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On the Logarithm Component in Trace
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In asymptotic expansions of resolvent traces Tr(A(P — A)~') for classical
pseudodifferential operators on closed manifolds, the coefficient Cy(A, P) of (—1)~!
is of special interest, since it is the first coefficient containing nonlocal elements
from A; moreover, it enters in index formulas. Cy(A, P) also equals the zeta function
value at zero when P is invertible. Cy(A, P) is a trace modulo local terms, since
Co(A, P) — Cy(A, P') and Cy([A, A’], P) are local. By use of complex powers P* (or
similar holomorphic families of order s), Okikiolu, Kontsevich and Vishik, Melrose
and Nistor showed formulas for these trace defects in terms of residues of operators
defined from A, A’, log P and log P'.

The present paper has two purposes. One is to show how the trace defect
formulas can be obtained from the resolvents in a simple way without use of the
complex powers of P as in the original proofs. We also give here a simple direct
proof of a recent residue formula of Scott for Cy(I, P). The other purpose is to
establish trace defect residue formulas for operators on manifolds with boundary,
where complex powers are not easily accessible; we do this using only resolvents.
We also generalize Scott’s formula to boundary problems.

Keywords Noncommutative residue; Pseudodifferential boundary operators;
Residue of logarithm; Resolvent method; Trace defect formula; Zeta function.
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Introduction

Consider a classical pseudodifferential operator (¥do) A of order ¢ on an
n-dimensional smooth compact boundaryless manifold X. When P denotes an
auxiliary elliptic yydo of order m > 0 and, say, positive, one can study the generalized
zeta function ((A, P, s) defined as the meromorphic extension of Tr(AP~*) to the
complex plane, where the complex powers P~ are defined from the resolvent
(P—2A)" as in Seeley (1967). It is well known that ((A, P,s) has a Laurent
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1672 Grubb
expansion at s = 0,

{(A, P, s) ~ C_ (A, P)s™" + Cy(A, P) + Y C/(A, P)s', (0.1)

>1

where mC_,(A, P) equals the noncommutative residue resA (Wodzicki, 1984;
Guillemin, 1985), and C,(A, P) equals the canonical trace TR A in particular cases
(Kontsevich and Vishik, 1995; Lesch, 1999; recent extension in Grubb, 2005).

The coefficient C;(A, P) is not in general independent of P, but then it is viewed
as a “regularized trace” (Melrose and Nistor, 1996) or a “weighted trace” (Cardona
et al., 2002, 2003). In general it satisfies the trace defect formulas

Cy(A,P) — Cy(A, P) = —%res(A(logP —log P")), (0.2)
Co([A,A'], P) = —%res(A[A/, log P)), (0.3)

shown by Okikiolu (1995) and Kontsevich and Vishik (1995), respectively Melrose
and Nistor (1996), by use essentially of the holomorphic family P~* and the fact that
its derivative at zero is — log P.

For a compact manifold X with boundary dX = X’, the situation is somewhat
different. A pseudodifferential calculus that contains differential elliptic boundary
value problems and their solution operators and is closed under composition and
elliptic inversion is the calculus of Boutet de Monvel (1971); we consider an operator
A = P_ + G lying there. Here P is a yydo defined on a larger boundaryless manifold
X in which X is imbedded, such that P satisfies the transmission condition at X’
(in particular, it is of integer order), P, = r*Pe* is the truncation to X (e* extends
by zero, r* restricts to X), and G is a singular Green operator (smoothing in the
interior, but important near the boundary).

Even the simplest auxiliary operator P, , with P, equal to the Laplace operator,
the D indicating Dirichlet condition, does not have its complex powers in the
Boutet de Monvel calculus, so the ingredients in the zeta function Tr(AP[ ) are
not easily accessible. Nevertheless, by relying on the resolvent family A(P, , — 4)~,
we managed to show in a joint work with Schrohe (Grubb and Schrohe, 2004),
that Cy(A, P, p) — Cy(A, P, p) and Cy([A, A'], P, ) are local, and to pinpoint the
nonlocal content of Cy(A, P, p) modulo local terms. The question of possible
generalizations of the formulas (0.2)—(0.3) remained open then.

In the present paper we show for the boundaryless case how the formulas
(0.2)—(0.3) can be derived directly from the knowledge of the resolvent (Section 2).
The crucial fact is that the constant comes from a strictly homogeneous term
in the symbol of A((P — 4)~' — (P’ — 2)7!), respectively A[A’, (P — A)~'] which is
integrable at ¢ =0 (and is O(47%) for || — oo when & # 0). The operator log P
appears simply because log 4 has a jump of 27i at the negative real axis; there is no
need to construct the P~°.

Before this, we give (in Section 1) a similarly simple proof of the formula shown
recently by Scott (2005),

Cy(I, P) = —%res(log P), (0.4)
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from which he draws consequences on multiplicative properties; here C,(1, P) equals
{(P,0) + the nullity of P. Scott’s proof of (0.4) is based on calculations inspired
from Okikiolu (1995), going via results for P~*. In fact, finding the direct proof of
(0.4) in terms of the resolvent was the starting point for our present paper.

Next, we discuss possible generalizations of the formulas (0.2)—(0.3) to the
situation with boundary. Here we replace the auxiliary family (P, , — 4)~' used in
Grubb and Schrohe (2001, 2004) by its ydo part (P, — A);' (which corresponds to
replacing Py, by (P;*),, another family which equals the identity for s = 0); this
spares us of the technicalities involved in working with a boundary condition for P,.
On the other hand, we allow general higher order choices of the differential operator
P,, where Grubb and Schrohe (2001, 2004) considered the second-order principally
scalar case (which provides simple roots in the detailed construction of the resolvent
symbol). To handle general choices of P,, we base the study on the relatively crude
methods in the book by Grubb (1996).

In Section 3, we show that (0.2) does generalize in a natural way,
since (log P; —log P,), is a zero order ydo having the transmission property

1
Co(A, P y) — Gy(A Py ) = —Zres(A(log Py —logP,y),). (0.5)

Here we use the residue definition of Fedosov et al. (1996).

In Section 4, we consider generalizations of (0.3), for two operators A = P, + G,
A" = P+ G’ of orders ¢ and ¢’, and normal order zero. The leftover terms (singular
Green type terms) coming from commutators [A’, (log P,), ] are not in the calculus
and have not (yet) been covered by residue formulas, so we cannot extend (0.3)
directly. However, considering A[A’, (P, — 2);'], we show that the normal trace ¥,
of its singular Green operator part 6, is a ydo on X’ with sufficiently good symbol
estimates to allow integration against log 4, leading to a classical ydo S on X’ such that

GUlA AL P =~ res (PLP Tog PLD,) — —rese(9); (06)

the right-hand side can be regarded as an interpretation of
“—Lres(A[A’, (log P,),])".

Finally, in Section 5, we show a certain generalization of (0.4) to normal elliptic
pseudodifferential boundary problems (P, + G); as considered in Grubb (1996),
and include a remark on Atiyah-Patodi-Singer problems.

1. On the Residue of Logarithm Formula

Let P be an elliptic pseudodifferential operator of order m € R, acting on the
sections of a hermitian vector bundle E over a closed (i.e., compact boundaryless)
manifold X of dimension n, such that the principal symbol has no eigenvalues on
R_. We can assume that P has no eigenvalues on IR _ (by a small rotation if needed).
Then we can define the resolvent Q, = (P — /)~! in a sector V around R_. The
complex powers and the logarithm are defined by functional calculus as

P = é / J7(P—7)'d).  forRes>0, P =pip,

€

; (1.1)
log P = lim — / 27 log AM(P — 2)'dJ,

s—0 27I €
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with integrations on a curve € in €\IR_ going around the nonzero spectrum of P
in the positive direction; hereby P~ and log P are taken to be zero on ker P.

It is well known that Tr P~* extends meromorphically to C as the zeta
function {(P, s) (Seeley, 1967); it is regular at s =0. It is also known that the
noncommutative residue can be defined for log P (Lesch, 1999; Okikiolu, 1995). The
value at s = 0 was recently identified by Scott (2005) with a residue

{(P,0) = —%res(log P) (1.2)

(this is the formula if ker P = 0; also nonzero cases are considered). His method
is based on an analysis of the symbol of P~ inspired from Okikiolu (1995).
For strongly elliptic differential operators, a formal version of the formula was
established via heat operator and complex power considerations in Loya (2001b).
We shall show below how the formula can be proven directly from the knowledge
of the resolvent in a straightforward way.

We assume m > n for convenience. (Otherwise, one can consider (P — A)~" for
large N, where the local formulas however boil down to the same calculation, as
indicated in a general situation in Remark 3.12 below.) Then Q, is trace-class, and
its kernel (calculated in local trivializations) has an asymptotic expansion for 4 — oo
in V, leading to a trace expansion by integration of the fiber trace in x

K(Qy %, ) ~ Y ¢;(0)(=2) 7 ™'+ Y (cp () log(=2) + ¢{ (1) (=) ",
j=0 k>1

o (1.3)

TrQ; ~ > c(=2) ™ '+ (c;log(—4) + ey (=)~

Jj=0 k=1

This was first shown by Agranovich (1987) (with reference to the heat trace
formulation of Duistermaat and Guillemin, 1975 and the complex power
formulation of Seeley, 1967); proof details can also be found in Grubb and Seeley
(1995) for the case where m is integer, and in Loya (2001a), Grubb and Hansen
(2002) for the general case. In fact, the meromorphic structure of {(P, s) and the
asymptotic expansion of Tr Q, can be deduced from one another (as accounted e.g.
in Grubb and Seeley, 1996). In particular, we can define

Co(P) = ¢, = /X tre,(x)dx;  then Cy(P) = (P, 0) + v, (1.4)

where v, is the algebraic multiplicity of zero as an eigenvalue of P. For v,
equals the rank of the eigenprojection IT, = 5~ w:s(P_ 2)~'dj, cf. Kato (1996,
Section III 6.8).

We shall base our study of Cy(P) on the resolvent information, and will now
recall an elementary deduction of the kernel expansion down to O(|4|72*#). In local
trivializations, the symbol ¢(x, &, 1) of Q, has an expansion in quasi-homogeneous
terms q(x, &, 2) ~ 3120 G (x, &, 4), where g_,, = (p,, — )7, and g, for each
Jj = 11is a finite sum of terms with the structure

f, 8 2) = 819",8:9, - 8md ™81 (1.5)

here the v, are integers > 1 and the g,(x, {) are ydo symbols independent of A
and homogeneous of degree r, for || > 1. The index sums r =}, ), 7 and
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V=) |<t<m Vi Satisfy
2<v<2j+1, r=—j+(v-1m. (1.6)

This is seen by working out the symbol construction in Seeley (1967) in detail (more
information and references in Grubb, 1996, Remark 3.3.7). See also Remark 1.6
below. We indicate strictly homogeneous versions (the extensions by homogeneity
into the region |£| < 1) by an upper index &; the ¢",, ; satisfy

h m 9 —m—j h b
q_m_j(x, tE, ") =t fq_m_j(x, & ) for t >0, all &£#£0. (1.7)

Note that in (1.5), " is O(|¢]") at & =0 (for A # 0), hence integrable in & at
¢ =01if r > —n. Then in view of (1.6), qﬁm_f is integrable at £ =0, when j < n+m
and A # 0 (this is clear for j = 0, and for j > 1, the least integrable contributions
are those with v = 2). In particular, ¢" n_n 1 continuous in &.

The diagonal kernel K(Q;, x, x) defined from ¢ equals [, g(x, &, 2)d¢ (where &
stands for (27)~"d).

Lemma 1.1. g has an expansion in strictly homogeneous terms plus a remainder

qx. &= 3 ¢, (. &ED+ql, (80, (1.8)

0<j<m+n

where the ¢", . (j<m+n) and ¢ ,, , are integrable in & and [q,, d¢=
O(|A|7*®), any & > 0. Consequently, K(Q;, x, x) has the expansion

KQux,x)= Y c;(0)(=)7"+0(i7*),  where
0<j<m+n (19)
Cj(x):/ CIfm_,«(X, & —Ddé,  for j<m+n.
R” -

Proof. For j =0,

G =" = =" =h =" == 2Pl — PP =D, (1.10)

so it is supported in || < 1 and O(||~?) there. This also holds for g_,, ; — ¢",,_ ; for
general j > 1 since v > 2 in (1.5). For j < m 4 n the ¢_,,_; — ¢",,_; are integrable in
&, the integrals being O(/72). For the remainder ¢ — Y iemin Dem—n> WIite m = m’ + 9,
m' integer and ¢ €]0, 1], and note that j < m + n means j < m’ + n. The symbol
4 = 2 0<jemin 9—m—j 18 of order —m —m’' —n — 1 = —2m — n+ 6 — 1 and satisfies

< c(L+ "+ DA+ [eh !

‘q - Z qufj

Jj<m+n

< L+ 272+ fep ot (1.11)

any € > 0. If 6 < 1 (the case where m is noninteger), we can take & = 0, otherwise we
take it small positive; then the integral in & is O(|]A|~*®). This shows the statements
on (1.8).
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Now (1.9) follows directly by integration in ¢, using the calculations

n=j_y

B / qﬁm—j('x’ n, )“/ 7
JR’I

/ ", (x, & paé = A Ydn. (1.12)
Re

For /. € R_, they show that c;(x) = S qﬁm_j(x, &, —1)d¢; this remains valid on
general rays in V since ¢" j—m 18 holomorphic in 4 (cf. e.g. Grubb and Seeley, 1995,
Lemma 2.3). O

In the case j = n, we get in particular, when the contributions ¢, (x) are carried
back to the manifold and collected:

Co(P)=c, = f tre,(x)dx,  where ¢, (x) = /m g —DaE (113)

Now consider the operator log P, (1.1). It is well known that it has a symbol in
local coordinates (cf. e.g. Okikiolu, 1995)

symb(log P) = mlog[&]I + b(x, &), (1.14)
where b is classical of order zero, and [£] stands for a smooth positive function equal

to |¢| for €] > 1. This symbol is found termwise from the symbol of Q, = (P — 1)~!
by Cauchy integral formulas as in (1.1); in particular,

i
b8 =5 /G og g, (x. & )dJ, (1.15)

where €' is a closed curve in €\IR _ encircling the eigenvalues of p,. According to
the definition of noncommutative residues of operators with log-polyhomogeneous
symbols (Lesch, 1999; Okikiolu, 1995),

res(log P) = fX /m:l trb_, (x, &)dS(&)dx (1.16)

(where the integral is known to have an invariant meaning). We want to show that
this number equals —mC,(P). This will be based on a simple lemma.

