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Abstract The authors establish a Cheeger-Miiller type theorem for the complex valued
analytic torsion introduced by Burghelea and Haller for flat vector bundles carrying non-
degenerate symmetric bilinear forms. As a consequence, they prove the Burghelea-Haller
conjecture in full generality, which gives an analytic interpretation of (the square of) the
Turaev torsion.
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1 Introduction

Let F' be a unitary flat vector bundle on a closed Riemannian manifold M. In [28], Ray and
Singer defined an analytic torsion associated to (M, F') and proved that it does not depend on
the Riemannian metric on M. Moreover, they conjectured that this analytic torsion coincides
with the classical Reidemeister torsion defined using a triangulation on M (cf. [23]). This
conjecture was later proved in the celebrated papers of Cheeger [13] and Miiller [24]. Miiller
generalized this result in [25] to the case where F is a unimodular flat vector bundle on M. In
[4], inspired by the considerations of Quillen [26], Bismut and Zhang reformulated the above
Cheeger-Miiller theorem as an equality between the Reidemeister and Ray-Singer metrics de-
fined on the determinant of cohomology, and proved an extension of it to the case of general flat
vector bundles over M. The method used in [4] is different from those of Cheeger and Miiller
in that it makes use of a deformation by Morse functions introduced by Witten [35] on the de
Rham complex.

On the other hand, Turaev generalizes the concept of Reidemeister torsion to a complex
valued invariant whose absolute value provides the original Reidemeister torsion, with the help
of the so-called Euler structure (cf. [34, 15]). It is natural to ask whether there exists an
analytic interpretation of this Turaev torsion.

Recently, there appear two groups of papers dealing with explicitly this question. On one
hand, Braverman and Kappeler [6, 7] define what they call “refined analytic torsion” for flat
vector bundles over odd dimensional manifolds, and show that it equals to the Turaev torsion
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up to a multiplication by a complex number of absolute value one. On the other hand, Burghe-
lea and Haller [10, 11], following a suggestion of Miiller, define a generalized analytic torsion
associated to a nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form on a flat vector bundle over an arbitrary
dimensional manifold and make an explicit conjecture between this generalized analytic torsion
and the Turaev torsion.

Both Braverman-Kappeler and Burghelea-Haller deal with the analysis of determinants of
non-self-adjoint Laplacians.

In this paper, we will follow the approach of Burghelea and Haller, which is closer in spirit
to the approach developed by Bismut-Zhang in [4, 5].

Let F be a flat complex vector bundle over an oriented closed manifold M. Let det H*(M, F)
be the determinant line of the cohomology with coefficient F'.

We make the assumption that F' admits a smooth fiberwise nondegenerate symmetric bi-
linear form. (In general, this might not exist. However, as indicated by Burghelea and Haller
[11], we can form a direct sum of copies of F' to make such a symmetric bilinear form exists at
least on the direct sum.)

Following Farber-Turaev [15] and Burghelea-Haller [10, 11], one constructs naturally a (non-
degenerate) symmetric bilinear form on det H*(M, F'). This resembles closely with the con-
struction of the Ray-Singer metric in [4], where one replaces the symmetric bilinear form by
a Hermitian metric on F. The main difference is that while the Ray-Singer metric is a real
valued function on elements in det H* (M, F'), the analytically induced symmetric bilinear form
generally takes complex values on elements in det H*(M, F).

The main purpose of this paper is to generalize the main result in [4] to the current situation.
That is to say, we establish an explicit comparison result between the above analytically induced
symmetric bilinear form on det H*(M, F') and another one, which is of Reidemeister type,
constructed through a combinatorial way. We will state this result in Theorem 3.1.

We will prove this result by the same method as in [4], that is, by making use of the Witten
deformation (cf. [35]) of the de Rham complex by a Morse function. However, since we are
going to deal with complex valued torsion which arises from non-self-adjoint Laplacians (the
non-self-adjoint property comes from the fact that we are dealing with symmetric bilinear forms
instead of Hermitian metrics), we should take care at each step when we proceed the analytical
arguments in [4]. In particular, instead of generalizing each step in [4] to the non-self-adjoint
case, we will make full use of the results in [4] and see what else one needs to do in the current
case. It is remarkable that everything fits at last to give the desired result.

The idea of using the Witten deformation to study symmetric bilinear torsions was men-
tioned before in [10]. Moreover, an important anomaly formula for the analytically constructed
symmetric bilinear forms on det H*(M, F') has been proved in [11].

A direct consequence of our main result is that if M is of vanishing Euler characteristic and
we consider the Euler structure (introduced in [34]) on M, then we can prove the Burghelea-
Haller conjecture (cf. [11, Conjecture 5.1]) identifying a modified version of the above analytic
symmetric bilinear form on det H*(M, F') with (the square of) the Turaev torsion, which is also
interpreted as a symmetric bilinear form on det H*(M, F).

We should mention that independently and almost at the same time of our preprint of this
paper (cf. [33]), Burghelea and Haller [12] proved their conjecture, up to sign, in the case where
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M is of odd dimension. The method they use is different from ours.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall the basic definitions
of various torsions associated with nondegenerate symmetric bilinear forms on a flat vector
bundle, we also state an anomaly formula for the analytic torsion associated with nondegenerate
symmetric bilinear forms on a flat vector bundle. In Section 3, we state the main result of this
paper and provides a proof of it based on several intermediate technical results. Sections 4 to
9 are devoted to the proofs of the intermediate results stated in Section 3. In the final Section
10, we apply the main result proved in Section 3 to prove the Burghelea-Haller conjecture (cf.
[11, Conjecture 5.1]) on the analytic interpretation of (the square of) the Turaev torsion.

Since we will make substantial use of the results in [4], we will refer to [4] for related
definitions and notations directly when there will be no confusion.

2 Symmetric Bilinear Torsions Associated to
the de Rham and Thom-Smale Complexes

In this section, for a nondegenerate bilinear symmetric form on a complex flat vector bundle
over an oriented closed manifold, we define two naturally associated symmetric bilinear forms
on the determinant of the cohomology H*(M, F') with coefficient F'. One is constructed in a
combinatorial way through the Thom-Smale complex associated to a Morse function, and the
other one is constructed in an analytic way through the de Rham complex. An anomaly formula
essentially due to Burghelea-Haller [11] of the later will also be recalled.

2.1 Symmetric bilinear torsion of a finite dimensional complex

Let (C*,0) be a finite cochain complex

(C*,0):0 — C° 2,0t 2, Tbom g (2.1)
where each C*, 0 < i < n, is a finite dimensional complex vector space.
Let
H*(C*,0) =P H'(C*,0) (2.2)
i=0
be the cohomology of (C*, ).
Let
det(C*,9) = Q) (det C1) V', (2.3)
i=0
det H*(C*,0) = R)(det H'(C*, )’ (2.4)
i=0

be the determinant lines of (C*,9) and H*(C*, d) respectively.
It is well-known that there is a canonical isomorphism (cf. [20] and [2, Section 1la)])

det(C*,0) ~ det H*(C*, 9). (2.5)
Let each C%, 0 < i < n, admit a nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form b;. Then by (2.3)

they induce canonically a symmetric bilinear form bqe(c+,9) on det(C*,d), which in turn, via
(2.5), induces a symmetric bilinear form bge g+ (c+,9) on det H*(C*,0).
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Definition 2.1 (cf. [15, 10, 11]) We call baet = (C+,0) the symmelric bilinear torsion on
det H*(C*, 9).

Remark 2.1 If (C*,0) is acyclic, that is, H*(C*,0) = {0}, then bget g+ (c+,9) is identified
as a complex number.

Let A;, 0 < i < n, be an automorphism of C?. Then it induces a symmetric bilinear form
b: on C* defined by

bi(x,y) = bi(Aiz, Ayy). (2.6)

Let b/}, H(C*,9) be the associated symmetric bilinear torsion on det H*(C*, 9).
The following anomaly result is obvious.

Proposition 2.1 The following identity holds:

bt (O -
det H*(C*,9) _ H(det(Ai)z)(fl) . (2.7)
bact e (C*,0) g

2.2 Milnor symmetric bilinear torsion of the Thom-Smale complex

Let M be a closed smooth manifold, with dim M = n. For simplicity, we make the assump-
tion that M is oriented (the non-orientable case can be treated in exactly the same way, with
obvious modifications).

Let (F,VT) be a complex flat vector bundle over M carrying the flat connection V. We
make the assumption that F' carries a nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form b%".

Let (F*,VF") be the dual complex flat vector bundle of (F,V¥) carrying the dual flat
connection V.

Let f : M — R be a Morse function. Let ¢g7™ be a Riemannian metric on 7'M such that
the corresponding gradient vector field —X = —V f € T'(T'M) satisfies the Smale transversality
conditions (cf. [32]), that is, the unstable cells (of —X) intersect transversally with the stable
cells.

Set

B={xeM;X(z)=0}. (2.8)

For any x € B, let W"(x) (resp. W*(z)) denote the unstable (resp. stable) cell at =, with
respect to —X. We also choose an orientation O, (resp. O} ) on W*(z) (resp. W*(x)).

Let x, y € B satisfy the Morse index relation ind(y) = ind(z) — 1. Then I'(z,y) = W*(z) N
W#(y) consists of a finite number of integral curves v of —X. Moreover, for each v € T'(z,y),
by using the orientations chosen above, one can define a number n,(z,y) = £1 as in [4, (1.28)].

If x € B, let [IW*(x)] be the complex line generated by W"(x). Set

C.(W*, F*) = W ()] & F;, (2.9)
zEB
C(W* F) = P ") e F;. (2.10)

zeB
ind(x)=1
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If 2 € B, the flat vector bundle F'* is canonically trivialized on W*(z). In particular, if z, y € B
satisfy ind(y) = ind(z) — 1, and if v € I'(x,y), f* € F}, let 7,(f*) be the parallel transport of
[* € F into F;; along 7 with respect to the flat connection v,

Clearly, for any x € B, there is only a finite number of y € B, satisfying together that
ind(y) = ind(z) — 1 and I'(x,y) # 0.

Ifxe B, ffe€F}, set

oW (@)@ f)= > > ny(@ )W) @ 7 (f). (2.11)

yEB vel(z,y)
ind(y)=ind(z)—1

Then 0 maps C;(W", F'*) into C;_1(W*", F*). Moreover, one has
d9* = 0. (2.12)

That is, (C\. (W™, F*), ) forms a chain complex. We call it the Thom-Smale complex associated
to (M, F,—X).

If x € B, let [W*(x)]* be the dual line to W*(x). Let (C*(W*, F),9) be the complex which
is dual to (C. (W™, F*),0). For 0 < i < n, one has

W F)= @ W'@)] @ F.. (2.13)

z€B
ind(z)=t

Let W*(z)* € [W*(x)]* be such that (W¥(z), W*(z)*) = 1.
We now introduce a symmetric bilinear form on each [W"(x)]* ® F, such that for any
fi I € Fe,

(W)™ @ f,W"(@)" @ f') = (f, [ )prs - (2.14)

For any 0 < i < n, let C* (W%, F) carry the symmetric bilinear form obtained from those
defined in (2.14) so that the splitting (2.13) is orthogonal with respect to it. One verifies that
this symmetric bilinear form is nondegenerate on C*(W*, F).

