arXiv:2108.08506v1 [math.KT] 19 Aug 2021

BAND WIDTH AND THE ROSENBERG INDEX

YOSUKE KUBOTA

Department of Mathematical Sciences, Shinshu University 3-1-1 Asahi, Matsumoto, Nagano, 390-8621, Japan and RIKEN iTHEMS 2-1 Hirosawa, Wako, Saitama, 351-0198, Japan

Abstract. A Riemannian manifold is said to have infinite KO-width if it admits an isometric immersion of an arbitrarily wide Riemannian band whose inward boundary has non-trivial higher index. In this paper we prove that if a closed spin manifold has inifinite KO-width, then its Rosenberg index does not vanish. This gives a positive answer to a conjecture by R. Zeidler. We also prove its ‘multi-dimensional’ generalization; if a closed spin manifold admit an isometric immersion of an arbitrarily wide cube-like domain whose lowest dimensional corner has non-trivial higher index, then the Rosenberg index of M does not vanish.

1. Introduction

The existence of a positive scalar curvature (psc) metric on a given manifold has been a fundamental problem in high-dimensional differential topology. An effective approach is the Dirac operator method, in which the Schrödinger–Lichnerowicz theorem reduces the problem to the invertibility of the Dirac operator. When the manifold is not compact, the invertibility of the Dirac operator is obstructed by the higher index, a generalization of the Fredholm index defined by using C*-algebra K-theory and coarse geometry [Roe03, WY20]. When one consider the universal covering of a closed manifold, the higher index of the Dirac operator is called the Rosenberg index [Ros83, Ros86a, Ros86b] and is known to be a powerful obstruction to a psc metric. Indeed, the Rosenberg–Stolz theorem [RS95, Sto02] states that the Rosenberg index is a complete obstruction to positive scalar curvature in a stable sense, under the assumption of the Baum–Connes injectivity. More precisely, the vanishing of the Rosenberg index is equivalent to the existence of a psc metric after taking the direct product with sufficiently many copies of the Bott manifold (an 8-dimensional closed spin manifold with Sgn(B) = 0 and Â(B) = 1). On the other hand, Schick [Sch98] constructed a closed spin manifold in dimensions 5, 6, 7 which does not admit any psc metric but its Rosenberg index vanishes, by using the Schoen–Yau minimal surface method [SY79]. This leads us to explore a psc obstruction beyond the Rosenberg index. A guideline is Schick’s meta-conjecture [Sch14, Conjecture 1.5], stating that any topological obstruction to positive scalar curvature coming from the Dirac operator is dominated by the Rosenberg index. For example, the psc obstructions given by the Rosenberg index of certain submanifolds of codimension 1 [Zei17, Kub20] and codimension 2 [HPS15, Kub19, KS20, Kub21] provide evidences to this conjecture.

Recently, a series of papers by Gromov [Gro18a, Gro18b, Gro19] shed new lights on this problem. One of the remarkable ideas proposed in these papers is the notion of a band and its width. A (proper) compact Riemannian band V is a compact Riemannian manifold with inward and outward boundaries ∂_±V . The distance of ∂_+V and ∂_−V is called its width. Gromov proved that, if a compact Riemannian band V is endowed with a psc metric but ∂_+V does not admit any psc metric due to the minimal surface method, then the width of V is bounded by a constant depending on the infimum of the scalar curvature and the dimension. Following this line, in [Zei20a, Zei20b, Cec20], Zeidler and Cecchini proved the same band width inequality when the inward boundary ∂_+ ~V of the universal covering ~V has non-trivial

E-mail address: ykubota@shinshu-u.ac.jp. Date: August 20, 2021. 1

higher index. Furthermore, another approach to this inequality based on the quantitative K-theory is developed by Guo–Xie–Yu [GXY20].

This band width inequality has a qualitative application to the existence of a psc. It is considered by Gromov [Gro18b, Section 3,4] and Zeidler [Zei20a, Section 4], the latter of which is the main subject of this paper. The following definition of the notion of KO-width looks a little different, but equivalent, to the original definition by Zeidler.

Definition 1.1 ([Zei20a, Definition 4.3]). A compact Riemannian band is said to be in the class KO if it is equipped with a spin structure and the index of the higher index Ind_{π1(V )}( /D_{∂+ ~V} ) does not vanish,

where ∂_+ ~V denotes the inward boundary of the universal covering of V . For a closed manifold M, its KO-width width_{KO}(M, g) is the supremum of the width of bands in the class KO which is isometrically immersed to M.

Note that the infiniteness of the KO-width depends only on the diffeomorphism class of M, i.e., is independent of the metric on it. The band width inequality implies that a closed manifold with infinite KO-width does not admit a psc metric. Since the infiniteness of the KO-width is stable under the direct product with the Bott manifold, the Rosenberg–Stolz theorem shows the non-vanishiing of the Rosenberg index of M, if we assume that π_1(M) satisfies the Baum–Connes injectivity. Zeidler conjectured that this non-vanishing still holds without assuming the Baum–Connes injectivity [Zei20a, Conjecture 4.12], following the line of Schick’s meta-conjecture. The aim of this paper is to give a positive answer to this conjecture.

In this paper we work in a little more general setting. We need not assume that the target manifold M is closed. Instead, we assume that the universal covering ~M of M has a well-behaved ‘uniform’ topology. For x ∈ X and R > 0, let B_R(x) denote the ball with the center x and the radius R.