Lemma 1.2. Let f(1) be meromorphic on C and O(L~'=%) for |A| — oo (some & >

0), with poles lying in a bounded subset of C\R _. Let € be a closed curve in C\IR _
encircling the poles in the positive direction. Then

1 0
— f( log Af(2)dA = ﬁ _fyr (1.17)

The identity also holds if (1) is holomorphic in a keyhole region around R _:
V,o={AeCl||i <ror|argl—mn| < 0} (1.18)
(r and 0 >0), and f(7) is O(27'7%) for 2 — oo in V,; then € should be a curve in

C\R _ going around [:qug in the positive direction, e.g. defined as the boundary of V,, o
for some ¥ €]0, [, 0 €]0, 0].
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Proof. We can replace ‘€ by the curve €, + €, + €; + €, in the complex plane
cut-up along IR_, where (for a sufficiently large R)

i ; 1
€ ={Re”| —m=w=m}, C@zz{se’ﬂstzE},

. . (1.19)
%3={—ei“’|nzwz—n}, (64={se"”|—§s§R};
R R
we shall let R — oco. Here
)/ log Af(A)d.| = O(RR™'"®logR) — 0 for R — oo,
o (1.20)

‘/ log Af(/l)d;,‘ — O(R'logR) = 0 for R — oo;
%
moreover,
log 4 = log(se™) = logs +in on €, log/i=log(se™) =logs—in on €,

(the difference of the values of log A from above and from below on R_ is 2mi).
Then

1 . 1 % _ . 0
e /{ log 2f(2)d} = 5 — /_ . 2nif(D)de + O(R ™ log R) = /_ _fw.

For the second statement, we can instead approximate € by €, = €| + 6, +
G, + 6, + €., where 6,, 65, and €, are as above, and

€ ={Re|n—0 <o <}, € ={Re| —n>w>-n—-0}
then we use that the integrals over €| and €5 go to 0 for R — oo. |

At each x, we have the formula for ¢,(x) in (1.13), and the formula with b_,:
i o
[ bnoas@ = [ o= [ logig, ,(x.& 2)drds(©), (1.21)
I¢l=1 lg=1 21 Jee

so the identification of Cy(P) and —Lres(log P) will be obtained if we show that for
each x,

| .
- L logig" _ (x.& 1)didS©E).  (1.22)

mJig=1 2n J

| dt & —Dae=—
IR’I
We transform the left-hand side by use of the quasi-homogeneity (1.7). For later

reference, the calculation will be formulated in

Lemma 1.3. Let m > 0. Let f(¢é, 1) be continuous for (£,1) € (R"\{0}) x R_ and
quasi-homogeneous there in the sense that f(s&, s™t) = s~ " f(&, t) for all s > 0, and
integrable at & = 0 for each t # 0. Then

f f(é,—l)d‘é:lfv /0 F(E, 1)dt dS(E). (1.23)
R m Jig=1/-w
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Proof. Since |f(&, —=1)[ = [[™""|f(&/IE], —[&]7™)] 1s O(|[™"™") for || — oo, the
function in the left-hand side is integrable. For || = 1, we make a calculation using
the coordinate change t = —r™", dt = mr—""'dr

[ et = [T g —rmyrtar = [ a2
0 0 m J—c

which gives

[ e =vae=[ [ fom.—rtarasi

n=

/

[nl=

1
om

0
s naras).

showing (1.23). (We are using the Fubini theorem; in fact (1.24) is valid almost
everywhere with respect to ¢ € §"71)) O

Now (1.22) follows by application of (1.23) to ¢", ,(x, &, t) at each x and
application of Lemma 1.2 to fio q", . (x, & r)dt (the minus comes from replacing
5= by ). Integration in x of the fiber trace then gives the desired identity (0.4).

We have shown

Theorem 1.4. C,(P) equals —%res(log P), and this holds pointwise, in that

Co(P) = /Xtr c,(x)dx = —%res(log P), (1.25)

where, for each x, in local coordinates,

a0 =[ di-Dai=— [ b madse. (126

m Ji¢=1

Remark 1.5. In this application of Lemma 1.3, f(&, 1) = ¢",_,(x, &, 1) is not only
integrable at ¢ = 0 but continuous there, for ¢ # 0. Then for any ¢ € S"7!, f(¢, 1) =
[e| == f(|e|7VmE, —1), where f(|¢|7V/™¢E, —1) — £(0, —1) for t — —oo, assuring that
the integrals in (1.24) exist. We can then say that the identification of the
contributions from ¢",_, (x, ¢, —1) and —ib_n(x, &) holds on each ray {s¢|s = 0},
¢ € §"7! (holds microlocally in this sense).

Remark 1.6. The bounds on the ¢", ; (j < m + n) and the remainder ¢’,,,, could
also be inferred from the fact that ¢ has ‘regularity’ m, cf. the general rules for
regularity numbers of parameter-dependent symbols introduced in Grubb (1996),
instead of from the explicit formulas around (1.5). In fact, writing —A = u"e", u > 0
(on each relevant ray with argument 0), we have that p(x, &) + u"e” is parameter-
elliptic of order m and regularity m, with parametrix symbol ¢(x, &, 0, i) of order
—m and regularity m, cf. Grubb (1996, Section 1.5, (2.1.13), Theorem 2.1.22). This
assures the desired estimates, as accounted for in Grubb (1996, Theorem 3.3.5),
and its proof. The proofs in Section 2 below could also be phrased in terms of
the calculus in Grubb (1996). We use it effectively in Sections 3-5 concerned with
boundary operators; some basic facts are recalled in the beginning of Section 3.
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2. The Trace Defect Formulas for Closed Manifolds

Let A be a classical pseudodifferential operator of order ¢ € R, and let P be as in
the preceding section; we now assume for convenience that m > n + o.

It was shown in Grubb and Seeley (1995, Theorem 2.7) (m integer > 0)
and Loya (2001a), and Grubb and Hansen (2002) (m € IR_), that the kernel of
A(P— /)" calculated in local trivializations has an expansion on the diagonal,
implying a trace expansion by integration of the fiber trace in x:

K(AP =2 o x) ~ 3¢ (=) 4 Y o(c () log(=2) + ¢ (x) (=),
20 k=0 @)

Tr(A(P = )7) ~ X e,(=1) T~ 4 Y (¢ log(—7) + ) (7).

j=0 k=0

Here 2 — oo on rays in an open subsector V of € containing IR _. It is convenient to
assume that the operators are represented, via local coordinate systems, as a finite
sum of pieces acting separately in a system of disjoint open sets in R” (as e.g. in
Grubb, 2005, Section 1), so that we get the trace simply by integrating over R”.
The c;(x) vanish when ¢ ¢ Z. We shall define
Cpi(X) =0, Cpye =0, ifn+o¢N; (2.2)

then c,,,(x) and c,,, have a meaning for any ¢. (We denote {0, 1,2,...} =N.)
The coefficient of (—4)~! in (2.1) will be denoted C,(A, P)

CO(A’ P) = C(7+n + Cg. (23)

Corresponding to (2.1), the generalized zeta function {(A, P, s), defined as Tr(AP~*)
for large Re s, has a meromorphic extension to € with poles at the points (j — n)/m,
with Laurent coefficients directly related to the coefficients in the expansion (2.1).
In particular, C,(A, P) equals the coefficient of s° plus Tr(AIl,), cf. (1.4)ff.

It is well known that C,(A, P) is in general nonlocal in the sense that it depends
on the full structure of A, not just its homogeneous symbols. However, when A" and
P’ are another pair of similar operators, one can show that

Cy(A, P) — Cy(A, P') and Cy([A, A'], P) are local (2.4)
(depend on a finite set of strictly homogeneous symbol terms of A, A’, P and P’);
in this sense, Cy(A, P) is a quasi-trace on the classical yydo’s A. Cy(A, P) is called a
regularized trace or weighted trace by other authors. Explicit formulas for the trace

defects in (2.4) were shown by Okikiolu (1995), Kontsevich and Vishik (1995), and
Melrose and Nistor (1996):

Cy(A,P) — Cy(A, P) = —%res(A(logP —logP")), (2.5)
Cy([A, A'], P) = —%res(A[A’, log P]). (2.6)

Here Okikiolu (1995) proved (2.5) by an exact symbol calculation passing via the
symbols of the complex powers P~ and (P")~%, and Kontsevich and Vishik (1995)
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proved it by use of their calculus of weakly holomorphic yydo families. Melrose and
Nistor (1996) showed both (2.5) and (2.6) on the basis of the theorem of Guillemin
on holomorphic families (Guillemin, 1985) (we have reconstructed a proof based on
this idea in Grubb, 2005, pf. of Proposition 3.1). In all these cases, the logarithm
log P comes up as a result of a differentiation of P~ with respect to s.

Our present aim is to show how the formulas (2.5)—(2.6) can be found directly
from the knowledge of the resolvent expression A(P — A)~!, without worrying about
the construction of P~*. (This is important for generalizations to other types of
manifolds.) We show that in fact the full operator log P plays a very minor role;
its symbol comes in only because of the jump across the negative real axis as in
Lemma 1.2.

Let P and P’ be auxiliary operators of order m with resolvents Q, = (P — 1)~!,
Q, = (P' — 2)~! (symbols g, respectively ¢'), and consider the symbol s(x, &, 1) of

S, =A(Q;, - Q) (2.7)
in local coordinates. Much as in Lemma 1.1, we can show

Proposition 2.1. The symbol s of S, = A(Q,— Q;) has an expansion in strictly
homogeneous terms plus a remainder:

s(r,& )= Y s LGN+, (x 8 A, (2.8)
0<j<o+m+n
where the s,_, _.and s’ are integrable in & for .. # 0, and ['s',, _,d& is O(|2]7***),

any € > 0. Consequently, K(S,, x, x) and the trace Tt S, have the expansions

KSpxx)= Y 50540027,
j<o+m+n '
TrS,= Y. 5= '+ 0(27),  where 2.9)
j<o+m+n

§j(x) = /}Rn sfm_j(x, & —1)dg, fvj = / trij(x)dx, for j <o+ m+ n.

In particular, when n+ o ¢ N, there is no term with (=)~ in the expansion of
TrS,, and

Cy(A,P) — Cy(A, P) =0. (2.10)

When n+ o € N, the coefficient of (—1)~" in Tr S, equals
Co(A, P) — Co(A, P) = / trs,,, (x)dx. 2.11)
Proof. We use again the analysis of the resolvent symbol recalled in Section 1.
The composition with A in front leads to terms of the form (1.5), where the /-

independent coefficients now furthermore contain information from the symbol a
of A. Consider

a=q ~qu(x.ED) =g (. &)+ (g (0, &2 — gL, (x. & 1)

jz1
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All the terms in the sum over j > 1 are finite sums of expressions as in (1.5),
containing at least two principal resolvent factors ¢_,,, respectively ¢’ ,,. Moreover,

m?>

G =4 = (P =) =y = A = (P = 27 Py = P} — 2
= Q—m(p;n - pm)q,—m’

showing that it also contains two principal resolvent factors (¢_,, and ¢’ ,,) together
with a J-independent factor. Then an application of the standard composition rule
gives that the homogeneous terms in the symbol s = a o (¢ — ¢') of S, are finite sums
of expressions that are a slightly generalized version of (1.5), where some of the
factors g_,, may be replaced by ¢’ ,,. The important observation is that there are at
least two such factors in each term. Then, taking the order and homogeneity degrees
into account, we see that s(x, &, 1) ~ 3,20 S5, (X, &, 4) satisfies
54| < el + 1D,

o—m—j

St = Soomjl < clh (1 + |€]°T™7),  supported in |E| <1, any j, (2.12)
S = 2 Seomey| S (L[ + DA+ [EN™Y,  any N.
Jj<N

For j <o+ m+ n, the first two expressions are integrable in . The remainder
§ = i—otminSo—m—; 18 seen as in the treatment of (1.11) to be O((1 + |A) =2 (1 +
|€)~"=") with & > 0 and & arbitrarily small, here & can be taken = 0 if ¢ + m ¢ Z.
This shows the first part of the lemma, and the second part follows by integration,
first in ¢ and then (for the fiber trace) in x.

For the third part, observe that there is no term c(—4)"' in (2.9) when
n+o ¢ N. When n+ o € N, the coefficient of (—4)~! is found from (2.9) for
j=n+o. (]

Note that all the indicated coefficients are local, and that there is no
(—=2)"'log(—A) term as in (2.1).

We can now show (2.5) in a precise form, by a calculation as in Section 1. For
this we consider

F = A(logP —logP').
Since the logarithmic terms in the symbols of log P and log P’ cancel out (cf. (1.14)),

it is a classical yydo of order a; we denote its symbol by f(x, £). When we define F
by the formula

F = A(log P — log P') = Alim L/ 2= log A(P — 2)™' — (P — 2)™V)da
s—0 27‘C €

i o
= > fﬁ log /8, dJ, (2.13)

then in local coordinates, its symbol is found termwise from the symbol of S, by the
formulas

i , ,
fouj(x,8) = e /{ log 28, ;(x, &, A)d2, (2.14)
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where €' is a closed curve in C\IR_ encircling the eigenvalues of p,, and p/ . This
follows from the calculations of the terms in log P and log P’ described e.g., in
Okikiolu (1995), and the composition rule for ydo’s.

