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TAUTOLOGICAL CLASSES AND HIGHER SIGNATURES

JOHANNES EBERT

Abstract. For a bundle of oriented closed smooth n-manifolds π : E → X,
the tautological class κLk

(E) ∈ H4k−n(X;Q) is defined by fibre integration of
the Hirzebruch class Lk(TvE) of the vertical tangent bundle. More generally,
given a discrete group G, a class u ∈ Hp(BG;Q) and a map f : E → BG,
one has tautological classes κLk,u

(E, f) ∈ H4k+p−n(X;Q) associated to the
Novikov higher signatures.

For odd n, it is well-known that κLk
(E) = 0 for all bundles with n-

dimensional fibres. The aim of this note is to show that the question whether
more generally κLk,u

(E, f) = 0 (for odd n) depends sensitively on the group
G and the class u.

For example, given a nonzero cohomology class u ∈ H2(Bπ1(Σg);Q) of
a surface group, we show that always κLk,u

(E, f) = 0 if g ≥ 2, whereas
sometimes κLk,u

(E, f) 6= 0 if g = 1.
The vanishing theorem is obtained by a generalization of the index-theoretic

proof that κLk
(E) = 0, while the nontriviality theorem follows with little effort

from the work of Galatius and Randal-Williams on diffeomorphism groups of
even-dimensional manifolds.
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1. Introduction

For a bundle π : E → X of smooth oriented closed n-manifolds and a character-
istic class c ∈ Hk(BSO(n);Q), the tautological classes are defined as

κc(E) := π!(c(TvE)) ∈ Hk−n(X ;Q),

where TvE → E is the vertical tangent bundle and π! the Gysin homomorphism in
cohomology. If M is the fibre of π, this construction gives in the universal case a
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2 JOHANNES EBERT

class in
Hk−n(BDiff+(M);Q).

More generally, we can consider a further space B and oriented closed manifold
bundles π : E → X together with maps f : E → B; given u ∈ Hp(B;Q), we put

κc,u(E, f) := π!(c(TvE) ∪ f∗u) ∈ Hk+p−n(X ;Q).

The universal example of such a bundle has EDiff+(M) ×Diff+(M) map(M ;B) as
base space.

We are interested in the special case of the above where B = BG is the classifying
space of a discrete group and c = Lk ∈ H4k(BO;Q) is the kth component of the
Hirzebruch L-class, or rather Atiyah–Singer’s variant [3] thereof:

L ∈ Ĥ4∗(BO;Q) :=
∏

k≥0

H4k(BO;Q)

is the multiplicative characteristic class associated to the power series x/2
tanh(x/2) ∈

Q[[x2]] (Hirzebruch’s original class L is associated to x
tanh(x) and differs in each

degree from L by a power of 2).
In that case, the class κLk,u(E, f) ∈ H4k+p−n(X ;Q) is a family version of the

Novikov higher signature in the sense that when 4k+p = n, the class κLk,u(E, f) ∈
H0(X ;Q) evaluated at x ∈ X is Novikov’s higher signature

signu(Ex, f |Ex
) := 〈Lk(TEx) ∪ (f |Ex

)∗u, [Ex]〉 ∈ Q

of the fibre Ex over x.
It is well-known that κLk

(E) = 0 for bundle with odd fibre dimension; the
author has given an index-theoretic proof of this fact in [7]. One might ask whether
for u ∈ H∗(BG;Q) and odd fibre dimension, one still has κLk,u(E, f) = 0 for all
bundles with odd fibre dimension and maps f to BG. The aim of this note is to
disclose that the answer depends sensitively on G and u; in a way that seems to be
surprising and puzzling to the author. More specifically, we shall prove the following
result; we believe it to be of interest because of the contrast between statements
(1) and (2) on one side and (3) on the other.

Theorem 1.1. Let Γg := π1(Σg) be the fundamental group of a surface of genus

g ≥ 1 and let w ∈ H1(BΓg;Q) and u ∈ H2(BΓg;Q) be nonzero.