Definition 2.2 The symmetric bilinear torsion on the determinant line of the cohomology
of the Thom-Smale cochain complex (C*(W¥, F),d), in the sense of Definition 2.1, is called the
Milnor symmetric bilnear torsion associated to (M, F,b", —X), and is denoted by bf\f/l.F.bF —x)-

From the anomaly formula (2.7), one deduces easily the following result.

Proposition 2.2 If bl is another nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form on the flat vector

bundle F over M and b'(/\]f/[FbF ) denotes the corresponding symmetric bilinear torsion on
» L5071

det H*(C*(W", F), ), then the following anomaly formula holds:

1 F|an(— ind(x)
bl rag —x) = Vi par —x) [ det(®"1=) 7oy ) (2.15)
reEB
2.3 Ray-Singer symmetric bilinear torsion of the de Rham complex

We continue the discussion of the previous subsection. However, we do not use the Morse
function and make transversality assumptions.



390 G. X. Su and W. P. Zhang

For any 0 < i < n, denote
O'(M,F) =T(A(T*M)® F), Q*(M,F) =) (M,F). (2.16)
i=0
Let d¥" denote the natural exterior differential on Q*(M, F) induced from V¥ which maps each
QYM,F), 0<i<mn,into Q"M F).

Let g¥ be a Hermitian metric on F. The Riemannian metric ¢g”™ and g determine a
natural inner product (that is, a pre-Hilbert space structure) on Q*(M, F) (cf. [4, (2.2)] and
5, (2.3)))-

On the other hand g7 and the symmetric bilinear form b determine together a symmetric
bilinear form on Q*(M, F') such that if u = af, v = 8g € Q*(M, F) such that «, 8 € Q*(M),
f, g € T(F), then

(0} = /M(O‘ N+ (£ g), (2.17)

where x is the Hodge star operator (cf. [36]).
Consider the de Rham complex

(M, F),d") : 0 — QMF) L QM F) — - L QL F) — 0. (218)
Let df™* : Q*(M,F) — Q*(M,F) denote the formal adjoint of d¥ with respect to the
symmetric bilinear form in (2.17). That is, for any u, v € Q*(M, F), one has

(dFu,v)y = (u, df *v)y. (2.19)
Set
Dy =d" +df*, D} =(d"+d[*)? =d[*d" +d"d*. (2.20)

Then the Laplacian D? preserves the Z-grading of Q*(M, F)).

As was pointed out in [10] and [11], D? has the same principal symbol as the usual Hodge
Laplacian (constructed using the inner product on Q*(M, F) induced from (g7, g¥")) studied
for example in [4].

We collect some well-known facts concerning D7 as in [11, Proposition 4.1], where the

reference [30] is indicated.

Proposition 2.3 The following properties hold for the Laplacian D} :

(i) The spectrum of D3 is discrete. For every 0 > 0 all but finitely many points of the
spectrum are contained in the angle {z € C | —0 < arg(z) < 0};

(ii) If X is in the spectrum of D32, then the image of the associated spectral projection is
finite dimensional and contains smooth forms only. We refer to this image as the (generalized)
A-eigen space of D% and denote it by Q’EA}(M, F). There exists Ny € N such that

(Dy = N)™

or,, (m,F) = 0. (2.21)
We have a D?-invariant (, ),-orthogonal decomposition

O (M, F) =}, (M, F) @D 2, (M, F) . (2.22)
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The restriction of D — X to Q7 (M, F)* is invertible;

(ii) The decomposition (2.22) is invariant under d¥ and df™;

iv) For X\ # pu, the eigen spaces Q5 (M, F) and Q% (M, F) are (, )y-orthogonal to each
{2} {r}

other.

For any a > 0, set

(M F)= @ Q0 F). (2.23)
0<[Al<a

Let QF ., (M, F)* denote the (, )y-orthogonal complement to Qo q) (M, F).

By [11, (29)] and Proposition 2.3, one sees that (2, (M, F), d¥') forms a finite dimensional
complex whose cohomology equals to that of (Q*(M, F),d""). Moreover, the symmetric bilinear
form (, ), clearly induces a nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form on each Qf(h ol (M, F) with
0 <i < n. By Definition 2.1 one then gets a symmetric bilinear torsion bg.; H* (93, (M.F).dF)
on det H*(Qro,a](Mv F),df) = det H*(Q*(M, F),d).

For any 0 < i < n, let Df’i be the restriction of D% on Q(M,F). Then it is shown in
[11] (cf. [30, Theorem 13.1]) that for any a > 0, the following regularized zeta determinant is
well-defined:

0 _
det/ (D, (4 o0y, 0) = 5P (= 5=| _ Tl(DEilar, =) ™). (2.24)

S

Proposition 2.4 (cf. [11, Proposition 4.7]) The symmetric bilinear form on det H*(Q0*(M,
F),d") defined by

baet H* (9, (M,F),d") H(detl(Dz%,(a7+oo),¢))(71)li (2.25)
i=0

does not depend on the choice of a > 0.

Definition 2.3 The symmetric bilinear form defined by (2.25) is called the Ray-Singer
symmetric bilinear torsion on det H*(Q*(M, F),d") and is denoted by b?]ﬁ[ FgTM Y-

2.4 An anomaly formula for the Ray-Singer symmetric bilinear torsion

We continue the discussion of the above subsection.
Let 0(F,b") € QY(M) be the Kamber-Tondeur form defined by (cf. [11, (4)])

O(F, by = Te[(bF) "1V Fbh. (2.26)

Then 6(F,b") is a closed one form on M whose cohomology class depends only on the homotopy
class of bf" (cf. [11]).

Let V'™ denote the Levi-Civita connection associated to the Riemannian metric g™ on
TM. Let R™ = (VTM)2 he the curvature of VI, Let e(TM,VTM) ¢ Q*(M) be the
associated Euler form defined by (cf. [4, (3.17)] and [36, Chapter 3])

RQTWM). (2.27)

o(TM, VM) = Pf(
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Let ¢'"™ be another Riemannian metric on TM and V'™ be the associated Levi-Civita
connection. Let &(TM,VTM V'TM) be the Chern-Simons class of n — 1 smooth forms on M,

which is defined modulo exact n — 1 forms, such that
de(TM, V™M "My — o(TM, V™) — (T M, VM) (2.28)
(cf. [4, (4.10)]). Of course, if n is odd,
S(TM, VM vTMy = . (2.29)

Let v’ be another nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form on F.
Let b?& Fog/TM yF) denote the Ray-Singer symmetric bilinear torsion associated to ¢’7™ and
b'F. Then the complex number
bRS
(M,F7g’TJW 7bIF)

eC*
b

?]\Sd,F7gTNI7bF)
is well-defined.

We can now state the anomaly formula, of which an equivalent form has been proved in [11,
Theorem 4.2], for the Ray-Singer symmetric bilinear torsion as follows.

Theorem 2.1 Ifb”, b'F lie in the same homotopy class of nondegenerate symmetric bilinear
forms on I, then the following identity holds:

bRS
(M, F,g'TM b F)

7 = exp ([ Tog(den(() 1 e(Ta, 91

RS
(M,F,gTM,bF)

exp ( - / 0(F, b'FYo(T M, V™™, V’TM)). (2.30)
M
In particular, if dim M = n is odd, then

bRS
(]VI,F,g’TM 7b/F) .
W prr gy

- 1. (2.31)
(M, F g7 bF)

Remark 2.2 Since b”", 'F" lie in the same homotopy class, one sees that log(det((b" )~10'F"))

is a well-defined univalent function on M.

Remark 2.3 For an alternate approach to the above anomaly formula, compare with Re-
mark 6.1.

3 Comparison Between the Ray-Singer and
Milnor Symmetric Bilinear Torsions

In this section, we prove the main result of this paper, which is an explicit comparison result
between the Ray-Singer and Milnor symmetric bilinear torsions introduced in the last section.
The form of the result we will state formally looks very similar to a theorem of Bismut-Zhang
proved in [4, Theorem 0.2], if one replaces the Hermitian metrics there by the symmetric bilinear
forms. This similarity also reflects in the proof of the main result here, where we will use as
in [4] the Witten deformation [35] of the de Rham complex by Morse functions. Moreover, we
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will make use the analytic techniques developed in [4, 5], some of which go back to the paper
of Bismut-Lebeau [3].

Still, since we will deal with non-self-adjoint operators, we have to generalize many of the
techniques in [4, 5] to the current situation. We will point out the differences in due context.

3.1 A Cheeger-Miiller theorem for symmetric bilinear torsions

We assume that we are in the same situation as in Sections 2.2-2.4. By a simple argument
of Helffer-Sjostrand [19, Proposition 5.1] (cf. [4, Section 7b)]), we may and we will assume that
g™ there satisfies the following property without altering the Thom-Smale cochain complex
(C*(W*, F),0):

(x) For any z € B, there is a system of coordinates y = (y!,---,%") centered at = such
that near =z,

n ll’ld(I) n
=3 Ny S =r@ -5 Y WPy Y WP (3.1)
i=1 i=1 i=ind(z)+1

By a result of Laudenbach [21], {W*(z) : € B} forms a CW decomposition of M.
For any x € B, F is canonically trivialized over each cell W¥(x).
Let Py be the de Rham map defined by

ae Q' (M,F)— mazZW"(x)*/ ae C*(W™ F). (3.2)
zEB W ()

By the Stokes theorem, one has
P, = Pod”. (3.3)

Moreover, it is shown in [21] that Py is a Z-graded quasi-isomorphism, inducing a canonical
isomorphism

PE . HY(Q* (M, F),d") — H*(C*(W",F),0), (3.4)
which in turn induces a natural isomorphism between the determinant lines,
Pt et H*(Q* (M, F),d") — det H*(C* (WY, F), ). (3.5)

Now let ATM be an arbitrary smooth metric on 7M.
By Definition 2.3, one has an associated Ray-Singer symmetric bilinear torsion b&sﬂ FRTM pF)
on det H*(Q*(M, F),d"). From (3.5), one gets a well-defined symmetric bilinear form

P (b popraa pry) (3.6)

on det H*(C*(W™, F),0).

On the other hand, by Definition 2.2, one has a well-defined Milnor symmetric bilinear
torsion b%7F7bF7_X) on det H*(C*(W", F),d), where X = V[ is the gradient vector field of f
associated to g7 M.

Let (TM,VTM) be the Mathai-Quillen current (cf. [22]) over T'M, associated to hTM,
defined in [4, Definition 3.6]. As indicated in [4, Remark 3.8], the pull-back current X*¢(TM,
VTM) is well-defined over M.
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The main result of this paper, which generalizes [4, Theorem 0.2] to the case where F' admits
a nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form, can be stated as follows.

Theorem 3.1 The following identity in C holds:

PgoﬂH(b?JS FRTM )
A LERTDC — exp ( - / 0(F,b") X" (T M, VTM)). (3.7)
b(M,F,bF,fX) M

Remark 3.1 By proceeding similarly as in [4, Section 7b], in order to prove (3.7), we may
well assume that hT™ = ¢TM_ Moreover, we may assume that bf", as well as the Hermitian
metric g on F, are flat on an open neighborhood of the zero set B of X. From now on, we
will make these assumptions.