When n + ¢ ¢ N, there is no term of degree —n, so the noncommutative residue
of F is zero. When n 4+ ¢ € N, it is determined by

res F = /X /m:l tr £ (x, E)dS(E)dx. (2.15)

Theorem 2.2. Let P and P' be classical Ydo’s of order m > 0 and such that the
principal symbol has no eigenvalues on R_, let A be a classical Wdo of order o, and
let S, = A(P— 27" = (P = A)7") and F = A(log P — log P') with symbols s resp. f.
Assume that m > n + o.

Consider the case n+ o € N. The formula (2.5) is valid, and it holds pointwise,
in that

1
Cy(A,P)— Cy(A, P) = / trs,,,(x)dx = ——res(A(log P — log P’)) (2.16)
X m
where, for each x, in local coordinates,

Sure (X) = fm st (& —Dde = L as). (2.17)

m Jig=1
When n+ g € N, the identities hold trivially (with zero values everywhere).

Proof. The proof consists of rewriting f]R,, st men(x, &, —=1)d¢ in the same way as we
did with the integral of ¢", , in Section I:

[ohe-naz=—— [ L[ logist, (v & Hdids(e)
R m Jig-1 2m Je
1
= - f—n(‘x’ é)ds(é)’ (218)

m Jig=1

where the first equation follows from Lemmas 1.2 and 1.3, and the second equation
follows from (2.14). O

There is a related proof of the other trace defect formula, (2.6). Here we
consider A of order g, A’ of order ¢’ and P as before, now assuming for convenience
that 6 + ¢’ +m > n.

Here we first observe that by cyclic permutation,

Tr([A, A']Q,) = Tr(AA'Q,) — Tr(AQ,A") = Tr(A[A", Q,]).  where
(2.19)
A[A/, QA] = A(QA(P - ;v)A,Q; - Q;LA’(P - ;»)Qz) = AQA[P’ A,]Qi'

Let

T, = [A, A/]Qp (2-20)
R, = A[A/» Qi] = AQ;L[P’ A/]Qi' (2-21)
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The traces of T, and R, are identical, and the operators both have order ¢ + ¢’ — m.
It is seen from the second formula for R, that the homogeneous terms 7, _,_; in
its symbol r are finite sums of terms of the form (1.5) with at least two factors ¢q_,,,
so that the strictly homogeneous symbols 7", ,_, ; are integrable in ¢ at £ =0 for
j<o+d +m+n.

We then find, very similarly to the study of S, that the diagonal kernel of R,

has an expansion

KRuxx)= Y K@D 40047, (2.22)
j<o+d'+m+n .
where
P (x) = f P & =1 E, (2.23)

When n+ ¢ + ¢ ¢ N, there is no term ¢(—4)~! in (2.22), hence no such term in the
trace expansion of R;. Since this is the same as that of T, the term is also missing
from Tr T,, so C,([A, A’], P) = 0. When n + o + ¢’ € N, the coefficient of (—1)~! in
(2.22) equals (2.23) with j =n+ 0o+, ie.,

Faoyo (X) = / o (x, & —1)de. (2.24)
Rll
Then the coefficient of (—1)~! in the expansion of Tr R, equals the integral in x of

the fiber trace of this (collecting the contributions from local coordinate systems),
and since Tr 7, has the same expansion, we can conclude that

Co([A, A'], P) = / {7y, 0 (X)dx. (2.25)

On the other hand, we consider H = A[A’, log P], observing that it is a classical
ydo of order o + ¢’ in view of (1.14). Here,

H = A(A'log P — log PA') = Alim — f I~ log M(A'Q, — Q,A")d).
s—0 21 Jeg

i
= — | logR, d/. 2.26
- / 0g IR, (2.26)

The symbol i(x, &) is found termwise in local coordinates from the symbol of R; by
the formulas

i 4 .
oy, = 5 fg 108 27,y (%, & ), (2.27)

where €’ is a closed curve in C\R _ encircling the eigenvalues of p,,.
When n+ o+ ¢’ € N, there is no term of degree —n, so the noncommutative
residue of H is zero. When n+ ¢ + ¢’ € N, it is determined by

res H = /X /m:l trh_, (x, E)dS(E)dx. (2.28)
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We then get

Theorem 2.3. With P and A as in Theorem 2.2, let A’ be a classical ydo of order
o, and let R, = A[A’, (P — 2)™'] and H = A[A’, log P] with symbols r resp. h. Assume
that m > n+ad+d'.

Let n+ o + o' € N. The formula (2.6) is valid, and it holds pointwise, in that

1
Cy([A, A'], P) = / tr 7,y pre (X)dx = ——res(A[A', log P]) (2.29)
X m
where, for each x, in local coordinates,

I
oo ) = [ (& =Dag=—— [0 (. OdS(. (2.30)

m Jjg=1

When n+ g + o' € N, the identities hold trivially (with zero values everywhere).

Proof. The identity follows from (2.27) together with Lemmas 1.2 and 1.3, in the
same way as in Theorem 2.2. a

Remark 2.4. The observation in Remark 1.5 on the microlocal identification
extends to the formulas in Theorems 2.2 and 2.3.

3. The First Trace Defect Formula for Manifolds with Boundary

We shall now discuss extensions of the above results to pseudodifferential boundary
operatos (yydbo’s) of Boutet de Monvel’s type in the case of manifolds with
boundary.

Consider a compact n-dimensional C* manifold X with boundary X = X', and
a hermitian C* vector bundle E over X. Let A = P, + G be an operator of order
o belonging to the calculus of Boutet de Monvel (1971), acting on sections of E.
Here P is a classical ydo satisfying the transmission condition at dX and G is a
singular Green operator (s.g.o.) of class zero with polyhomogeneous symbol. (More
details can be found e.g., in Boutet de Monvel, 1971; Grubb, 1996). When P # 0,
we must assume o € Z because of the requirements of the transmission condition;
when P = 0, it is straightforward to allow ¢ € R. For the results in Section 4, P is
moreover assumed to be of normal order < 0 (its symbol is bounded in &, the
boundary conormal variable).

As auxiliary operator we take an elliptic differential operator P, of order m > 0
whose principal symbol has no eigenvalues on R_; so (p;,(x, &) — 2)~" is defined
for / in a sector V around R _, for all x, all ¢ with [¢] + |4] # 0. P, can be assumed
to be given on a larger boundaryless n-dimensional compact manifold X in which X
is smoothly imbedded, acting in a bundle E extending E and with the same ellipticity
properties there. We set

n’

Q,= (P =2 (3.1)

on X; it is defined except for a discrete subset of C; in particular, it exists for large
/ in the sector V.



Logarithm Component in Trace Defect Formulas 1685

For the case where m =2 and P, is strongly elliptic with scalar principal
symbol, defining the Dirichlet realization P, we showed in a joint work with
Schrohe (Grubb and Schrohe, 2001) that there is a resolvent trace expansion, when
N> (6 +n)/2:

Tr(APp = D7) ~ &0 N+ X @G log(-) + &)=Y, (32)

jz0 k>0

valid for 2 — oo in V. It was used there to show that the coefficient ¢ is
proportional to the noncommutative residue of A, as introduced by Fedosov et al.
(1996).

The proofs in Grubb and Schrohe (2001) were formulated only for ¢ € Z; but
for more general ¢ € R, they carry over without difficulty to the case A= G. In
particular, if ¢ € R\Z, the coefficients ¢, vanish (since the yydo’s on the boundary
obtained by reduction of A(P,, — 4)~" are polyhomogeneous of noninteger order).
The identification of ¢, with a noncommutative residue then holds with

res(G) =0, when o ¢ Z. (3.3)
As usual, we define
CO(A9 PI,D) = 5n+a + 5(/),’

where ¢,,, is defined to be zero if n+ o ¢ IN. By a precise analysis of the terms
entering in trace expansions like (3.2), we showed in Grubb and Schrohe (2004)
that the functional C;(A, P, ) has quasi-trace properties as in (2.4); moreover, we
singled out some cases where it has a value independent of the auxiliary operator
P, and vanishes on commutators, so that it can be regarded as a canonical trace in
a similar sense as that of Kontsevich and Vishik (1995).

It is shown in Grubb and Schrohe (2004) that the singular Green part GEN)
of (Pip—A)"=(0)),+ G\™ contributes only locally to Cy(A, P, p). It has an
interest to consider the composition A(QY), alone; it likewise has an expansion

nt

Tr(A(Q)),) ~ Y a,(=2) TV + Y (@ log(—4) + &) (=AY, (34)

j=0 k=0
where a;, = %res(A), and the coefficient of (—2)7V,
CO(A’ Pl,+) = an-Hy + Elg (35)

is a quasi-trace on the ydbo’s (by the results of Grubb and Schrohe, 2004).

One may remark that in an associated zeta function formulation, the
consideration of (QY), alone corresponds to considering compositions with (P;*),
alone, where (P;*), is another family of operators than (P, ,)~*; both families have
the property that they equal 7 when s = 0.

But actually these complex powers lie outside the Boutet de Monvel calculus
(when s € Z). There is a description in Grubb (1996, Section 4.4) of negative powers
(Res > 0), showing how the s.g.o. part satisfies some but not all the standard
estimates. But they have not, to our knowledge, been successfully described as
a holomorphic family in some sense where results like that of Guillemin (1985,
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Theorem 7.1), for closed manifolds could be applied to generalize the trace defect
formulas (2.5)—(2.6). (The use of Guillemin’s result is explained e.g., in Grubb, 2005,
pf. of Proposition 3.1.)

Even if one avoids dealing with complex powers, there is still a problem
in generalizing the formulas (2.5)—(2.6) that logarithms of ydbo’s have not been
studied, and do not in general belong to the Boutet de Monvel calculus. However,
(log P, — log P,), does belong there when P, and P, are two choices of the auxiliary
elliptic operator (of order m), thanks to the cancellation of logarithms resulting from
(1.14). But [A’, (log P;), ] does not so, except in trivial cases.

We shall show a generalization of (2.5) in this section, and treat (2.6) in the
following section.

The papers Grubb and Schrohe (2001, 2004) used the refined calculus of
Grubb and Seeley (1995), which allows obtaining complete trace expansions (with
remainders O(A~"), any M).

Presently, we shall use the cruder (but more generally applicable) calculus
from Grubb (1996) to achieve our result, building also on the insight gained in
Sections 1 and 2. Notably, we are avoiding some technical challenges by restricting
the attention to the trace of AQ,; ,, without an s.g.o. term AG, coming from a
boundary condition on P;.

An advantage is that we can allow rather general auxiliary operators P, of
higher order, with no conditions on root multiplicities in the principal symbol.
(In Grubb and Schrohe, 2001, 2004, the order 2 and scalarity assured well separated
roots in ¢&,, one in each complex half-plane.) On the other hand, the theory we
presently use gives trace expansions with a finite number of terms only (plus a
remainder); but this turns out to be just sufficient for studying the trace defect
formulas.

Let us first recall some elements of the theory. As usual, (£) stands for
1+ |§|2)%; moreover, it is convenient to denote ((&, p)) = (&, u) and use the sign <
as shorthand for “< a constant times”.

A Ydo symbol s(x, &, ) on R” depending on the parameter u € R + 18 said
to be of order d and regularity v (d, v € IR) with uniform estimates (Grubb, 1996,
Definition 2.1.1), when it satifies, for all indices «, f, j

IDEDEDs(x, & )| < e((&) M + (& ) (& iy (3.6)

for (x, ¢, p) € R x ﬁJr, with constants ¢ depending on the indices. It is then
said to be polyhomogeneous, when it furthermore has an expansion s(x, &, u) ~
Y ien Sa—i(x, & ) in terms s,_; that are homogeneous in (&, u) of degree d — I for
|€| > 1, such that s —>,_,, s,_, is of order d — M and regularity v — M, for all
M e N. Note that in (3.6), (£)"~" can be left out when |x| < v, and (&, u)*~* can
be left out when |o| > v.

For such symbols we have

Lemma 3.1. Let s(x, &, u) be polyhomogeneous of order d and regularity v, d and
v e R. Write v=1 4 0 with v integer and 6 €10, 1]. Then

Is,,(x, & )| < (E " for 1 <v, with
I (x, & ] < 1 w1, (3.7)
sy — st | < (& W for (6 )] = c>0;
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and the next terms with | < v+ n are estimated by

s i(x, &, )l < <5>v_l<f, H>d_v, forv <l <v+n, with

h : v—I d—v (3.8)
|Sd—l(x’ é’ ,M)| = |é| |(é9 :u)| 5
so that altogether
S(-x9 57 :u) = SZ('X7 é’ )u) +--- 4+ Szfy’fn(-x’ 57 ,u) + S,(x’ éa ,u)’ (39)
where s' = 5" + 5, satisfying for 1 > ¢, > 0,
|| S [E°"|ul ™ n(&),  with z € CF(R™), x(&) =1 for [ < 1,
5" £ (& HE (3.10)

Proof. The proof, given for particular choices of d and v in Grubb (1996, (3.3.35)ff.
and (3.3.69)ff.), extends to the general situation. The first two lines in (3.7) follow
readily from the definitions. The third line is less obvious; it is shown in Grubb
(1996, Lemma 2.1.9 2°) (by integration of an estimate of a high enough &-derivative).
(3.8) follows easily from the definitions (one may consult Grubb, 1996, Lemma
2.1.9 1°). Then (3.9) follows in view of (3.10), where s” collects the differences
between homogeneous and strictly homogeneous symbols and s” is the remainder

S = D i<vin Sai- O

As in Grubb (1996, Theorem 3.3.5 and 3.3.10), we can use the lemma to get a
diagonal kernel expansion with n + V' precise terms.