Definition 1.2. A metric space X is said to be uniformly 1-connected if there is an increasing function φ: R_{>0} → R_{>0} with φ(t) → ∞ as t → ∞ such that any loop in B_R(x) is trivial in B_{φ(R)}(x).

Here we extend the notion of KO-width to complete Riemannian manifolds. Then its infiniteness depends only on the diffeomorphism class of M and the coarse equivalence class of the metric. Now we state the first main theorem of this paper.

Theorem 1.3. Let (M, g) be a complete Riemannian spin manifold whose universal covering ~M is uniformly 1-connected. If M has infinite KO-width, then the maximal equivariant coarse index Ind_Γ( /D_{~M} ) of the Dirac operator /D_{~M} on ~M does not vanish.

Corollary 1.4. Let M be a closed spin manifold. If M has infinite KO-width, then the Rosenberg index α_Γ(M) does not vanish.

We remark that this corollary reproves [KS20, Theorem 1.1] as a special case, as is pointed out by Zeidler in [Zei20a, Example 4.9].

There are two ingredients of the proof. One is the asymptotic method in C*-algebra K-theory. The asymptotic C*-algebras, typically the quotient of the direct product of a sequence of C*-algebras by the direct sum, has been exploited in many researches of higher index theory such as Hanke– Schick [HS06, HS07], Gong–Wang–Yu [GWY08], and so on. In this paper, the C*-algebra of this kind leads us to a qualitative treatment of the higher index of a sequence {V_n}_{n∈N} of Riemannian bands getting wider as n → ∞, which suits our purpose (although the quantitative estimate is the highlight of this new research direction after Gromov).

Another ingredient is an estimate of the (relative) systole of Riemannian bands immersed to M. What makes the problem seem difficult is that the immersion V → M does not induce the injection of fundamental groups in general. However, we show in Lemma 2.1 that the length of a non-trivial loop in V , which is apart from the boundary and trivial in M, is bounded below by a constant depending on the width of V . This enables us to lift an operator on ~M to the universal covering ~V of V ‘modulo the boundary’, which is a variant of the lifting lemma developed in [Kub21].

We also discuss a generalization of Theorem 1.3, in which we consider the multiwidth of cube-like domains immersed to M instead of the width of bands. We say that a □^m-domain is a Riemannian 2

manifold with corner V equipped with a well-behaved corner-preserving smooth map f : V → [−1, 1]^m (more precisely, see Definition 3.1). We write ∂_{j,±}V for the inverse image f^{−1}({x_j = ±1}). The multiwidth of V is defined by the minimum of the distances of ∂_{j,+}V and ∂_{j,−}V . In recent researches, a generalization of the band width inequality to such domains has been considered; if V is a □^m-domain equipped with a psc metric but its lowest dimensional corner V_⋔ (more precisely, a transverse intersection of m hypersurfaces each of which separates ∂_{j,+}V with ∂_{j,−}V ) does not admit a psc metric due to the Dirac operator or minimal surface methods, then its multiwidth is bounded by a constant depending on the infimum of the scalar curvature and the dimension. This inequality, called the □^{n−m}-theorem or the □^{n−m}-inequality, is proposed and proved for dim V ≤ 8 by Gromov [Gro19, p.260], and generalized to manifolds with all dimensions by Wang–Xie–Yu and Xie [WXY21, Xie21] in the case that the psc metric on V_⋔ is obstructed by its Rosenberg index. A qualitative consequence of this inequality is that if a closed spin manifold M has infinite KO_m-multiwidth (Definition 3.3), then M does not admit any psc metric. The second main theorem of this paper is to dominate this obstruction to positive scalar curvature by the Rosenberg index.

Theorem 1.5. Let (M, g) be a complete Riemannian spin manifold whose universal covering ~M is uniformly 1-connected. If M has infinite KO_m-multiwidth (Definition 3.3), then the maximal coarse index Ind_Γ( /D_{~M} ) ∈ KO_d(C^∗( ~M)^Γ) of the Dirac operator on ~M does not vanish.

Corollary 1.6. Let (M, g) be a closed Riemannian spin manifold. If M has infinite KO_m-width, then the Rosenberg index α_Γ(M) does not vanish.

Acknowledgement. The author would like to thank Shinichiroh Matsuo for a helpful comment. This work was supported by RIKEN iTHEMS and JSPS KAKENHI Grant Numbers 19K14544, JPMJCR19T2, 17H06461.

2. Proof of Theorem 1.3

2.1. Systole of Riemannian bands immersed to a uniformly 1-connected manifold. The first step for the proof is an observation on the systole, the minimum of the length of homotopically non-trivial loop, of a subspace of a uniformly 1-connected manifold.

Let M be a d-dimensional complete Riemannian spin manifold with infinite KO-width. For each n ∈ N, pick a compact Riemannian band V_n in the class KO whose width is greater than n, and an isometric immersion f_n : V_n → M. Let π_n := π_1(V_n) and let Γ_n ⊂ Γ denote the image of π_n under the inclusion V_n → M. Then the map f_n lifts to a codimension 0 immersion f̃_n : ~V_n → ~M, where ~V_n is the universal covering of V_n. In short, we write V and ~V for the disjoint union ⨆ n∈N V_n and ⨆ n∈N ~V_n respectively. For R > 0, let ~V_{n,R} denote the open subset of ~V_n consisting of points x ∈ ~V_n such that d(x, ∂ ~V ) ≥ R. Let ~U_n and ~U_{n,R} denote the interior of f̃( ~V_n) and f̃( ~V_{n,R}) respectively, which are non-empty open subsets of ~M. For an inclusion Y ⊂ X of length spaces, we call the infimum of the length of closed loops in Y representing non-trivial homotopy class in X the relative systole of Y ⊂ X and write sys(Y ⊂ X). This corresponds to the systole of Y relative to π_1(Y ) → π_1(X) in the standard terminology of systolic geometry (cf. [Kat07, Definition 8.2.1]).