3.2 Some intermediate results

We assume that the assumptions made in Remark 3.1 hold.
For any T € R, let b¥ be the deformed symmetric bilinear form on F defined by

bE (u,v) = e 21TbF (u, v). (3.8)
Let dfT* be the associated formal adjoint in the sense of (2.19). Set
Dy, =d" +dyy, Dy = (d"+dyr)? =dfrd" +d"dp;. (3.9)

Let Q[*o,l],T
the corresponding ( , )p,.-orthogonal complement.

Let P%O’” be the orthogonal projection from Q*(M, F) to Qf, ,; (M, F') with respect to the
inner product determined by g7™ and g = e 2TfgF. Set P}1’+°°) =1Id — Pq[wo’l].

Following [4, (7.13)—(7.15)], we introduce the notations

(M, F) be defined as in (2.23) with respect to D} , and let €

0.1 0(M, F)* be

dim M
X(F)= > (=1)"dim H' (M, F) = tk(F) Y (~1)"™4®), (3.10)
1=0 zeB
X' (F) =1k(F) Y " (=1)™®ind(z) = rk(F) Y "(~1)"iM;,
x€EB i=0
Tef[f] = Y (- f(a),
x€EB

where for any 0 < i <n, M; is the number of x € B of index 1.
Let N be the number operator on Q*(M, F) acting on Q¢(M, F) by multiplication by i.
We now state several intermediate results whose proofs will be given later in Sections
4to 9.

Theorem 3.2 (compare with [4, Theorem 7.6]) Let P%O’” be the restriction of P on
QE‘071]7T(M, F), and let P%O’l]’(letH be the induced isomorphism on cohomology. Then the follow-
ing identity holds:

P%o,u,det H (b
exp(2rk(F)Tr2[f1T) = 1. (3.11)

lim —
T—+o00 bM

det H*(QE‘OJ]YT(M,F),dF)) (T)%X(F)—x’(F)
(M,F.bF,—X)

™
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Theorem 3.3 (compare with [4, Theorem 7.8]) For anyt > 0,
lim  Trg[N exp(— tD%T)P}1’+m)] =0. (3.12)

T—+o00

Moreover, for any d > 0 there exist ¢ > 0, C > 0 and Ty > 1 such that for any t > d and
T Z TO7

|Trs [NV eXp(—thT)Pq(}’JrOO)H < cexp(—Ct). (3.13)

Theorem 3.4 (compare with [4, Theorem 7.9]) For T' > 0 large enough, then

dlmQ[O 1M, F) =1k(F) M;. (3.14)
Also,
[0,1]
Jlim (D PR =0, (3.15)

For the next results, we will make use the same notation for Clifford multiplications and
Berezin integrals as in [4, Section 4].

Theorem 3.5 (compare with [4, Theorem 7.10]) Ast — 0, the following identity holds,
n . .
—x(F)+O(t) (if n is even)

/M/ Lexp 2 )\}E_FO(\/E) (if m is odd),

Trs[N exp(—tD; )] (3.16)

where L is originally defined in [4, (3.52)].

Theorem 3.6 (compare with [5, Theorem A.1]) There exist 0 < o < 1, C > 0 such that
for any 0 <t < a, OSTS%, then

Tro[N exp(—(tDy, + TE(V f))? ——// L exp(—Br2)rk(F)

T
- —/ O(F, bF)/ dfexp( Bpz) — —X(F)‘ < Ct. (3.17)
2 Ju 2
Theorem 3.7 (compare with [5, Theorem A.2]) For any T > 0, the following identity
holds:
1

— (1 + e Y (F) —ne 2Ty (F)). (3.18)

oy e (- (1 T )] - -

Theorem 3.8 (compare with [5, Theorem A.3]) There exist o € (0,1], ¢ >0, C > 0 such
that for any t € (0,a], T > 1, then

Try {Nexp ( - (tDb + %E(Vf))Q)} - X'(F)‘ < cexp(—CT). (3.19)

Clearly, we may and we will assume that the number a > 0 in Theorems 3.7 and 3.9 have
been chosen to be the same.
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3.3 Proof of Theorem 3.1

First of all, by the anomaly formula (2.30), for any T' > 0, one has

PplhdetH(bd o H (8, 1 (M, F).dF)) 1 .
bm FOF [0,)1(]),T i H(det(DzT |QE(Ovl]1T(M’F)LQQ7:(M’F)))(71) ‘i
JFbF — bl
Pdet H(pRS )
— - (M,F,gTM pF) exp ( — 2Trk(F) fe(TM, VTM)). (3.20)
b(]V[,F,bF7_X) u

From now on, we will write a ~ b for a, b € C if e* = e*. Thus, we can rewrite (3.20) as

0,1],det H
Péioet H(b?AS/I_F.gTM bF)) P:L ], det (bdet H=(Qf 4 T(M,F)«iF))
log il : ~ log —

M M
bih, e~ x) bih, e, —x)

+ Z(_l)ii log(det (D, |QE‘011]YT(M,F)LﬁQi(M,F)))
i—0

+2Trk(F) | fe(TM,VTM). (3.21)
M

Let Ty > 0 be as in Theorem 3.3. For any T' > Ty and s € C with Re(s) > n + 1, set

“+o0
Or(s) = 1)/0 71 Tr, [N exp(—tDZ, ) P de. (3.22)

I'(s
By (3.13), 07(s) is well-defined and can be extended to a meromorphic function which is holo-
morphic at s = 0 (cf. [30]). Moreover,

S i d07(s)
;(—1) llOg(det(DgT|Qf‘o~l]‘T(M,F)iﬁQi(M,F))) ~

. (3.23)

Let d = o® with « being as in Theorem 3.8. From (3.22) and Theorems 3.3-3.5, one finds

a0 (5) _ ¢ 1,400 a_1 n , dt
gs o /0 (TrS[N exp(—thT)p} + )] _ 7 _ §X(F) +y (F))T
+o0o a1
+/d Trs[Nexp(—thT)Pél’Jroo)]% _ 2\/3
~ (I'(1) ~ log ) (Sx(F) = X'(F)). (3.24)

where we denote for simplicity that

a_1 =1k(F) /M /B Lexp ( - RZM) (3.25)

Proposition 3.1 One has

e dt
lim Trs[NV exp(—tD%T)Pj(}*oo)] - =

0. 3.26
Jim | t (3.26)
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Proof This follows from Theorem 3.3 directly.

Now we write

/ (I N exp(—eD PR () ()

0 s T T \/E 2 t
d 9 a1 n dt

- / (Tl exp(—403,)) = 2 = Gx(P)) T

d
‘/o (Tr,[N exp(—tD}, ) Pr ) = X' (F)) —

From Theorem 3.4, one deduces that

d
dt
lim [ (Try[Nexp(—tDZ, )PP — V/(F))= = 0.
T—+o00 0 t

397

(3.27)

(3.28)

To study the first term in the right-hand side of (3.27), we observe first that for any 7' > 0,

e TIDE e = (Dy + TV f))>.
Thus, one has
Trs[N exp(—tDj, )] = Try[N exp(—t(Dy, + T(V f))?)].
By (3.30), one writes

[ (i eseng, - - ) &

Vvt oo2 t
- g/oﬁ (T[N exp(—(tDy + TE(V))?)] = S+ - gx(F))%
= 2/ﬂ (Trs[NeXp(_(tDb +tTe(V f))?)] — % -2 (F))%
ﬁ 1
+ 2/07 (Trs[Nexp(—(tDb +tTE(Vf))2)] _ % B gX(F))%
= 2/1m (Trs [Nexp ( — (%Db +t\/TE(Vf))2)] — g“ﬂ _ gX(F))%
+ 2/0% (Tl"s[NeXp(_(tDb +tTe(Vf))?)] - % - gx(F))%.
In view of Theorem 3.6, we write
/Oﬁ (Trs[Nexp( (tDy + tTE(V ))?)] — E _ gX(F))dtt

/\/_ Try[N exp(—(tDy, + tTE(V f))? ——/ / Lexp(—DB )z )rk(F)
n

_ T 9 (F,b") / df exp(— Biry2) — X(F)) 7

/ /N 1 / Lexp(—Bypy tk(F) — )dt
+/0ﬁ %/MG(F,Z)F)/ c/i}exp(—B(tT)z)%

(3.29)

(3.30)

(3.31)

(3.32)
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By [4, Definitions 3.6, 3.12 and Theorem 3.18], one has, as T" — +o0,

AT B__ dt
/ 7/ 9(F,bF)/ dfexp(—B(tT)Q)T
0 M
1 \/T B,\
= —/ / O(F, bF)/ df exp(—By2)dt
2 0 M
1 400 B/\
— —/ / H(F,bF)/ df exp(—By2)dt
2 0 M

= 1/ O(F, b)Y (V) (T M, VM), (3.33)
2J/m
By [4, (3.58)] we have, for any T > 0,
B
/ / (Lexp(—Br) — Lexp(—DBy))
M
B
= —VTf [ [ (expl(=Br) —exol=0)
/ / / (exp(—By) — exp(—Bo)))%. (3.34)

From (3.34), one deduces easily that
T—0+

B
lim %/M/ (Lexp(—Br) — Lexp(—By)) = 0. (3.35)

From [4, (3.54)], (3.35) and the integration by parts, we have

/ / / Lexp(— By rk(F) — )dt
— _Trk(F) /0 /M / (Lexp(—Bt)—Lexp(—Bo))d%
_ Trk(F)/ /B(Lexp(—BT)—Lexp(—Bo))—Trk(F) /M /Tf2 /B exp(—By)dt
— _VTIk(F / / Lexp(~Br) + VTa_y — Trk(F / f/ exp(~Br)

+ Trk(F) /M f / exp(~Bo). (3.36)

From Theorems 3.6, 3.7, (3.35), [4, Theorem 3.20], [4, (7.72) and (7.73)] and the dominate

convergence, one finds that as T" — +o00,
1
T
/ (Trg[Nexp( (tDy + TV f))?)] — —/ / Lexp(—B )2 )rk(F)

/anF/ 4F exp(~Biry) — ax(F)) &

:/0 (Trs [Nexp( (TDb—l—t\/_c(Vf 2 /M/ Lexp(— B, 7y 2)rk(F)
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_ @/ 0(F,bF) /Bc/i}exp(—B(tﬁ)z) N
[ (e 0+ 72 ) e ()
th) 2%( DM - 2ind(a) - Sx(F)) S
) [ (-

On the other hand, by Theorems 3.7, 3.8 and the dominate convergence, we have, as T" —

+00,

/1m (Trs [Nexp ( — (LDb + t\/TE(Vf))Q)} — @a_l — EX(F)) de

VT o
= [ (e (- (g T )] -

1

+ §x’(F) log(Td) +a_1VT “x F)log(Td)

(\/% B 1) - X
e 1 —2t2\ 7 —2t? /
= [ (e 0+ e ) = e )~ () G

+ 5 (X F) = Bx(F)) log(Td) + “ ~ VTay + o(1)