Lemma 3.2. When d <-n in Lemma 3.1, the kernel K(S,, x,y) of S,=
OP(s(x, &, w)) is continuous and has an expansion on the diagonal

K(S,x,x)= Y 50)u " +5(x, w; (3.11)
0<i<n+v
here
I h
() = [ s & Dz, (3.12)

and §'(x, ) is O(ui="*%) for u — oo, any € > 0. Here if v & Z, & can be left out.
Proof. This follows by integration of (3.9) in ¢. For the terms s" , we use the
homogeneity, replacing ¢ by n = u~'¢

[ siepaz = w= [ s e, Dan,
R’l
and for s’ we use the estimates (3.10) (cf. Grubb, 1996, Lemma 3.3.6). |

Remark 3.3. The symbol spaces S, (a € Z) defined in Grubb and Seeley (1995)

are somewhat more refined; they fit into the regularity classes as follows. Let

s(x, &, w) belong to S;,lfg N S;Kg‘l  where r +a < —n. Then s is of order r + a, and
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S(x, & ) = us(x, & u) satisfies the requirements (3.6), except those concerning
u-derivatives, for being of order r and regularity r. The fact that r+a < —n
makes the symbol integrable in ¢&; the information on f assures that the strictly
homogeneous terms f, are integrable at ¢ =0 for / < r+n and the remainder
f = nir JIu, is integrable at ¢ = 0 (as in Lemma 3.1). Then we get the diagonal
expansion of the kernel of S, = OP(s) as in Lemma 3.2,

K(S,x,x)=pu" 30 5" +5 (s F(xp) = 0w), (3.13)
0<l<n+r

for u — oo, with locally determined coefficients 5,. What the calculus of Grubb and
Seeley (1995) moreover gives for the symbols in Sjii N S;Ig“’o is a full expansion of
the remainder,

5o~ | T 5w D0 o+ 50w

I=n+r k>0

with local coefficients 5,(x), 5;(x) and global coefficients 5, (x). Some of the 5] (x)
may belong to the same powers as coefficients 5,(x), so the values of a and r are
important in the discussion of which terms are local.

Besides yydo’s, we must now deal with singular Green operators. Singular Green
symbol-kernels g(x', x,,, y,, &, 1) of order d (degree d — 1), regularity v and class
zero satisfy estimates

ID%DEDLE(X X, ¥ € i)y, e,y S ((E) T 4 (& ) P(EL ), (3.14)

along with further estimates for xﬁDﬁ;y;”D;’l’x'g (k, k', m,m" € N) (cf. Grubb, 1996,
Section 2.3), and with a suitable definition of polyhomogeneity.
Here is the following rule for normal traces of s.g.0. symbol-kernels.

Lemma 3.4. When g(x', x,, y,, &, 1) is a singular Green symbol-kernel of order d,
regularity v and class zero, then the normal trace

SO, E ) =tr, g = / 23X, X, %0 & p)dx, (3.15)

is a Wydo symbol on R"™" of order d and regularity v — 4—1‘, polyhomogeneous if g is so.

Proof. This is shown in Grubb (1996, pf. of Theorem 3.3.9), for v e ZU (Z + 1);
s 1s denoted § there. The first part of the proof extends to all real v > 1 or < 0; the loss
of 1 stems from the negative cases (which occur in symbol terms of low order). The
last part of the proof, showing how v = % is included by use of a derivative, extends
to general v €]0, 1[. (The considerations in Grubb (1996) were aimed at negative
integer values of d, but all the arguments work with arbitrary d € R also.) O

Combining Lemma 3.4 with Lemma 3.2 in dimension n — 1, we find for s.g.0.’s
of order d < 1 — n and regularity v the following lemma.

Lemma 3.5. Let G, be a u-dependent polyhomogeneous singular Green operator on

R, of order d <1 —n and regularity v. The normal trace S, = tr, G, is a ydo on
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R""" of order d and regularity v — 1, whose kernel on the diagonal has an expansion

»
in powers of u:

ro ~ N, n— — —v+1(+e
K(S,x,x)= Y 5 4 ouinre); (3.16)

051<n—1+\'—%

withs:Oifv—}—‘¢Z, anysmalls>0ifv—%eZ.Here

) = [ s g nae. (3.17)

When the kernel has compact (x',y')-support, G, is trace-class and the trace has
an expansion with coefficients 5, = [ tr5,(x')dx’:

Tr G# — Z Elﬂn—H—d—[ + O(Md—v+% (+e)); (318)

0<l<n—1+v—}
with € as above.

Proof. By Lemma 3.4, the operator family S, = tr, G, satisfies the hypotheses of
Lemma 3.2 in n — 1 dimensions with v replaced by v — L, this implies (3.16) with
(3.17). Then (3.18) follows by integration in x'. O

Now let us turn to the specific operators we want to study. Consider A=P, + G
of order ¢ € R together with an auxiliary elliptic differential operator P, of order
m > n + o. Recall that if ¢ € IR\Z, we have P = 0.

The resolvent Q, , = (P, — A)~! depends on 2 running in a sector V around
R_ in €, where it is defined for large 4. We consider A on each ray there, writing
—A=pu"e”, 1> 0. Since P, is a differential operator, Q, ; is of regularity +oo.
By Grubb (1996, (2.1.13), (2.3.54)), A = P, + G enters in the parameter-dependent
calculus as an operator of order and regularity ¢ (since G is of class zero). Then
the composed operator AQ, ;. is of order ¢ —m and regularity ¢, in view of
Grubb (1996, Theorem 2.7.7, Corollary 2.7.8) (no loss of ¢ regularity thanks to the
mentioned theorem).

In the following, we work in a localized situation, as explained e.g., in Grubb
and Schrohe (2004, after (3.11)).

For the yydo PQ, ; we already have a diagonal kernel expansion (2.1) pointwise
for x € X; integration of the fiber trace over X gives the trace expansion

Tr((PQ1,)4) = X e (=) F 7+ 3 (e log(—4) + ¢ (=)™ (3.19)

=0 k>0
Lemma 3.5 applied to the singular Green part G, = AQ, ; . — (PQ, ;), gives the
expansion
n=lto—l

S (=TT oG e )

0§l<nfl+o'7%

Tr G,

nto—j_ 1

S b= o ), (3.20)

15_/’<n+a—%
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with b} = b;_;; & equals zero when o — i ¢ Z, and can be any small positive number
when ¢ — ‘1—‘ € Z. Here one first shows the expansion on each ray, noting that for 4
on the ray IR_ we get (3.20); then the holomorphy assures that the expansion is the
same on the other rays (as in Grubb and Seeley, 1995, Lemma 2.3). When ¢ ¢ Z,
G; = AQ,, , so (3.20) shows its trace expansion. When ¢ € Z, addition of (3.19)

and (3.20) gives

Tr(AQ,, )= 3 c(=A)"" "4 0( Fm). (3.21)

0<l<n+o
This expansion does not show the appearance of a term c(—A)~'. We shall
obtain that by proving two things:

1) When P, is replaced by another auxiliary operator P, of order m, then the
difference of the traces Tr(AQ, ;) — Tr(AQ, ; ,) has a better expansion,

Tr(AQ), — Qo)) = Y. d(=A)F T oG m ), (3.22)

0<j<nto+1

Withs=Oifo—J—1¢Z.

2) There exist particular choices of P,, where one has a better expansion than
(3.21):
Tr(AQ, )= Y o(=A)F "+ (chlog(=2) + ) (=) + 0(7 —m ),
0§j<n+a+%

(3.23)

with e =0if 6 — § ¢ Z.

Then an expansion (3.23) is obtained for general choices of P, by use of (3.22).
For point 1) in this program, let us denote

@2 - Ql,/l - QZ,;L, With SymbOl q(.x, é, )v). (3.24)
Then we can write, since A = P, + G,

AQ; — Q) = AQ, , = (PQ;), +6,, with

(3.25)
G, =—-G"(P)G (@) +Gq, .
The last identity refers to a localized situation. In IR", G*(P) = r*Pe~J and
G~ (P) = Jr Pe*, where e* denote extension by zero from R to IR", r* denote
restriction from IR” to R’, and J maps u(x’, x,) to u(x’, —x,), cf. Grubb (1996,
p. 252 and (A.32)). For the present operators, P, @, . = (P@,;), — G*(P)G(@,).
The desired formula for the ydo term can be found pointwise in x € X, by use of
Theorem 2.2, and then integrated over X. It is the singular Green term that requires
a new effort.

Theorem 3.6. Let A= P, + G, of order 6 € R with G of class zero, assuming P = 0 if
o & Z. Let P, and P, be auxiliary elliptic differential operators of order m, as described
in the beginning of this section, with m > n + o.
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The singular Green part G, of A(Q,; — Q,,;), is of order ¢ —m, class zero and
regularity o + % Consequently, in local coordinates, its normal trace &, =tr, G, is a
ydo on R™ of order ¢ — m and regularity o + %. Denoting its symbol 3(x', &, 1) ~
2120 Sgmi (X', &', 2), we have the trace expansion

nto—j

Trg, = Y d; (=) o mmt), (3.26)

1§j<n+a+%

withs:Oifa—%géZ,s>0if0'—ieZ.Here

dj=3; = / trs, | (x)dx',  where 3,(x') = /}RH gy (L E =Dae. (3.27)
Proof. 1In a localized situation, G, is the sum of the operators —G*(P)G~(@;) and
G@, . We first study G*(P)G(@,).

We have from Section 2 (where the notation P, Q,, P’, O, was used for what
we now call P, Q, ;, P,, 0, ;) that the symbol g of @; in (3.24) has an expansion
> jen 9_p,—; in homogeneous symbols

q~ q—m + Zq—m—j’ q—m—j('x’ é’ /’L) = QI,—m—j('x’ 6’ )“) - qZ,—m—j('x’ é’ )")’

Jj=1

where all the terms in the sum over j > 1 are finite sums of expressions as in
(1.5), and

Dom—Gm=Pim =2 = Pon =D =01 _(Pr = P2 —ms

so all the homogeneous terms q_,,_; are sums of terms of the form generalizing (1.5)
with at least two factors (p, ,, — 4)~' or (p,,, — 4)~". Since P, and P, are differential
operators, we need not smooth out around ¢ = 0, but can take the exact symbols
(for A #0).

When p, ,, and p,,, are scalar (functions times the identity matrix), the analysis
is a little simpler than in the general matrix case, so let us describe this case first.
Here the factors ¢; _,, = (p;,, — 4)~' can be collected to the right, so in fact the terms

in q are of the form

fx, &) = folx, Oay @i (3.28)

with v; +v, > 2 and f, polynomial in ¢. Then for each j >0, q_,_; is a sum of
terms of the form »'(x, £)q”(x, &, 1), where r’ is the symbol of a differential operator
of order m independent of 4 and ¢” is of order —2m — j, likewise with structure as
in (3.28), smooth in all variables (for |¢| + |4 # 0). The operator OP(r'g”) can be
further decomposed into a finite sum of terms RQ' = OP(r)OP(q’'), where r and ¢’
have a similar structure as ' and ¢” (we need this modification to get a composition
of two operators instead of a product of symbols). Now we treat each term

G*(P)G™(RQ)
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separately. We are working in IR”, where the manifold corresponds to ﬁi, and can
assume that the symbols of P, R and Q' are defined on IR". Here we write

G (RQ)=Jr RQ et =JrR(etrt +er)Qe"
=Jr Re JIr Qet =R, G (Q), (3.29)

where we have used that r~Ret = 0 since R is a differential operator, and denoted
JRJ =R, again a differential operator. Thus G*(P)G~(RQ') = G*(P)R,.G(Q)),
where G*(P)R,. is a Z-independent s.g.0. of order ¢ + m and class m. It enters in the
parameter-dependent calculus as an operator of order ¢ + m, class m and regularity
o+ % cf. Grubb (1996, (2.3.55)). (It is the presence of the normal derivatives of
order < m in the differential operator R that brings the regularity down to ¢ + 1,
not ¢ + m as in the considerations for closed manifolds, but the gain of % will be
just enough to serve our purposes.) Composing with G~(Q’) of order —2m — j, class
zero and regularity +oo, we find that

G*(P)G™(RQ) = G*(P)R,G (Q') is of order ¢ —m — j,
1
class zero, and regularity o + 5 (3.30)

Collecting the terms (finitely many for each order) we find that the
homogeneous terms in g contribute to an s.g.o. of order ¢ — m, class zero and
regularity o + % Since the remainder of q after subtraction of N homogeneous terms
is O({&, uy="=N=1), its contribution will, when N gets large, reach arbitrary low
orders and estimates O(|2|~"") for any N, so it complies with the regularity o + 1.

There is a very similar proof for G@, ,. Again we use that each OP(q_,,_;) can
be written as a finite sum of terms RQ’, where R is a differential operator of order
m and Q' has symbol structure as in (3.28) and order —2m — j. Now for each term,
since GT(R) =0,

G(RQ/)+ = GR-;—Q;,

where GR, is a parameter-independent s.g.0. of order ¢ + m — j and class m, hence
has regularity ¢ + % when taken into the parameter-dependent theory. Then GR, Q',
is of order ¢ — m — j, class zero, and regularity ¢ + % Collecting the terms and
treating remainders as above, we get that G@, , has order ¢ — m, class zero and
regularity o + %

This shows the asserted symbol properties of 6,. Its normal trace &, is of
order ¢ — m and regularity o + i by Lemma 3.4. By Lemma 3.5, its kernel has an
expansion on the diagonal

n=l+o—m—I "_"’_”_% (Ga)

K(Fpxox) = 32 50" +0(4 =
0<i<n—l+c
= Y 5T 0w ), (3.31)
0<i<n—l+c

with € = 0, unless o + % € Z, and 3,(x’) defined as in (3.27). In the proof, the lemma
is applied for each ray; the ray R_ gives the value (3.27) for the coefficients, and the
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holomorphy assures that their values are the same on the other rays (as in Grubb
and Seeley, 1995, Lemma 2.3). Finally, integration in x’ of the fiber trace then gives

n—l+o—l _
o 1

Trg, G, = Trge = Y. 5,(=4) + 0@ "))

0§l<n—1+a+%

nto—j 1

= Y 4 (=TT o mmee), (3.32)

l§j<n+(f+%

with d; defined as in (3.27). This ends the proof when p, ,,, p,,, are scalar.

