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Abstract  We construct algebras of pseudodifferential operators on a continuous family groupoid G that
are closed under holomorphic functional calculus, contain the algebra of all pseudodifferential operators
of order 0 on G as a dense subalgebra and reflect the smooth structure of the groupoid G, when G
is smooth. As an application, we get a better understanding on the structure of inverses of elliptic
pseudodifferential operators on classes of non-compact manifolds. For the construction of these algebras
closed under holomorphic functional calculus, we develop three methods: one using semi-ideals, one using
commutators and one based on Schwartz spaces on the groupoid.

One of our main results is to reduce the construction of spectrally invariant algebras of order 0
pseudodifferential operators to the analogous problem for regularizing operators. We then show that, in
the case of the generalized ‘cusp’-calculi cp, n > 2, it is possible to construct algebras of regularizing
operators that are closed under holomorphic functional calculus and consist of smooth kernels. For n = 1,
this was shown not to be possible by the first author in an earlier paper.
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1. Introduction

Let M be a compact manifold and P an elliptic pseudodifferential operator of order m > 0
on M. Assume that P is invertible as an unbounded operator on L?(M) (the space of
square-integrable %—densities on M). A classical and often useful result states that then
P~1 is also a pseudodifferential operator. For non-compact manifolds, the situation is
more complicated, essentially because we also want to control the behaviour at infinity
of the inverse.

For example, when M has cylindrical ends, a convenient class of pseudodifferential
operators is that of b-pseudodifferential operators introduced by Melrose [31,32] (see also
[23] and [42]). Then it is known that the inverse P~! of an elliptic b-pseudodifferential
operator (defined in the L? sense) is not necessarily also a b-pseudodifferential operator in
the so-called small b-calculus. We say that the b-calculus is not spectrally invariant. There
exist, however, different classes of pseudodifferential operators associated to a manifold
with cylindrical ends that are spectrally invariant. In this paper we discuss this property
for the ¢,,-calculi, which are spectrally invariant for n > 2.*

Closely related to spectral invariance is the question of whether a given algebra of
pseudodifferential operators, say, of order 0, is closed under holomorphic functional calcu-
lus. Let us explain the relevance of this property. Let H be a Hilbert space and a € L(H)
relatively invertible in L(H), i.e. there exists a € L(H) with ada = a and aaa = a. By a
characterization of Atkinson [2], we know that this is the case if and only if the range R(a)
of a is closed. By a classical result of Rickart [43] (see also [9] and [11, Bemerkung 5.7]),
0 is an isolated point of the spectrum o(a*a) of a*a, and the orthogonal projection p

* When n = 1, the cp-calculus is nothing but the b-calculus and, when n = 2, it is usually called the
‘cusp’-calculus (see, for instance, [34], which is based on earlier work of Melrose). Here, n should not be
confused with the dimension of the manifold but determines the degree of degeneracy in direction to the
boundary, more precisely, the c,-calculus is modelled on the differential operators with degeneracies of
the form z™9, at the boundary, where z stands for the direction normal to the boundary.
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onto the kernel N(a*a) = N(a) is given by the integral

1

= — idg —a*a)"1d 1.1
5 ’Y(Zl u—a*a) z, (1.1)

p:
where «y is a small circle around the origin in C that does not intersect o(a*a). In that

case, the operator
a=(p+a*a)ta* (1.2)

is a relative inverse of a. Because of (aa)* = aa and (a@)* = aa, the operator a is also
called an orthogonal generalized inverse or a Moore—Penrose inverse of a [39]; it is easily
seen to be uniquely determined.

Thus a spectrally invariant algebra will contain the Moore—Penrose inverses of its
elements (when they exist). For more about generalized inverses, we refer to [39].

It is natural to ask what properties of a are inherited by the Moore—Penrose inverse a.
It is immediate from (1.1) and (1.2) that @ belongs to the intersection of all subalgebras
A C L(H) that are symmetric with respect to the x-operation from L£(H) and closed
under holomorphic functional calculus in £(H); in particular, any property of a that
can be covered by a symmetric subalgebra A of L(H) that is closed under holomorphic
functional calculus is true for the Moore—Penrose inverse as well. Thus it is interesting
to find algebras that are closed under holomorphic functional calculus. Without loss
of generality, we can always assume that an algebra that is closed under holomorphic
functional calculus is also symmetric. Of particular importance for pseudodifferential
and micro-local analysis are symmetric, continuously embedded Fréchet subalgebras of
C*-algebras that are closed under holomorphic functional calculus (¥*-algebras [11]).
Indeed, in contrast to the rather rigid C*-topology, the Fréchet-topology allows a flexible
treatment of C*°-phenomena within a functional analytic setting [12,14]. On the other
hand, stability under holomorphic functional calculus and symmetry still establishes
a strong relation between the structure of a W*-algebra and that of its C*-closures,
leading to sometimes unexpected insights into the internal structure of a ¥*-algebra; for
instance, the set of relatively invertible elements in ¥*-algebras has been shown to be a
locally rational Fréchet manifold [11]. Starting from the seminal work [11] of Gramsch,
the world of ¥*-algebras has been explored by many authors, and we refer the reader
to [11-13,15,17,21,28] and the references given there for more details. Besides, the
K-theory groups, K.(A), of a symmetric subalgebra of a C*-algebra B that is closed
under holomorphic functional calculus coincide with those of its closure in B. Our basic
example for an algebra that is closed under holomorphic functional calculus is the algebra
of classical pseudodifferential operators of order 0 on a closed manifold.

In [25], the authors considered a pseudodifferential calculus on continuous family
groupoids; this calculus generalizes the pseudodifferential calculus on C°:*-foliations used
by Connes to prove the index theorem for foliated spaces [7] (see [46,47] for an introduc-
tion to the theory of pseudodifferential operators). In a slightly different context, Nistor
et al. [40] and Monthubert and Pierrot [38] have studied a pseudodifferential calculus
on differentiable groupoids. As demonstrated by the examples in [37,40] and the sur-
vey [24], the groupoid approach yields a pseudodifferential calculus for many interesting
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situations in analysis and geometry, especially on open manifolds and manifolds with sin-
gularities, in a unified way. Up to some support condition, this pseudodifferential calculus
recovers the existing calculi, and in many cases goes beyond the results that are known
in the literature. Let us only mention that the class of algebras that can be defined using
groupoids include the ordinary pseudodifferential calculus, a G-equivariant pseudodiffer-
ential calculus on bundles of Lie groups, the b-calculus of Melrose and many of its cousins
on manifolds with corners, the edge calculus on manifolds with fibred boundaries, the
calculus of adiabatic pseudodifferential operators and many others. On the other hand,
we know for many of the different pseudodifferential calculi mentioned above that the
algebra of operators of order 0 is not closed under holomorphic functional calculus. In
fact, due to the support condition in the case of a general continuous family groupoid
(which is a quite convenient condition that will insure that the composition is defined),
the algebra of operators of order 0 is almost never closed under holomorphic functional
calculus.

In the present paper, we develop a general strategy to embed the algebra ¥%°(G) of
pseudodifferential operators of order 0 on a continuous family groupoid G into larger
algebras A that are closed under holomorphic functional calculus and still share some
of the interesting properties with the algebra ¥99(G). (We shall denote by ¥9(G) the
space of order-m pseudodifferential operators on a continuous family groupoid G.) In
fact, it is one of the results of this paper that it usually suffices to embed the algebra
w=°0(G) of operators of order —co in an algebra J that is closed under holomorphic
functional calculus. Up to some technical conditions, A := ¥%%(G) + 7 is then an alge-
bra that is closed under holomorphic functional calculus. For the construction of the
algebra J, we suggest three alternatives. The first one relates properties of an algebra
to those of a two-sided ideal and its corresponding quotient, the second one is based
on commutator methods from operator theory, whereas the third one depends more on
the geometry of the groupoid and requires the existence of a length function ¢ with
polynomial growth on the groupoid. The role of ¢ is to define a Schwartz space S(G)
on G that replaces C°(G) = ¥~°%(G). In this way, we control the behaviour at infin-
ity of the kernels of our pseudodifferential operators on a typical leaf d=1(x) of the
groupoid.

The paper is organized as follows. In § 2 we recall the notion of algebras closed under
functional calculus, and consider and answer the question of whether an algebra is closed
under functional calculus provided an ideal and the corresponding quotients are. In §3
we develop the operator theoretical methods (based on commutators) that are used
in §4 to construct algebras A containing ¥%°(G) and closed under functional calculus.
In §5 we introduce the ¢,-calculi on manifolds with boundary and with corners. One
can embed the c,-calculi, n > 2, in ¥*-algebras that consist of smooth kernels, a result
that is proved in §6. Section 7 is devoted to the study of the Schwartz space S(G) of
a continuous family groupoid and the proof that it is closed under functional calculus.
We also define length functions for the groupoids associated to various pseudodifferential
calculi on manifolds with corners (the b-calculus, the ‘cusp’-calculus, or, more generally,
the ¢,-calculi).
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2. Algebras closed under holomorphic functional calculus

In this section we recall some basic facts about algebras that are closed under holomorphic
functional calculus and describe a method to generate algebras closed under holomorphic
functional calculus. This method is based on permanence properties of the closure under
holomorphic functional calculus when passing to two-sided ideals, to quotients, or back
from ideals and quotients to the algebra.

2.1. Definitions

We begin by recalling the definition of an algebra closed under holomorphic functional
calculus.

Definition 2.1. Let B be a Banach algebra with unit e. A not necessarily unital subal-
gebra A C B is said to be closed under the holomorphic functional calculus in B provided
that, for every a = Ae + 2 € Ce + A and all f € O(o(a)), we have f(a) € Ce + A.

