by

— y— /
NQl/\‘IH/®/\‘1/V/®E =dq and NI/\‘IH/®/\‘1/V/®E =q.

In this section, we consider the rescaled Bismut superconnection [Berline et al.
1992, Chapter 9.1]

6(1,) l 1/2 —NQ/Z(d+d*)tNQ/2
= %( 1/2(dv +dV) + (va + (va)/) +l‘_1/2(—A@* +L@)).

Denote

Do:=—5(dy —dy), Qu=—3(V" = (V%)) =317 (- Ao —te),
D(t):=1""Do + ;.

The curvature of d(z) can be expanded in the form:

(1) = —=D(1)?> =tA+1Y2Q, Do+ 112 Do, + Q2.
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Hence as a consequence of Duhamel’s expansion (see [Berline et al. 1992]), we
have
dim B
eI = PO oA L Y / e A 2Q, Dy + 112Dy 4+ Qe 1A
n=1 (ro

o (tV2QDy 4 112Dy + QP)e A d ",
Where En = {(”0,”1, ---,rn) € [Oa l]l’H-l :r0+"'+rn = 1}

4A. The large time estimate of the rescaled heat operator. In this section, we
follow [Azzali et al. 2015, Section 4] to estimate the Hilbert—Schmidt norms of
e~ (see Theorem 4.4 below).

Let y' :=1—(1+2y/(dimB +2+2y))~!, 7(t) := +~¥". Fix 7 such that
7(f) < (dim B + 1)~!. One has the following counterparts of [Azzali et al. 2015,
Lemma 4.2]:

Lemma 4.1. For ¢ =0, 1, 2, there exists a constant C,, such that

H («/;60)6/26”(1)0)2 H < Cpur~? foranyt > 1,0 <r < 1 (by Lemma 3.10);

op’m —
and foranyt > t,r(t) <r <1,

I o!1(D0)?

||Hsm <Cpn(rt)™” (by Theorem 3.13),
|| (\/an)c/zenw())z ||HSm <Cpr~*(rt)™7 if ¢ = 1, 2(by Corollary 2.18).

We furthermore observe that the arguments leading to the main result [Azzali
et al. 2015, Theorem 4.1] still hold if one replaces the operator and || - ||; norm
respectively by || - [lop'n and || - ||gs» for any m.

The arguments in [Azzali et al. 2015, Section 4] are elementary, so we shall only
recall some key steps.

First, one splits the domain of integration X" =, £(0,...n) S5(y.1» Where

E;‘(,)’I =A{(ro,...,ry):ri <r(t),foralli el,r; >r(t), forall j ¢I}.
Define

1) K(t,n,I,co,...,cn;ai,...ay)

n
= f (t'2D)®e A [ (O (> Do)ie™*) d ",
z

n
7). 1 i=1

forc; =0,1,2,a; =1, 2. Then one has
e_a(’)2 =eD(t)2 = ZK(t,n, I,co,....,cn5ai,...,a,),

by grouping terms involving Dy together.
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We shall consider the kernels K (¢, n, I, co, ..., cp; ay, -+ ,a,)(x, y, z) of the
terms in the summation above. Consider the special case when ¢; =0, 1. One has
the analogue of [Azzali et al. 2015, Proposition 4.6]:

Lemma 4.2. There exists € > 0 such that as t — 00,

K(t,l’],, I, co,...,Cpn,aq, --'9aﬂ)(x’y’z)
(Bt (¢ y 240G i1 =2. allc =0
0t~ otherwise

in the || - ||gsm-norm.