Lemma 2.1. Assume that ~M is uniformly 1-connected with respect to a function φ: R_{>0} → R_{>0} and let C_R := inf{C > 0 | φ(C) ≥ R}. Then we have sys( ~U_{n,R} ⊂ ~U_n) ≥ 2C_R, where the relative systole is defined with respect to the Riemannian distance of ~M .

Proof. Let ℓ: S^1 → ~U_{n,R} be a closed loop with length(ℓ) ≤ 2C_R. Let x := ℓ(0). Note that ℓ is contained in the open ball B_{CR} (x). By the assumption of uniform 1-connectedness of ~M, this ℓ is null-homotopic in B_{φ(CR)}(x) ⊂ B_R(x). Since x ∈ ~U_{n,R}, we have B_R(x) ⊂ ~U_n. Hence we obtain that [ℓ] ∈ π_1( ~U_n) is trivial. This shows that sys( ~U_{n,R} ⊂ ~U_n) ≥ 2C_R. □

The following lemma is standard in coarse geometry, rather known as the uniform contractibility of the universal covering of an aspherical manifold (see e.g. [Roe03, Example 5.26]). 3

Lemma 2.2. Let (M, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold. Then the universal covering ~M is uniformly 1-connected.

Proof. For R > 0 and x ∈ ~M , let C_{x,R} denote the infimum of the real numbers C ≥ R such that the inclusion B_R(x) → B_C (x) induces the trivial map in π_1-groups. We show that C_{x,R} < ∞ for any x and R. Let r > 0 be less than the injectivity radius of M. Then B_R(x) is covered by a finite number of open balls B_r(y_i) for i = 1, · · · , k. The open subspace U := ⋃_k i=1 B_r(y_i) ⊂ ~M is homotopy equivalent to its nerve, and hence has the homotopy type of a finite simplicial complex. In particular, its fundamental group is finitely generated, and hence there is L > 0 such that U ⊂ B_L(x) and the induced map π_1(U) → π_1(B_L(x)) is trivial. This shows C_{x,R} ≤ L < ∞, as desired.

The assignment x → C_{x,R} is Γ-invariant and locally bounded (indeed, C_{y,R} ≤ C_{x,R+ε} for any y ∈ B_ε(x)). Therefore, together with compactness of M = ~M/Γ, we get φ(R) := sup_{x∈ ~M} (C_{x,R} +1) < ∞. This φ is the desired function since it is by definition increasing. □

2.2. Lifting finite propagation operators. Next, we construct a lift of an operator on ~M to the noncompact Riemannian bands ~V_n, which forms a ∗-homomorphism ‘modulo boundary’. This technique is inherited from [Kub21].

Let T ∈ B (L^2 ( ~M)) which is locally Hilbert–Schmidt, i.e., T f, fT is in the Hilbert–Schmidt class for any f ∈ C_c( ~M ). Such T is represented by a kernel function T : ~M × ~M → C as T ξ(x) := ∫ y∈ ~M T (x, y)ξ(y)dvol_g(y). The support of T is defined as the support of its kernel function in ~M × ~M, and Prop(T ) := sup{d(x, y) | (x, y) ∈ supp T } is called the propagation of T , where d denotes the metric on ~M. We define C_{HS} [ ~M]^Γ as the Real ∗-algebra of Γ-invariant locally Hilbert–Schmidt operators with finite propagation. Let C^∗( ~M)^Γ denote the completion of C_{HS} [ ~M ]^Γ with respect to the maximal norm satisfying the C*- condition ‖T^∗T ‖ = ‖T ‖^2 (which is well-defined by [GWY08, 3.5]). In the same way, we also define C_{HS} [ ~V_n]^{πn} ⊂ B (L^2 ( ~V_n)) and its completion C^∗( ~V_n)^{πn} .

We define the Real ∗-algebra C_{HS} [ ~V]^π consisting of sequences of locally compact operators T_n ∈ B (L^2 ( ~V_n)) with a uniform bound of propagation, i.e.,

C_{HS} [ ~V]^π := { (T_n) ∈ ∏ n∈N C_{HS} [ ~V_n]^{πn} | | ∃R > 0 such that Prop(T_n) < R for any n}

and let C^∗( ~V)^π denote its closure in the direct product C*-algebra ∏ n∈N C^∗( ~V_n)^{πn} . We also define the Real C*-ideal C^∗(∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π ◁ C^∗( ~V)^π as the closure of

C_{HS} [∂ ~V ⊂ ~V]^π := { (T_n) ∈ ∏ n∈N C_{HS} [ ~V_n]^{πn} | | | ∃R > 0 such that Prop(T_n) < R and d(supp T_n, ∂ ~V_n × ∂ ~V_n) < R for any n } , where d(supp T_n, ∂ ~V_n × ∂ ~V_n) stands for the Hausdorff distance.