Here, O(op(a)) denotes the algebra of germs of holomorphic functions defined on a
neighbourhood of o5(a), the spectrum of @ in the Banach algebra B, and

_ 1 /f(z)(ze—a)_ldzeB (2.1)

T 2mi

fla):

is the operator given by the usual holomorphic functional calculus within the Banach
algebra B. For any algebra A with unit, we shall denote by A~! the set of invertible
elements of A.

Remark 2.2. The following observations are immediate.

(a) Let B be a unital C*-algebra and A C B a symmetric subalgebra (i.e. closed
under taking adjoints). Then we have op(a) = 0.4, (a), where A, is the completion
of Ce + A with respect to the norm induced by B, so Definition 2.1 recovers [8,
Definition 1, p. 285].

(b) An arbitrary intersection of algebras closed under holomorphic functional calculus
in B is again closed under holomorphic functional calculus in B.

(¢) If A C B is closed under the holomorphic functional calculus in B, then A is
spectrally invariant in B, i.e. for the groups of invertible elements, we have

(Ce+A)NB 1= (Ce+ A,

or, equivalently, j~1(B71) = (Ce+ A)~! if j : Ce + A — B denotes the natural
inclusion.

It is often useful to consider algebras closed under holomorphic functional calculus
that are in addition complete with respect to a finer topology. For example, the class
of ¥*-algebras introduced by Gramsch [11] in connection with a perturbation theory
for singular integral and pseudodifferential operators is, in fact, the appropriate setting
to describe C*°-phenomena of micro-local analysis within a functional analytic frame-
work [12].
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Definition 2.3. Let B be a unital C*-algebra. A symmetric, spectrally invariant sub-
algebra A C B, e € A, is called a ¥*-algebra in B if and only if there exists a Fréchet
topology T4 on A making the embedding ¢ : (A, T4) < (B, ] - ||5) continuous.

In case e ¢ A, the algebra A is said to be a non-unital ¥*-algebra, provided that
Ce @ A is a U*-algebra.

Following the usual convention, in the sequel a ¥*-algebra is always unital. A unital
Fréchet algebra A is said to be submultiplicative if the topology T4 can be generated by
a countable system (g;);en of submultiplicative semi-norms, i.e. semi-norms satisfying
4;(ay) < 4;(@)a;(y) and g;(e) = L.

We recall a few basic facts about (non-unital) ¥*-algebras; most of them are obvious
consequences of the definition.

Proposition 2.4. Let B be a unital C*-algebra and A C B a subalgebra.

(a) If A is a non-unital ¥*-algebra, then the Fréchet-topology on Ce @ A induces a
Fréchet-topology Ta on A; in particular, (A, Ta) — (B, | - ||5) is continuous.

(b) If A is a W*-algebra, then the group of invertible elements A~ is open and the
inversion
AlszmalcA (2.2)

is continuous.

(c) If A is a non-unital ¥*-algebra, then, for any a € A, there exists an analytic map
h: op(a) = A where gp(a) C C is the resolvent set, such that

(Ae—a)"! = %e + h(N).

(d) Any W¥*-algebra, unital or not, is closed under functional calculus. If A is non-unital
and a = Ae+ x € Ce ® A is arbitrary, then f(a) — f(N)e € A for all f € O(op(a)).

Proof. For (a), it suffices to show that A is closed in Ce & A. Let a; € A be with
lim; 000, = Ae +a € Ce ® A. Without loss of generality, we can assume A = 1 and
a = 0. By the spectral invariance of Ce ® A, we find j € N, p € C and b € A with

e=a;j(pe+b) = pa; +a;b € A,
which contradicts our assumption ¢ ¢ A.

For (b), we first note that A~! is open because of A~! = /~}(B~1) and then use an
old result of Banach [3] which says that the inversion in a Fréchet algebra is continuous
if and only if the group of invertible elements is a G-set.

To prove (c), we first note that the resolvent gg(a) > A — (Ae —a)™t € Ce @ A is
analytic by the continuity of the inversion. Moreover, the resolvent identity together with
the spectral invariance of Ce ® A in B yields

1
(e—a)™ = s+ %(/\e —a) leCed 4,
————

=:h(X\)

showing that h : gs(a) — A has the desired properties.
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Finally, part (d) is an immediate consequence of part (c¢) and the defining formula

1
=_— AN(de —a)~tdx
fla) = 3= [ Ve =a)
for the holomorphic functional calculus. O

Definition 2.5. Let B be a Banach algebra with unit e, and ¢ : A — B be a morphism
of algebras, which we assume to preserve the unit if A has one. Then A is called locally
spectral invariant with respect to ¢ if there exists € > 0 such that we have

(e+¢(2))™" € C+ (A)

for all x € A with [|p(z)|lp < e. In that case, we say that A has property (P4) in B.
The morphism ¢ is to be understood from the context. Moreover, A is said to have
property (Pa) if A is unital and ¢~ }(B~1) = AL

By [11, Lemma 5.3], properties (P4) and (Py4) are closely related in many interesting
cases.

Lemma 2.6. Let ¢ : A — B be an injective morphism of unital algebras. Then the
following hold.

(a) If B is a unital Banach algebra and ¢(A) is dense in B, then we have (P4) < (Py).
(b) If B is a unital C*-algebra and ¢(A) is symmetric in B, then we have (P4) < (Py).

In other words, property (P4) is not stronger than the (apparently weaker) condition
(Pa), provided that either A is dense in B or A is symmetric.

We close this subsection with a lemma that helps to characterize spectrally invariant
subalgebras. It will be used in § 7 to prove the spectral invariance of the Schwartz convo-
lution algebra on a continuous family groupoid. We include here a proof that is closely
related to the one of the previous lemma, for the sake of completeness.

Lemma 2.7. Let B be a Banach algebra with unit e and A a Banach algebra such that
e€ AC B, Aisdense in B and r s(a) = rp(a) holds for all a € A, where rp(a) denotes
the spectral radius of a in a Banach algebra D. Then we have

AnNBt =471,

i.e. A is spectrally invariant in 5. Moreover, A is closed under holomorphic functional
calculus in B.

Proof. Let a € ANB~! be arbitrary. By the density of A in B, there exists y € A with
|lay — €||s < 3, hence pa(ay —e) < 3. In particular, ay is invertible in A, and we get

a~t=a"Y(ay)(ay)~t = y(ay)~* € A, which completes the proof. O

The above statement generalizes right away to non-unital algebras.
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2.2. Spectral invariance and ideals

We are now going to look more closely at the question of how spectral invariance of
an algebra is related to that of its quotients, bearing in mind Proposition 2.4 (that a
compatible Fréchet topology on a spectrally invariant subalgebra implies stability under
holomorphic functional calculus). We start by describing the general setting.

From now on and throughout this section, B will be a Banach algebra with unit e,
A C B will be a subalgebra with e € A, 7 C B will be a proper, closed two-sided ideal
in B and I C A will be a two-sided ideal in A with I C J. Then the map

0: A/l -B/T:a+1—a+J (2.3)

is a well-defined homomorphism of unital algebras. Also, note that ¢ is one-to-one if and
only if 7 N A = I. Thus we have a commutative diagram with exact rows:

0 1 A A/l 0

T

0 J B B/J 0

The next theorem relates the different properties (Pr), (Pa), (Pa,s) and (PA/I) to one
another. A special case of part (a) can be found in [5, Appendix]; (b) is from [13, §5].

Theorem 2.8. Let A, I, B, J and ¢ be as in (2.3) above. We shall write (P) instead of
(Py /1) for simplicity. Property (Pr) is considered with respect to the obvious morphism
I — Ce@® J. Then we have the following.

(a) If I C J is dense, then (P;) together with (P) imply (Pa).
(

b) If I C J is dense, then (Pa) implies (P4/r).

d

)
)
(c) If 1 € J and A C B are dense, then (P,) implies (P).
(d) (Pa) implies (Pr).

)

(e) (P) implies (Pay1). Moreover, if o : A/I — B/J is one-to-one and ¢(A/I) is dense
in B/J, then we have (Py,r) if and only if we have (P).

Proof. Let ¢ > 0 always be the constant from Definition 2.5.
(a) By the continuity of the inversion in the unital Banach algebra B/J, we can find
0 < < 3c < 1such that [[(b+T)' = (e+T)|ls/7 < g&, for all b € B satisfying
0+ ) ~ (e 4+ Ty <. N
Consider now a € A with [la — el < J. From |[(a —e)+ J|g/7 <0 and (P), we
obtain that there exists a1 € A with aa; —e =: 21 € I and |ja; — e + J||p/7 < 3¢. Using
the density of I in J, we find 25 € I with |la; — e + z2||p < ia, and hence

lz1 +azz||5 < |lallsllar — e+ 22| + |la —ells <&,
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and by (Pr) we get z € I with (e + 21 +azz) "t =e+ 2z, ie.
a(ay + x2)(e + 2) = e,

which gives a € A™1, and completes the proof of (a).

(b) Let 0 < 6 < 3c and a+ I € A/I be with |[¢(a+1)— (e+T)|s/7 < d. By the
density of I in 7, there exists x € I with |ja + 2 — e||p < €, and hence (P4) gives a; € A
with (@ 4+ z)a; = e = a1(a + x). We thus obtain

pla+1)"" = (a1 + 1) € p(A/T),

and hence (b) is proved.

(c) Let a + I € A/I be with p(a + I) € (B/J)~!. Thus there exists b € B and
y € J with ab — y — e = 0. By the density assumption, we obtain x € I and a1 € A
with |laa; — 2 — e||g < ¢, and hence aa; —x € A~! by (Pa4). Let az € A be such that
e = (aa; — x)ag = aajas — xay. Consequently, ajas + I € A/I is a right-inverse of a + T
in A/I. Similarly, we also obtain a left-inverse of a + I, which gives a+1 € (A/I)~!, and
completes the proof of (c).