It remains to explain how the case where the p, ,, are general matrices is treated.
Consider the entries in the matrix q_,,_; = (9_,_; ¢ Di.1=1..._am - Since the entries in
the matrices (p;,,(x, &) — 2)~" are rational functions of (&, 2) (with C* coefficients
in x) that are homogeneous of degree —m in (&, |A|'/™) on each ray in V, hence
O(([€]™ 4 14])7"), the entries in q_,,_; have the form of sums of products

S & 2) = g1(x, 9ai(x, & A) g (x, Oea(x, & 4) -+ 8y (%, O (x, & D& (1, €,

with homogeneous polynomials g;,..., g, in ¢ independent of /1 and rational
functions ¢, ..., 0, in (&, A) that are homogeneous of degree —m in (&, |A|'/™)
on each ray in V; here M > 2, and the total degree in (&, |A|Y™) is —m — j.
In each entry, the functions g can be moved up front so that we get
f(x, 8, 2) =81 ... 8m41 Q1 - - - Oy With a structure similar to (3.28). The compositions
G*(P)G~(@;) and G@, , are now worked out for each vector component as sums of
compositions of the form OPG(g)G~(OP(f)), respectively OPG(g)OP(f),, which
can be analyzed just as described above after (3.28). This gives a large but finite
sum of terms from each homogeneous terms in g, which sum up to give expansions
as above. |

Observe a direct consequence.

Corollary 3.7. Assumptions as in Theorem 3.6.
The trace of A(Q, ;, — 0, ;) has an expansion (3.22).

Proof. 1If o ¢ Z, there is no ydo part, and the expansion is (3.26). If ¢ € Z, the ydo
part has an expansion

Tr((P(Q1; = Qo)) = X e (=27 400G (3.33)

0<j<n+c

(any & > 0), found from (2.9) by taking fiber traces and integrating over X. When
we add this to (3.26), we find (3.22). |

Now we turn to point 2) in the program for showing (3.23) in general.

Lemma 3.8. Let P, be selfadjoint positive of order 2 with scalar principal symbol, and
let A= P, + G be as above. For k so large that 2k > n + o, there is a trace expansion
for A — oo in C\IR:

nv—j

Tr(A(PE — )71 ~ e, (=) L £ 30 log(—4) + ¢/) (=) %1 (3.34)

j=0 =0

Here c) = s-res A, and if n+ 0 ¢ N, Co(A, (P§),) =c; =TRA (=TrA if ¢ < —n).
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Proof. Here we use that (3.4) is known for P, from Grubb and Schrohe (2004),
and translate it to a statement on the meromorphic structure of the generalized
zeta function {(A, P, ., s), which allows replacing P, by P;. This gives the structure
of {(A, (P§),,s), which translates back to a trace expansion (3.34). Here Grubb
and Seeley (1996, Proposition 2.9 and Corollary 3.5), are used. In details, we define
{(A, Py, s) and ((A, (P§),,s) as the meromorphic extensions of Tr(A(P;*),),
respectively Tr(A(P;*"),), defined a priori for large Res. It is well known that the
expansion (3.4) implies the following meromorphic structure of {(A, P ., s):

¢ ¢ ¢/
I(s){(A, P, ., s)~ D A— < L + ) 3.35
B Ao (e R

(by use of e.g., Grubb and Seeley, 1996, Proposition 2.9). Dividing out the Gamma
factor, we obtain a meromorphic structure somewhat similar to (3.35),

a. Zl/ a//
(A Py, s)~ Y ——+ ( =+ — ) (3.36)
) e TG T

except that the double poles vanish for | even, since they are turned into simple
poles by the cancellations from the zeros of I'(s)~! at 0, —1,—2,.... Since P, is
self-adjoint positive, the complex powers agree with the definition by spectral theory,
so Py* = (P¥)™, s’ = s/k. Then we can replace the formula for P;* by the formula
for (PY)™ simply by replacing the variable s by s'k, so we get

im0 Sk + 1= =0 \(s'k + %)2 sk + %

Z)- l;/ B//
- j ! I
=t < + )
k

’ ’ 1y2 / e
=05 + = =0 \(s"+ 3) T

with the double poles vanishing for / even. Multiplication by I'(s’) gives still another
expansion

MO )y ~ X L e P (s B ) e
k

’ ’ 12 ’ €
=08+ =0 \(s'+ 3) s+ 5

where we get double poles back at the values where [/k is even (a subset of the set
where they were removed before).

Finally, we use Grubb and Seeley (1996, Proposition 2.9) in the direction
from {(s) to f(4), in the same way as in the proof of Grubb and Seeley (1996,
Corollary 3.5). The cited proposition shows how the meromorphic structure of
(1 — s)I(s') (A, (P§),,s") carries over to an asymptotic expansion of f(—1) =
Tr(A(P§ — 2)7'). The needed exponential decrease for [Ims'| — oo follows from
the similar property of I'(1 — s)I'(s){(A, Py ., s). That f(—A1) satisfies an O(|]A|™%)
estimate (with o > 0) for 2 — oo in the considered sector is assured by (3.21) above,
with m = 2k > n+ ¢. The positivity of P, assures that f is regular at zero. The
method introduces some possible new integer poles on the positive real axis (coming
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from I'(1 — ")), but in the end result they are not present, since we already have the
corresponding part of the expansion in powers known from (3.21).

It is known from Grubb and Schrohe (2001) that ¢ = %resA in (3.35), also
equal to the coefficient of (1)~'log(—A) in the corresponding resolvent trace
expansion. Following the reduction, we see that EJ{) in (3.37) equals %E(’) = ﬁres A.

If n+0¢N, resA=0 and we have from Grubb and Schrohe (2001) that
Co(A, Pyp) = TR A. Hence also Cy(A, P, ) = TR A (since there is no contribution
from GﬁN)), so ((A,Py,,s) is regular at zero with value TR A. Then also
{(A, (P§),,0) equals TR A. O

Theorem 3.9. Assumptions as in Theorem 3.6.
Tr(AQ, ; ) has a trace expansion (3.23); in particular, Cy(A, P, ) is well defined
as the coefficient of (—1)™! (equal to TR A if n+ ¢ ¢ N), and c) = %res A.

Proof. First let m be even = 2k. Then we can compare an arbitrary auxiliary
operator P, with P; = P{ from Lemma 3.8 (with resolvent Q5 , = (P; — 2)~'). Here
(3.22) for the trace difference and (3.34) for Tr(AQ; ; ;) add up to give:

Tr(AQ, ;) = Tr(A(Q,;, — 05,),) + Tr(AQ; ; )

S (=) T (cplog(=2) + ) (=) + 0T m ),

0§j<n+a+%
(3.38)
with ¢f = L1res A, ¢f = TRA if n+ o ¢ N. So the assertions hold for m even.
Next, let m be odd. Necessarily, P, cannot have its spectrum in a sector with
opening < 7, since the principal symbol is odd in &, so iterated powers are not easy
. . . 1 . .
to use (e.g., for a selfadjoint Dirac operator D, (D*)2 = |D| is different from D).

Instead, we shall use an idea of doubling up, found in Grubb and Seeley (1995). For
a given P, of order m, consider

(o0 —p A0
LO])I = ) o= 5
P, 0 0 A

acting in the bundle E @ E. %, is skew-self-adjoint, with resolvent

@1 = <—1(PTP1 +72)7 PP+ AZ)I)

—P(PiP +22)7h AP P+ )
for 4 € C\iR. Now
Tr(s4(P, — 2);') = —ATr(A(P; P, + 4%);") — ATr(A(P, P} + A7),

In the right-hand side, P;P, and P P} are self-adjoint elliptic of even order 2m
(and > 0), so by the result already shown for even-order auxiliary operators,
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applied to the two traces, we get
Tr(sA(P, — 4);)

= X aAUFD 4 (aplog(#) + ap) it + 0(12“8%(“”))
O§j<n+(r+%

n+a—j_1

= Y b= 4 Qaplog(—A) + ap) (=2 + 0G7mED), (3.39)

0<j<nto+1

with coefficients modified because of powers of —1 = ¢™; here aj =25-resA =
LresA, and aj = 2TR A if n+ 0 ¢ N. Now 2, can be compared with

27\o p)°
and a calculation as in (3.38) gives that Tr(s4(%, — 1)7') likewise has an expansion
as in the last line of (3.39), with the same coefficient 2a; of the logarithmic term,

and the same af if n+ ¢ & N. Then Tr(A(P, — 2);') = 1Tr(s4(%, — 7);") likewise
has an expansion, with log-coefficient ag, and Cy(A, P, ) =TRAifn4+ o ¢ N. O

One can also see from these proofs that the value of Cy(A, P, ) modulo local
terms is as described in Grubb and Schrohe (2004), namely, in local coordinates, a
sum of integrals over X resp. X’ of finite part integrals in &, respectively & of the
symbols of P, respectively tr, G. (The identity Cy(G, P, ) = TR G extends to certain
integer order parity cases as in Grubb and Schrohe, 2004.)

Now the coefficient of (—4)~" in Tr(A(Q, , — Q,,),) will be studied in detail.

Note that when n + ¢ € N, the sum in (3.22) goes from zero to n + ¢ and the
last term is d,,,(—4)~'. When n + ¢ ¢ N, we see that there is no term with (—4)~!
in the expansion, so (as it should be)

Co(A, P ) —Cy(A,P, ) =0 ifn+o¢N. (3.40)
We shall finally show

Theorem 3.10. Assumptions as in Theorem 3.6. One has that
1
Co(A, P ) — Co(A, Py ) = —Zres(A(log Py —logPy),). (3.41)
Proof. Denote
L =logP, —logP,, (3.42)

with symbol I(x, &); in view of (1.14), it is classical of order zero, and (cf. (3.24)) the
homogeneous terms /_;(x, ¢) are determined for [£] > 1 by the formulas

N .
L&) = 5 /6 logia_,_(x. & Ad, (3.43)
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where € is a closed curve in C\IR_ encircling the eigenvalues of Pi.m(x, &) and
Pa.m(x, &). From the fact that P, and P, are differential operators, it is easily checked
that L satisfies the transmission condition at x, = 0.

We have that

A(log P, —logP,), = AL, = (P, + G)L, = (PL), — G*(P)G (L) + GL,. (3.44)

According to Fedosov et al. (1996) (with the sign of the s.g.o.-term corrected in
Grubb and Schrohe, 2001), the residue is determined by the formula

res(AL,) = / " fm=1 trsymb_, (PL)dS(¢)dx
+ fm /lv,l_ltrsymbl_n(trn(—GJr(P)G‘(L)~|—GL+))d‘S(g”)dx’, (3.45)

where symb, stands for “the homogeneous term of degree k in the symbol of the
operator”.

Consider first the case where ¢ ¢ Z, P = 0. Then the left-hand side in (3.41) is
zero in view of (3.40), and the right-hand side is zero, since A(log P, —log P,), is an
s.g.o. of noninteger order. So the formula is verified for ¢ ¢ Z, and we can restrict
the attention to the case where ¢ € Z.

The calculations leading to Theorem 2.2 show that

1
- / / trsymb_, (PL)dS(&)dx = / / trsymb” _ (P@,)|,__,d¢dx; (3.46)
m Jry Jjg=1 R R

this gives the yydo part of the desired formula.

Now consider the s.g.o. part (recall (3.25)). For the operator 4, and its normal
trace ;, we denote the symbols g(x', &, ¢&,,n,,4) resp. 3(x', &, ). Moreover,
we denote

G =-G"(P)G(L)+GL,, S =tr,(—-G*'(P)G (L) + GL,), (3.47)

with symbols g'(x', &, &,,n,), s (x', &).
From (3.27) we have in particular:

E’o+n—1(x) = /]Rn—l ‘:D’}:er],n(.X/, éla _1)d§,7 (348)

and the integral of its fiber trace gives the contribution to Cy(A, P, ,) — Cy(A, P, ).
In the following, consider first the case where q is independent of x,,.
The term of order 1 — n in the symbol of §’ is constructed for |&'| > 1 as the
term of homogeneity degree 1 — n in the symbol

S(x, &) = /m (—g"(p)og () +go L)X, &, &, E,)dE,
= fm ( —g'(p)og” (ﬁ /Q log Zq di) +go (ﬁ /é logZq di))cfén;
(3.49)

here €” is a curve in C\IR_ formed as the boundary of a set V.o (1.18) with 0, r
and ¢ taken so small that the eigenvalues of the principal symbols p, ,(x, &) and
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Pam(x, &) lie in the complement of V, ., ,,. for all x, all |[£'| > 1. Such sets exist
since p; ,, and p,,, are homogeneous of degree m in & for || > 1 and the ellipticity
condition holds uniformly in x (originally running in the compact manifold X).
We have:

/ rogr —i) o (i o 7
= 2 CR([ (e e (5 [ oeitia i),

|
J+k+|o|=0+n—1 o

i
+ oo (5 [ lor it dz) )ac,) (.50

where o, stands for symbol composition with respect to the normal variables
(cf. Grubb, 1996, Section 2.6), and we denote the homogeneous term of order r in
an s.g.o. symbol g by g, (it is of degree r — 1; this index was used in Grubb, 1996).
There are finitely many terms. In each term, the integration in A and the factor log 4
can be moved outside o, and g, since these operations preserve the holomorphy
inV r+e,0+e and preserve sufﬁc1ent decrease in A for |1| — oo (in view of the detailed
rules in (Grubb, 1996, Section 2.6), and the analysis in Theorem 3.6). Furthermore,
the integrations in 4 and ¢, can be interchanged. So if we define

A7) (_i)m o+ — (A ’
Wi = % [[- oo @0

koot %
+ 0485 0 (0a_, 4 (x', 0, ¢, l)h}dén, (3.51)
we have that
S1on (X', ”)—— / log 2e(x', &, A)dA. (3.52)

An application of Lemma 1.2 gives:

i / / 0 / !
o L logp(x', &\ A)di = - / o(x, &, 1)dt. (3.53)

One checks from (3.51) that ¢ has the quasi-homogeneity property ¢(x', t&, 1" 1) =
T o(x, &, 2) for |¢'|>1, t>1. Taking strictly homogeneous symbols
everywhere gives ¢", which is integrable at ¢ = 0 for /. # 0 in view of the regularity
properties shown in Theorem 3.6. Now we can apply Lemma 1.3 with dimension n
replaced by n — 1, finding that

0
/V i, (x, 5/)515(5’):_/“ / o"(x, r&, £)dtdS(&")
&|=1 &l=17-c0
_ hy ot ’r /
il AR

_j)ll
= il

j+k+\1|—a+n 1

x| = 28" (D), 0,8 (@hat, (¥, 0.6 ~1))

+ %8 0, (040" (X0, ¢, —l))+]d‘énd‘f’, (3.54)
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which we recognize as

=-mj g (L =ag. (3.55)

This shows that the contribution from § =tr, G’ (cf. (3.47)) matches the

coefficient 3,,,(x') of (—=4)~' in the diagonal kernel expansion of ¥, =tr,§,,
pointwise in x’, cf. (3.48), (3.27). Integration of the fiber trace in x" gives

res(G) = —m3,_,,, (3.56)

where 3,_,,, is the coefficient of (—4)~! in the trace expansion of ¥, (and the trace
expansion of G,), cf. (3.32). Adding this identity to (3.46), we find (3.41).