Let D^∗( ~M)^Γ denote the closure of the set of bounded operators on L^2 ( ~M) which is of finite propagation and is pseudo-local, i.e., [T, f] ∈ K for any f ∈ C_c( ~M), with respect to the norm

‖T ‖_{D∗( ~M)Γ} := sup

S∈C_{HS} [ ~M]^Γ\{0} ‖T S‖_{C∗( ~M)Γ} ‖S‖_{C∗( ~M)Γ} . This is a Real C*-algebra [OY09, Lemma 2.16], including C^∗( ~M)^Γ as a Real C*-ideal. We write the quotient as Q^∗( ~M )^Γ := D^∗( ~M)^Γ/C^∗( ~M )^Γ. A standard fact in coarse index theory is that the K-group of Q^∗( ~M )^Γ is isomorphic to the equivariant K-homology KO^Γ_∗ ( ~M). In the same way, we also define the Real C*-algebras D^∗( ~V)^π, Q^∗( ~V)^π , D^∗(∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π , and Q^∗(∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π. We only note that D^∗(∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π is the closure of the set of pseudo-local, finite propagation operators which is supported near ∂V and T f, fT ∈ K for any f ∈ C_c(V \ ∂V). 4

2.3. There is a ∗-homomorphism

s: C^∗( ~M )^Γ → C^∗( ~V)^π /C^∗(∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π

constructed in the following way. For T ∈ C_{HS} [ ~M]^Γ with Prop(T ) ≤ C_R, we define its lift ~T_{n,R} ∈ C_{HS} [ ~V_n]^{πn} in terms of its kernel function as ~T_{n,R}(x̃, ỹ) := { T (f̃_n(x̃), f̃_n(ỹ)) if d(x̃, ỹ) < C_R and x̃, ỹ ∈ ~V_{n,R}, 0 otherwise.

(2.4)

A consequence of Lemma 2.1 is that, for each x̃ ∈ ~V_{n,R} and y ∈ ~M with d(f̃_n(x̃), y) < C_R, there is a unique ỹ ∈ f̃^{−1}_n (y) such that ~T_{n,R}(x̃, ỹ) ≠ 0. In particular, we have Prop( ~T_{n,R}) = Prop(T ). Moreover, the Γ_n-invariance of T implies the π_n-invariance of ~T_{n,R}.

The assignment T → ~T_{n,R} is linear and ∗-preserving. Moreover, for T, S ∈ C_{HS} [ ~M ]^Γ with Prop(T )+ Prop(S) ≤ C_R, the lifts ~T_{n,R}, ~S_{n,R} and ~T S_{n,R} satisfies that ∫ z̃∈ ~V_{n,R} ~T_{n,R}(x̃, z̃) ~T_{n,R}(z̃, ỹ)dvol_g(z) = ( ~T S)_{n,R}(x̃, ỹ) if B_{CR} (x̃) ∩ B_{CR} (ỹ) ⊂ ~V_{n,R}. This implies that ~T_{n,R} ~S_{n,R} − ~T S_{n,R} is supported on the (R + C_R)- neighborhood of ∂ ~V_n × ∂ ~V_n, i.e., the lifting is multiplicative modulo boundary.

Recall that the assignment R → C_R is increasing and C_R → ∞ as R → ∞. Also, for R^′ > R > 0 and T ∈ C_{HS} [ ~M ]^Γ with Prop(T ) ≤ C_R, the difference ~T_{n,R}′ − ~T_{n,R} is supported on the R^′-neighborhood of ∂ ~V_n × ∂ ~V_n. This shows that s(T ) := ( ~T_{n,R})_{n∈N} ∈ C^∗( ~V)^π/C^∗(∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π is well-defined independent of the choice of R > 0 with Prop(T ) < C_R. By the above argument, this s forms a ∗-homomorphism from C_{HS} [ ~M ]^Γ. This extends to the ∗-homomorphism from C^∗( ~M)^Γ by the maximality of the norm on C^∗( ~M )^Γ.

2.5. The ∗-homomorphism s defined in 2.3 extends to

s: D^∗( ~M )^Γ → D^∗( ~V)^π/D^∗(∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π, and hence induces s: Q^∗( ~M )^Γ → Q^∗( ~V)^π/Q^∗(∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π .

Indeed, without loss of generality, we may assume that there are Riemannian bands V^′_n such that V_n ⊂ V^′_n, f_n extends to an isometric immersion of V^′_n, and dist(∂V_n, ∂V^′_n) ≥ 1. Let us decompose an operator T ∈ D^∗( ~M )^Γ into T = T^0 + T^1, where Prop(T^0) < C_1 and T^1 ∈ C^∗( ~M)^Γ. Set

s(T ) := (Π_n(~T^0)^′_{n,1}Π_n)_{n∈N} + s(T^1) ∈ D^∗( ~V)^π/D^∗(∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π,

where (·)^′_{n,1} denotes the lift (2.4) with respect to V^′_n and R = 1, and Π_n denotes the projection onto L^2(V_n). This s is well-defined independent of the choice of a decomposition T = T_0 + T_1, and forms a ∗-homomorphism. We omit the detail of the proof, because it is proved completely in the same way as [Kub21, Proposition 4.3].

2.3. K-theory and the coarse index of Dirac operators. In the last step, we relate the equivariant coarse index of ~M with that of ∂ ~V_n through the lifting homomorphism s constructed above.

We define the ideal C^∗_0 (∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π of C^∗(∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π consisting of operators (T_n)_n such that ‖T_n‖ → 0 as n → ∞, and set

C^∗_♭ (∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π := C^∗(∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π/C^∗_0 (∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π.