Proof. We first consider the case I = &. Suppose furthermore ¢, = 1 for some g.
By Corollary 2.18, The || - ||us»-norm of the integrand on the right-hand side of
(21) is bounded by

2 Duyre s 2

|(t1/2D0)€_rq "'||(t1/2D0)cne_rntA||

q tA
op'm ” op'm ” HSm op'm

— —cg/2 _ .
Sc;nro CO/Z...rch/ (rqt) V...r /2

n

<CL @)

Integrating, we have the estimate
IK (. n o, cnsar, .o an)(x, ¥, 2)llusm < c;ﬂ*?’("/“y)/dz",

which is O (t7¢) with e = y(1 — (dim B +2y)/(dim B 4+ 2 + 2y)).
Next, suppose I = & and ¢; = 0 for all i. Write e~"0/4~To 4 T and split the
integrand

(e AQIeTIIA LTI A (x, y, 7)

into 2"*! terms. If any term contains a e~/

above shows that it is O (¢~7). Hence the only term that does not converge to 0 is

— Iy factor, similar arguments as

(IToQ"" Iy - - - ) (x, y, 2).

Since the volume of E;‘(z)’ ; converges to % as t — oo, the claim follows.

We are left to consider the case when [ is nonempty. Write I = {iy, ..., iy},
{0,...,n}\I =:{ky, ..., ky} # . For t sufficiently large I # {0, ..., n}. Suppose
¢y = 1 for some g ¢ I. Then we take || - [|gs»-norm for (t'2Dgy)e "4'2 term, and
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estimate

|K(t,n,co,....cn3a1,....a,)(x,y,2) lHSm

(1) (1)
—c —cq/2 _ _
S/ / (/ C";lroLO/z,..rch/ (rqt) y...rncn/z
0 0 {ky e )2(r0s s ) X

r(r).l}
a'(l”k1 .. -rks/ )) di‘,‘l . “d”ix .

As in the | = & case, the integral over {(rt,), ..., rk, @ (ro, ..., 1) € E;’m’l} is
O(t~%), while Or(t) ri dr; = 0177 (1=4i/9)  Again the claim is verified.
Finally if ¢; = 0 for all i € I, then

||K(t7n7C0’"'$cl’l;al7"'7an)(x9yvz)||Hsm
(1) 7(1)
—¢i 2 —Cj 2
5/ f <f C;;;rocl/“'rnc“/ d(rkl”'rk;’))dril'”drl's
0 0 {(rkl,...,rké):(ro ..... r,l)EE;'(t)‘l}

— O(t*V,(I*Ci/Z))‘
O

One then turns to the case for some i, ¢c; = 2. If I and J are disjoint subsets
of {0,...,n}with I ={iy,...,i-},and {0, ..., n}\ (I UJ) = {ko, ..., k¢} # 9,
denote

oy =0, ....rm) € XL, i1y =7(t), whenever j € J},
and define

(1) r(t)
K(t,n,1,J,co,...,Cnia1,...,an) :=/ / / (t1/2Dy) <0014
0 0 {(rky s --rig )2 (10, rn)eE;’(t“}

n

H(@?i(tl/zDo)CiefritA)

i=1

d¥ry,,...,re)dry---dr,.
2;1([)'” ( L ERERE) kq) 1 r

Using integration by parts, one gets [Azzali et al. 2015, Equation (4.17)],

(22) K@t,n, 1U{ip},J; 2,0 Chyy s eens @iy s Qi g - )
K(t,n,I,JU{ip};...,O,...,cko,...;...,a,-l,,aip+1,...)
—K(t,n—l,I,J;...,...,cko,...;...,aio+aip+,,...) q >0,
—I—K(t,n,lU{ip},JU{ko};...,0,...,ck0,...;...,aip,aipﬂ,...)

= 9 —|—K(t,n,IU{i,,},J;...,0,...,ck0+2,...;...,aip,a,-p+1,...)
K(t,n,I,JU{i,,};...,0,...,cko,...;...,ail,,aip+1,...)
—K(t,n—1,I,J;...,...,cko,...;...,a,-o—I—aipﬂ,...) qg=0.
—|—K(t,n,IU{ip},J;...,0,...,ck0+2,...;...,aip,a,-pﬂ,...)
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We remark that the proof of [Azzali et al. 2015, Equation (4.17)] does not involve
any norm, and therefore we omit the details here.

Using equation (22) repeatedly, one eliminates all terms with ¢; = 2.