To prove (d), let € > 0 and x € T be with ||z||g < e. Then e + x is invertible in A
because of (P4). Then (Py) is a consequence of (P4) and the identity

(e+x) '—e=—-az+(e+ax)ta?el
——
€A

Finally, part (e) is a simple, straightforward computation using Lemma 2.6. (|

Remark 2.9. It follows that if I C J and ¢ is injective, then we can replace (P) with
(P4/r) in Theorem 2.8 (a).

We are mostly interested in deciding when A is spectrally invariant in B. The following
special case of Theorem 2.8 will be used in the sequel.

Corollary 2.10. Let B be a unital C*-algebra, and J, A and I as above, but additionally
symmetric with respect to the x-operation in B. Assume that I is dense in J. Then A is
spectrally invariant in B provided that:

(a) Ce® I is spectrally invariant in Ce ® J; and
(b) = (B/T)~Y) = (A/D)~"

3. Semi-ideals

We now turn to a method of constructing algebras closed under holomorphic functional
calculus, or, more generally, ¥*-algebras. More precisely, in order to be able to deal with
non-unital algebras, we need to study composition with possibly unbounded operators
and the semi-ideals generated in this process.
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3.1. Definitions

‘We now introduce semi-ideals.

Definition 3.1. A subspace J C B of a unital algebra B is said to be a semi-ideal in B
provided that we have xby € J for all z,y € J and all b € B.

Remark 3.2.
(a) A left, right or two-sided ideal is obviously a semi-ideal.

(b) Let B be a unital algebra and J C B be a proper semi-ideal. Then we have e ¢ J
and JNB~! = @, because otherwise we would contradict the identities b = ebe and
1y2

e=zx(z ).

Proposition 3.3. Let B be a unital Banach algebra, let A C B be closed under holo-
morphic functional calculus and let J C A be a proper semi-ideal.

(a) 0 € op(x) for all z € J.
(b) J is closed under the holomorphic functional calculus in B.

Proof. The first statement is an immediate consequence of Remark 3.2 (b) and the
spectral invariance of A in B by Remark 2.2 (c). Now, if @ = Ae + x € Ce + J and
f € O(op(a)) are arbitrary, then there exists g € O(op(a)) such that f(z) = f(\) +
(N (z=X)+ (z—A)%g(2). This gives f(a) — f(Ne = f'(A\)z+zg(a)z € J and completes
the proof. O

If B is, in addition, a C*-algebra, we can assume, without loss of generality, that
algebras closed under holomorphic functional calculus are symmetric. More precisely, we
have the following result.

Lemma 3.4. If A C B is closed under the holomorphic functional calculus in the
C*-algebra B, then A, := {a € A:a* € A} is symmetric and closed under the holomor-
phic functional calculus in B.

Proof. It is sufficient to note that we have f(a)* = f*(a*) if f € O(op(a)) and
[f*: 2 f(2)] € O(os(a”)). O

3.2. A commutator method

We shall use several procedures to construct subalgebras closed under holomorphic
functional calculus. The first one leads to W*-algebras using commutator methods,
whereas the second one produces a semi-ideal, hence also an algebra closed under func-
tional calculus. We begin by recalling the construction of submultiplicative ¥*-algebras
using commutators with closed, symmetric operators. These techniques were first used
in [4] for the characterization of pseudodifferential operators on R”, and later on inves-
tigated systematically in [15], for instance. Here we follow the presentations in [15,21].
Let us start with a description of the general setting.
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Let K be a Hilbert space, (A, (|| -|/;)jen) be a submultiplicative ¥*-algebra in L(K)
with [ |l1 = || - [|z(k)- Also, let T be a finite set of densely defined, closed, symmetric
operators T : K O D(T) — K. By [21, Lemma 2.17], each T € ¥ induces a closed
*-derivation

5T A D) D(5T) — A.
Here, we have a € D(dr) if and only if a(D(T)) C D(T), there exists dr(a) € A with
or(a)p =i(Tap — aTy) for all ¢ € D(T), and the same is also true for a*.
Furthermore, as shown in [21, §2.2], the finite set {dr : T € T} leads to the following
scale of symmetric subalgebras of A:

0(T) := A,
v(T) = ) D(r),
TeT

U(T) :={a c ¥ NT), 6p(a) €W HF) forall T € T}, 7> 2.
Each of the algebras " (%) is endowed with a system of semi-norms, namely,
G0.5(a) = [lall; for a € WD), j €N,
and

¢rj(a) = gr—1,(a) + > ¢r1;(6r(a)) for a € ¥"(T), r,j €N,
TeX

Finally, we endow the algebra
we(T) = [ ¥(T)
r=0

with the system of semi-norms (gr,;)r jen.
Similarly, the set T induces the scale of so-called ¥-Sobolev spaces by

HO(T) =K,
HN(T) = () D(T),
TeX

H(Z) ={xecH T, Te e H () forall T €}, r=>2.

As above, the spaces H" (%) are endowed with the iterated graph norms with respect to
the system ¥, i.e. po(x) := ||z||x and

pr(@) =proa(@) + > pra(Tx), z€MH(T), 7>1.
TeX

The intersection

H®(T) = [\ H(T)
r=0

is endowed with the system of norms (p,).en.
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The main properties of this construction are summarized in the next theorem. For a
proof, see [21, Theorem 2.24], or [15, § 2| for the special case A = L(K).

Theorem 3.5. The algebra (¥>°(%), (¢r;)) is a submultiplicative ¥*-algebra in L(K)
with U>°(%) C A. The T-Sobolev-spaces H" (%) are Hilbert spaces, H*(%) is a projective
limit of a sequence of Hilbert spaces and, for each r € NU {oo}, the natural map

UT(T) x H'(Z) = H'(T) : (a,9) — alp)

is bilinear and continuous.

3.3. Commutators and semi-ideals

The second construction that we shall need associates to the algebra A and the system
% a semi-ideal in £(K). Indeed, let Jp(T) := A, and denote by J1(¥) the space of all
x € Jo(%) such that, for all T, Ty, T» € ¥, we have the following.

(a) 2(K) € D(T) and wh(x) := Tx € Jo(F).
(b) There exists wh(x) € Jo(%) with wh(x)f = 2T f for all f € D(T).

(¢) z(K) € D(T1), and there exists wé{n (x) € Jo(%) with wﬁiﬁn (x)f = ThaTaf for
all f € D(Ty).

Moreover, let J4+1(%) be the space of all x € Jj(T) such that we have wh(z), wi(x),
Wil 1, (@) € Ti(%) for all T, Ty, Ts € T.

We endow the spaces J;(%) with the following systems (pj;x)jen, of norms: let
pjo(x) :== ||z|;, for € Jo(%), and let

Py (@) = pin(@) + D (0w (@) + pjrWi(@) + Y piawr g, (@),
Tex Ty, T>€T

for x € Ji+1(%). Moreover, the projective limit
o0
k=0

is endowed with the projective topology given by the system of norms (p; x); ke, -
Let us collect the main properties of this construction in the following theorem.

Theorem 3.6. Let (A, (]| -|l;)jen) be a submultiplicative W*-algebra. Then, for k €
No U {00}, we have the following.

(a) (Jx(%), (pjk)) is a submultiplicative Fréchet algebra. The canonical embedding
Ti(%) = Jo(%) is continuous.

(b) () Tk (%) C Ti(%) and Jp(X)P>(%) C Ji(%); the two canonical bilinear maps
U(T) X Te(%) = Te(%) and  Ji(T) x T(2) = Ti(%)

are jointly continuous.
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(¢) Jk(%) is a semi-ideal in the ¥*-algebra A; in particular, Ji(%) is closed under the
holomorphic functional calculus in L(H ). Moreover, the canonical map

Ti(%) x A X Te(%T) = Ti(%) (3.1)

is jointly continuous.

Proof. The proofs are by induction with respect to k. Since the arguments for the steps
from k to k + 1 are the same as for k£ = 1, the proofs of the steps are omitted.
For (a), let us first assume that we have =,y € J1(%). Then we have zy € J1(%), with

Wi (zy) = wh(@)y, W (oy) = 2wh(y) and w5 (2y) = wh (@), (y)

for all T, Ty, Ts € ¥; the submultiplicativity is now immediate whereas for the complete-
ness of J1(%) we have to use the closedness of the operators T' € T. For (b), note that,
for a € ¥*°(%) and = € J1(%), a straightforward computation gives az € J1(%) and
za € J1(%), with

wh(az) = awl(x) — idp(a)z,
wry(az) = awp(z),
;{,Tz (ax) = awg”: Ts (1‘) 15T1 (a‘)wg“z (x)v
wi(za) = wi(z)a,
wip(za) = wi(x)a — ixdr(a),
Wil g, (wa) = W 1, (@)a + iy, (2)07, (a)

forall T,T1,T5 € X.
For the semi-ideal property (c), it suffices to note that, for a € A and z,y € Ji (%), we
have

: : ‘, :
wi(ray) = wp(z)ay, wi(zay) = vawp(y) and wy g, (ray) = wp, (@)aw], (zy)

for all T, Ty, T5 € ¥, which gives the joint continuity of (3.1) as well. |

Remark 3.7. Note that it is not clear, and in general not true, that the spaces Ji (%)
are symmetric subspaces of £(K). However, we easily obtain this property by considering
the spaces

Te(%D)s i={z € Tp(%T) : ¥ € Tp(%)}. (3.2)

It is straightforward to check that Theorem 3.6 also remains true for the smaller spaces
Ji(T)«. By a slight abuse of notation, we will sometimes write J (%) for the spaces

Corollary 3.8. We have that J,,,(%) is a non-unital ¥*-algebra, for any m € NU {oo}.
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4. An extended pseudodifferential calculus

Recall that the notion of a continuous family groupoid defined in [41] generalizes that
of C>%-foliations as considered in [7]. More precisely, a continuous family groupoid is
a locally compact topological groupoid such that G is covered by some open subsets (2
such that the following conditions are satisfied.