We also define the Real C*-algebras D^∗_♭ (∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π and Q^∗_♭ (∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π in the same way. 5

Lemma 2.6. There are isomorphisms

ϕ: KO_∗(C^∗_♭ (∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π ) ∼= ∏ KO_∗(C^∗(∂_+ ~V_n)^{πn} ) ⨁ KO_∗(C^∗(∂_− ~V_n)^{πn} ) ⊕ ∏ KO_∗(C^∗(∂_− ~V_n)^{πn} ) ⨁ KO_∗(C^∗(∂_− ~V_n)^{πn} ) , ϕ: KO_∗(D^∗_♭ (∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π ) ∼= ∏ KO_∗(D^∗(∂_+ ~V_n)^{πn} ) ⨁ KO_∗(D^∗(∂_+ ~V_n)^{πn} ) ⊕ ∏ KO_∗(D^∗(∂_− ~V_n)^{πn} ) ⨁ KO_∗(D^∗(∂_− ~V_n)^{πn} ) , ϕ: KO_∗(Q^∗_♭ (∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π ) ∼= ∏ KO_∗(Q^∗(∂_+ ~V_n)^{πn} ) ⨁ KO_∗(Q^∗(∂_+ ~V_n)^{πn} ) ⊕ ∏ KO_∗(Q^∗(∂_− ~V_n)^{πn} ) ⨁ KO_∗(Q^∗(∂_− ~V_n)^{πn} ) . We write ϕ_± for the first and the second component of ϕ respectively.

Proof. Let V_{n,±} ⊂ V_n denote the n/4-neighborhood of ∂_±V and let V_± := ⨆ n∈N V_{n,±}. Then the inclusion C^∗(∂_+ ~V ⊂ ~V_+)^π ⊕ C^∗(∂_− ~V ⊂ ~V_−)^π → C^∗(∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π induces a ∗-isomorphism

C^∗_♭ (∂_+ ~V ⊂ ~V_+)^π ⊕ C^∗_♭ (∂_− ~V ⊂ ~V_−)^π → C^∗_♭ (∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π .

Now the six-term exact sequence for the extension

0 → C^∗_0 (∂_± ~V ⊂ ~V_±)^π → C^∗(∂_± ~V ⊂ ~V_±)^π → C^∗_♭ (∂_± ~V ⊂ ~V_±)^π → 0

proves the first isomorphism. The second and the third isomorphisms are also proved in the same way. □ Let ∂ : KO_∗ ( C∗( ~V)π C^∗(∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π ) → KO_{∗−1}(C^∗_♭ (∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π )

(2.7)

denote the K-theory boundary map associated to the exact sequence 0 → C^∗(∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π C^∗_0 (∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π → C^∗( ~V)^π C^∗_0 (∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π → C^∗( ~V)^π C^∗(∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π → 0. We also use the same letter ∂ for the KO-theory boundary map of the same kind defined for D^∗ and Q^∗ coarse C*-algebras.

Let /D_{~M} , /D_{~Vn} , /D_{∂± ~Vn} denote the Cℓ_{d,0}-linear Dirac operator on ~M and ~V_n, and the Cℓ_{d−1,0}-linear Dirac operator on ∂_± ~V_n respectively (for the definition of Cℓ_{d,0}-linear Dirac operator on a d-dimensional spin manifold, see e.g. [LM89, Chapter II, §7]). We also consider the Clifford-linear Dirac operators /D_{~V} and /D_{∂± ~V}, each of which is the same thing as the family ( /D_{~Vn} )_{n∈N} and ( /D_{∂± ~Vn} )_{n∈N} respectively. Let χ: R → R is a continuous function such that χ(t) → ±1 as t → ±∞ and the support of χ̂ is in (−1, 1). Then χ( /D_{~M} ) is an odd self-adjoint operator in D^∗( ~M)^Γ by [Roe88, Proposition 2.3], whose image in Q^∗( ~M )^Γ is unitary. Hence it determines an element of KO_{d+1}(Q^∗( ~M )^Γ) (cf. [Kub21, Remark A.1]), which is denoted by [ /D_{~M} ] in short. Similarly, we define [ /D_{∂± ~Vn} ] ∈ KO_d(Q^∗(∂_± ~V_n)^{πn} ), and [ /D_{∂ ~V}] ∈ KO_d(Q^∗(∂ ~V)^π ). We also define the relative KO-class of the Dirac operators on manifolds with boundary [ /D_{~Vn} ] ∈ KO_{d+1}(Q^∗( ~V_n)^{πn} /Q^∗(∂ ~V_n ⊂ ~V_n)^{πn} ) and [ /D_{~V}] ∈ KO_{d+1}(Q^∗( ~V)^π /Q^∗(∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π ).

The K-theory boundary map of the extensions 0 → C^∗(X)^G → D^∗(X)^G → Q^∗(X)^G → 0 are denoted by Ind_G, where (X, G) is ( ~M, Γ), (V_n, π_n), ( ~V, π), and so on. Note that C^∗(M)^Γ is Morita equivalent to the maximal group C*-algebra C^∗Γ and the Rosenberg index α_Γ(M) is the same thing with Ind_Γ([ /D_{~M} ]).

Hereafter, for a sequence of abelian groups A_n and an element (a_n)_n ∈ ∏ A_n, we write (a_n)^♭_n for its image by the quotient map ∏ A_n → ∏ A_n/ ⨁ A_n. 6

Lemma 2.8. The composition

KO_{d+1}(Q^∗( ~M )^Γ)^{s∗}−→ KO_{d+1} ( Q∗( ~V)π Q^∗(∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π )_∂ −→ KO_d(Q^∗_♭ (∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π)^{ϕ+}−−→ ∏ KO_d(Q^∗(∂_+ ~V_n)^{πn} ) ⨁ KO_d(Q^∗(∂_+ ~V_n)^{πn} ) sends [ /D_{~M} ] to ([ /D_{∂+ ~Vn} ])^♭_n.