There remains to include the case where the symbol q depends on x,, but this is
easy to do. One takes a Taylor expansion of q in x, at x, = 0; since a factor x*
lowers the order in the resulting s.g.0.’s by k steps (cf. Grubb, 1996, Lemma 2.4.3),
only the first ¢ 4+ n terms can contribute to the constants we are studying. Each of
these terms enters by the standard composition rules in a very similar way as above,
only now one also has to keep track of the effect of powers x*. Again this leads
to (3.41). O

Remark 3.11. The proof shows that the identity (3.41) holds in a partly localized
way, namely, the pseudodifferential contributions from each side match pointwise in
x € X (before integration in x), and for the singular Green contributions, the ydo’s
on X' obtained after taking tr, match pointwise in x" € X’ (before integration in x').

Remark 3.12. The identity (3.41) holds also when the P; are taken of order m = 2
as in Grubb and Schrohe (2004), which necessitates a replacement of Q; ; by QY, for

AN-1

a large enough N. For, writing QF, (1(v 1),Ql ,» we see that the term with (=4)~V
in Tr(A(QY, — 0Y,),) is found by integration of compositions where the symbol

terms q* mej ,q i~ We just give the argument for the s.g.o.
part. The analysis in Grubb and Schrohe (2004) shows the needed fall-off in 4 and
integrability in & in this case. Since (with notation as in the proof of Theorem 3.10)

( ;“) / —m+l n(x —1)d-é, = /]Rn—l éI1m+l—n()c,’ é,’ i)d-é/

S(Nh

for A € R_, an application of —+— Nt l—n

(N Yoy glves for the corresponding function 3

(¥, &, 2) resulting from insertion of the

(N 1)vqu =

[ s nae = _am | (L aE
Ri-1 —Nm+1—n 25 (N— 1)' Rr-1 —m+1—n >0

= Tl [ £ a)

= ([ s Dt (3.57)
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showing that the coefficient of (—2)" in the expansion of Tr(A(Q}, — 0Y,),) obeys
the same formulas as the coefficient of (—4)~! in Theorem 3.10. Then it is set in
relation to the residue in exactly the same way as we did there.

Remark 3.13. The hypothesis that P, and P, are differential operators was
convenient in the proof of Theorem 3.6, but can probably be removed; this would
require keeping track of leftover terms resulting from decompositions as in (3.29)
with R replaced by a ydo (having the transmission property). A similar remark can
be made for the analysis in Section 4 below, where allowing P, to be a yydo would
create a number of extra terms in Lemma 4.1, which however seem manageable.
This can be taken up if necessitated by applications.

Let us also remark that the argumentation in Section 4, based on the identity
(4.3), would apply to the problem treated in Section 3, giving the desired trace
expansions but not the full information on the symbol structure of G, in (3.25).

e

4. The Second Trace Defect Formula for Manifolds with Boundary

Now some words on possible extensions of the other trace defect formula (2.6) to
the situation of dbo’s. Here we assume m > ¢ + ¢’ + n in order to have a trace-
class operator [A, A']Q, . Clearly,

Tr([A, A1Q; ) = Tr(A[A", Q; . ]), (4.1)

so one might strive to show that —m Cy([A, A'], P, ;) should equal
res(A[A', (log P)),]). 4.2)

But there are several problems with such a formula. The ydo part of A[A’, (log P,), ]
is P[P’,logP,], hence classical in view of (1.14). But there will in addition be
s.g.o.-like elements that are not covered by existing theories. One is G (log P|) =
r*log Pie”J, which is not a standard s.g.o., for example, G*(log(—A)) on R’ has
symbol-kernel ¢(x, + y,)~ e 1¥1Ca™) (for |¢'| > 1) with a singularity at x, =y, = 0.
Furthermore, compositions of (logP;), with ydbo’s will also contain nonstandard
terms.

We shall proceed in a different way. Namely, we show for the singular Green
part G, of A[A’, Q,,] that its normal trace &, has sufficiently good symbol estimates
to allow a “log-transform” (integration together with log A over a curve €’ as in
Theorem 3.10) resulting in a classical yydo S over X', such that the contribution from
4, equals —Lres S.

As in Grubb and Schrohe (2004), we assume that the ydo’s P and P’ are
of normal order 0. (Normal order k means that the symbol and its derivatives
are O((¢,)%) at the boundary, here k < the order. In general, when P satisfies the
transmission condition, it is the sum of a ydo of normal order —1, a differential
operator, and a ydo vanishing to a very high order at the boundary.)

There is a delicate argument in Grubb and Schrohe (2001, 2004) for showing
that terms containing compositions with G*(Q;) contribute to C, with local
coefficients; this relies on the exact structure of the symbol of Q; at x, =0 as a
function of the roots of the polynomial p,,(x’,0,¢,¢&,) — 4 in &,. Here we shall
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replace this argument with an argument using that
. 1 o 1 1
Q, =P —7) =_j+7P1(P1_/L) =_j+7P1Q;,, (4.3)

where the contributions from the term }1 cancel out in the calculations of

commutators. A difficulty in using this is that P,Q, is only of order zero, not of
large negative order.

We work in a localized situation (as in Section 3). The singular Green terms
appearing in the treatment of A[A’, Q,, ] are calculated in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let A=P, + G, A’ =P + G of orders g, respectively o', the ydo’s
being of normal order zero and the s.g.0.’s being of class zero; assume that P and P’ are
zero if ¢ or @' is noninteger. The singular Green part G, of A[A’, Q,.] is the sum of terms

6, =G[G,Q,, ]+ P.[CG,0Q, . ]+G[P,.Q, ]+ G, (4.4)

with the following properties:

1°. G[G,Q,,] PI[G.,Q,.] and G[P',Q, ] are singular Green operators
satisfying the primary formulas

G[G/’ Qi,+] = GG/Q/Z,Jr - GQ).,+G,v
P+[G/, Qi,+] = P+G,Q).,+ - P+QA,+G/, (4'5)
G[P;’ 0,.1= GP;Q/L+ - GQA,+P;L

and the secondary formulas

! 1 / 1 !
G[G s Q;.,+] = -GG P1,+Qz,+ - _GP1,+QA,+G s

A A
PG, Q= sP.G R0, — (PP 0,6 “6)
GIP.,Q;.]= %GP-/FPI,+QA,+ - %GP1,+Q;,,+P/+'
2°. P[P, Q; ] is the sum of the \ydo term (P[P', Q,]), and the singular Green

term G, ; satisfying primarily
G, =-G (PG ([P, Q) - P,G"(P)G () +P,G"(Q)G (P),  (47)
with
G ([P, Q) =G (PQ;)) — G (Q,P)
=G (P)Q; +P .G (Q) -G (2P —(2)), G (P), (48)

and secondarily

1

G, = —>G (PG (P, P,Q,)
1 — 1

— SP.G* (PP, G (Q) +3P.P.G* Q)G (P).  (49)
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with

Gi([P/» PIQA]) = Gi(P/P1QA) - Gi(PlQ/lP/)
=G (P'P)Q, .+ (PP),G (Q)) — P, ,G (Q)P,

— P (Q),G™(P). (4.10)

Proof. The cases in 1° follow easily by insertion of (4.3), since multiplication by }
commutes with G’ and with P/, and (since P, is a differential operator)

(PQ;); = ”+P1QzeJr = ”ﬂpleJr’nLQzeJr =P .0 (4.11)
For the case 2°, we calculate
P,[P.,Q, . ]1=P.[P,Q;], —P.,G"(P)G (Q,) + P,G*(Q,)G (P, (4.12)

where we have used in the last expression that P’ has normal order < 0. Here, since
G*(}) =0,
ya

o 1 o 1 =
P .G*(P)G(Q) = 3P+G+(P)G (PQ)) = IP+G+(P )P G7(Q))
as in (3.29); similarly,

1 1
P,GH(Q)G (P) = SP.G*(P.Q)G (P) = ;P. P, ,G*(Q)G (P)

in view of (4.11). This explains the last two terms in (4.9).
For the first term in the right-hand side of (4.12) we observe:

PP, Q;1, = (P[P, Q;])y — G*(P)G™ ([P, Q;]).

The s.g.0. term satisfies:

1
G*(PG ([P, Q)] = ;G+(P)G_([P', P01,

in view of (4.3). This shows (4.7) and (4.9), and (4.8) and (4.10) follow by
calculations such as:

G (P'Q,)=Jr P'(etrt +e JIr)Qe" =G (P)Q,, +P",G(Q,). (413)
Here P’ = JP"J is likewise a ydo satisfying the transmission condition, and the

calculation holds regardless of the normal order of P”’. We give details for the
formulas in (4.10):

G (P'P,Q;) =G (P'P)Q,, + (PP),G (Q),
G (P,Q,P)=P, G (Q;P)=P G (Q)P,. +P (Q) G (P). O
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Lemma 4.2. Hypotheses as in Lemma 4.1.

1°.  The singular Green terms appearing in the primary formulas in Lemma 4.1 are
all of one of the forms

A/,Q),,-p A/,Gi(Q;L), A//Q;L,-FA/H’ A//Gi (Q/;)AW» (4 14)

(or the same expressions with Q, replaced by Q)), where A" = P} +G" and A" =
P} + G" are of normal order zero and class zero.

2°.  The singular Green terms appearing in the secondary formulas in Lemma 4.1,
with % omitted, are all of one of the forms (4.14) (or the same expressions with Q,
replaced by Q)), where A" = P} + G" has P" of normal order < m and G" of class
< m. The right factor A" = P} + G" is of normal order zero and class zero. The only
resulting terms where A" = P of normal order = m can occur, are of the form

(PP), 0, G or (PP),G"(Q,)G (P, (4.15)
with an s.g.o. to the right.

Proof. For the terms in (4.5), this is clear from the basic rules of calculus, cf. e.g.,
Grubb (1996). For the terms in (4.6) with 1 omitted,

GG'P ,Q,,, GP_.Q,.G, P.GP_Q,.,

) ) : (4.16)
PP L0, G GPP O, ., GP 0, P,

all the expressions except the fourth one have s.g.0.’s of class m to the left of Q, .,
since, when P, , is composed to the left with an s.g.0. of class zero, we get an s.g.0. of
class m. For the fourth expression, we observe that since P, is a differential operator
of order m,

PP =(PP), + > Ky, (4.17)

J
0<j=m—1

where PP, is of normal order m and }__,_,,_; K;7; is an s.g.o. of class m; here the K;
are Poisson operators of order ¢ + m — j and the y; are the standard trace operators

(7;u = (Dju)l, ) Thus
PP ,Q,,G =(PP),Q,,G+G"Q, G, (4.18)

where PP, has normal order m and G” has class m.

Now consider the terms in (4.7). The second and third term are clearly of the
asserted form with A” of normal order and class zero. For the first term we use the
decomposition of G~ ([P, Q,]) given in (4.8) to reach this conclusion.

Finally, consider the expressions in (4.9) with the additional decomposition of
a factor in the first term given in (4.10), and % omitted:

G (P)[G™(P'P)Q; . + (PP).G™(Q,) = P LG (Q))P, — P, ,(Q;), G (P")].

(4.19)
G*(P)P, G (Q,). P.P,,G"(Q,)G (P)
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All the expressions have P, or P, entering in compositions to the left of a
A-dependent factor. The first line and the first expression in the second line lead to
expressions with s.g.0.”s of class m to the left. The last expression leads in view of
(4.17) to

PP, G™(Q,)G (P") = (PP),G"(Q,)G (P)+ G"G™(Q,)G (P',)
where PP, has normal order m and G” has class m. |

We now investigate the normal traces.

Proposition 4.3. Let G, be a parameter-dependent singular Green operator of a form
as in Lemma 4.3, and such that the sum of the orders of A” and A" is o; then S; = tr, G,
is a Ydo in the parameter-dependent calculus of order 9 — m with symbol s(x', &', 1) ~
220 8g-m—j (X' €5 A)-

1

1°. When A" is of normal order and class 0, S, is of regularity ¢ — 3, and the
symbol satisfies estimates (where p = |A|w):
o / / / ) > / 0—1—1— / —m+z
o [S(x & A) = Sy (1, A)} (el gy, (4.20)
Jj<J

for all indices.

2°. When A" is of normal order m and class m, S, is of regularity ¢ — m + %, the
symbol satisfying estimates

(< Lt I (T e B (4.21)

v, [s(x’, EL0) =Y Spom (X & x)}

j<J

for all indices.

Proof. Note that G, is in all cases of class zero, since Q; is of order —m and A" is
of normal order and class zero.