(1) If g ≥ 1, there is for each m ≥ 1 and each k with 4k ≥ 2m, some bundle of

closed oriented (2m+ 1)-manifolds E → X and a map f : E → BΓg such

that κLk,w(E, f) 6= 0 ∈ H4k−2m(X ;Q).
(2) If g = 1, there is, for each m ≥ 1 and each k with 4k ≥ 2m, some bundle of

closed oriented (2m+ 1)-manifolds E → X and a map f : E → BΓ1 ≃ T 2

such that κLk,u(E, f) 6= 0 ∈ H4k+1−2m(X ;Q).
(3) If g ≥ 2 and n is odd, then κLk,u(E, f) = 0 ∈ H4k+2−n(X ;Q) for each

bundle of closed oriented n-dimensional manifolds E → X and each f :
E → BΓg.

The three statements are special cases of more general results that we now state.
The general version of Theorem 1.1 (1) and (2) reads as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Let G and H be groups, v ∈ Hq(BG;Q), w ∈ Hp(BH ;Q) be

nonzero classes. Let numbers m0,m1, k0, k1 ∈ N0 be given with

m0 ≥ 1, 4k0 + p− 2m0 ≥ 0, 2m1 + 1 = 4k1 + q
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and let m = m0 +m1 and k = k0 + k1. Then there is a bundle of closed oriented

(2m+ 1)-manifolds E → X and a map h : E → B(G×H) such that

κLk,u×v(E, h) 6= 0 ∈ H4k+p+q−(2m+1)(X ;Q).

Theorem 1.2 can be deduced without much effort from Galatius–Randal-Williams’
work [9, 10] on diffeomorphism groups of even-dimensional manifolds; we give the
short proof in §4. Their work implies a nontriviality result for the κLk,u-classes for
bundles with even fibre dimension (see Lemma 4.4 below); Theorem 1.2 follows by
taking products with suitable odd-dimensional manifolds.

To obtain Theorem 1.1 (2), put G = H = Z, let v = w ∈ H1(BZ;Q) be a
generator, and let m0 = m, k0 = k, m1 = m1 = 0. To obtain Theorem 1.1 (1), put
G = 1, H = Γg, v = 1 and w = w, as well as m0 = m, k0 = k, k1 = m1 = 0.

To formulate the general statement behind Theorem 1.1 (3), let U(p, q) be the
unitary group with signature (p, q). The Lie group U(p, q) contains U(p) × U(q)
as a maximal compact subgroup, and so we have a map (BU(p, q)δ denotes the
classifying space of the abstract group U(p, q))

ϕ : BU(p, q)δ → BU(p, q) ≃ BU(p)×BU(q)
∆
→ BU (1.3)

where the last map takes the difference of the two universal bundles. We can pull
back the components chm of the Chern character along ϕ and obtain a class (super
Chern character)

schm := ϕ∗chm ∈ H2m(BU(p, q)δ;Q) (1.4)

and
sch ∈ Ĥ2∗(BU(p, q)δ;Q).

Theorem 1.5. Let π : E → X be a bundle of closed smooth oriented manifolds of

odd dimension n, and let f : E → BU(p, q)δ be a map. Then

κL,ϕ∗sch(E, f) = 0 ∈ H∗−n(X,Q).

The deduction of Theorem 1.1 (3) from Theorem 1.5 is not entirely straightfor-
ward and is done in §3 below; the key ingredient here is [15].

The proof of Theorem 1.5 is an elaboration of the index-theoretic proof that
κLk

= 0 given in [7]. We replace the odd signature operator introduced in [2] and
used in [7] by a twisted version; this operator was introduced (on even-dimensional
manifolds) by Lusztig [14] in relation to the Novikov conjecture (surely it is already
implicit in [1]); we give the construction in odd dimensions in §2.2. The necessary
cohomological index formula for the odd twisted signature operator is shown in §2.3.
Here our procedure is somewhat different from the one in [7]: the index theorem in
the odd case is deduced from the even case, which is treated in adequate detail in
[3], [5] and [13]. This trick enforces to use Clifford algebras systematically.