(1) Each chart 2 is homeomorphic to two open subsets of R* x G0 T, x U, and
T, x U, such that the following diagram is commutative:

T, x Up ¢——— Q —— Ty x Uy

L Ny,

(2) Each coordinate change (for r, respectively d) is given by (t,u) — (¢(t, u), u) where
¢ is of class C*0 ie. u +— ¢(-,u) is a continuous map from U, to C>®(T,T.),
x =d,r.

In addition, one requires that the composition and the inversion be C°*® morphisms [41].
For the sake of simplicity, we will always assume that the space M := G of units is
compact and our groupoid G is Hausdorff. (Recall that M is always Hausdorff.)

4.1. Groupoid algebras

To any continuous family groupoid G, there is associated an algebra of pseudodiffer-
ential operators: namely, let ¥"%(G) be the space of continuous, uniformly supported,
invariant families of pseudodifferential operators (P, ).cas on the fibres of the groupoid
(see [25]). For later purposes, note that this implies in particular the following: let
222 TxU be achart asin (4.1) and ¢ € C2*°(2). Then there exists p € Cc(U, S™(T;RE))
such that for each x € U, ¢ P, corresponds to the pseudodifferential operator p(x,y, Dy)
on 7.

It is convenient to know that as in [16] we obtain a natural Fréchet topology on each
of the spaces ¥"9(G) such that ¥%°(G) is a Fréchet algebra and ¥—°>9(G) is a closed
ideal (see also [20,29]).

In this section, we are going to show how the methods of the previous section can be
used to construct algebras closed under holomorphic functional calculus that contain the
algebras ¥ ~°°0(G) and ¥%°(G) of pseudodifferential operators on the groupoid and share
some of their algebraic and analytic properties. As it might be expected, it is difficult to
construct, in general, algebras closed under holomorphic functional calculus that retain
all geometric properties of the given groupoid. Nevertheless, we do construct algebras
closed under holomorphic functional calculus that retain at least some of the geometric
properties of the groupoid.
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First, let us fix some notation. Throughout this section, K, := L?(G,;r*D/?) stands
for the completion of the space C(G,;r*D/?) with respect to the sesquilinear pairing

ugnr—é F(0)a().

Moreover, the Hilbert spaces I, x € M, can be glued together to a new, big Hilbert
space H containing all necessary information for us.

To be more precise, fix a positive, faithful measure » on M. Then note that each
f €0 (G; r*D/?) induces a section

f:M— H Kz flg, € Cﬁf"(gz;r*DW) C Ky,
zeM
where, as usual, ‘section’ simply means f (z) € Ky for all x € M. Now, for any f,g €
C20(G;r*D/?), the function M > x + (f(x),§(z)), is continuous, hence v-measurable.
Consequently, the set 90t of all sections

h:M— ] Ka

xeM

such that the map M > x — (f(z), h(z)), is v-measurable for all f € C20(G,r*D'/?)
induces the structure of a v-measurable field of Hilbert spaces on the family (K, )zenr [10,
Definition 2.1.3.1, Proposition 2.1.4.4]. The set H of all h € 9 satisfying

/nmwaww<m
M

is in fact a Hilbert space and we write H =: fﬁ; K. dv(z). The space C20(G;r*D'/?) is
then a dense subspace of H.

Recall that an operator P € L(H) is said to be decomposable provided there exists a
family (P(z))ycar of operators P(x) € £L(H,) such that, for any h € 9,

(Ph)(z) = P(z)h(z)

almost everywhere and [z — ||]5(gc)||£(lcgc)] € L*°(M;v) [10, Definition 2.2.3.2]. As usual,
we write in that case P = f;‘; P(z)dv(z). A straightforward computation gives [10,
Proposition 2.2.3.2]

1Pl 2e3) = ess sup | P(2)]| cca)-

The set of all decomposable operators is in fact a C*-subalgebra, which we denote by
Lp(H) C L(H).
Finally, for any v € G, the operators

Uy : C(Gagryi 7" DY?) = C(Grry; 7" DYV2), U () = F(V),

extend by continuity to isometric isomorphisms U, : Ky(y) — K,(4), and hence induce an
action of the groupoid G on #H. Decomposable operators P € Lp(H) with P(r(y))U, =
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vaf’(d(fy)) for all v € G are called invariant with respect to the action of the groupoid,
and we denote the C*-subalgebra of all invariant operators by £ (H).

By the results of [25, § 3], the regular representations 7., * € M, of the algebra ¥%:°(G)
fit together to a faithful *-representation

o
7 000G — LG (H) : 7, (P) = / 7o (P) dv(z)
M
of unital algebras. In the sequel, we will identify ¥°°(G) with its image under 7, and
construct subalgebras A C L(H) closed under holomorphic functional calculus in £(H)
and containing ¥:°(G) as a subalgebra. Because of Lemma 3.4 and the following lemma,
we can always assume that the algebras A are symmetric subalgebras of £, (H).

Lemma 4.1. Let A C Lp(H) be closed under holomorphic functional calculus in L(H).
Then A9 := AN LY (H) is also G-invariant and closed under holomorphic functional
calculus in L(H).

Proof. This follows because £ (H) is a C*-subalgebra of L(H). O

As a first step towards constructing algebras closed under holomorphic functional cal-
culus, we are going to show that we can reduce the problem of finding such algebras A
essentially to the construction of algebras that contain ¥~°°%(G) and are closed under
the holomorphic functional calculus in £(#). Indeed, let

* —— AL (H)
J = Cr(G) =¥—>0(G) 7,

L(H)

B :=,.(G) = ¥90(G)

and suppose that we have a subspace I = I* C L’% (H) with the following properties:

v=0(gycrcyg, (4.2)
Iis a %°(G)-left and -right module (4.3)

and
I has property (Py) in B. (4.4)

Theorem 4.2. Let I be as in Equations (4.2), (4.3) above and A := W%9(G)+I C LS, (H).
Then we have
(Cidy +A) N LH) " = (Cidy +A)~ . (4.5)

In particular, if there exists a Fréchet topology on I making the ¥°:°(G)-module action
as well as the embedding I — L(H) continuous, then A is closed under the holomorphic
functional calculus in L(H) and is a W*-algebra containing ¥9-°(G).

Proof. Because of (4.3), the space I C A is an ideal in the algebra A. )
By Lemma 2.6 and Theorem 2.8 (a), it suffices to prove that A/I has property (P4 ;) in
B/J.So,leta = a+I € A/I be such that p(a) € (B/J)~!. Without loss of generality, we
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may assume a € ¥%%(G). On the other hand, the homogeneous principal symbol map o
induces an isomorphism 6¢ : B/J — C(S*(G)), with oq(a) € C>°(S*(G))~! (recall that
M is assumed to be compact, and hence S*(G) is also compact). Using the exactness of
the sequence

0 — v 1(Gi B) = w™0(Gs E) 77 C0(ST(G), End(E) @ Pr) =+ 0 (4.6)

and the asymptotic completeness of ¥99(G) together with a formal Neumann series, we
obtain b € ¥%0(G) with

idy —ab € w7°0(G),  idy —ba € WTX0(G).

Thus, a is invertible in ¥%0(G) /¥ =°°0(G), hence also in ¥°°(G) /(I N¥%°(G)) because of
@=>0(G) C I NwO(G). This gives the property (P4,), and completes the proof of (4.5).

As for the supplement it suffices to endow the algebra A with the quotient topology
induced from ¥°9(G) @ I. The rest is clear. O

The following lemma enables us to apply the methods developed in the previous section
to pseudodifferential operators on the groupoid G.

Lemma 4.3. Let T € #"°(G; D/?) be arbitrary. Then the unbounded operator
T:HDCX(G;r*DY?) - H

is closable.
Moreover, if T equals its formal adjoint T* € w™°(G;D'/?), then the closure of T is
symmetric.

For notational simplicity, we shall not distinguish between T' € ¥™0(G; D/ 2) and its

minimal closed extension T : H 2 D(T) — H in the sequel.

Proof. Let (f;);en be a sequence in C°(G;7*D/?) with f; — 0in H and T'f; — f in
H for some f € H. We have to show f = 0. Let T* € ™ 9(G; D'/?) be the formal adjoint
of T. Then we obtain, for all h € C2*0(G,r*D"/?)

(f,h)w = Uim(T f;, h)y
= tim [ (T flo. Mo . (o)
= tim [ (flo. Tohlg. ). dvla)
= lim(f;, T*h)3 = 0.
Since C2°°(G, r*D/?) is dense in H, this gives f = 0. The rest is clear. O

Let us briefly outline how the operator theoretic methods from the previous sections are
used in the following two subsections to embed the algebra ¥%:(G) of pseudodifferential
operators of order 0 in an algebra that is closed under holomorphic functional calculus.
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In §4.2 we construct a submultiplicative ¥*-algebra Ay C L(H) with ¥%°(G) C Ap by
using a variant of the commutator methods described in Theorem 3.5. Our construction
will be such that Ay C £, (#) and ¥%°(G) are dense in Ay [21, Corollary 2.5]. Moreover,
elements in A are equivariant families of operators that admit locally a pseudodifferential
presentation with a continuous family of symbols. In a second step, we take in §4.3 a
finite set T C ¥19(G; D/?) of formally self-adjoint first order pseudodifferential operators
and construct the semi-ideal Joo (%) and the ¥*-algebra ¥ (%) corresponding to Ag
and T as in Theorem 3.6. By Theorem 1 of [25] we then have ¥=>°0(G) C J(%)
and ¥%0(G) C ¥ (%), hence (4.2), (4.3) and (4.4) hold for the symmetrized semi-ideal
I = J»(%). by Theorem 3.6, thus A; := ¥*°(G) + T (%)« is a (submultiplicative)
U*-algebra containing ¥*°(G) by Theorem 4.2. Again by [21, Corollary 2.5], we can
even assume that W%0(G) is dense in A;. More properties of the algebra A; are listed in
Proposition 4.8

The algebra A; clearly depends on several choices. To finally complete the construction
we take the intersection over all possible choices involved in the construction of the
algebra A;, and obtain an algebra A, that is independent of any choices, is closed
under holomorphic functional calculus in £(H), and contains ¥%°(G).