Consider first the case where there is no factor A” (or when A” = I); here we
get the results fairly easily. Then A” is of order g. If the class of G” is zero, A” enters
in the parameter-dependent calculus as the sum of a yydo and an s.g.0. both of order
¢ and regularity ¢, so when it is composed with Q, . or G=(Q,) of order —m and
regularity 400 we get an operator of order ¢ — m and regularity g, in view of Grubb
(1996, Theorem 2.7.7, Corollary 2.7.8). By Lemma 3.4, tr, of it is a ¥ydo on X' of
order ¢ — m and regularity ¢ — ;.

When ¢ < 1 the estimates (4.20) hold automatically (i.e., are standard symbol
estimates), since the power of (&, u) in the parenthesis as in (3.6) can be left out
when v < 0. For larger g, we compose to the left with AA~¢, where A’ = OP'({&')");
it is accounted for in Grubb (1996, Section 2.8) that this defines operators within
the calculus (not only for ydo’s on R"™!' but also for s.g.0.’s). The preceding
considerations now apply to the expression composed to the left with A~¢, which
satisfies estimates with an extra factor (¢')~¢. The resulting operator will satisfy
(4.20) with g replaced by zero, and when we recompose with A¢ to the left, it is easily
checked from the composition rules that we obtain an operator satisfying (4.20).
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When A” = G” of class m, its regularity is only ¢ — m +% (by Grubb, 1996,
(2.3.55)); then the composed operator has regularity ¢ — m + %, and tr, of it has
regularity ¢ — m+4—11 by Lemma 3.4. (The central fact here is that G” = G, +
> 1<m K7, such that the term with the weakest decrease in 4 will be K, 7, 10, .,
where 7y, _,Q; , is a trace operator whose symbol norm is O((¢’, W) If o —m <
—%, the estimates (4.21) are automatically satisfied, otherwise we obtain them by
pulling out a factor A'A~" for a large r as above.

Next, we consider the case where A" is nontrivial. Here we have to make
some extra efforts, both since regularity numbers in compositions are not in general
additive, and since we have to deal with some inconvenient terms (4.15). There are
now three factors, with the A-dependent factor in the middle.

Let A” and A" have orders ¢, and g,, so that ¢ = g, + ¢,. Invoking the trick of
composing to the left with A2 A~ if 9, > 0 and to the right with A2A~% if g, > 0,
we can assume that g, 9, < 0. To begin with, assume also that ¢ is independent
of x,.

The normal trace of G, is found by applying (3.15) to its symbol-kernel
g(x', &, x,,y,, A). We recall from Grubb (1996) the notation g(x', &, D,, A) (or just
g(D,)) for the operator on IR, defined for each (x, ¢, ) by applying the s.g.o.
definition in one variable x,; we use again the notation o, for the composition of
such one-dimensional operators. For operators on IR, of normal order and class
zero, tr, is the usual trace, so there is a certain commutativity, namely e.g.,

tr,(g(D,) o, §'(D,)) = tr,(g'(D,) o, 8(D,)),

tr,(g(D,) o, p(D,),) = tr,(p(D,), o, &(D,));

(4.22)

the s.g.0.’s are smoothing. We shall use this to reduce the most difficult estimates
for three components to cases of two components with better properties. Consider
e.g., a composition A”Q, | A”. Here

tr,(a" o, g, 0,a") =tr,(a" 0,a" o, q.), (4.23)

since a” o, ¢, and " are both of normal order and class zero. In the compositions
coming from the primary cases in Lemma 4.1, a” o, a” will be of normal order and
class zero. In the compositions coming from the secondary cases in Lemma 4.1,
a” o, a” will be a singular Green operator of class m; this is clear if a” is such
one, and if a” = p/ is of normal order m, a” is necessarily an s.g.0. of class zero
according to Lemma 4.2, so the composite is an s.g.o. of class m. The important
fact is that we get rid of contributions of the form (pp,),q,g’, where a direct attack
need not give estimates with a decrease in A since

sup [y, (6, (P (6, &) = D)7 = 1. (4.24)
&

Now the results from the beginning of the proof for compositions A”Q, | can be
applied. When a” o, a” is of normal order and class zero, this gives a symbol of
order ¢ — m and regularity ¢ — ‘1—‘ and when a” o, a” is an s.g.o. of class m, we
get a symbol of order ¢ — m and regularity ¢ — m + i; since ¢ < 0, the estimates in
(4.20)—(4.21) are automatic.
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The commutation is only allowed on the one-dimensional level. To find the full
composition of a”, g, and a”, we note that

(i

Wtrn(ag,a'/o 0438 q, o, 0%0%a"), (4.25)

n Yx've n Yx'Yx

tr,(a" og, 0ad") ~ Z
o, feN—1

and perform the above commutation idea for each term, to find the desired symbol
information.

Concerning remainders, an analysis shows that it is only the part of normal
order m of PP, giving a term D'D;'Q, .G, that needs special treatment; for the
part P,_, of PP, of normal order < m — 1 one can appeal to the estimate

SUp [Py (1w — A 7Z(E)THE T (4.26)
Sn

In the usual remainder term (as in e.g., Grubb and Schrohe, 2004, pf. of
Proposition 3.8) in the calculation of the composition inside tr,((D¥Q;),G"), one
can then perform a commutation (4.22) inside the integral w.r.t. A.

If ¢ depends on x,, it must be Taylor expanded in x, and each term treated
individually; here one uses that in the terms with kth powers of x,, k > 1, the
symbols coming from g are O(A~%) and the order of the s.g.0.’s are lowered by k.

There is a similar analysis when @,  is replaced by éx. + G*(0))
or G*(Q,). O

It may be remarked that the fraction } comes in because of the general
application of Lemma 3.4. Particular efforts applied to the individual compositions
may give an improvement to % in (4.21)—and an analysis extending that of Grubb
and Schrohe (2001) would give further improvements, cf. Remark 3.3. But the gain
of i is sufficient for the present purposes.

We can now conclude with

Theorem 4.4. Let A= P_+ G of order ¢ and normal order and class zero, let A’ =
P, + G’ of order ¢’ and normal order and class zero, and let P, be an auxiliary elliptic
differential operator of order m > o 4+ ' 4+ n, with no eigenvalues of the principal
symbol on R _ (so that Q, = (P, — 1)~ is defined for large A in a sector V around R ).
We assume that P and P’ are zero if ¢ or ¢’ is noninteger.

Let &), = tr, G, with symbol 3(x', &, 1), where G, is the singular Green part of
A[A’, Q; ] Then &, is a family of ydo’s on X' with the properties:

1°. &, is of order ¢ + ¢’ — m and regularity ¢ + o' — i, the symbol satisfying:

. No+a' — L —|o|— / —m+1
e S e (N I

(4.27)

8_’5,’2, |:5(x/, E D)= S (¥, i)}

j<J

on the rays in V (with —J). = p"e, u > 0), for all o, B, J.
2°. A, is of order ¢ + ¢’ and regularity ¢ + ¢’ + %, and for all o, 8, J,

< <é/>0+0'+%—\1|—./<§/’ M)—%u—m

(4.28)

v, |:'§(x/, E0) =Y Sorm (X, E, /1)}

j<J
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Proof. This follows immediately from Proposition 4.3 in view of the description of
%, given in Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2. O

We can then establish trace expansions. Here we first consider the case where o
and ¢’ are integers.

Theorem 4.5. Assumptions as in Theorem 4.4, with o and ¢' € Z.
There is a trace expansion

ntata’ —j 1

Tr([A, A10,) = Y ¢ (=)= % 4 o( "), (4.29)
0<j<n+o+o’
so that
CO([A’ A/]’ Pl,+) = Cn+z7+a/ (430)

(taken equal to zero if n + o + o' < 0) is well defined.
The symbol s(x', &') deduced from the symbol 3(x', &, 1) of ¥, by

s, &) = 5= [ logis(x, &, A)di (4.31)

(with €" a curve in C\R _ encircling the sectorial set containing the eigenvalues of
Pim(x, &) for x € X, |€'] = 1), is a classical ydo symbol of order o + o', defining a \ydo
S such that

1 1
Co([A,A'], P ) = —Zres((P[P/, logP\]),) — %res(S). (4.32)

Proof. For R, = P[P', Q,] we have a diagonal kernel expansion as in (2.22)E.n with
coefficients 7;(x). Integrating over the coordinate patches intersected with R, we
find that

ntota’—j ~1

TrR,, = Y F (=) = + 0(|2]7***),  where
j<o+a'+m+n (433)
~ ~ ~ h
= /}R IR ) = /]R s (6 & = 1E,

The calculations around Theorem 2.3 apply to this situation, showing that the
coefficient of (—4)~! identifies with the residue

. 1 ,
Friora s = —Zres((P[P ,log P1]),). (4.34)

For &;, the information that it is of order ¢ + ¢’ — m and regularity ¢ 4+ ¢’ — 1

4
leads by Lemma 3.5 to a trace expansion

ntoto’—j 1

Trge &= Y, d, (=) T4 0@ ),
1§j<n+zr+a’f%
dj=3 = / trs;  (x)dx’, (4.35)

5 = [ b (€ -Dat,
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which just misses having a precise term ¢(—/)~'. But we can improve the expansion
by using the additional information we have on the symbol in Theorem 4.4.
In fact, for j=0+0¢ +n,l=0+¢ +n—1, we have a term (taken equal to 0 if
6 + ¢ < —n) satisfying

[ (¥, €4 )| £ ()37, ),

> AN 1 17z 1 (436)
|8 (85 & A ()37 ) o™
and the remainder 8' =3 — > ;_ . 1, So1—m_i41 after this term satisfies
3 S é/ —%—n 5/’ —m+%’
| ,I : ( ,>1_ <, uil ) 4.37)
8] = (&)= (& ™.
From (4.36) follows as in Grubb (1996, Lemma 2.1.9) that
511’"7” X’, é,, i S é/ —%—Vl-f—l é/, —m+%’
| l ) =1¢ <, ul 4.38)

|5 i (L & DI SN e,
so s" . is integrable at & = 0 (besides being so for || — oo) when 4 # 0. Then

TT(OP/(Q}im_n+1)) = dzr+a’+n (_}“)71 ’ Wlth

Ayrin = 50imin s = / tr3,, 0 ()dx, (4.39)
E)’a+a’+n—1(~x,) = /ﬂ{”—‘ Qﬁm,n+1(x/, f/, _l)dé,,

as in (4.35). This gives the needed extra term, but we also have to show that
remainders do not interfere. (4.28) shows that |§'| < (f’ﬁf”u*"’*%, which integrates
in (n— 1)-space to give an estimate by u~""3. The difference s",_ . —3_, ..
is O(u~""%) on its support contained in {|&'| < 1}, so it likewise integrates to an
O(u~~%) term. This also holds for the preceding terms, the differences o —md —
Syror—m With I <o+ ¢ +n—1. Then we can finally conclude (4.29) from this
and (4.33).

We shall now show that the integral in (4.31) is well defined so that the symbol
properties can be checked directly. Again we use the estimates in Theorem 4.4. Note
that (4.27) gives too little decrease in 1 to allow the integration (4.31), whereas
(4.28) gives enough decrease in A, but much less in &'. Using that 3, its terms and
remainders are 0(/1‘1‘%), we can insert $ in (4.31) in order to obtain s(x', ') ~
> 20 8540—; (X', &'). Here s,.,_; is homogeneous of degree o +0¢ —j in ¢ for
|€'] > 1, in view of the following calculation with ¢t > 1, ¢ =71

/ ’ i ’ /
S‘H"T/—j(x ? té ) - % /fﬂ gl7+a/—m—j(x > ti > )V) log/ld/1

l

= — f 17 (X, E 0)(log o + mlog )™ do
27 S -

1 . i
= to—+a = .L” ;zﬂ»a’fmfj(-x/’ g/’ Q) IOdeQ = taJrU Jsrr+ﬂ’7j(x/, é/)s

2n
(4.40)
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where we have used that 2—’7[ S Bover—m- j(x', ¢, 0)do =0 since the integrand is
holomorphic on the region to the left of ¢” and 0()7%) for A — oo there.
Remainders satisfy

[5(x', &) = 3 Sppgr (¥, &N S (E)THHE (4.41)

j<J

for all J, in view of (4.28). Using the exact terms for j<J =J+ 1 and the
remainder estimate (4.41) with J replaced by J', we can improve (4.41) to

[s(', &) = X sp00 (0 N E ()T, (4.42)

j<J

which is the appropriate estimate for showing that s is polyhomogeneous of order
o + o'. Estimates of derivatives are included in a similar way.

So now s is well defined as a classical symbol of order ¢ + ¢’; it defines the
operator S with the residue

res S = f / trs,_, (x, E)aS(E)dx'. (4.43)
R7—1 1&=1
From the fact that
/ / l L) h ’ 7 "
Sl—n(x > é) = % /;(/” 10g/u6_m_n+1(x . f . /L)dj.

for |&'| > 1, it is found by use of Lemma 1.2 and Lemma 1.3 for dimension n — 1,
that

1 rogr ’ ’ -
——res§ = fm /m S (0, AN = 5y, (4.44)

Collecting the residues and contributions to Cy([A, A'], P, ) from (4.34) and
(4.44), we find (4.32). O

Noninteger orders are included as follows.

Theorem 4.6. Assumptions as in Theorem 4.4, with ¢ and ¢’ € R and P = P’ = 0.
There is a trace expansion

ntoto’—j —1

Tr([A, A10,) = Y. ¢ (=A% T op m), (4.45)

0§j<n+o‘+a”+%

where € =0 if 0+ 0 + 1 ¢ Z. Define Cy([A, A, P, ) = Cppose if n+0+0 €N,
Co([A, A’], P, ;) = 0 otherwise. Then defining S as in Theorem 4.5, we have that

Co([A, AL P, ,) = —%res(S). (4.46)

Proof. There is no ydo term in this case. For the s.g.o. term 6, we proceed as in
the preceding proof. It goes over verbatim if ¢ + ¢’ € Z, whereas one has to modify
the indexations when o + ¢’ ¢ Z. Actually, that is a case where there will be no
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nontrivial term ¢(—4)~!, and all one has to check is remainder estimates. Since S is
of noninteger order then, res S is also zero. O

Remark 4.7. The local constant Cy([A, A'], P, ,) enters into index formulas as
follows (similarly to Melrose and Nistor, 1996).