Proof. Firstly, we have s_∗[ /D_{~M} ] = [ /D_{~V}]. This is because the operators s(χ( /D_{~M} )) and χ( /D_V) are both 0- th order pseudo-differential operators and their principal symbols are the same. Next, ∂[ /D_{~V}] = [ /D_{∂+ ~V}] follows from the ‘boundary of Dirac is Dirac’ principle (see e.g. [HR00, Proposition 11.2.15]). Finally, ϕ_+([ /D_{∂+ ~V}]) = ([ /D_{∂+ ~Vn} ])^♭_n is obvious from the definition. □

Proof of Theorem 1.3. By definition, the diagram

KO_{d+1}(Q^∗( ~M )^Γ)^{s∗} //

Ind_Γ fflffl

KO_{d+1} (_{Q∗( ~V)π} Q^∗(∂ ~V⊂ ~V)^π )_∂ // Ind_π fflffl

KO_d(Q^∗_♭ (∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π )

Ind_π fflffl

ϕ_+ // ∏ KO_d(Q∗(∂_+ ~V_n)πn ) ⨁ KO_d(Q^∗(∂_+ ~V_n)^{πn} )

(Ind_{πn} )^♭_n fflffl KO_d(C^∗( ~M)^Γ)^{s∗} // KO_d (_{C∗( ~V)π} C^∗(∂ ~V⊂ ~V)^π )_∂ // KO_{d−1}(C^∗_♭ (∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π)^{ϕ+} //^{∏ KOd−1(C∗(∂+ ~Vn)πn )} ⨁ KO_{d−1}(C^∗(∂_+ ~V_n)^{πn} )

commutes. Therefore, we get

(ϕ_+ ∘ ∂ ∘ s_∗)(Ind_Γ([ /D_{~M} ])) = (Ind_{πn} )^♭_n((ϕ_+ ∘ ∂ ∘ s_∗)([ /D_{~M} ])) = (Ind_{πn} ([ /D_{∂+ ~Vn} ]))^♭_n.

The right hand side is non-zero by assumption. This shows the non-vanishing of Ind_Γ([ /D_{~M} ]) as desired. □

3. Multiwidth of cube-like domains and the Rosenberg index

In this section we study a ‘multi-dimensional’ generalization of Theorem 1.3.

Definition 3.1. A d-dimensional Riemannian □^m-domain is a compact Riemannian manifold (V, g) with corners equipped with a face-preserving smooth map f : V → [−1, 1]^m which is corner proper, i.e., 1-faces of V are pull-backs of 1-faces of [−1, 1]^m (cf. [Gro19, 3.18]).

In this terminology, □^1-domain is the same thing as Riemannian band.

We write the codimension 1 faces of V as ∂_{j,±}V := f^{−1}(p^{−1}_j ({±1})). Note that the codimension m corner V_⋔ := ∂_{1,+}V ∩ · · · ∩ ∂_{m,+}V is a closed manifold.

Definition 3.2. We define the multiwidth of a □^m-domain as width(V, g) := min_{j=1,...,m} dist(∂_{j,+}V, ∂_{j,−}V ). For a class V_m of Riemannian □^m-domains, we define the V_m-multiwidth of a complete spin manifold M, denoted by width_{Vm} (M, g), as the supremum of the width of a Riemannian □^{n−m} -domains immersed to M.

Definition 3.3. We say that a □^m-domain V is in the class KO_m if the equivariant coarse index Ind_{π1(V )}( /D_{~V⋔} ) ∈ KO_{d−m}(C^∗( ~V_⋔)^{π1(V )}) does not vanish.

Remark 3.4. We compare our assumption on cube-like domains with the previous works [Gro19,WXY21, Xie21]. First, the above papers deal with a manifold with boundary X, instead of a manifold with corner, equipped with a map f : X → [−1, 1]^m sending ∂X to the boundary of the cube. For such X, the inverse image X^′ := f^{−1}([−1 + ε, 1 − ε]^m) is a □^m-domain in the sense of Definition 3.1 if ε > 0 is chosen to be a regular value of p_j ∘ f for j = 1, . . . , m (where p_j denotes the j-th projection). We may choose such ε > 0 in the way that the distance of ∂X and ∂X^′ is arbitrarily small. 7

Next, the submanifold playing the role of ∂_+V in the band width theory in the previous papers is not the lowest dimensional corner V_⋔, but the transverse intersection Y_⋔ of m hypersurfaces Y_j ⊂ V which separates ∂_{j,+}V and ∂_{j,−}V . In particular, the assumption of [WXY21,Xie21] is the non-vanishing of the Rosenberg index of Y_⋔ under the condition that π_1(Y_⋔) → π_1(V ) is injective. Indeed, this assumption is reduced to the non-vanishing of the π_1(V )-equivariant coarse index of the π_1(V )-Galois covering ~Y_⋔ (instead of π_1(Y_⋔)-equivariant coarse index of the universal covering of Y_⋔). This reduction is discussed in [Xie21], in the second paragraph of the proof of Theorem 4.3. Since Y_⋔ and V_⋔ are cobordant, their equivariant coarse index coincides.