It is worth stressing that the construction is not limited to finite sets T ¢ &19(g; D'/2).
Indeed, since the arbitrary intersection of algebras closed under functional calculus in
L(H) is still closed under holomorphic functional calculus in £(H), we can admit also
countable subsets ¥ C Wl’o(g; DL/ 2) for our construction. This can for instance be used
for non-compact situations.

It remains to construct the algebras 4y and Joo(T)..

4.2. Construction of the algebra Ag

Let x : 2 =+ U x T C M x R¥ be a chart of G as in (4.1), and ¢, ¢ € C2>°(£2) be
arbitrary. We define the local symbol of a € Lp(H) on {2 with respect to ¢g and ¥y by

ao(a; o, v0) (@, y,n) == e Vo (a, y)a(x) [y — pola,y")e¥ ](y)

forzeU,yeT,and n e R,’;. Thus, we get

sup /T 10003 0, 0) (31, )P dy < (20, %0) 5p (2) 2 ca)

x,m
= c(po, Yo)llallZ, 2)- (4.7)

Since the operators i0y,, iyr0y,, r # s, iysOys + %i and M, can be realized as
closed symmetric operators on H, we can consider the corresponding submultiplicative
¥*-algebra Ay, with respect to the C*-algebra £p (H) as in Theorem 3.5. A straightfor-
ward computation then yields ¥9°(G) C Ag. Observe that for a € Ag, the derivatives
1O, 00(a; @o,%0) and 0y, 00(a; @o, o) of the local symbol of a can be realized as the
local symbol of the commutator of a with one of the operators mentioned above, hence
they satisfy an L? estimate similar to (4.7). As in [6] or [22], an application of Sobolev’s
embedding theorem leads to the following estimate.
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Lemma 4.4. Let a, 3 € N" be arbitrary. Then there exists a continuous semi-norm ¢q, 3
on Ag, such that

p [(m)\P1020% 0 0 (s po,v0) (2, y,n)| < da,p(a).

Let Ag be the closure of ¥%9(G) in the submultiplicative ¥*-algebra Ag N LY (H).
By [21, Corollary 2.5], Ag, is a W*-algebra in £f,(#), and #*°(G) is dense in Ag. Note
that the local symbols of elements in A, are in the variable x locally uniform limits of
symbols in C(U, S°(T; RZ)), hence they remain continuous in z, which gives the following
proposition.

Proposition 4.5. Let a € Ay be arbitrary and x : {2 Z, U x T be as above. Then for
all ,1) € C°(42) there exists a symbol o (a; p,v) € C(U, S(T;RY)) such that we have

X*WWP) = 0(2(a380>¢)($7yaDy)' (48)

Choosing a (countable) cover G = J,c, 2 of G by open charts 2 as above, we can
define Ap to be the closure of ¥%°(G) in the submultiplicative ¥*-algebra (¢, Ag-
Then ¥%0(G) is dense in Ay, and each a € Ag has a representation (4.8) with respect to
a symbol o (a; ¢, ¥) € C(U, S*(T;R})).

As explained above, in a next step we consider now the semi-ideal J(%).

4.3. Construction of the semi-ideal Jo. (%)

The question of which properties can actually be obtained by choosing the set T of
closed, symmetric operators appropriately is more complicated because it includes in
particular the analysis of pseudodifferential operators on non-compact manifolds, hence,
we will be rather short at this point, and sketch only what is within reach.

Choose an at-most-countable set of sections S € C*°(M, A(G)), S € &, such that for
each © € M the set {S(z) € TG, : S € &,} generates T,,G, as a real vector space
for some finite subset 6, C &, and let ¥ C !Pl’o(g;Dl/Q) be the corresponding set of
right-invariant, d-vertical vector fields. After multiplying them by i, the elements in ¥
have symmetric, minimal closed extensions by Lemma 4.3. For simplicity, let us assume
that ¥ is finite; otherwise, we have to consider the projective limit of the corresponding
semi-ideals with respect to an increasing sequence T; C T, C %. Let H™ (%), m € Ny,
be the corresponding scale of T-Sobolev spaces. Note that the spaces H™ (%) have a
decomposition as a direct integral of the form

S
H™(T) :/ HY (Go,r*DV?) dv(a),
T
where Hg' (G, r*D'?) is the Sobolev space of order m € Ny associated to the vector
fields T, := T|g, € ¥H0(G; DY/?). We extend these scales of Sobolev spaces by duality

to m € Z, then the following result follows immediately from the definition of the ideal

https://doi.org/10.1017/51474748005000125 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S1474748005000125

424 R. Lauter, B. Monthubert and V. Nistor

Lemma 4.6. Let a € Joo(%)« be arbitrary. Then a induces for each m € N and each
x € M bounded operators a : H™™(%) — H™ (%) and

a(z) : Hz™(Ga, r*DY?) = HZ (Gy, r*D'?)

with locally uniform estimates in the transverse parameter x.

Consequently, a(x) has a smooth kernel provided Sobolev’s embedding
HE' (G, 7" DV?) < Cy(Grr, 7" D?) (4.9)

holds for 2m > dim G,.. Since everything takes place within the algebra Ay with locally
uniform estimates in the transverse parameter, the smooth kernel depends in addition
continuously on the transverse parameter x.

Note that (4.9) holds for instance if the manifolds G, are of bounded geometry [45,
Appendix]. For the question, when the groupoid is of bounded geometry we refer
to [1]. Let us denote by C°(G. x G, END(D'/?)) the space of all smooth sections
Ge X Go — END(D'/2) that are uniformly bounded, as are all their covariant derivatives.
A combination of Lemma 4.6 and (4.9) then yields a characterization of the Schwartz
kernels of the operators a(x).

Proposition 4.7. Suppose that the manifolds G, are of bounded geometry for allx € M,
and let a € Jx(%). be arbitrary. Then a(x) € L(Kx) is an operator with C*°-kernel
ka(z,-,) € C°(Gs x Go, END(D/2)).

We summarize the results of the above discussion in the following proposition.

Proposition 4.8. Suppose that for any x € M, the fibre G, is a manifold of bounded
geometry. Then there exists a W*-algebra A, containing W°°(G) as a dense subalgebra
such that each P € A; is given by a G-invariant family (P,).ecnr of pseudodifferential
operators P, on G,.

Note that the definition of the ¥*-algebra A; depends on many choices. As explained
before in §4.2 we obtain an algebra A, independent of choices but still closed under
functional calculus by considering intersections over all possible choices.

Proof. This follows directly from the plan for the construction of A; after Lemma 4.3,
Proposition 4.5 and Proposition 4.8. (Il

See also [44] for some related results.

Remark 4.9. The ‘commutator method’ presented here may be replaced by an equiva-
lent method using an elliptic, positive-order operator in place of a family of vector fields
(see [48, §4.2]).

The above results provide us with ¥*-algebras that are useful in practice, because they
consist of pseudodifferential operators. These algebras will necessarily contain operators
that are not properly supported (unless our manifold is compact without corners). Nev-
ertheless, these algebras consist of bounded operators, so their Schwartz kernels must
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satisfy some decay conditions far from the diagonal. It is difficult in general to quantize
these decay conditions. One possibility is to consider commutators with functions that
approximate the distance function as in [18] or [45]. If the groupoid allows a length
function with polynomial growth as in §7, we can improve this by introducing Schwartz
spaces. Also, for certain explicitly given groupoids much more is possible; we have elab-
orated this is §6 for the case of generalized cusp-calculi on compact manifolds with
corners.

5. Algebras on manifolds with corners

In this section we recall the constructions of various groupoids associated to manifolds
with corners (see for instance [25,37,40]). We shall use these results to define length
functions on some of these groupoids, which in turn is useful when defining Schwartz
spaces associated to manifolds with corners, in §7. Note that we do not require that
the manifolds used in this section have embedded hyperfaces. Also, we shall use these
constructions in the particular case of manifolds with boundary in the next section in
order to construct algebras with smooth kernels. The reader interested only in the next
section can skip this section, and only refer back to it when necessary.

Let X be a manifold with corners, and x a point of X; we denote by F(z) the connected
component of the set of points having the same codimension as x which contains x, and
by N,F(xz) = T,X/T,F(x) the normal space to the boundary at xz. One can define
several groupoids associated to X, giving various pseudodifferential calculi, such as the
b-calculus, the cusp-calculus, and its generalizations (the c¢,-calculi).

Let

G(X)={(z,y,a) | z,y € X, codim(z) = codim(y), a: NyF(y) = N, F(2)},

where « is given, through trivializations N, F'(y) ~ Rﬁ based on inward-pointing normals
and N, F(x) ~ Ri, by a matrix which has one and only one non-zero element on each line
and each column, and this element is positive. It is precisely the product of a diagonal
matrix with all terms strictly positive by a permutation matrix.

The groupoid structure of G(X) is given by d,r : G(X) — X with r(z,y,«) = z, and
d(x,y,a) = y; the composition law is induced by the composition of the isomorphisms,
in the sense that (z,y,a)(y, z, 8) = (z, z, af).

One can endow G(X) with several different differential structures such that the result-
ing groupoids are homeomorphic but not diffeomorphic. Let 2 and {2’ be two charts of
X of same codimension. Thus

QEUXRY and Q' 2U' xRY,

where U and U’ are open subsets of some R™ and A and A’ are the sets of local hyperfaces
contained in {2 and {2’. The sets A and A’ have the same cardinal, namely the codimension
of 2. Fix a bijection o : A’ — A.