2 Vi
(x' ) [ T S 3 () - ) ostra)
+ 22 VTa_y +o(1). (3.38)

\/E

Combining (3.11), (3.21), (3.23)-(3.28), (3.31)—(3.33) and (3.36)—(3.38), one deduces, by
setting T' — 400, that

Pdet H (bRS

F )
1 ( (M gTM bF) )
08 bM v
(M,F,bF ,—X)

~ ~2rk(F)Tx [f]T+( () = 5x(F)) log T

- (V) = GxE)) logm — [ 0PNV ) HTMLYT)

+2\/Trk // Lexp( BT)—Q\/Ta 1+ 2Trk(F /f/ exp(—Br)
M

otwin) 1 [t~ (- ) [ (H - )

+o0 e—2t n a1

- (v -5um) [ f_—% - (X'(F) - () log(T) - 2=
My, 201

+2VTa_1 + 2 Trk(F) /M fe(TM, V™M) 4 NG

— (T'(1) = logd) (X (F) = 5x(F)) + (1)
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=2Trk(F) /M f(/B exp(—Br) — Z(_l)ind(m)ém)

zeB
- ) ([ (S e [ )

- (x’(F) - gx(F)) (logm +T"(1)) + 2T rk(F) /M /B L exp(—Br)

— [ OF VYV ) P(TM, VM) 1 0(1). (3.39)
M

By [4, Theorem 3.20] and [4, (7.72)], one has

o3

TEToo2Trk(F) /M f(/B exp(—Br) — Z(_l)ind(m)ém) — _(X’(F) — X(F)), (3.40)

rzeB
LJim 2T k(F) /M /BLeXp(—BT) = Q(X’(F) - gX(F)). (3.41)

On the other hand, by [4, (7.93)], one has
1 —2t +oo —2t
1+e 1\ dt 2e dt
R 28 ST logr - IV(1). 3.42
/0 (1—8*2’5 t)t +/1 1—e 2t ¢ 08T (1) (342)

From (3.39)—(3.42), we get (3.7), which completes the proof of Theorem 3.1.

Remark 3.2 We have used the strategy outlined in [5, Appendix] to prove Theorem 3.1,
instead of using that in [4, Section 7]. In particular, we avoid the explicit use of [4, Theorem

3.9] which is crucial in [4, Section 7], though we still make use of the variation formulas (cf. [4,
(3.54) and (3.58)]).

Remark 3.3 By Theorem 3.6, one deduces that

1

lim (Trs [N exp ( — (LDb + t\/T/C\(Vf))Q)}

T—+o0 Jg \/T
B
_g/M/ Lexp(—B,, 2 )k(F)
VT B__ n dt
=255 [ o) [ dFesp(-Biyry) - P F =0 (3.43)

Combining this with (3.37), one gets
1 —2t
1+e 1\ dt
——]—=0. 44
/0 (1—e‘2t t)t 0 (3.44)

4 Asymptotics of the Symmetric Bilinear
Torsion of the Witten Complex

In this section, we prove Theorems 3.2 and 3.4.

We make the same assumptions and use the same notations as in Section 3.
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4.1 Some formulas related to D,

Recall that b is a nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form on a complex flat vector bundle I’
over an oriented closed Riemannian manifold M. Then it determines a nondegenerate symmetric
bilinear form (, ), on Q*(M, F) (cf. (2.17)).

Recall that the formal adjoint df™* of d¥" with respect to the symmetric bilinear form (, ),
has been defined in (2.19), and D, is the operator defined by

Dy =db +af*. (4.1)
Let
Wi = wy (F,VF) = (bF) ' V5" (4.2)

be defined as in [11].

Let V = VA (T"M)®F he the tensor product connection on A*(T*M) ® F obtained from
the Levi-Civita connection VI™ associated to g7 and the flat connection V¥ on F.

For any X € TM, let X* € T*M corresponds to X via g7 . Recall that

o(X)=X* —ix, &X)=X"+ix (4.3)

denote the Clifford actions on A*(T*M), where X* and ix are the exterior and interior multi-
plications respectively (cf. [4, Section 4]).
For any oriented orthonormal basis ey, ..., e, of TM, set

= cleswy ( cwi) = ele)wt (). (4.4)
=1 )

With these definitions and notations one verifies easily that (cf. [11, (92)])

n

x 1 1.
df +af* = Z c(e))Ve, + §c(w£) - §c(wlf). (4.5)

i=1

TM it determines an inner

Recall that g is a Hermitian metric on F. Together with ¢
product (, )y on Q*(M, F) (cf. [4, (2.2)] and [5, (2.3)]).

Let dg* be the formal adjoint of d* with respect to (, ),.

Set as in [4] and [5]

w_f = wg(F,VF) = (gF)*lvFgF. (4.6)

Then wf is a one form taking values in the self-adjoint elements in End(F"). Moreover,

—_

vie = vF 4 - (4.7)

[\D

is a Hermitian connection on F with respect to gf" (cf. [4, Section 4] and [5, Section 2]). Let
V* be the associated tensor product connection on A*(T*M) ® F.
By [4, (4.25)], one has

n

* u A - 1/\
Dy:=d" +df* = c(e)VE — 5 => c(e)Ve, + —c( 7)) — sewh). (4.8)
1=1

=1



402 G. X. Su and W. P. Zhang

From (4.5) and (4.8), one gets

" L1 1. 1 1.
df +af* =d" + d5 + 56(&)5) - §c(w5) - §C(w5) + §C(w5). (4.9)
Write wf as
wf :wlfl —|—w£2, (4.10)

where w,f 1 (resp. w,f 5) takes values in self-adjoint (resp. skew-adjoint) elements (with respect

to g¥') in End(F).
From (4.9), one gets the decomposition of Dy, into self-adjoint and skew-adjoint parts (with
respect to (, )4) as follows:

x « 1 1 1
df 4+ df* = (dF + df; + §c(w5) - §c(w£1) + —c(wm))
1 1 1
+ (= gew) + 5elwh) - 58why))- (4.11)

4.2 Witten deformation and some basic estimates

Let f: M — R be a Morse function on M. We make the assumption that the Riemannian
metric g7™ and f verify the condition (3.1). We also assume that g%, like b, is flat near the
set of critical points of f.

Following Witten [35], for any T' € R, set

df = e THaleTt, 551“ =T gl e=T7, 55T = edeg*e*Tf. (4.12)
Set
Dy = df +0fp = Dy + T2 Do = df + 05 = @
b =dp + 0 = Dp + Te(df), Dyr=dp+ 5g,T =D, + Te(df). (4.13)

Observe that the skew-adjoint part of l~)b7T is the same as that of l~)b.
Let || [Jo be the L? norm on Q*(M, F) associated to (, ),. For any ¢ > 0, let || ||, be a fixed
g-Sobolev norm on Q*(M, F).

Proposition 4.1 For any open neighborhood U of B, there exist Ty > 0, C' > 0, ¢ > 0 such
that for any s € Q*(M, F) with supp(s) C M\ U and T > Ty, one has

1Dy, 7513 = C(lslIF + (T = o)Isl13). (4.14)

Proof From (4.11) and (4.13), one sees that the formal adjoint 5;}T of 5b,T is given by

. _ 1 1 1
Dz = (Dy+ Tadf) + 50wh) - 5ewiy) + 5e(wis)
1 1 1
- (— “e(wh) + se(wfy) - —c(w,fQ)). (4.15)
2 2 2
For simplicity, we denote
1 1 1
AF = §C(W5) - 50(%,1) + 50(%,2),
) ) . (4.16)
BF = —Sefwl) + gelwly) - 50(wh)
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Then one computes

DipDyr = (Dy + AT + (Dy + AT)BY — B (D, + AT) — (BF)?

+T([Dy + A", 2(df)] +e(df)B" — Be(df)) + T?|df|?, (4.17)
where by [, | we denote the super bracket in the sense of Quillen [27].

Since it is easy to check (cf. [4, (5.17)]) that

n

[Dg,E(df)] = cle)a(VEMV f) —wl (V) (4.18)
i=1
where Vf € T'(T'M) is the gradient vector field of f with respect to g7, is of order zero, the
coefficient of T" in the right-hand side of (4.17) is of order zero.
Also, it is clear that there is ¢y > 0 such that for any z € M \ U,

|ldf(z)| = co. (4.19)
From (4.17) and (4.19), one gets Proposition 4.1 easily, as
| Do 7513 = (Dy,rs, Dy,rs) = (Dy pDy.rs, s). (4.20)

Proposition 4.2 For any ¢ > 0, there exists T, > 0 such that for any T > T., z € C with
|zl =¢, 2z ¢ Spec(DiT),

Proof For any p € B, let y = (y1, -+ ,yn) be the coordinate system of p as in (3.1), in an
open ball U, of radius 4a, around p. We also assume that both b¥ and ¢ are flat on each Up,
p € B. The existence of a > 0 is clear.

By (4.9), one then has

Dy=D, onUp=|]U, (4.21)
pEB

Let v : R — [0,1] be a smooth function such that v(x) = 1 if |z| < a, while y(z) = 0 if
|z| > 2a.
For any T'> 0 and p € B, set

apr = [ 2(Iy1)? exp(~Tly )y A+ Ady”
Ur (4.22)

T 2
v(lyD) exp(_ ly| )dy1 Ao A dy @),
Oép’T 2

Pp, T =

where n(p) = ind(p) is the Morse index of f at p. Then p,r € Q™) (M) is of unit length
with compact support contained in U,.
Set

Er = EB{pp,T ®@hy:p€ B, hy € Fp}. (4.23)
pEB
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Let EF be the orthogonal complement to Ep in L%(Q*(M, F)) with respect to (, )y, with
L?(Q*(M, F)) being the L? completion of Q*(M, F'). Then one has the orthogonal decomposi-
tion

L*(Q*(M,F)) = Ep & Ef. (4.24)

Let pr, p= be the orthogonal projections from L?(Q*(M, F)) onto Er, Ef respectively.
Following [3, Section 9b)] (cf. [36, (5.19)]), set

Dy = prDorpr, Dyr2 = prDyrpt, (4.25)

Dyr3=p7Dyrpr, Dyr.a = 07Dyt

From (4.17), (4.20), (4.21), (4.25) and proceed as in [3, Section 9] and [36, Proof of Propo-
sition 5.6], one can prove in the same way that there exist Ty > 0, C' > 0 such that for any
T > Ty, one has

Dy =0, (4.26)

[1s"llo
T

for any s € B NHY(M, F), s’ € Er, where H' (M, F') is the Sobolev space with respect to the
Sobolev norm || ||; on Q*(M, F'), and

~ s ~
1o zasllo < 1015, 180 < (4.27)

1Dy, 7,48]l0 = CVT|ls]lo (4.28)

for any s € E+ NHY(M, F).
Now for any A € C, T' > Ty and s € Q*(M, F'), by (4.26)—(4.28), we have (cf. [36, (5.26)])

~ 1 ~ 1 - _
IX = Dyr)sllo = 5llAprs — Dy 120750 + §||AP%S — D35 — Do, 149750
1 1 1
> (1) - = VT =\ = =) Ipslo ). .
> (M= ) lprsllo + (CVT = 1Al = ) Ipsll (4.29)

From (4.29), one sees easily that there exist Cy > 0, T} > Tp such that for any T' > T{ and
A € C with |2 = ¢, one has

I(A* = D 7)sllo = (A + Do,2)(A = Do,r)sllo > Collsllo, (4.30)
from which Proposition 4.2 follows.