Let M be a closed spin manifold. Assume that M has infinite KO_m-multiwidth. For n ∈ N, pick a Riemannian □^m-domain V_n in the class KO_m which has the multiwidth > n and is isometrically immersed to M. We use the letters π_n, Γ_n, V, and ~V in the same way as Section 2. Moreover, we define the maximal Roe algebras C^∗( ~V)^π and C^∗(∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π in the same way. Note that, the same proof as Lemma 2.1 shows that, the image of ~V_{n,R} in ~M has systole not less than 2C_R. This means that the same construction as 2.3 and 2.5 works, and hence we get the ∗-homomorphisms s: C^∗( ~M )^Γ → C^∗( ~V)^π/C^∗(∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π , s: D^∗( ~M)^Γ → D^∗( ~V)^π /C^∗(∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π, s: Q^∗( ~M)^Γ → Q^∗( ~V)^π /C^∗(∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π.

Let W_n := ∂_{1,+}V and let ~W_n denote the π_n-Galois covering of W_n (note that it is not necessarily the universal covering of W_n). Set W = ⨆ n∈N W_n and ~W = ⨆ n∈N ~W_n. We remark that W_n is a Riemannian □^{m−1}-domain.

Let /D_{~V} and /D_{~W} denote the Dirac operator on ~V and ~W respectively. In the same way as the previous section, these operators determine the KO-classes [ /D_{~V}] ∈ KO_{d+1}(Q^∗( ~V)^π/Q^∗(∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π) and [ /D_{~W}] ∈ KO_d(Q^∗(~W)^π /Q^∗(∂ ~W ⊂ ~W)^π) respectively. Lemma 3.5. There is a homomorphism

∂ : KO_d ( C^∗( ~V)^π C^∗(∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π ) → KO_{d−1} ( C^∗(~W)^π C^∗(∂ ~W ⊂ ~W)^π )

sending Ind_π([ /D_{~V}]) to Ind_π([ /D_{~W}]).

Proof. Let ~Z denote the closure of ∂ ~V \ ~W. Note that ~Z ∩ ~W = ∂ ~W, and hence C^∗(∂ ~V)^π /C^∗(~Z ⊂ ∂ ~V)^π ∼= C^∗(~W)^π/C^∗(∂ ~W ⊂ ~W)^π.

The Real C*-algebra extension 0 → C^∗(∂ ~V)^π C^∗(~Z ⊂ ∂ ~V)^π → C^∗( ~V)^π C^∗(~Z ⊂ ~V)^π → C^∗( ~V)^π C^∗(∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π → 0 induces the boundary map

∂ : KO_d ( C∗( ~V)π C^∗(∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π ) → KO_{d−1} ( C∗(∂ ~V) C^∗(∂ ~Z ⊂ ∂ ~V) ) ∼= KO_{d−1} ( C∗(~W)π C^∗(∂ ~W ⊂ ~W)^π )

as desired. Moreover, the boundary of the same kind are also defined for D^∗ and Q^∗ coarse C*-algebras in the same way. Now, the commutativity of the diagram

KO_{d+1} (_{Q∗( ~V)π} Q^∗(∂ ~V⊂ ~V)^π )_∂ // Ind_π fflffl KO_d (_{Q∗( ~V)π} Q^∗(∂ ~V⊂ ~V)^π )

Ind_π fflffl KO_d (_{C∗( ~V)π} C^∗(∂ ~V⊂ ~V)^π )_∂ // KO_{d−1} (_{C∗( ~V)π} C^∗(∂ ~V⊂ ~V)^π ) 8

and the boundary of Dirac is Dirac principle, ∂[ /D_V] = [ /D_W], shows that ∂(Ind_π([ /D_{~V}])) = Ind_π([ /D_{~W}]) as desired. □

Proof of Theorem 1.5. For 1 ≤ k ≤ m, let W^k_n denote the face ∂_{1,+}V ∩ · · · ∂_{k,+}V , which is a □^{m−k}- domain. Let us consider the m − 1 iterated composition of the map defined in Lemma 3.5 as

KO_d ( C∗( ~V)π C^∗(∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π )_∂ −→ KO_{d−1} ( C∗(~W_1)π C^∗(∂ ~W^1 ⊂ ~W^1)^π )_∂ −→ · · ·^∂−→ KO_{d−m+1} ( C∗(~Wm−1)π C^∗(∂ ~W^{m−1} ⊂ ~W^{m−1})^π ) . We further compose the boundary map (2.7) and ϕ_+. Finally we get

ϕ_+ ∘ ∂^m : KO_d ( C∗( ~V)π C^∗(∂ ~V ⊂ ~V)^π ) → ∏ KO_{d−m}(C^∗( ~V_{n,⋔})^{πn} ) ⨁ KO_{d−m}(C^∗( ~V_{n,⋔})^{πn} ). By Lemma 3.5 and the proof of Theorem 1.3, this map sends the equivariant coarse index Ind_π( /D_{~V}) to (Ind_{πn} ( /D_{~Vn,⋔} ))^♭_n, which does not vanish by assumption. This finishes the proof. □

References

[Cec20] Simone Cecchini, A long neck principle for Riemannian spin manifolds with positive scalar curvature, Geometric and Functional Analysis 30 (October 2020), no. 5, 1183–1223.

[Gro18a] Misha Gromov, A dozen problems, questions and conjectures about positive scalar curvature, Foundations of mathematics and physics one century after hilbert: New perspectives, 2018, pp. 135–158, Springer International Publishing, Cham.

[Gro18b] , Metric Inequalities with Scalar Curvature, Geometric and Functional Analysis 28 (June 2018), no. 3, 645–726.