Ift e Rf/ and \ € (Rj‘r)A/, then let B; = {i € A’, ¢; = 0}. The product of the matrix
of o1p; by the diagonal matrix consisting of the \;, for i € By, is denoted by mg ¢ x; it
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defines an isomorphism ;¢ » through the trivializations induced by 7 and 7’

Qg \ - Nﬂ/—1(u/,t)F(7T/71(U/,t)) ;) Nﬂ—l(up()\t))F(’lT*l(u, 0'()\15)))

B; Mo t, N B
R” R?

5.1. The b-calculus differential structure

Using the notation above, consider the map

Yo : U x U x RY x (R = G(X)
(w,u/ 8, ) = (7w, o (), 7' (W, 1), gt )
This map is injective, and one thus obtains a C'* structure on G(X), which turns it

into a Lie groupoid, whose fibres are submanifolds without boundary; it is amenable.

Definition 5.1. The groupoid of the b-calculus, I'1(X) is the union of the connected
components containing the unit of each d-fibre of G(X).

Remark 5.2. It is instructive to consider the special case when X is a manifold with
connected boundary 0X and defining function p. Then one can prove that

LX) = {(2,y,0) € X x X x (R}), plx) = Ao(y)}.

The identification with the b-calculus is obtained by observing that 9M x OM x (R%) C
I (X) and that log A = log p(z) — log p(y) if (z,y,\) € I1(X) and = & OM.

5.2. The cusp-calculus and c,-calculi differential structures
Consider a continuous, strictly increasing map, smooth for ¢ # 0, such that

Tn2R+—>R+

1(_10g(t))—1/” ift e (0, i>7

e
=90 it =0,
t ift>1.

If U is an open subset of a Euclidean space, we will also denote by 7, : U X Rf/ —
U x Rf_l the map obtained by applying 7,, to each coordinate of Rf.
As above, one can define

Gom : U x U xRY x (R)A = G(X)
(u, 0/, 0) = (77 (u, 0 (T (A1), @, 70 (1)), o,1,0),

which endows G(X) with a new differential structure.
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Definition 5.3. Let n > 2. The groupoid of the ¢,-calculus, I},(X), is the union of the
connected components containing the unit of each d-fibre of the groupoid G(X) endowed
with the structure defined by ¥, n_1 (using 7,—1).

Recall that the co-calculus is also known as the cusp-calculus (see, for instance, [30,
33,34]).

Remark 5.4. When X is a manifold with connected boundary, endowed with a defining
function of the boundary, p, then

Do (X) = {(u,v,0) € X x X X R | pp(u)"p(v)" = p(u)" — p(v)"}

as smooth manifolds, which can be seen directly from the definition. Moreover, the
structural morphisms of the groupoid I3,11 become d(u,v,u) = v, r(u,v,u) = u and
(u, v, p) (v, w,\) = (u,w, u+ A). The Lie algebroid of this groupoid is seen to consist of
the vector fields X € I'(T'M) such that X (p(x)~") is a smooth function on M.

5.3. Comparison of the c,-pseudodifferential calculi

The groupoids defined above only differ by their differential structures; in fact, they
are all homeomorphic. This is intuitively clear since 7, is a homeomorphism (but it is not
a diffeomorphism) which induces an algebraic isomorphism of groupoids. An immediate
application is the fact that the b-calculus and c¢,-calculi have the same norm closure.

To keep notation simple, we will only consider here the case of a manifold with bound-
ary. Then by considering a collar neighbourhood of the boundary, one gets a partition

X =X,UX,
with 7 : X7 ~ 0X x [0,1) and Xy = X \ 7= 1(0X x [0,1/e)); the boundary defining

function used here is

et ifx € X\ Xz with m(x) = (u,t),
ple) = {

1 ifxeXy

(p is not a smooth function on X, but it is smooth on 0X).
This allows us to define a homeomorphism

Ony1: I'(X) = Ty (X) (5.1)
(:L.7y’ )\) H (u7v7ﬂ)
with

€T ifl‘EXg,

u =
7 lorm,om(x) ifxe X\ X,

v = Y 1fy€X27
7 lor,om(y) ifye X\ Xo,

p = log(A).
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One can check then that pp(u)"p(v)™ = p(u)™ — p(v)™ by considering separately the
following cases.

(1) fze X\ Xgand y € X\ Xy then u € X \ Xy and v € X \ Xy, since 7,(t) < 1/e
if t < 1/e. Thus if p(u) # 0, p(u)™ = —log(At) and p(v)™™ = —log(t), which
implies that p(v)™™ — p(u) ™™ = log(A). If p(u) = 0, then p(v) = 0 and the equality
is trivial.

(2) If z € X\ Xy and y € Xo, then u € X \ Xy and v = y € X3. Thus p(u)™" =
—log(p(x)/e), and p(v)~" = 1. But p(z) = Ap(y) = A, so that p(v)™" — p(u) ™" =
log()).

(3) If z € Xy and y € X3, then u =z € X3 and v = y € X3. Thus p(u) = p(v) =1
and the equality is trivial.

6. Algebras of smooth kernels

In this section we shall study regularizing operators on certain differentiable groupoids
on a manifold with boundary.

Recall that a differentiable groupoid is a continuous family groupoid G such that the
space of units M, as well as the space of arrows G() = G, are differentiable manifolds
(possibly with corners), all structural maps are differentiable, and the domain map d :
G — M is a submersion of manifolds with corners. Note that the latter in particular
implies that the fibres G, := d~!(z) are smooth manifolds without corners that are in
general non-compact. Pseudodifferential operators on differentiable groupoids have been
considered in [24,38,40] in more detail.

We shall now use the results of the previous sections to construct an algebra of regu-
larizing operators that is closed under holomorphic functional calculus and whose kernels
are smooth including on the boundary, for suitable G. This is non-trivial, in view of the
results of [21,32], where it is proved that this is not possible for the b-calculus. We begin
by formulating the problem more precisely.

Let G —+ M be a Hausdorff differentiable groupoid on a manifold with corners M. We
want to construct algebras A with the following properties:

(1) ==°(G) =CX(G) C ACC>®(G)NC*(G); and
(2) A is a (possibly non-unital) ¥*-algebra.

Definition 6.1. An algebra A satisfying properties (a) and (b) right above is called a
U*-algebra of smooth kernels on G.

In [21] it is proved that there is no ¥*-algebra of smooth kernels on G = I (M),
where I'y (M) is the smooth groupoid associated to the b-calculus (see §5). However, we
shall now show how to construct algebras of smooth kernels on G, if G = I',(M) are
the groupoids defining the ¢,-calculi on a manifold with boundary M, provided that
n > 2 (see §4 for the definition of I, (M)). Some of us have learned that it is possible to
construct algebras of smooth kernels on I, (M) from Richard Melrose.
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Let I:=C>(M x M) be the space of smooth functions on M x M that vanish to
infinite order on the boundary (the boundary here is the union of hyperfaces of M x M).
Then € (M x M) is an algebra of smooth kernels, and hence an algebra of order —oo
pseudodifferential operators on My := M ~. 0M. Moreover, these operators are bounded
on L?(My). We have to note here that the correct density on M, for the c,-calculus is,
on a tubular neighbourhood of OM, of the form hx~"|dx||dy|, where z € [0,00) is a
boundary defining function on M and |dy| is a density on OM, and h € C>=°(M).

Lemma 6.2. The space I C C*(G) is a non-unital ¥*-algebra.

Proof. Let A be the Laplace operator for some compatible metric (i.e. such that ™9,
has length one). Take T = {A,z7 !}, regarded as unbounded operators on L2?(M),
and apply the semi-ideal construction to C*(I3,(M)) and . This yields an algebra
J = J- 0o (%), satisfying

J AT € C*(I(M)) | 2 * AT ARz~ is bounded Vi, 4, k, 1}.

Clearly, the opposite inclusion is also true by the definition of J_(%).

Let H™ (M) be the domain of A™/2if m > 0, or let H™ (M) be the dual of H=™(M),
if m is negative. Also, let H=>°(M) = UH™(M) and H* (M) = NH™(M). Since every
T € Jmaps H (M) — H*(M) and J is symmetric, we obtain that T is a smoothing
operator. Thus, T is an operator with integral kernel given by a smooth function K (z,y).
Since 'K (z,y,2',y')z'~7 also must define a bounded operator, we see that K vanishes
to infinite order at the boundary. Consequently, J = I, and Corollary 3.8 completes the
proof. g

Remark 6.3. In the proof above, we obtain the same conclusion by considering ¥ =
{71, X1,..., X, }, where Xq,..., X, € ['(TM) is a system of generators for the vector
fields corresponding to the cj,-calculus, that is, b-vector fields satisfying Xj(a:_"“‘l) €
C>(M).

We proceed now to describe the regularizing operators in the ¢,-calculi on a manifold
with boundary M [24] in a way that is most convenient for our purposes.

Let (A, (|| -1lj)jen) be a submultiplicative Fréchet algebra. Assume there is given an
action a : R — Aut(A) of R by automorphisms on A (so oz 0 ag = ). If, for any
a € A, the map R 3 t — ay(a) is smooth and there exist polynomials P, independent of
n, such that

lax(a)lln < Pu((tDllalln, (6.1)

then we say that the action of R on A is with polynomial growth. In that case, we can
introduce on the Schwartz space S(R,.A) an algebra structure by

feglt) = / F(8)an(g(t - $)) ds.

Moreover, S(R, .A) acquires a family of seminorms || - ||,

/]

s — / 1607 £ (1) dt,
teR
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making it a Fréchet algebra, that is submultiplicative with respect to an equivalent system
of seminorms that we now define.

First, we can assume that P,(t) = C,,(1 + t™»), for some C,, > 0 and M,, € N. Then,
a direct verification using the binomial expansion of s* = (s —t +t)* and the submulti-
plicativity of the seminorm || - ||, of A shows that

£ glhis = [ |0} [ fs)antate = s as

<G ¥ (5)lsa+1s

BAry=i

dt

n

n,6+My,0) 19l - (6.2)

(Here () = alb!=!(a — b)!I"* are the binomial coefficients.)