From now on, we take ¢ = 1, T.—; as in Proposition 4.2 and assume T > T7.
Let ﬁ[*o,l],T(M’ F) be defined as in (2.23) with respect to Dy 7. Let ﬁ%o’u be the orthogonal
projection from L?(2*(M, F)) onto Q1,7 (M, F).

For any p € B, let [W%(p)]* admit a Hermitian metric such that |[W"(p)*| = 1. Let
[Wu(p)]* ® F, carry the tensor product metric from the above one with gf». Let C*(WY, F)
carry a Hermitian metric through the orthogonal direct sum of the Hermitian metrics on
W) © Fy's.

Let Jp : C*(W", F) — Q*(M, F) be the isometry defined by that for any p € B, h € F,
and y the coordinate system as above in U,

Jr (W*(p)* @ h)(y) = pp,r ® h. (4.31)
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From (4.11) and (4.21), one can proceed in exactly that same way as in [4, Theorem 8.8]
and [5, Theorem 6.7] to get the following result.

Theorem 4.1 There exists ¢ > 0 such that as T — +oo, for any s € C*(WH, F),
(]37[«0’1] Jr — Jr)s = O(e”")s uniformly on M. (4.32)

4.3 Proof of Theorem 3.4

From Theorem 4.1, one gets immediately that
dim Qf, (M, F) > #B. (4.33)

By (4.21) and proceeding as in [36, Proof of Proposition 5.5], one sees that indeed, (4.33)
holds in equality.

Since ]37[«0’1] preserves the Z-grading of Q*(M, F) (as 5§T does), by applying (4.32) in each
grade and by (4.33) with equality, one then gets, for any 0 <i < n,

dim Qfy y; (M, F) = rk(F)M; = rk(F) - #{p € B : ind(p) = i}. (4.34)

On the other hand, since the number ¢ in Proposition 4.2 can be chosen arbitrarily small,
one sees that when T'— 400, one has

Tr[D} - PR Y] — 0. (4.35)

Now consider the isomorphism rr : Q*(M, F) — Q*(M, F) defined by 77 (s) = e’/s. Then
it induces a map preserving the corresponding symmetric bilinear forms, as well as the inner
products,

rT - (Q*(MaF)a< ) >b) = (Q*(MaF)a< ) >bT)a

(4.36)
rT (Q*(M,F),< ) >g) = (Q*(M’F)’< ) >9T)7

with (, )4 obtained from g™ and gf = e 2T/gF (cf. [4, (5.1)]). Moreover, one verifies
directly that

rTﬁb,T = DbTTT. (4.37)
From (4.34)—(4.37), one gets Theorem 3.4 immediately.

4.4 Proof of Theorem 3.2

We still assume that T > T._1, where T.—; verifies Proposition 4.2.
Let eq : C*(W", F) — Q) 7(M, F) be defined by

er = TTﬁ,Z[“O’I]JT. (438)

Recall that C*(W™", F) carries a symmetric bilinear form determined in (2.13) and (2.14),
while QF |, 7.(M, F) carries the induced symmetric bilinear form (, )y,.. Let e be the adjoint
of e with respect to these two symmetric bilinear forms.
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Proposition 4.3 There exists ¢ > 0 such that as T — +o0,
efer =1+0(e ). (4.39)

In particular, when T > 0 is large enough, er : C*(W" F) — QFO 1] (M, F) is a Z-graded
isomorphism.

Proof By the definition of er and e#, one has that for any s,s" € C* (W%, F),
(e#eTs,s’ﬁ]T = (ers,ers oy = (Igj[ﬂo’l]JTs,ﬁ:[pO’l]JTs'ﬂ. (4.40)
On the other hand, from (4.22) and (4.31), one sees directly that
(Jrs, Jrs')e = (s,5 ). (4.41)

From Theorem 4.1, (4.40), and (4.41), one gets (4.39).
From Theorem 3.4 and (4.39), one sees that when T > 0 is large enough, e is an isomor-

phism.

Recall that the quasi-isomorphism P, : (Q*(M, F),d") — (C*(W*, F),d) has been defined
in (3.2). Let Poo,1 : Q2 1) (M, F) — C*(W*", F) be the restriction of Poo on € 1) 7.(M, F').
By (3.3), one has

OPso 1 = Poo rd". (4.42)

By Theorem 4.1 and (4.42), one can proceed in exactly the same way as in [5, Proof of
Theorem 6.11] (cf. [36, Section 6.4]), to get the following analogue of [5, Theorem 6.11].

Proposition 4.4 There exists ¢ > 0 such that as T — +00, one has
N_n
Porer = eT]:(%) A+ 0(eeTy), (4.43)

where F acts on [W*(p)]* ® F, with p € B by multiplication by f(p), and N is the number
operator acting on [W"(p)|* ® F, with p € B by multiplication by ind(p). In particular, for
T > 0 large enough, Ps rer € End(C*(W™, F)) is one to one.

From (4.42) and Propositions 4.3, 4.4, one sees that when 7" > 0 is large enough,
POO7T : (QTO,I],T(Ma F)a dF) - (C* (Wua F)a 8) (444)

is a cochain isomorphism.
From Proposition 2.2 and (4.44), one finds

P%O’l]’detH(bd CHA Q- (MF),dF))

e 1), —1)tt

b/\/l 0.1 = I I det(Pjé’TPoo,T|QE’0Y1]YT(M,F))( 2 ’ (445)
(M,F,b¥,—X) 1=0

where Pi’T is the adjoint of P 7 with respect to the symmetric bilinear forms (, ).
From Propositions 4.3 and 4.4, one deduces that as T" — +o0,

det(Pi’TPOQT|QE;OY1]YT(M,F)) = det(eref PZ 1 Poo.r

; cdet™?! #
QTO,U,T(M’F)) det™ (eref Qfo,l],T(Mf))

= det((Pso,rer)? Poo,rer|ci(we,F)) - detfl(eﬁeﬂci(wuﬂ)
— det ((1 + 0(<ch))#(z

N—-n/2 e
Z) T+ O e we )
et (1 +0(e™ ")) |ci(wu,py)- (4.46)
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From (4.45) and (4.46), one gets (3.11) immediately.
The proof of Theorem 3.2 is completed.

5 Proof of Theorem 3.3

In this section we prove Theorem 3.3.
In view of (4.36), we may restate Theorem 3.3 as follows.

Theorem 5.1 For anyt > 0,

Llim T[N exp(—tD} )P = 0, (5.1)

where ﬁq(}’Jroo) =1Id — 157[«0’1]. Moreover, for any d > 0, there exist ¢ > 0, C > 0 and Ty > 1
such that for any t > d and T > Ty,

| Trs [N exp(—tD2 7) PL )| < cexp(—Ct). (5.2)
Set
ng =1+ 2max {| (- LowF) + Lewr)) = e ) @)} (5.3)
' zeM 2 9/ T b g b2

By the decomposition formula (4.11) and by (4.13), one sees that for any A € C with
[Im(A)| = cp,9, A — Dy, is invertible.
Let I' =T'; UT'; be the union of two contours defined by

Ii={ztvV-1lcay: 2<z<+4o0}U{24+V-1y: —ag<y<cpg},
Do={ztV-1cgy: —c0o<z<-2}U{-2+V-1y: —crg <y <cpg}

We orient I' anti-clockwise.
By Proposition 4.2, one sees that there exists Ty > 0 such that for any T > Ty,

. - 1 e—tAZ
Tr, [N exp(—tD} 1) P+ = Tr, N/ ——=—d)|. 5.4
N exp(—tB} )P ") = gV [ )] (5.4)
Let C' > 0 be the constant verifying (4.28). Following [3, (9.113)], for any T > 1, set
CVT
UT:{AGC:1§|)\|§T}. (5.5)

From (4.26)—(4.28), (5.4) and (5.5), one can proceed as in [3, Section 9¢] to show that there
exists T7 > Ty such that for any T > Ty, A € Up, A — l~)b7T is invertible. Moreover, for any
integer p > n+ 2, there exists C’ > 0 such that if T > T, A € Ur, the following analogue of [3,
(9.142)] holds:

!

T[N (A = Do) 7] = APX/(F)] < ST

From (5.6), one can proceed as in [3, Sections 9g, 9h], with an obvious modification, to

(1 + AP (5.6)

complete the proof of Theorem 5.1.
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6 Proof of Theorem 3.5

In this section, we provide a proof of Theorem 3.5, which computes the asymptotics, as
t — 0, of Try[N exp(—tDj )] for fixed T' > 0.

Since T' > 0 is fixed, we may well assume that T = 0.

One way to prove Theorem 3.5 is to apply the method developed in [11, Sections 7 and
8], which deals directly with the operator D?. Here we will prove it as an application of the
corresponding result for Dg established in [4, Theorem 7.10]. The basic idea is very simple: we
use Duhamel principle to express the heat operator of Df by using the heat operator of Dg,
then one can use the results for Dg to obtain the required results for D7 (Indeed, this idea will
also be used in later sections for other local index estimates as well).

Set

Wt zwj—wf. (6.1)

From (6.1), one can rewrite (4.9) as

1 1
df +df* =d" +df + 5E(OJF) - 5c(wF). (6.2)

From (6.2), one sees that
By :=Dj — D} = (d" +dy*)*> — (d" + d}*)? (6.3)

is a differential operator of first order.
By Duhamel principle, one deduces that for any ¢ > 0,

n
_ 2 _ 2 _ 2 _ 2 _ 2
otDi— o th_|_§ :(—1)ktk/ o tltD-qu,ge tatD? By.ge BtDl g d i
k=1 Ak

2 2 2 2
4 (_1)n+1tn+1/ e_tlthBb,ge_t2th . 'Bb7ge_tn+1tD9Bb,ge_tn+2tDbdt1' . dtn_l,_l, (64)

Apt1

where Ay, 1 <k <n+1,is the k-simplex defined by t1 +---+tx11 =1, >0, -+, tg1 > 0.