On the other hand one has the following straightforward generalization of
Lemma 4.2 (compare with [Azzali et al. 2015, Proposition 4.7]):

Lemma 4.3. Suppose c; =0, 1. Ast — 00,
K(t,n,1,J,co,...cnza1,...,a,)(x,9,2)

- {(mﬂoﬂ‘“no---no)u,y,z) +0G™) il =8¢0, =0
o) otherwise,

for some y' > 0, in the || - |usm-norm.

Thus the term K (¢, n, I, cg, . .. cy; ay, - . . a,) converges to O unless
¢, =0 wheneveri € I, c¢; =2 wheneveri ¢ I.

Then one follows exactly as [Azzali et al. 2015, Section 4.5] to compute the limit,
and concludes with the following analogue of their Theorem 4.1:

Theorem 4.4. Fork =0, 1,2 and any m € N,

lim D(t)*e "D (x, y, 2) = Mp(QUTp)* e ¥ (x, y, 2)
— 00

in the || - ||gsm-norm, where Q := —%(VE" — (VE)Y). Moreover, there exits ¢’ > 0
such that as t — 00,

|| (D(I)keia(t)z _ Ho(QHO)ke(QnO)Z)(.x, y, Z) ||Hsm — 0(l76/).

4B. Application: the L*-analytic torsion form. Our main application of this the-
orem is in establishing the smoothness and transgression formula of the L?-analytic
torsion form. Here, we briefly recall the definitions.

On AT*MQEZ=NH Q ANV’ ®E, define Ng, N to be the number operators
of AH' =g~ (AT*B) and A"V’ respectively.

Define

FA@) 1= Qrv/—1) N2 2 stry 7N (1 +2D(1)2)e 007,

Then under the positivity of the Novikov—Shubin invariant, we have the following
well-defined L2-analytic torsion form:

Definition 4.5 [Azzali et al. 2015].

7= /oo{—FA(t)—i- % stry (NIp)
0

+(4 dim(2) rk(E) str () = § stry (NTTp)) (1 = 200¢ ™"} %.
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In [Azzali et al. 2015], it is only shown that the form t is continuous. Next we
will show that indeed the form t is smooth.

Theorem 4.6. The form t is smooth, i.e., T € '*°*(A°T*B).

Proof. Using [Berline et al. 1992, Proposition 9.24], the derivatives of the #-integrand
are bounded as t — 0. It follows that its integral over [0, 1] is smooth.

We turn to studying the large time behavior. Consider str(2~'N (3_5(”2 —ITy)).
Using the semigroup property, we can write e ~0()" =2-Na/2,=0(t/2) ,=0(t/2)*Na/2
Also, since str(NITy(2I1y)?/) = str([NITo(QUTy), ITy(Q2ITy)>~']) =0 for any j > 1
one has

str(NITy) = str(NIToe 0%y = 27Na/2 s(N e @0’ 100 @0y
Therefore
str(27 N (e 700 Ty)) =27 N 2tr(27 N (e~ 00/2 ¢ =0/2 _ 1o (20’ 7,210
— 2~ Na/ 24 (27 I Ne =00/ (=002’ _ 7, @TT0)%))
+27Ne 2str (27 N (=002 — [Ty @) [T @110

Now consider the L?(B)-norm of stry (2_1Ne_5(’/2)2 (e_é(t/z)2 — Hoe(Qn‘))z)).
To shorten notations, denote G := 271N e=00/2? (8_6([/2)2 - Hoe(Qno)z). Writing G
as a convolution product, then there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that

/
-
2 2 2 2
SCO/(f x/ e 02 (x, 2, y)[e 02 — MTpe @) (x, )’»Z)Mx(Y)Mx(Z)>MB(x)
B\Jz, Jyez,

<G o 00/2)?