Let us adjoin a unit denoted e to S(R, A) and extend the norms | - ||, ;; to S(R, A)* :=
S(R, A) @ Ce by ||(f, Ae)|ln,ij := || flIn,i,; + |A]. Equation (6.2) implies that left multipli-
cation by f on S(R, A)" is continuous in the norm 3 ;|| - [ln.a,;- The corresponding
operator norm, ||| f|||».:; is then submultiplicative, by definition and satisfies

|||f”|n,i7j < ”f”n,i,j + Knij Z ”an,l,O'

I<i+M,

(The first term appears due to the fact that we have adjoined a unit to S(R,.4). Also,
K, ; is a constant that is independent of f.) On the other hand,

I fllnig = 1f *ellnig < W flllnigllellnig = Wfllnig,

which proves that the families of seminorms |||-||,;,; and ||-||»,;,; define the same topology
on S(R, A).

Let M be a compact manifold with boundary M. On OM X [0,00) we consider the
vector field X,, = (1 + 2™)~1a"d,, with z € [0,00). Our choice of this vector field is
justified by the fact that

X, (27" = (—n+ 1)1 +2™) 7! € €>(]0,00)),

and hence it defines a vector field corresponding to the c,-calculus, n > 2. Moreover, this
vector field defines, by integration, an action of R on OM x OM x [0, 00), which is trivial
on OM.

Let A:=S(OM x OM x [0,00)), with product

(fg)(mi,ma,t) = f(my,m,t)g(m, ma,t) dm.
oM

Then A is isomorphic, as an algebra, with the complete projective tensor product
U—*(OM) @, §(]0,00)).

Lemma 6.4. Assume n > 2. Then the action of R on A := S(OM x OM x [0,00))
integrating the action of the vector field X,, = (1+2")~'2"0, is with polynomial growth.
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Proof. Let S°(R) be the space of classical symbols of order 0 on R, with its natural
Fréchet space structure. Consider the function

fo(x)=(—n+1)"te "™ £ 2:(0,00) = R. (6.3)

Then f,, is a bijection such that the induced map

n—2
fi:8(10,00)) = 3 SO (R)
k=0

is an equivariant map, i.e. the action of R on S(R) being by translation. Moreover, f
is an isomorphism onto its image, which consists of the linear combinations of symbols
that are of order —oo on the positive semi-axis [0,00) C R. In particular, the image of
1 is closed.

Since the action of R by translation on S*(R) is with polynomial growth, the given
action of R on S([0,00)) is also with polynomial growth. O

Probably the above lemma is the only reason why we have to restrict to n > 2 in order
to construct algebras with smooth kernels on the ¢,-calculus groupoid I, (M).

Fix a smooth function ¢ € C*([0,0)), ¢(x) =1 if x is in a certain neighbourhood of
0, ¢(x) =0if z > 1, and let

A1 = 6S(R, A)¢ == ¢S(R, S(AM x M x [0, 00))),

where A := S(OM x OM x [0,00)), as in the above lemma. The algebra A; acts on
L2(OM x [0,00)).
Let I,(M) be the groupoid defining the c¢,-calculus. Then ¥~°°(I,(M)) identifies
with an algebra of bounded operators on L?(M) (with the canonical induced measure).
We are ready to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 6.5. Let M be a compact, smooth manifold with connected boundary. Then
A=A, +IcC C*(I,(M)) and is a non-unital ¥*-algebra with smooth kernels.

Proof. We shall use the results of the previous sections. First, however, we have to prove
that 2 := A; + [ is an algebra.

Indeed, by Theorem 3.6, it is enough to check that A; C ¥*°(%), where T =
{71!, Xy,..., X,,} is chosen as in Remark 6.3. We identify a tubular neighbourhood
of OM with a subset of 9M x [0,00). To prove this, we first notice that Xo,..., X,, €
Ui, (M)), Ay C¥~=°(I,(M)), and hence any product of the form

Xi1 X%G,X le

141
consists of bounded operators. Then, let us write by ay the operator of convolution on
OM x [0,00) with the function f € S(R) (the action of R is the one integrating the
vector field X,, = (1 +a™)~12"d,). Also, let us observe that A = S(OM x M x [0, 00))
identifies with an algebra of operators on L?(9M x [0,00)). Then the map

SR)@r AS f@b— apbe SR, A)
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is an isomorphism. We need to check that &, §(a) := [#71,a] maps S(R,.A) to itself.
Clearly, 6(b) = 0, for any b € A. If f € S(R), then §(f) € S(R,.A). This proves our
claim that S(R,.A) is stable with respect to d. In conclusion, A; € ¥>°(%) and hence
AT+ TA; C I (see Theorem 3.6).

The algebra 2 has a Fréchet topology induced from the Fréchet topologies of A1 and I.
To prove that it is a ¥*-algebra, we thus only need to prove that it is spectrally invariant.
To this end, we shall use the results of Theorem 2.8. Let B = C*(I',(M)), regarded as a
subalgebra of the algebra of bounded operators on L?(M). Also, let 7 be the norm closure
of zB. Let K be the algebra of compact operators on L?(0M). Then B/J ~ Cy(R, K) by
standard results on groupoid C*-algebras. (This statement can also be extracted from
either of [25] or [35] by using, for example, the exact sequence associated to the invariant
subset OM x {0} C OM x [0,00).) Let ¢ : A/I — B/J be the induced morphism. Then
the range of this morphism is S(R,C>®(0M x OM)) C B/J ~ Cp(R,K) and hence ¢ is
locally spectral invariant.

Theorem 2.8 or, more precisely, Corollary 2.10 then shows that 2 is spectrally invariant.
This completes the proof. O

We are planning to clarify the relation between our algebra 2 for the co-calculus and
the cusp-calculus as defined by Melrose (an exposition can be found in [34]) in another
paper.

7. The Schwartz space of a continuous family groupoid

In this section we define a notion of Schwartz space on a continuous family groupoid
g, i.e. a space of rapidly decreasing functions as well as their derivatives. This was
introduced in [36] in the case of differentiable groupoids. We prove, using also some
methods introduced in [19], that this is a subalgebra of C*(G), stable under holomorphic
functional calculus.

7.1. The Schwartz convolution algebra

Let G be a Hausdorff, continuous family groupoid. Denote its Lie algebroid by A. Then
A is, by definition, the restriction to M of the vertical tangent spaces along the fibres of
d: G — M. Fix a 1-density on A. This will then give rise to a 1-density on each of the
manifolds G, := d~!(z), and hence to a smooth measure s, on each of G,. Moreover,
the measures p, are invariant with respect to right translations, and hence they form a
Haar system.

Definition 7.1. Let pu be the Haar system on G introduced above. A length function
with polynomial growth on G is a continuous function ¢ : G — R, such that

(1) ¢(9192) < &(91) + d(92),

(2) Vg€ g, d(g") = o(9),

(3) ¢ is proper,

(4) e, N, Vo € GO Vr e Ry, pa(¢71([0,7])) < e(rN +1).
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The polynomial growth condition ensures that there exists kg € N and C' € R such
that for any k > ko, and for any z € G(¥,

1
/Gl, T+ ag) He s

Let v be a section of the Lie algebroid of G, A(G); such a section defines a differential
operator of order 1 on G. Thus if vy, ...,v; are sections of A(G), and if f € Co(G, 2'/?),
then vy --- v - f - Vpp1--- vy is a distribution on G. It belongs to Co(G, £2/?) provided
that there exists g € Co(G, £2'/2) such that, for any a € C2°(G), g-a = (vy---vp - f -
Vka1 v .

Definition 7.2. Let G be a continuous family groupoid and ¢ be a length function with
polynomial growth on G. Define
§54G,6) = {1 € Co(G,212), Wor,...,va € CA(G)), Vi< d,
vl...vi.f.vi+1...vd ECO(g7QI/2)

and sup vy -+ v; - f v va(g)](1+ 6(g)F < OO}’
Y

The Schwartz space of G with respect to ¢ is

S(G,¢)= () 89, 9).

k,deN

The space S¥4(G, ¢) can be endowed with the norm

[ fllk,a = sup sup sup vy -+ vi - f v u(g)| (14 ¢(g)".
i<I<d v1,,0,€C(A(G)) 9€G
llvjl| <1
Remark 7.3.