Proposition 6.1 Ast — 0T, one has

¢+l / Try[Ne 0B, e 2t05 ... By g tnt2t P81 dty - Aty g — 0. (6.5)
Anti

Proof For any r > 0, let || ||, denote the Schatten norm defined for any linear operator A
by
% i1
Al = (Tr((A" 4)%)) 2. (6.6)

Recall the basic properties of || ||, (cf. [31]) that
(1) If A is of trace class, then

ITe[A]l < [|All, - IAIF< 1A (6.7)
(ii) For any r > 0 and compact operator A and any bounded operator B,

[ABl, < [IB[[|Allr, [[BAl» < [IB][|All- (6.8)
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(iii) (Holder inequality) For any p, ¢, r > 0 with % = % + é,
[AB|» < [[Allpll Bllq- (6.9)
Lemma 6.1 For any r > 0, one has ast — 0" that
1
lexp(~tDY)ll, = O( 7 )- (6.10)

Proof Since By 4 is of order one, by [14, Lemma 2.8] and [16, Lemma 1], there exists a
(fixed) constant C' > 0 such that for any u > 0, ¢t > 0 with ut <1,

tDZ\ 1\ u
2 -1 g
— -1 < - — . .
| exp(—utD2) By yllu 1 < Clut) z(Tr[exp( . )D (6.11)
From (6.8), (6.9) and (6.11), one sees that for any & > 1 and (t1,--- ,tkr1) € Ag\
{t1++ tpy1 =0},

||e—t1tD£2]Bb’ge—t2tD§ » -Bb,ge_t"‘“th 1

< [le™" 75 By gll 1 - le™ P By gy oalle™ s | o
o tDQ
<O Rt H (Telen )T (e e
k,—k _1 ,ﬁ
<CRTE(ty e ty) 2 Te[e” 7 L (6.12)

Thus for any k > 1, ¢ > 0, one has

2 _ 2 _ 2
Ay, 1

<(20\/1?)’“Tr[e”;g}/A Ayt - di,

2

< (20VD)FTr[e 7] (6.13)

From (6.4) and (6.13), one sees that at least for 0 < ¢ < min{1, g5z}, one has
2 2 = 2 2 2
eftDb _ efth + Z(_l)ktk/ e*t1th Bb“qeftzth L Bb’ge*tk+1thdt1 o dity. (614)
k=1 Ak

From (6.6), (6.13) and (6.14), one gets (6.10) easily.
The proof of Lemma 6.1 is completed.

From (6.8)—(6.10) and proceeding as in (6.12) and (6.13), one deduces that when ¢ > 0 is
small enough,

A / Try[Ne P50 B, je 2005 ... By je n+2tDi]dty - Aty | = O(t?),  (6.15)
Apti

which completes the proof of Proposition 6.1.

To compute the local index contribution to other terms in (6.4), we give the following

formula for By 4.
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Theorem 6.1 The following identity holds:

i, j=1 i,i;'é:jl
+ % D_(Vewl(e) + 3w Ve, + i(“(wF) —c(w"))?
— W) e, 8] (6.16)

Proof From (4.8) and (6.3), one has

Dg _Dg _ (dF—l—d(I:*)Q o (dF—l—dg*)Q

=" +d" + %E(wF) - %C(WF))Q — (d" +d)?
= L () — )]+ ST — efwF))?
_ %[;c(ei)v; — 26l 86") — @) + 2 @)~ (617)

n

cle) Ve 2w = D7 elen)ile;) (VEwT(e)), (6.18)

-

|

i=1 ij=1
[ cteave ewh)] = 3 cleele) (Vi wF(e) = S (VEwF () — 27 () Ve (6.19)
i=1 ij=1 i=1

i#]

From (6.17)—(6.19), we get (6.16).

To compute the local index, let @ > 0 be the injectivity radius of (M, g"™). Take z € M
and let ey, --- , €, be an orthonormal basis of T, M. We identify the open ball BTTM(O 2

’2
with the open ball BM(z, %) in M using geodesic coordinates. Then y € T, M, |y| < %,

represents an element of B (0, 5). Fory € T, M, |y| < 5, we identify T, M, F, to T,M, F,
by parallel transport along the geodesic t € [0,1] — ty with respect to the connections V7'M
VU respectively.

Let TTMz TFu.2 he the connection forms for VI'™ | V¥ in the considered trivialization of

TM. By [1, Proposition 4.7], one has

1
Ty = SR My, ) + O(lyl),

(6.20)
Ly = 0(lyl).
Following [4, (4.20)], for any ¢ > 0, we introduce the Getzler rescaling
€; 1, ~ gz‘ 1.
ce(e) = Y AN —ttie,, cile;) = 0 A+tiig, y—ty, (6.21)
4 4

where we have written e A in [4, (4.20)] as e;A for the sake of simplicity.
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From (6.3), (6.16), one verifies easily that under the Getzler rescaling G; defined in (6.21),
one has, ast — 07,

Gi(tByg) = ( Zel/\eJV wh(e;)) ——Zel/\ej Ve wh(e;))

i, j=1 i, j=1

+Zw elaz 1(wF wF)Q—Z[wF—wF,ZJgF])—i—O(t). (6.22)

On the other hand, by [4, (11.1)], one has

Vit

From (6.22), (6.23) and proceeding as in [4, Section 4], and [17, 18], one deduces that for
any 1 < k <mn, (t1, - ,tp41) € Ay,

Gi(N) = ziﬂzn:ew@ﬁom Lo, (6.23)

lim 5 Tr,[Ne 125 By o201 . By jo~ttPa] = 0, (6.24)
t—0

while for £k =1, 0 < ¢; <1, one has

lim tTrS[Ne_tlthB@ge_(l_tl)tD- 9] = lim tTr[NBy 4 —tD 5]
t—0t+ t—0t
/ / Tr Z ei Nej(Vew F(e)
i, j=1
1 o RTM
+§[wF, wg—wF]}LeXp(— 5 ) (6.25)
Now it is clear that
Trfw?, wF — wF] =0, (6.26)

while by [4, (4.73)] and using the notation in [4, Section 4] one has

Z e NeTX[(VE wh(e)))] = VIMpTr[w"], (6.27)
i, j=1
from which, by [4, (3.10)] and [4, (3.53)], one gets

RT M

/ / Z ei Ne;Tr[(Ve w (eJ))]Lexp< 5 )

i, j=1

= /M/ v (((pTr[wF])L exp ( - RZM)) =0. (6.28)

From (6.25), (6.26) and (6.28), one gets, for any 0 < #; <1,

fli%l+ tTrS[Ne_tlthBb7ge_(1_t1)tD§] =0. (6.29)

From (6.4), (6.5), (6.24), (6.29) and [4, Theorem 7.10], one gets (3.16).
The proof of Theorem 3.5 is completed.

Remark 6.1 The method developed in this section, combined with the method in [4,
Section 4], can be used to give an alternate proof of Theorem 2.1.
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7 Proof of Theorem 3.6
We first restate Theorem 3.6 as follows.

Theorem 7.1 There exist 0 < d <1, C' > 0 such that for any 0 <t <d, 0 <T < %,

Tro[N exp(—(tDy, + TE(V f))? ——// L exp(—Br2)rk(F)

- %/M o(F, bF)/ df exp(—Bys) — §X(F)‘ <Ot (7.1)
Set, in view of (4.6),
O(F,g") = Trlw)] = Tr[(g") "'V g"]. (7.2)

By [5, Theorem A.1], one has, under the same conditions as in Theorem 7.1,

’TrsNexp( (tDy + TE(VF))?)] - - / / L exp(— B2 )rk(F)
T :
~5 [ ora” /dfexp Brs)— 2x(F)| < Ot (7.3)

for some constant C’ > 0.
Thus, in order to prove (7.1), one need only to prove that under the conditions of Theorem
7.1, there exists constant C” > 0 such that

Trs[N exp(—(tDy + TV f))*)] — Trs[N exp(—(tDg + TE(V f))?)]

——/ O(F,b") — 0(F, g™ / df exp(—Br2)| < C"t. (7.4)
Fort>0,T >0, set

Ab,t,T =tDy + TE(Vf), Ag,t,T = th + TE(Vf),
Cir = A%,t,T Ag T (7.6)
Then by (6.2) and (6.3) one has
Cir = (tDy + TEVf))? — (tDy + TV f))? = t*By 4 + tT[Dy, — Dy, (V)]
tT

=t*Byg + - [0(w") — ("), &V )] = 2By + tTW" (V). (7.7)

By (7.6) and the Duhamel principle, one has
e Aber — o= AQuT 4 Z / tLAg, 7 Cy e —t2 Al 1 CLTe*thrlAi,t,Tdtl dty
+ (—1)"+1 / _tlAq v, e —t2 AT .Ct7Te_t"+2A§,t,Tdt1 .. 'dtn-i—l- (7.8)
JAVSIE]

Lemma 7.1 There exists Cy > 0 such that for any T >0, s € Q*(M, F), one has

1Bu.gsll5 < Collls|Ig + (Dg + TV £))s]3)- (7.9)
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Proof Since both b'" and g by assumption are flat near the set B of critical points of the

Morse function f, by (6.3) and (6.16) we find that there exists § > 0 such that
Byy,=0 (7.10)

on |J BM(25), where for each x € B, BM(2§) C M is the ball of radius 20 centered at z.
r€B

Let ¢ > 0 be a function on M such that supp(y)) € M \ |J BM(§) while » = 1 on

r€B
M\ | BXY(35). Then by (7.10) and the standard elliptic estimate, there exists C1 > 0 such
r€B
that for any s € Q*(M, F),
1B,g5115 = | Bo.g(¥5)[15 < Crlllwslg + 1 Dg(w5)13)- (7.11)

Also, by (4.18) and (4.19) it is clear that there exists Cy > 0 such that for any 7' > 0 and

yeM\ LEJBB£4(5),

T[Dy, e(V)] +T?|Vf]? > —Co. (7.12)

From (7.11) and (7.12), one deduces that there exists C3 > 0 such that for any 7' > 0 and
any s € Q*(M, F), one has
1Dg(ws)lIg < Callws|lg + ((Dg + TEV £))*(¥5), 15)g
= Caollysllg + I(Dg + Te(V f)) (Ws) |
< Cs(|Isllg + 1(Dg + TEV £))slIp)- (7.13)

From (7.11) and (7.13), one gets (7.9).

By (7.5), Lemma 7.1 and proceeding as in [14, Lemma 2.8] and [16, Lemma 1], one finds
that there exists Cy > 0 such that for any ¢ > 0, u > 0 verifying ut> < 1 and T > 0,

lexp(—uA2 , 1) By gl < Cau~ 5t (Tr[exp ( - @)D (7.14)

Similarly, as
wf'=0 (7.15)

on |J BM(25), one deduces that there exists C5 > 0 such that for any u > 0, ¢ >0, T > 0,
reB

lexp(—uA2 , 2) T (Vf) |1 < Cu~ (Tr[exp ( - @)D (7.16)

From (6.8), (6.9), (7.7), (7.14), (7.16) and proceeding as in (6.12), one sees that for any

k+1
E>landt>0,t >0for 1 <i<k+1with ¢ =1, one has
i=1

2
Ag,t,T]

HeftlA?],t,TCt’Teft2A§,t,T .. .Ct’TeftkHAﬁ,t,T 1 < (Cy+ 05)ktk (ty-- .ttk)*%Tr[e* 2

(7.17)
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From (7.17) and proceeding as in (6.13), one has, for any & > 1 and ¢ > 0,

A2

| / e Hr Gy pe” et Cype e Mr dty - dty]| < (2(CatCo)t) Tl THELL (718)
A 1

From (7.8) and (7.18), one sees that at least for 0 < ¢ < min{1, ; vI(on +C )} and 7' > 0 with
tT <1, one has

+oo
eiAi,i,T = eiA?hth —|—Z(—1)k / 7t1Ag t, TCt Te —t2 A?).t.T e Ct’Teitk‘FlA?J,t,Tdtl Ce dtk (719)
A

From (6.6), (7.18), (7.19) and [4, (12.34)], one finds that for any 0 < ¢ < min{1
and T > 0 with ¢T" < 1, one has that for any r > 0, there exists Cg > 0 such that

1
? 4(C4+C5) }

lexp(=A7, 7)ll- < - (7.20)

From (7.14), (7.16) and (7.20), one can proceed as in (6.12) and (6.15) to see that there
exists C7 > 0 such that for any ¢ > 0 small enough and T € [0, 1],

‘ / Try [Ne_tlA?Jv‘vTCt’Te_tQA?/v‘vT . 'Ct’Te_t"'mAiLT]dtl . 'dthrl < Cqt. (721)
nt1

Now for any z € M, we introduce the coordinates and identification around x as in Section
6, and use the Getzler rescaling introduced in (6.21), with ¢ there replaced by t2 here. By using
(7.7), one has

G2 (Ct,T) =G (tQBb’g) + tTwF(Vf). (7.22)

From (6.21)—(6.29), (7.22) and proceeding as in [4, Section 13], one deduces that there exist
Cs >0,0<d<1suchthat forany 1 <k <n,0<t<d,T>0withtT <1,

’ / TI‘g q xJyon e tzAi,t,T .. Ct7Teftk+1A_,2;,t,T]dt1 .. dtk‘ < Cst, (723)
Ay

while for £ =1 one has forany 0 < ¢t <d, T >0 withtT'<1and 0 <t; <1,

B
Try[Ne 450y pe~ 1745 0r) — T / / Tr[wF(Vf)]Lexp(—BTﬁ)‘ < Cgt.  (7.24)
), (4.