If A=P,_+ G is elliptic of order and class zero, and B is a parametrix of A
(necessarily also of order and class zero), then

ind(A) = Cy([A, B], P, ), (4.47)
for any auxiliary P, ,. In fact,
ind(A) = Tr(AB—1) —Tr(BA—1) = Co(AB—1—-BA+1,P, ) =Cy(A,B], P, ),
where the first equality is well known, and the second follows from Theorem 3.9,
since AB— 1 and BA — I are of order —oo. Since the index is invariant under
homotopies, we moreover have that

ind(A) = C,([A%, B°], P, ,), (4.48)

where A° is defined from the principal symbol a° of A and B is defined from a
parametrix of a’. By (4.32), the expressions in (4.47) and (4.48) equal residues.

Remark 4.8. When A = P_ 4 G goes from a bundle E over X to a bundle F' over
X, and A" = P, 4+ G’ goes from F to E (both of normal order and class zero), then

Co(AA' P, ) — Co(A'AL Py ) (4.49)

is a residue, when P, and P, are auxiliary operators in E resp. F of the same order m.
For,

Trp(AA' (P, — 2)") — Tr(A'A(P, — 2)7)

=Trz(A'(P,— 2);'A — AAP, — 2)7")
1
= T (A5 1PP = ) A = AP = 7),0),

which can be analyzed in local coordinates just as we did above, to show that the
coefficient of (—4)~! is a residue (with ydo part (P'log P,P — P'Plog P,).). When
A is elliptic of order zero and B is a parametrix, we conclude that

ind(A) = Cy(AB—1, P, ) — Co(BA—1I, P, )
= Cy(AB, P, ) — Co(BA, P, ) — Co(I, P, ,) + Co(I, P, ,)  (4.50)

is a residue, where Cy(I, P; ) = —~Lres(log P;), is obtained by integrating the fiber
trace of the pointwise formula (1.26) over X.
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5. Extension of the Res of Log Formula to Pseudodifferential
Boundary Problems

With these techniques at hand, we shall also investigate possible extensions of
the res of log formula (0.4) to realizations of elliptic pseudodifferential boundary
problems. Consider a normal elliptic realization (P, + G);, as defined in Grubb
(1996, Section 3.3). Here P is a classical ydo in E of integer order m > 0 satisfying
the transmission condition at X’, G is a singular Green operator in E of order and
class m, and T = {T,, ..., T,,_,} is a normal trace operator with entries 7, of order
and class k going from E to Fj, all polyhomogeneous. E and the F, are hermitian
C* vector bundles over X resp. X’. We assume that the conditions for uniform
parameter-ellipticity in Grubb (1996, Definition 3.3.1) are satisfied on the rays in a
sector V around R _.
The resolvent

((P+ + G)T - 1)71 =R, = Q),,+ +G,; (5'1)

was constructed in Grubb (1996, Section 3.3) and shown to belong to the parameter-
dependent calculus set up in the book. Complex powers ((P, + G);)* were described
to some extent in Grubb (1996, Section 4.4), just for Rez < 0, where it was shown
that their singular Green part has some, but not all of the symbol estimates of
standard s.g.0.’s. The logarithm of (P, + G); has not, to our knowledge, been
discussed anywhere.

Since the complex powers were only considered for Rez < 0, we cannot draw
conclusions about a derivative at z = 0, but one can try a formula as in (1.1); it
generally leads to an operator outside the Boutet de Monvel calculus. Rather than
going into a deeper analysis of such operators and the possibility of defining residues
on them, we shall show a generalization of (0.4) where a residue of the logarithm of
the ydo part does enter, and the s.g.o. part is reduced to the residue of a classical
ydo on X’; the “nice part” of the log contribution from G,.

It is shown in Grubb (1996, Theorem 3.3.5, 3.3.10), that when m > n, the
resolvent has a trace expansion with at least n + 1 exact terms:

TrR, = Y ¢)(=2)"% ' + 00 "), (52)

0<j=<n

valid for 2 — oo in the sector of parameter-ellipticity. (If the regularity is greater
than 1, there will be more terms in the expansion.) The coefficients c; are defined
by integration of the strictly homogeneous terms in the symbols of Q, , and G;; in
particular, the coefficient of (—1)7!,

Co(I, (P + G)p) =c, (5.3)

is defined from the term of order —m — n in the symbol of Q; , and the term of
order —m + 1 — n in the symbol of G, (in local coordinates). As usual, Q; is the
inverse of P — J, defined on a larger compact n-dimensional manifold X in which X
is smoothly imbedded.

In the following, we work in a localization to IR" (with X carried over to subsets
of ﬁi), as in the preceding sections. Let Q;, G, and S, = tr, G, have symbols ¢, g
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and s = tr, g, respectively, with expansions, e.g.,

Q(x’ éa )“) ~ Z q—m—j(x’ é’ j')’

j=0

(54)
s(x, 80~y s, (L EL ).
J=0
Then
¢, =ch,+cl, with
Cpy = f , /m . trg’, _,(x, & —1)dédx, (5.5)

cl = / / trs”, ., (x, &, —1)a¢ dx'.
Rr—1 JRn-1

Consider the elliptic system {P, + G, T} defining the operator (P, + G); we are
interested in. The order is m, the regularity of P is m, and the regularity v of the
full system is an integer or half-integer lying in the interval [%, m] (cf. Grubb, 1996,
(3.3.11))—unless the operators are purely differential, in which case the regularity
is 400 (any v € R works then). As shown in Grubb (1996, Theorem 3.3.2), Q, is of
order —m and regularity m, and G, is of order —m, class zero and regularity v (the
regularities being replaced by +oo in the differential operator case).

With reference to the lemmas in Section 3 here, the proof of (5.2) in Grubb
(1996, Section 3.3) consists of applying Lemma 3.2 to the pseudodifferential part
0, . to get pointwise expansions of the diagonal kernel of Q, and integrate
these over R}, applying Lemma 3.5 to the normal trace of the s.g.o. part G,
to get pointwise expansions of the diagonal kernel and integrate these over IR"~!
(contributions from interior patches are smoothing and 0(,1—1—4%,)), and adding the
expansions.

Now we want to relate the coefficients ¢/, and ¢{ to residues. ¢ is
immediately understood on the basis of Theorem 1.4 (integrating the pointwise
version over IR"). For cY, we have the following lemma.

To explain the curve ¢” used there, we recall from Grubb (1996) that
the ellipticity hypothesis assures that the strictly homogeneous principal
symbol p’ (x, ) — 4 and principal boundary symbol operator {p"(x',0, ¢, D,) +
g'(x', ¢, D) — A t"(x',&,D,)} are invertible for A in a sector around R_,
(&', 2) #0, such that the resolvent exists in a keyhole region V,, (1.18) except at
finitely many points. By a small rotation, we can assure that no eigenvalues are on
R_. As ©” we take a curve in C\IR_ around CV, , and the spectrum except possibly
zero; it can be the boundary of V. ., with suitably small »" and &'.

Lemma 5.1. Define from s and S, the reduced symbol s and the corresponding
operator S,

S, E )=, E L) —s_, (X, E,N),

(5.6)
S, = OP'(s'(x', &, 1)),
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and set

i Sy
B= %fﬁsllogAdA,

(5.7)
by, &) =5 / S_p (X, E W) logadl  forj=1, |&]=>1.

i
T
Then B is a classical ydo on R"™" of order —1 with symbol b ~ > i1b

Proof. Since s’ is of order —m — 1 and regularity v — % we have that
sis o(((e) i+ (@ i), o),

hence falls off like 4 to the power max{—1 — L —1 — %}, so the symbol multiplied
by log 4 is O(A7'7%) with a 6 > 0. There are similar estimates for derivatives. Then
B is defined as a bounded operator in L,, and its symbol terms b_; are found by
integration of the terms in s as stated. To see that b_; is homogeneous of degree
—jin & for |&| > 1, we write for ¢t > 1, with ¢ =1

4 i / )
b_;(x',tl) = e /( S_p_ (X', £, A) log AdA

1

= f{ " s, (X, &, 0)(log o + mlog )™ do (5.8)
i

2n

=1 f( S_m_j(x', &, 0)logodo = 177b_;(x, &),
where the term with mlogr drops out as in (4.40). Derivatives in x’ and ¢ and
remainders are easily checked. |

B can in a sense be considered as the “nice ydo part” of the logarithmic
contribution from the normal trace of the singular Green term G, in the resolvent;
we have only left out the principal symbol of G,. (It is not clear what kind of
operator comes out of applying the log Cauchy formula to this term in general.)

Theorem 5.2. Consider a normal elliptic realization (P, + G), where P is of integer
order m > 0, G is of order and class m, and T = {T, ..., T,_,} is normal, with entries
T, of order and class k. Assume that m > n.

With B defined in Lemma 5.1, we have that

Co(Il, (P + G)p) = —%res((log P),)— %res(B). (5.9)
Here
L= —lres((log P),), &= —lres(B). (5.10)
m m

Proof. This goes as in Theorems 3.10 and 4.5. The necessary symbol information
has been provided above, so we just have to identify the contributions from the
specific homogeneous terms. |
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In some cases one can get a more informative formula, as the following example
(similar to Grubb and Schrohe, 2004, Remark 4.2) shows.

Example 5.3. Consider a second-order strongly elliptic differential operator P, of
the form

P=—0,1+PF (5.11)

in a collar neighborhood of X', where P’ is a positive self-adjoint second-order
elliptic operator on X'. Let T =y, restriction to X’; then P, 1is the Dirichlet
realization of P. The resolvent R, does not have high enough order to be trace-class,
but we can iterate it, considering

aN—l 6N—l AN—1
A

R = ik = i@ e G = @6 1)

for N > n/2 instead. It is easily verified (further details in Grubb and Schrohe, 2004,
Remark 4.2) that tr, G, = —5(P' — 2)~', a resolvent on X’ (times a constant). The
interior contribution to the coefficient of (—2)~" is

—%resx((log P),), (5.13)

in view of the considerations in Remark 3.12. The same considerations plus the
information from Section 1 for closed manifolds, applied to —%(P’ — )7}, gives that
the s.g.0. contribution is

1
gresx (log P'). (5.14)
So here
1 1 ;
Gl (Py),,) = —Eresx((log P),)+ gresx (log P'), (5.15)

where we have logarithmic operators in both terms.
It may be remarked as in Grubb and Schrohe (2004) that the interior term
vanishes when n is odd, the boundary term vanishes when n is even.

Remark 5.4. Realizations defined by spectral boundary conditions are not covered
by the above theorem, since the boundary condition is not normal. Let us however
make some remarks on what can be said for them. Let P be a second-order strongly
elliptic differential operator on X which is as in (5.11) on X’. Consider the realization
P, defined as in Grubb (2003) by a boundary condition

ypou =0,  I(y,u+ Bygu) =0, (5.16)

where 11, is a pseudodifferential projection, I, =7 —1II,, and B is a first-order
Ydo on X' (all classical). Under the assumption that Il; commutes principally
with P’ and a suitable parameter-ellipticity condition is satisfied (cf. Grubb, 2003,
Theorem 2.10), the resolvent R, = (P, —A)~™' = Q,, + G, exists in a sector of
C; this includes the case where P, = (Dp)*Dy for a Dirac-type operator with a
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well-posed boundary condition Ily,u = 0, IT an orthogonal ydo projection (playing
the role of I1,). A particular case is where Dy, represents the Atiyah-Patodi-Singer
problem. For N so large that RY (= o= 1),R;) is trace-class (i.e., 2N > n), there is an
expansion

TrRY = Y ¢;(=2)T N 4+ (chlog(=2) + ¢§) (=)™ + 07N+ (5.17)

0<j<n

(with more terms that are unimportant here). The coefficient of (—4)™", ¢, + ¢{ is
generally nonlocal, so there is no generalization of (5.9). However, one can show
that the difference between two such coefficients with different P and B but the same
projection 11, is a residue.

In fact, for two such realizations P, and ﬁT, consider the resolvent difference
and its iterated versions:

R,—R, =(Q, - Q‘.)Jr +G, -G,

5.18

RY-F =@ -0).+6" -G’ o
with G = 1),G/1 The interior part (QY — @;V) + has for 2N > n a complete
expansion in pure powers with local coefficients, where the coefficient of (—2)~V
identified with —%res((log P —logP),), by use of the local formulas in Theorem 2.2
(cf. also Remark 3.12). For the s.g.o. part, we have according to Grubb (2003,
Theorem 4.1, (4.7)).

trn(G), - 6/!.) = Sf],/l + yz’g + Ff},/l’ Wlth
1 AR (5.19)
yl,}u - —EHz((P — ),) — (P — ;\,) ),

6 l),% , strongly polyhomogeneous of degree —2N, and o l,% , having its
symbol in S472V-1'N §=2M0 " in the notation of Grubb and Seeley (1995), for any
N > 1. All three terms have trace expansions when 2N > n:

aN 1
I (N - 1).9@‘,,-. = 2

0<j<n-1

Ny o(Nte) (5.20)

with coefficients determined from strictly homogeneous symbols. For &, ; this is
seen as in Section 2, for &, it is straightforward and for ¥ ; it is seen from Grubb
(2003) or Remark 3.3. Here the d in1 are independent of N. Defining

. . 3
1 — 1

= [ (G, -G)l “d”:—/ S, log idJ.,
o /”g” rn( A )y) ograr o o = il 0og

4™

i,n—1

we can identify Z?:l with —%res S, as in the earlier proofs. Then we conclude

that

— 1 — 1
Cy(1, Py) — Cy(I, Py) = —zres((logP —logP),) — Sres S, (5.21)

when P, and P; have the same projection II;.
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