(1) If 1 > k and f € §"4(G,¢) then f € S*9(G,¢) and |||k, < |||

l,d-

(2) If f € S%4G,¢) and k > ko then for any € G and any vy,...,v € C(A(G))
(with [ < d), one has

1
|U1 RN VI f'UiJrl "Ul(g)|2 g ||in,d/

—  _du,
G 6. 1+ 0(g)* "
< CHf”i,d

so that vy ---v; - f-vjqp1--- v € LZ(gm), and

o1 vi - f e vier vl pen) < VO] fllka
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Proposition 7.4. For any k,d € N, with k such that

1
/ )

converges for any x € G(©), S*4(G, ¢) is a dense subalgebra of C*(G), and there exists a
constant A, such that || - |

cr9) < I llk,a-

Proof. If fi, fo € S4(G, ¢). Let 2 = d(g), we then have

|U1...U,Lv.f1*fg'l}i_i,_l"'vl(g”

/ vy fl(gglfl)fg c Vi1 ""Ul(g/) d,U,x

x

< G, o1 v+ fi(9g" ™ ) fa - vigr - vi(g))| dp
(g')=0(g9)/2
+/ G o1 vi - 199" ™ ) fa - vigr - vi(g))] dp
B(g9' ") 2¢(9)/2
< 1Al S—y Y
~ gl 1 k,d 1 /—1 Lk 2 k,d 1 / k xT
oo A gy 2 )
1 1
+f [ [ " S
Ga 1 1—1\\k (1 N\ k
o o Mg el i)

ok 1 1
S @ agF Mimallfzlla (L e T qs(g'))k) Qe

2kt
< Wﬂﬁﬂk,dﬂfzﬂk,d

so that
[ - vi - f1# forvigr - u(@)(L+ ¢(9)* < 21| fullw,all f2ll k. (7.1)

which implies that f; * fo € S*9(G, ¢). Consequently, S*¢(G, #) is an algebra.
To prove that S¥4(G, ¢) is a subspace of C*(G), we need to show that if f € S¥4(G, ¢),
and for any 2 € G(©) and ¢ € C.(G,), one has

1f *&llr2e,) < Nfllk,alléllz2(g.)

up to a constant.
Denote by A the constant 251C. Then the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality implies that

1£€lIZ2(6,) < €l 26 10 FIEN L2(6a) -

By induction,

gn+1 gn+1_q

1£€1%6. ) < Nt I )" €l (o)
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But if h € S*4(G, ¢),

h 22 — h 1—1 /2d -
1EN22 . /g (h(gg')eq)? dp

m2 &g’ ’
< h / () dpg.
” ”k,d G. (1+¢(gg/—1))k
The inequality (7.1) also gives

n+1 n+1
ka <A 12 llkas

1 )"

so that

2n+1

1F€llz2(g,) < 1€

’ ¢q 2.1/2
oot I ([ (i) ) e
L2(G.) ) G. (1+qz5(gg’_1))""'

1F€llz2(g.) < MI€llz2(ga) Akll fllk.a,

which implies that f € C:(g), and Hf| Cx(G) < >\k||f||k,d |

Taking n — oo,

7.2. The theorem

We are now ready to prove the main result of this section, the fact that the algebras
S(G, ) are closed under holomorphic functional calculus.

Theorem 7.5. The Schwartz space of G with respect to ¢, S(G, ), is closed under
holomorphic functional calculus in C}(G).

Proof. The methods of [19] extend without difficulty to our case.
As above, let kg be such that

1
/ v dlgye e

converges for any z € G(¥,

Lemma 7.6. If ]l > k > kg then Sl’d(g,qﬁ) is stable under holomorphic calculus in
SH4(G, ¢).

Proof. To prove this, by Lemma 2.7, we will show that
1/n 1/n

: n T n
nh_{IOlo | f ”k,d —nh_{rolo |f ”l,d :

Indeed, this implies that S"¢(G, ¢), which is a dense subalgebra of S¥4(G, ¢), is also full.
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Now, as above, we have
|v1 ...vi . f”L .U7,+1 .../l}l(g)‘

:‘/ (v (90 f(g2) - Flgn-1)(F - Vi - v1) (gn)

D 3 I SR [P VI [FRTeeps

i=1"¢(g:)=20(g9)/n

n
1 1
<M [, 1 :
i=1 ¢(gi)>g£(g)g/n (1+ ¢(9:)) J#i (1+ qb(g]))

n

< £l

i=1"¢(g:)2¢(g)/n j#i

As the latter integrals are lower than C,

l
1,dT nC’,

()1 + o(9) < IFIR IS

which gives
n —(1/n n
F2 1 < nEDmat/m| f = ) )

thus

. nnl/n <
Jm L < I fllka:
Let us now apply this inequality to f™, we get
: mmn1/n m
lim (| f7" g < 1™ llk.as
n—o0 ’
so that if m — oo,

lim_ [

ml/m
Tim I

1 . 1 .
= lim [ < T

1/n 1/n

Because of || f™||x,a < [|f™[1,a we get limy oo [[f7]];5 = Imp—oo | £ g -

Lemma 7.7. If k > kg, one has
PG, ¢) x C*(G) » S*U(G, ¢) C S”UG, ).

Proof. If fi, f» € S¥4(G, $) and f € C*(G), then

v v fr# o for v oilg)] = ’/g (vr---vi- f1) (99" * fo - viga -
s(9)
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But if we denote by f3 the function g’ + (v1---v; - f1)(g¢9’~!), then the Cauchy—Schwarz
inequality gives

lor - vi - frx for forvign - u(@)] < I fsllzogu o I f2 - vigr - uill2g. )
<C|fs ~o) 1 f2llz2(c. )
<Clfs ) Cl f2lka,
and hence fi x f x fo € S¥4(G, ¢). O

Lemma 7.8. If k > ko, then S*%(G, $) is stable under holomorphic functional calculus
in C*G).

Proof. If f € S%4(G, ¢), then Lemma 7.7 implies that

1™ lo.a < C?[1 fllw.al

thus

nyl/n . nil/n
Tim o = tim [ el
n—oo r( )

(the inverse inequality is given by Proposition 7.4). To prove this lemma, it remains to
show that

Tim [l = Lm0
If fl, f2 S 82’“"1(9, (b)7 then

|U1"'Uz"f1*f2'Uz‘+1"'Ul(9)|</ 1+ vi - f1(99" DIl f2 - vigr - ui(g')]

x

| f1ll2k,all f2lo,
9ato) (14 ¢(g9"~1)*(1 + o(g))*

(99’ ") =0(g)/2
| f1llo,all f2l2k,a

sarotlo TF d(g") (1 + d(g))*

(Il /2

<

+

<9
S (1t o(g)"

hence |[f1fallk.a < CUlf1llo.all f2ll2r.a + [1f1llzn.all f2ll0.a)-
Applying this to f; = fo = f, we get

12" k.0 < 2C|| fllo,all fll2x.a-

l2k,a + Il fill2x.all f2ll0,4)

But, by Lemma 7.6,

: nnl/n nnl/n
T |77 = tm L

https://doi.org/10.1017/51474748005000125 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S1474748005000125

438 R. Lauter, B. Monthubert and V. Nistor

so that
: nl/n . nyl/n
Jim [ < T (ol
which gives an equality as the opposite inequality comes from Remark 7.3. ([l

We are ready now to complete the proof of Theorem 7.5. The Schwartz space of G
with respect to ¢ is thus an intersection of subalgebras of C*(G) which are stable under
holomorphic functional calculus, hence S(G, ¢) is stable under holomorphic functional
calculus in C¥*(G). O

Corollary 7.9. Let G be a continuous family groupoid, and let ¢ be a length function
with polynomial growth. Denote by W9(G) the sum of W°(G) and of the Schwartz space of
G with respect to ¢, S(G, ¢). Then W2(G) is stable under holomorphic functional calculus.

Moreover, if P € W9(G) is Fredholm, then there exists Q € W2(G) such that PQ — I
and QP — I are both compact operators.

Proof. Let us first show that ¥J(G) is an algebra, which amounts to proving that if
ki, ke € I™9(G,G©) and f € S(G, ) then ki * f * ky € S(G, ¢).

The Lie algebroid of G being a C>° fibre bundle, it is possible to choose a set
v1,...,un € C(A(G)) such that for any x € GO, (vy(x),...,v,(x)) generates T,G,. Now

let
N
A= Z viz.
i=1

This differential operator is of degree 2 and admits a parametrix.
If ky, ko € I7°(G,G©) then for any [ there exist &}, kb, € I™240(G,G) and r1,75 €
C>>9(G) such that
ki =Ky x ki +7r1, ko =k * k) + 7o
But when k € I7N-10(G, Q(O)), it is given by an absolutely convergent oscillatory inte-
gral, thus it belongs to C.(G). Hence if [ is large enough, k| and k% belong to S(G).
But

kyx foko=FKky sk s« frkly sk ki xkh* frrgtrix fakh sk +ri* frry

so that ki * f x ko € S(G) since ki * f x k), € S(G) by definition and S(G) is an algebra.
The first part of this result is then a direct consequence of Theorem 4.2.
Consider the exact sequence

0— K —=2(G) - 2A(G)/K —0.

If P € w2(G) is Fredholm, then its image in 21(G)/K is invertible, thus, Theorem 2.8
implies that its inverse lives in ¥2(G)/(W2(G) N K). This shows that there exists a
parametrix in LPSO(Q'). O

As Paolo Piazza has kindly informed us, Schwartz-type spaces seem to be important
also for questions related to higher signatures [26,27].
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7.3. Schwartz spaces associated to the ¢, groupoids

The continuous family groupoids defined in § 5 can be endowed with length functions in
order to define, for each of them, a Schwartz space, thus to obtain an algebra of pseudo-
differential operators closed under holomorphic functional calculus. To keep notations
simple, we only consider here the case of a compact manifold with boundary. In the case
of the b-calculus, we have

I(X) ={(z,y,A) € X x X x (R}), p(x) = Ap(y)}.

Define ¢(z,y, A) = [log(A)|. It was shown in [36] that this defines a length function.
Before considering the case of the c,-calculi, we need an easy lemma.

Lemma 7.10. Let f : G — G’ be a homeomorphism of continuous family groupoids
that preserves the Haar systems. Then any length function with polynomial growth on
G induces a length function with polynomial growth on G'.

Proof. Assume that G has a length function with polynomial growth, ¢. Let ¢’ = ¢o f :
G’ — R,. This function is clearly a length function with polynomial growth, since f is a
homeomorphism, and the Haar system on G’ is induced by that on G. O

Recall from §4 that there is a homeomorphism 6,, : I'(X) — [,(X) where I'(X) is
the groupoid of the b-calculus, and I5,(X) is the groupoid of the c,-calculus.

Proposition 7.11. Let ¢, = ¢o0 O, L. Then ¢, is a length function. Under the identifi-
cation

L1 (X) = {(u,v,1) € X x X xR, pp(u)"p(v)" = p(u)" — p(v)"},

one gots (1, v, 4) = |1l
Proof. This is clear since O, (x,y, A) = (u,v,log(N)). O

Proposition 7.11 and Lemma 7.10 thus provide us with an alternative approach to
the construction of algebras of pseudodifferential operators closed under holomorphic
functional calculus.
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