[Gro19] , Four lectures on scalar curvature, preprint (2019). arXiv:1908.10612 [math.DG]. [GWY08] Guihua Gong, Qin Wang, and Guoliang Yu, Geometrization of the strong Novikov conjecture for residually finite groups, Journal Fur Die Reine Und Angewandte Mathematik 621 (2008), 159–189.

[GXY20] Hao Guo, Zhizhang Xie, and Guoliang Yu, Quantitative K-theory, positive scalar curvature, and band width, preprint (2020). arXiv:2010.01749[math.KT].

[HPS15] Bernhard Hanke, Daniel Pape, and Thomas Schick, Codimension two index obstructions to positive scalar curvature, Université de Grenoble. Annales de l’Institut Fourier 65 (2015), no. 6, 2681–2710.

[HR00] Nigel Higson and John Roe. Analytic K-homology, Oxford Mathematical Monographs, Oxford University Press, Oxford, ISBN 0-19-851176-0, (2000).

[HS06] B. Hanke and T. Schick, Enlargeability and index theory, Journal of Differential Geometry 74 (2006), no. 2, 293– 320.

[HS07] Bernhard Hanke and Thomas Schick, Enlargeability and index theory: Infinite covers, K-Theory. An Interdisciplinary Journal for the Development, Application, and Influence of K-Theory in the Mathematical Sciences 38 (2007), no. 1, 23–33.

[Kat07] Mikhail G. Katz. Systolic geometry and topology, Mathematical Surveys and Monographs, vol. 137, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, ISBN 978-0-8218-4177-8, (2007).

[KS20] Yosuke Kubota and Thomas Schick, The Gromov-Lawson codimension 2 obstruction to positive scalar curvature and the C*-index, to appear in Geometry and Topology (2020).

[Kub19] Yosuke Kubota, The relative Mishchenko-Fomenko higher index and almost flat bundles II, Almost flat index pairing, Journal of Noncommutative Geometry (2019).

[Kub20] , The relative Mishchenko-Fomenko higher index and almost flat bundles. I. The relative Mishchenko- Fomenko index, Journal of Noncommutative Geometry 14 (2020), no. 3, 1209–1244.

[Kub21] , Codimension 2 transfer of higher index invariants, preprint (2021). arXiv:2103.04741 [math.KT]. [LM89] H. Blaine Lawson Jr. and Marie-Louise Michelsohn. Spin geometry, Princeton Mathematical Series, vol. 38, Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, ISBN 0-691-08542-0, (1989).

[OY09] Hervé Oyono-Oyono and Guoliang Yu, K-theory for the maximal Roe algebra of certain expanders, Journal of Functional Analysis 257 (2009), no. 10, 3239–3292.

[Roe03] John Roe. Lectures on coarse geometry, University Lecture Series, vol. 31, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, ISBN 0-8218-3332-4, (2003).

[Roe88] , Partitioning noncompact manifolds and the dual Toeplitz problem, Operator algebras and applications, Vol.\ 1, 1988, pp. 187–228, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge.

[Ros83] Jonathan Rosenberg, C^∗-algebras, positive scalar curvature, and the Novikov conjecture, Institut des Hautes Études Scientifiques. Publications Mathématiques 58 (1983), 197–212 (1984).

[Ros86a] J. Rosenberg, C^∗-algebras, positive scalar curvature and the Novikov conjecture. II, Geometric methods in operator algebras (Kyoto, 1983), 1986, pp. 341–374, Longman Sci. Tech., Harlow. 9

[Ros86b] Jonathan Rosenberg, C^∗-algebras, positive scalar curvature, and the Novikov conjecture. III, Topology. An International Journal of Mathematics 25 (1986), no. 3, 319–336.

[RS95] Jonathan Rosenberg and Stephan Stolz, A “stable” version of the Gromov-Lawson conjecture, The Čech centennial (Boston, MA, 1993), 1995, pp. 405–418, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI.

[Sch14] Thomas Schick, The topology of positive scalar curvature, Proceedings of the International Congress of Mathematicians—Seoul 2014. Vol. II, 2014, pp. 1285–1307, Kyung Moon Sa, Seoul.

[Sch98] , A counterexample to the (unstable) Gromov-Lawson-Rosenberg conjecture, Topology 37 (1998), no. 6, 1165–1168.

[Sto02] Stephan Stolz, Manifolds of positive scalar curvature, Topology of high-dimensional manifolds, No. 1, 2 (Trieste, 2001), 2002, pp. 661–709, Abdus Salam Int. Cent. Theoret. Phys., Trieste.

[SY79] R. Schoen and S. T. Yau, On the structure of manifolds with positive scalar curvature, Manuscripta Mathematica 28 (1979), no. 1-3, 159–183.

[WXY21] Jinmin Wang, Zhizhang Xie, and Guoliang Yu, A proof of Gromov’s cube inequality on scalar curvature, preprint (2021). arXiv:2105.12054 [math.DG].

[WY20] Rufus Willett and Guoliang Yu. Higher index theory, Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, (2020).

[Xie21] Zhizhang Xie, A quantitative relative index theorem and Gromov’s conjectures on positive scalar curvature, preprint (2021). arXiv:2103.14498[math.DG].

[Zei17] Rudolf Zeidler, An index obstruction to positive scalar curvature on fiber bundles over aspherical manifolds, Algebraic and Geometric Topology 17 (2017), no. 5, 3081–3094.

[Zei20a] , Band width estimates via the Dirac operator, to appear in Journal of Differential Geometry (2020). [Zei20b] , Width, largeness and index theory, SIGMA. Symmetry, Integrability and Geometry. Methods and Applications 16 (2020), Paper No. 127, 15.

10