Now from [4, (3.9), (3.52)—(3.53)], (2.26

// Te[w” (V f)]L exp(—Bre)
// iv # (Tr[wF)) L exp(— Br)

-/ / T i (L) expl-Bre) + [ * TP Li s (exp(~ Bra))
/ / Trfw" |V exp(—Brz) — = / / Tr[w")L V™ (exp(— Bys))

Q/MTY / V/exp(— BT2)_§/ Tr[w / VM (L(exp(—Br2)))

=5 [ 0r0) -0 [ el Br) (7.25)

2), (6.1) and (7.2), one deduces that
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From (7.8), (7.21) and (7.23)—(7.25), one gets (7.4), which completes the proof of Theorem
7.1.

8 Proof of Theorem 3.7

In view of (3.18) and [5, Theorem A.2], in order to prove Theorem 3.7, we need only to
prove that for any 7' > 0,

9.t

tErél+(Trs[N eXp(—Aitg)] — Trg[Nexp(—A2, +)]) =0. (8.1)

First of all, by (7.18), there exists 0 < Cy < 1 such that when 0 < ¢t < Cp, one has

2

A
—t A2 —ty A? —t t 0! 6T
H/ IEIE TIPS SO 0T dty dtkH (—) Tife™— 2], (8.2)
Ag t 2Cy
Thus we have the absolute convergent expansion formula
—A? —A? t A2 —to A? —tpi1 A?
e bvtE_g MT_Z / tA g’t’%ct’%e 2090 L "'Ct,%e RS, Tdt1 -dty. (8.3)

Since T' > 0 is fixed, by [4, (12.34) and (15.22)], there exists C; > 0 such that for 0 < t < Cj,

Aj . T C
Trle™ 1< t—nl (8.4)
From (8.2) and (8.4), one sees that
= k —t1A2 T —t2A2 T —tk+1A T
> (-1 / e otTC,re 0T ...C, re ot dty - - diy, (8.5)
k=n Ak N B
is uniformly absolute convergent for 0 < t < Cj.
Let 1 > 0 be the function on M defined in Section 7. Then by definition one has
z =¢Cyz =C, 2 =90, 29, (8.6)
From (8.3) one sees that for each ¥ > 1 and any 7' > 0,0 <t < Cp and (t1, -+ ,tkr1) € A,
k+1
since ) t; = 1, there is j € [1,k + 1] such that ¢; > 55. We here deal with the case where
i=1

jJ = k + 1; the other cases can be dealt with similarly.
From (6.8), (6.9), (7.7), (7.14), (7.16), (8.6) and proceeding as in (6.12), one has, for any

(t1,- - ,te1) € A \ {t1 - tpy1 = 0},

| Trg [Ne_tlA;t'% Ct’ze_tQA;tv? . .Ct’%e_t"‘“Ai,t,%“
= |Tr, [Ne_tlAj*‘*% Ctge_fQAz “E .G, 1¢e_tk+1Az.t.%]|
S02"e_tlA:t‘%Ca%”tfl”e_t e T e e I 4 ey
< Cyt -t e E e T (87)
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for some positive constants Co > 0, C35 > 0.

From (8.4), (8.7) and the assumption that tj4; > ﬁ, one gets

’ / Trs[Ne—tlAf,,tgCt%e—tzAz,t,g N 'Ct7%e—tk+1A§vtv%]dtl o dity
Ay
N (59
for some constant Cy > 0.
By (8.8) one need to estimate
e T R SU

1 y2
= lpe T o Ty b

<\// Tr[h(z)S o 11 (x, 2)(z)]dvol,, (8.9)
M

VEFIVEFT t

where as in [4, Section 14], S, %(x,y) for z,y € M denotes the kernel of exp(—Az . v) with
. it
respect to the Riemannian volume dvolgru.

Now since Supp(yp) € M\ |J Bi(d), by [4, Proposition 14.1], one sees that there exist
zeB
Cs,Cg > 0 such that

VEFL VEFL t

/ Try(z)S_« 17 (x,2)(z)]dvol, < Cyexp ( — %) (8.10)
M

From (8.3), (8.5), (8.8)—(8.10) and the dominate convergence, we get (8.1), which completes
the proof of Theorem 3.7.

9 Proof of Theorem 3.8

In view of (3.19) and [5, Theorem A.3], in order to prove Theorem 3.8, we need only to
prove that there exist ¢ > 0, C' > 0, 0 < Cyp < 1 such that for any 0 <t < Cp, T' > 1,

|Trs [NV eXp(—Az’t’%)] — Trs[NV eXp(—Az )]| < cexp(—CT). (9.1)

T
N7

First of all, one can choose Cy > 0 small enough so that for any 0 < t < Cy, T" > 0, by
(8.3), we have the absolute convergent expansion formula

2

—+oo
—A% L —A% L —t1 A% . —t2 A% L —tr 1A% 1
e Phi—e 9hu= E (—1)’“ e 947 C, Te oy .. Oy e ot dty - - dity, (9.2)
A ot
=1 k

Tt
from which one has

Trs [N exp(—Ait’%)] — Trs[NV exp(—A;t’%)]

to A? T

= L —,A% - A2
= Z(—l) ’ / Trs[Ne — @7 Cyze = 247 ...Cyre ot ]dty - - diy. (9.3)
k=1 Ak

t
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Thus, in order to prove (9.1), we need only to prove
—t A? —t
Z / Try[Ne " ytTc ze [ otF.Cyre e - dtk’
A T
t4tyq)A> —to A?

= Z / Trs [N St g't'%ct,%e ook "'Ct,%]dtl"'dtk‘

Ay
< cexp(—=CT). (9.4)

Let ¥ > 0 be the function on M defined in Section 7. By (8.6), we have for any ¢ > 0,
T>1,(t, - step1) € Ap \ {t1---tpg1 = 0},

ti+t A —tyA?
TI'S[N —(t1+tri1) tyTC Te AT CL%]
t1+t A? —tp A2 —t, A?
— Tr,[Nee =ttt AT T L%we 2 g,t,%ct7%.'.we k g.t.%ctg]. (9.5)

We first state a refinement of the estimates (6.11), (7.14) and (7.16).

Lemma 9.1 There exists Cy > 0 such that for any 0 <u <1,0<t<1,T > 1, one has

142 w A2

—uA? A —LA
lwe 90T Cy - < Crum2H(Tefe 2 ot T e *Ton T, (9.6)
Proof From (7.9), (7.15) and (7.16), one sees that there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that
CrrCyx < Cot?(1 + A§1t7%). (9.7)
From (6.8) and (9.7), one gets

3u A2 u A2

_uA2 A TA
lbe ot FCy zllur < llpe T F yalle Tt C, 2

Ay Ty _u A2
< Cgubte” " e F e e E e e (14 342, 1)

Nl=

_1 —%Az T —%Az T
< Cqu2t(Tefe = o07])"[lge * o0 (9.8)
for some positive constants C3 > 0, Cy > 0.

The proof of Lemma 9.1 is completed.

Lemma 9.2 There exist 0 < ¢; < 1, C5 > 0, Cg > 0 such that for any 0 < u < 1,
0<t<e,T>1, one has

2

—uA
e T | < Csexp(—Ceul). (9.9)
Proof From (4.13) and (7.5), one has

A2tT—t2(D +5 (Vf)) —12D2% . (9.10)

9112

Since T' > 1, it is known (cf. [29]) that there exist 0 < ¢; < 1, ¢2 > 0, ¢3 > 0 such that for
any 0 < t < ¢1, the spectrum of D§ z splits into two parts:
Tt

Spec(ﬁ;%) C [O,exp ( — c;—?)} U [C?—ZT, —I—OO). (9.11)
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For0<t<c¢iand T > 1 let Q%” denote the orthogonal projection from L2(2*(M, F)) to
2

the direct sum of the eigenspaces of 153 + corresponding to the eigenvalues lying in [0, 1]. Let

12
Q[l o) —1d — Q[%l]. Then it is known that (cf. [4, (7.20)]) Im(le]) is a finite dimensional
2 12
bpace
Now we write

e 0 = e 50 QY+ Q)]
< lhpe ™" o F QU+ e 0 Q) (9.12)
From (9.10) and (9.11), one sees that
e e E QU < e 00 F QU] < exp(—ecsu). (9.13)

From (9.11) one has

—uA? —uA? caT
e QM < ite™ o F — 1)@ Y1+ 10Q N < Q1+ Crexp (-5 ) (90.14)

for some positive constants ¢4 > 0, C7 > 0.
For any T > 0, let Jr be the map defined in (4.31) where we assume without loss of
generality that the radius 4a there verifies 4a < 6. Then one has

Wz =0, (9.15)

By (9.15) and [4, Theorem 8.8] and [5, Theorem 6.7], an analogue of which has been proved
in Theorem 4.1, one sees that there exist Cg > 0, ¢5 > 0 such that

T
Q! Izl < Cyexp (- ZF). (9.16)
iz t2
From (9.16) one deduces easily that there exist Cy > 0, ¢g > 0 such that
0,1 ceT'
Q! < Coexp () (9.17)

From (9.12)—(9.14) and (9.17), one gets (9.9).
The proof of Lemma 9.2 is completed.