2
mp(x)

/ x (x,2) str(G (x, z, 7)) i (2)
Zy

2
uB(x)

N _ 2 _ 2 2
/ X Str<7 / e 0D (x, 2,9) (70D — e M7 (x, y, z)ux(y)>ux(z)
Zy YEZy

2 2
|0/ _ 7@

2 2
HHSO| ||HSO’

where we used the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality three times. Since ||e~9¢/ 2? llgso is
bounded for 7 large (by the triangle inequality), the expression above is O (+~"").
We turn to estimating its derivatives. For any vector field X on B,

Vst (G) = [(Lynn (. ) (G2, s 2
+ / X (LY SH(G (r 2, 2)) s ()

+ /X (x, 2) str(G (x, z, 2)) (Ly# hy (2)).
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Differentiating under the integral sign is valid because we knew a priori that the inte-
grands are all L'. Since Ly iy (2) equals uy (z) multiplied by some bounded func-
tions, it follows that the last term f X (x, 2)str(G(x, z, 7)) (Lxr 1y (2)) is O(I_V/).

For the first term, we write Ly# x (x, z) = deG(g*X)(x, 2)(Lyn x)(x, z). The
sum is finite because Lyx x is compactly supported. By G-invariance,

/(g*x)(x,z) str(G(x,z,z))ux(z)=/x(x,z) str(G(x, z, 2)) x (2).

Since (Lyn x)(x, z) is bounded, it follows that f(LXH)()(x, 2)str(G(x, z, 2)) Uy (2)
is also O(t7"").

As for the second term, we differentiate under the integral sign, then use the
Leibniz rule to get that there exists a constant C; > 0 such that

71
Ly " st(G(x, z,2))|

MHRNVQE _ 2 _ 2 2
§C1</ | Ly e 0D (x, 7, y)||e 702 — Moe 0 (x, y, 2)| e ()
Zyx
_ 2 MNH'RMNVQE 2 2
- f e 0 (x, 2, y)|| LYu (e7U/D" — MMoe M) (x, y, 2) | ()
Zy

_ 2 _ 2 2
+[ |60 (x, 2, y)| |02 — [Ty ) (x,y,Z)IsupleHMIMx(y)),
z.

and

J

—lrp 2
fz X (LS " (G (., 2, 2)) ()| s ()

—3(t/2)% 2 —3(t/2)* QIy)? 2 —3(t/2)% 2 —3(t/2)*
< Ci(le™ 27 Ifg 1 1le™22" — MToe 0 |12g o + le 22 fig o le 0/
QIy)? 12 —3(t/2)% 2 —9(t/2)? QIlp)? 2
— Mo M7 2o, +sup | Lyw e 202 |2 e 0/27 — e @07 |12 1)
—ou).

Clearly the above arguments can be repeated and one concludes that all Sobolev
norms of stry (G) are O(t_V/).
By exactly the same arguments, we have as t — oo,

strg (27 N (7902 — 15 @T0%) e @MY = 077",

in all Sobolev norms.
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As for stry (27 N (D(£)2e=91%)), one has D(t)? = 2(2—NQ/ZD(§)22NQ/2). Thus

strg (AN (D(1)2e20%))
=2"Ne/2gtpy, (N(D(%t)ze_a(’/z)z(a_é(t/z)2 - HO(QHO)Ze(QHO)ze(QHO)z))

=2"No/2 gtry, (N(D(%t)zefﬁ(’/z)2 — HO(QHO)ze(QHO)z)efa(’/z)z)

——Ne/2 stry (NHO(QHO)Ze(QHO)Z (effj(f/z)2 _ e(QUo)z))’

which is also O(t~"') as t — 00 by similar arguments.
By the Sobolev embedding theorem (for the compact manifold B), it follows that

—F(t) + 4 stry (NITp) + (§ dim(Z) tk(E) stry (ITg) — 5 stry (NITp)) (1 —2t)e ™"

and all its derivatives are O(t_”/) uniformly.