From Lemmas 9.1 and 9.2, one deduces that for any 0 < t < min{Cy, ¢1}, T > 1 and
(t1,-- - ,tep1) € A \{t1 - tpy1 = 0},

—(t1itter1)A ta A b Aq oL

||¢e qt,Tc Td}e g,t,%cm%...d}e C THI
() A% A2
< ||¢e TR, xxe T” (t1+tpy1)~?t ||¢e *, ’TC THt
_ 142 C
< (C1Cst)M(th + by )t -+ 1) " Trfe ? g’f’%]exp(—%). (9.18)

By [4, (15.22)], one sees that there exists Cyp > 0 such that for any 0 < ¢ < min{Cy, ¢},
T>1,

_1A2 Tﬂ
Tr[e 2 ] < Cl() m -

(9.19)



Symmetric Bilinear Torsions 419

From (9.5), (9.18) and (9.19), one sees that there exists C1; > 0 such that for any k& > 1,

—t, A —tyA? -
‘/ Trs[Ne " ot % C, ze Pz ~Cypzre et ]ty - diy
Ap ot
T% CeT
S 011(2 Clc5t)kt_n2 exp(— %), (920)

from which one sees that there exist 0 < ¢; < min{Cy, ¢1}, C12 > 0, Cy3 > 0 such that for any
O0<t<crand T > 1,

Ly %

t1A T t2A2 0T —tk+1A2 . T
‘ g Trs [N ot C, ze o7 C, e o0 |dty- - dtg <Craexp(—CisT). (9.21)
A

On the other hand, for any 1 < k < n, proceeding as in (8.8), one sees that for any 0 < ¢ < ¢,
T2>1,

—tpy 1 A®

—t1 A? —t2 A2
‘/ Trg[Ne ot %C, ze ’ g't'%"'ct.%e e dty - dty,
Ak- ot

< k—n _m“‘i t,L
< Crat™ " |[¢pe o] (9.22)

for some constant Ci4 > 0.
Now since Supp(y)) € M\ | B.(d), by [4, Proposition 15.1], one sees that there exist
B

TE
C15, Ci6 > 0 such that for any 0 <t < e¢7, T > 1,

ClﬁT).

5 (9.23)

VEFLT 7 VEFT t

/Tr[w(a:)S L, g(x,x)w(x)]dvolm§015exp(—
M

From (8.9), (9.22) and (9.23), one sees immediately that there exist Cy7 > 0, C1g > 0 such
that forany 1 <k<n—-1,0<t<crand T > 1,

4 A2 o A2 —tpiq A2
‘/A Try[Ne ' "ot%C e ot Cpre ""’%]dtl---dtk‘ < Crre~ T (9.24)
k

From (9.3), (9.21) and (9.24), one gets (9.1).
The proof of Theorem 3.8 is completed.

10 Euler Structure and the Burghelea-Haller Conjecture

In this section, we recall several symmetric bilinear torsions introduced by Burghelea-Haller
[10, 11] which are defined by using the Euler structure introduced by Turaev [34]. We then
apply our main result, Theorem 3.1, to prove a conjecture due to Burghelea and Haller [11,
Conjecture 5.1].

Some applications on comparisons of various torsions are also included.

10.1 Euler and coEuler structures

Let M be a closed oriented smooth manifold, with dim M = n. We assume the vanishing
of the Euler-Poincaré characteristics of M, that is, x(M) = 0. The set of Euler structures with
integral coefficients, Eul(M; Z), introduced by Turaev [34], is an affine version of Hy(M;Z).
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Let X € T'(TM) be a non-degenerate vector field on M which means X : M — TM is
transversal to the zero section. Denote its set of zeros by zero(X). For every x € zero(X), there
is a well-defined Hopf index IND x (x) € {£1}.

Any Euler structure can be represented by a pair (X, ¢) where ¢ € C;™8(M; Z) is a singular
1-chain satisfying

dc=e(X):= > INDx(z)z. (10.1)
z€zero(X)

Since x(M) = 0, the existence of ¢ is clear.

Lemma 10.1 (cf. [11, Lemma 2.1]) Let M be a closed smooth manifold with x(M) = 0,
let ¢ € Eul(M;Z) be an Euler structure, and let o € M be a base point. Suppose X is a
non-degenerate vector field on M with zero(X) # (). Then there exists a collection of paths o,
02(0) = zg, 0,(1) =z, © € zero(X), such that

e:[X, Y INDx(2)o.|. (10.2)
zEzero(X)

The set of coEuler structures Eul*(M; C) is an affine version of H"~(M; C).

Let g™ as before be a Riemannian metric on M with the associated Levi-Civita connection
denoted by VTM,

Any coEuler structure can be represented by (g7, a) for some o € Q"~!(M) such that

da =e(TM, V™M), (10.3)

where e(T'M,VTM) is the Euler form defined in (2.27). Since x(M) = 0, the existence of a is
clear.

If [X,c] € Eul(M;Z) and [¢T™,a] € Eul*(M;C), we say that [g7M, a] is dual to [X, ] if
for any closed one form w € Q'(M) which vanishes in a neighborhood of zero(X),

/ WA (X P(TM, VM) —q) = /w, (10.4)
M c

where (T M, VT™M) is the Mathai-Quillen current (cf. [22]) associated with g7 defined in [4,
Definition 3.6].
For any [X, c] € Eul(M;Z) and g7, the existence of « is proved in [10, 11].

10.2 A proof of the Burghelea-Haller conjecture

We make the same geometric assumptions as in Section 3. We also assume (M) = 0 as in
the previous subsection.

Recall that we have the Thom-Smale cochain complex (C*(W™, F'), 9) associated to a Morse
function f and a Riemannian metric g7 verifying conditions in Section 3.1.

Let ¢ € M be a fixed base point.

Let ¢ be an Euler structure.

For every critical point z € B of f choose a path o, with 0,(0) = x¢ and 0,(1) = x so that

VF, 3 (-1)"@) g, | is a representative of ¢ (cf. Lemma 10.1).
z€B
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Let b,, be a nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form on the fiber Fy, over xy. For z € B
define a nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form b, on F, by parallel transport of b,, along o,
with respect to V. The collection of symmetric bilinear forms {b, } ¢ 5 defines a nondegenerate
symmetric bilinear form on the Thom-Smale cochain complex (C* (W%, F'),d), which in turn
defines an induced symmetric bilinear form on det H*(C*(W™, F), ).

Since x(M) = 0, one sees easily that the above induced symmetric bilinear form on
det H*(C*(W*", F),0) does not depend on the choices of {0,},en, o and by,. It depends

only on F, e and V f. We call it the Milnor-Turaev symmetric bilinear torsion and denote it by
vf
The-

On the other hand, let b* be a nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form on the flat vector
bundle F'.
For any a € Q"~1(M) such that da = (T M, V™M) following Burghelea and Haller [10, 11],

we define

TR st or o = Ot e oy e | O(E) A o) (10.5)
and call it the Burghelea-Haller symmetric bilinear torsion.
By [11, Theorem 4.2}, we know that T;?gTM’bFﬂ does not depend on the choice of g7 and
the smooth deformations of bf". Thus we now denote it by TEDF o
We can now state the following equivalent version of the Bﬁrghelea—Haller conjecture (cf.
[11, Conjecture 5.1]).

Theorem 10.1 Ife= |Vf, 3 (—1)™@) g, | and ("™, ) are dual in the sense of (10.4),
r€EB
then we have

PletH (. ) =Tp L. (10.6)

Proof By [11, Theorem 4.2], we may well assume that b is flat near B. Then (F,b"") =0
near B.
By (10.4), one has

/ 9(F,bF)(X*¢(TM,vTM)—a):/9(F,bF), (10.7)
M c

where ¢ = 3 (—1)"d@)g,.
reB
From Theorem 3.1 and (10.7), noting X = V f, we have

P;EtH(T?‘?bF,a) = PgoetH(bFAi,F,gTM,bF)) " eXp ( O(F, bF) A 05)

M

8 ey oo (= [ ORX UM ) e ([ 0(F) Aa)
M M

= b.(/\]/y[I,F,bF,—X) - exp ( o O(F,b") A (a — X* (T M, VTM)))

i o0 [05). s

By [11, (46)], we have

T}){e = b.(/\]/\tJ,F,bF,—X) - exXp ( — /Q(F, bF)) . (109)
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By (10.8) and (10.9), we get (10.6).
The proof of Theorem 10.1 is completed.

Remark 10.1 Some non-trivial special cases of Theorem 10.1 has already been proved in
[11]. Moreover Braverman-Kappeler proved in [9] that when dim M is odd, (10.6) holds up to
a numerical factor of absolute value one. This later result was generalized to the case of even
dimensional manifolds in the second version of [11].

As was pointed out in [11], the following result is a direct consequence of Theorem 10.1.

Corollary 10.1 The Burghelea-Haller torsion T4 ., does not depend on bY and the rep-
resentative a.

10.3 Comparison of b?]\SJ,F,gTM,bF) with the usual Ray-Singer torsion

We still assume y (M) = 0.

Let g¥ be a Hermitian metric on F. Then one can construct the Ray-Singer analytic torsion
as an inner product on det H*(M, F'), or equivalently as a metric on the determinant line (cf.
[4]). We denote the resulting inner product by b?}s[,F,_(;TJW7gF)'

In this section, we prove the following comparison result between bg\s/[’ FLgTM pF) and
b?]a!F’gTM’gp), which is also a consequence of [8, (5.13)] and [9, Theorem 1.4].

It is clear that the absolute value of the ratio of the symmetric bilinear form and the inner

product is well-defined.
Proposition 10.1 If dim M is odd, then the following identity holds:

bRS
’ (M, F,gT™ bF)
b

= =1. (10.10)
(M7F7gT]W7gF)

Proof Let ¢ be an Euler class associated to V f in the sense of Lemma 10.1. Let T;f be
the Redemeister inner product induced from the Euler structure e. Then one verifies easily that

Vf
’ TF,e
v
TF 4

)

=1. (10.11)

Let [gTM . a], a € Q"~1(M), be dual to the Euler structure ¢ in the sense of (10.4).
From (10.5), (10.6), (10.11) and [4, Theorem 0.2], one deduces that
pRS
(M, F,gTM bF)
pRS
(M,F,g"M,g")
Note that the left-hand side of (10.12) does not depend on the Euler structure e.
By choosing different Euler structures, one sees that for any real closed form v € Q"= (M)
whose image in H*(M,R) lies in H*(M, Z),

Re(/M(o(F, gF) = 0(F,bF)) A 7) = 0. (10.13)

= Jesn ([ @Rg™) —0(Rb) Ao (10.12)

Then it is easy to see that (10.13) should also hold for any real closed form v € Q"1 (M). As
a consequence, we get the following equality in H'(M,R)

Re[0(F,b™)] = [0(F, ¢1)]. (10.14)
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Since that dim M is odd implies e(T'M, VM) = 0, by (10.3), (10.12) and (10.14), we get
(10.10).
The proof of Proposition 10.1 is completed.

Remark 10.2 In the general case that dim M need not be odd, by the consideration in the
proof of [11, Theorem 5.9], one sees that there exists an anti-linear involution J¥ : F — F such
that

(J? =1dp, b7 (I u,v) =bF (u, JFv), b (u,J"u) >0, wu,veF (10.15)
Then
g" (u,v) = bF(u, JFv), w,v € F, (10.16)
defines a Hermitian metric on F. From (10.16), we get
(gF) IV gF = ()Y (F) IV EVE Y IE 4 (JF) L E g (10.17)
From (10.17), one gets
O(F, by = 0(F, g*') — Tx[(JF) "IV T, (10.18)
from which we get
Re(0(F, b)) = 0(F, g™, (10.19)

which provides a direct proof of (10.14).
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