Finally, since all derivatives of the ¢-integrand in Definition 4.5 are L', derivatives
of 7 exist and equal differentiations under the 7-integration sign. Hence we conclude
that the torsion t is smooth. ([

Remark 4.7. If Z is L?-acyclic and of determinant class (see [Azzali et al. 2015,
Def. 6.3]), the analogue of Remark 3.6 reads

o o0
—tA dt _tAy dt
| e s % = [ 1er2n 2 <o
0 0

(note that ITy = 0 by hypothesis). Unlike having positive Novikov—Shubin invariant,
the heat operator is not of determinant class in || - ||gso.

Take a power series f(x) = a;x’. For clarity, let & be the metric on A"V ® E
and denote

FVEVEER) = str(Za J(L(VVEE(vVRE)Y))] ) eI (NT*M),
f(vA V'QE h)H'(Z 5= StI'q;(Za] (v/\ ®Eb_(VA-Vb’®Eb)*)HO)j> eI®(NT*B).

Note that the summations are only up to dim M.

Let TZ be the vertical tangent bundle of the fiber bundle M — B and recall
that we have chosen a splitting of TM and defined a Riemannian metric on 7M.
Let P77 denote the projection from TM to TZ. Let VI be the corresponding
Levi-Civita connection on TM and define V!4 = PT4VvT™ pTZ 3 connection on
TZ. The restriction of V77 to a fiber coincides with the LeV1—C1V1ta connection of

the fiber. Let R7Z be the curvature of V74
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For N even, let Pf: so(N) — R denote the Pfaffian and put

RTZ
Pf[ﬁ] if dim(Z) is even,

(23) e(TZ, V') := [
0 if dim(Z) is odd.

A classical argument [Bismut and Lott 1995; Ma and Zhang 2008; Azzali et al.
2015] then gives:

Corollary 4.8. Ifdim Z = 2n is even one has the transgression formula
dr(x) = /Z X(x,2e(TZ, V') f(VVEE) — (V) L,

with f(x) = xe’

Now let h; be a family of G-invariant metrics on A’V ® E, [ € [0, 1]. Define
1
FVVEE ) = f Q=) str((h»‘1 W pi(vrver, hl)) dl,
0

and similarly for f(V""V'®E, hZ)H'(Z,E)' Note that f'(V""V'®E, p;) uses the adjoint
connection with respect to A;.

Leté (T, V120, vT21) € QM /QM9 (see [Bismut and Lott 1995]) be the sec-
ondary class associated to the Euler class. Its representatives are forms of degree
dim(Z) — 1 such that

(24) de (TZ, V20, V1) = e (TZ,V'#!) —e (T2, V'%0).

If dim(Z) is odd, we take é (TZ, V%9, VT%1) o be zero.
One has an anomaly formula [Bismut and Lott 1995, Theorem 3.24].

Lemma 4.9. Modulo exact forms

25 1-m= / (. DE(TZ, V20, T2 (9AVEE )
Z

X

4 /X(x’ Z)e(TZ, VTZ’I)]Z:(V/\.V/(@E, hl) _ f(vA'V)/®Eb’ hl)

X

H*(Z,E)"

In particular, the degree 0 part of equation (25) is the anomaly formula for the L>-
Ray—Singer analytic torsion, which is a special case of [Zhang 2005, Theorem 3.4].

Remark 4.10. Let Zyg — My — B be a fiber bundle with compact fiber Zy, Z —
M — B be the normal covering of the fiber bundle Zyg — My — B. Then one can
define the Bismut—Lott and Lz—analytic torsion form 7y g, Tyy—pB € I (N T*B),
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and one has the respective transgression formulas

T = /—1( >e(TZO’ VI F(VHER) - f(v/\.v()@Eo)H'(Zo,Eo)’
7T0 X

Aty p = /Z X(x, 20e(TZ, VT2 f(VVEE) — f(VNVEE) |

Suppose further that the de Rham cohomologies are trivial:
H*(Zo, Elz,) = H}»(Z, E|z) ={0}.

Then d(ty—p — tv,—B) = 0. Hence 1y, p — Ty,— p defines some class in the
de Rham cohomology of B. We also remark that this form was also mentioned in
[Azzali et al. 2015, Remark 7.5], as a weakly closed form.
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