2. Proof of the vanishing theorem

2.1. The family index of elliptic families. This section is devoted to the proof
of Theorem 1.5. As we already said, the proof is index-theoretic, and we begin by
reviewing the family index of a family of elliptic operators on a bundle of closed
manifolds. Let π : E → X be a bundle of closed smooth manifolds and W → E is
a fibrewise smooth complex vector bundle with a fibrewise smooth bundle metric.
We assume that the vertical tangent bundle TvE → E is equipped with a fibrewise
smooth Riemannian metric; then each fibre Ex := π−1(x) is a closed Riemannian
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manifold. Let D be a family of formally selfadjoint elliptic operators of order 1
acting on fibrewise smooth sections of E. We can restrict D to each fibre and
obtain a formally selfadjoint elliptic operator D|x acting on smooth sections of the
bundle W |x := W |Ex

→ Ex.
To define a family index of D, we shall firstly assume that X is compact which

is not a severe hypothesis for our purposes. Secondly, some linear algebraic sym-
metries on D need to be present.

Definition 2.1. A Clk,0-structure on a metric vector bundle W → E consists of a
Z/2-grading ι on W and a graded ∗-algebra homomorphism α : Clk,0 → End(TW ).

In some more detail, Clk,0 denotes the Clifford algebra (with anticommuting gen-
erators e1, . . . , ek such that e2i = −1) as a Z/2-graded algebra. The map α is
determined by anticommuting skewadjoint operators αj := α(ej) which all anti-
commute with ι and have square −1.

A Clk,0-graded elliptic family over a manifold bundle E → X consists of a family
D of formally selfadjoint elliptic operators of order 1, acting on the sections of
some metric vector bundle W → E, and a Clk,0-structure (ι, α) on E such that the
relations

Dι+ ιD = 0 = α(ej)D +Dα(ej)

hold (for all j = 1, . . . , k).

A Clk,0-graded elliptic family (D, ι, α) over some bundle of closed smooth mani-
folds π : E → X over a finite CW base (this level of generality suffices for Theorem
1.5) has an index

indk(D, ι, α) ∈ Kk(X).

The classical construction is essentially due to Atiyah–Singer and explained, with
references, in [7, §3] in the case k = 0, 1 (to get it for arbitrary k, one invokes the
general variant of the main result of [4]). A more modern and less cumbersome
approach using Hilbert module techniques is described in [8].

A Cl0,0-graded elliptic family is essentially the same as a family of elliptic oper-
ators (no formal selfadjointness or further algebraic structure required); one splits
W = W+ ⊕W− into the eigenspaces of ι and looks at the restriction of D to a W+

which maps to W−. The index ind0(D, ι) is just the ordinary family index of D|W+

from sections of W+ to those of W−.
A Cl1,0-graded elliptic family is essentially the same as a family of formally

selfadjoint elliptic operators without further algebraic symmetries; one looks at the
restriction of α1D to the eigenbundle W+ (this connects the present setup with the
one used in [7]).

The relation to the Bott periodicity isomorphism bott : K0(X) ∼= K2(X) is as

follows. Let (D, ι, α) be some Cl2,0-graded elliptic family, acting on some vector
bundle W → E over some fibre bundle E → X . Now ε := iα(e1e2) is a selfadjoint
involution on W , which commutes with ι and D. Hence we can restrict D and ι to
the eigenbundle W+ = Eig(iα(e1e2),+1) and obtain a Cl0,0 graded elliptic family
(D|W+ , ι|W+). This process is easily seen to be invertible, and we have

ind2(D, ι, α) = bott(ind0(D|W+ , ι|W+)). (2.2)

Let us describe the behaviour of the index with respect to products. Given a
Clk,0-graded elliptic family (D, ι, α) on some vector bundle W → E over E → X
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and a Cll,0-graded elliptic family (B, η, β) on some other vector bundle W → F
over F → Y , we form the exterior product of these elliptic families as follows.

Consider the bundle V ⊠W → E×F with grading ι⊗η. Here we have the graded
tensor product differential operatorD⊗̂1+1⊗̂B (note that we use the graded tensor
product here, with conventions as in [6, §14.4]), which is elliptic again with square

D2⊗̂1 + 1⊗̂B2 and anticommutes with ι ⊗ η. We get a Clk+l,0-structure α♯β by
sending ei with i ≤ k to α(ei)⊗̂1 and ei with i > k to 1⊗̂β(ei−k). Using the
Koszul rule for the graded tensor product, it is easily checked that D⊗̂1 + 1⊗̂B is
Clk+l,0-graded. The external product in K-theory is so that

indk+l(D⊗̂1 + 1⊗̂B, ι⊗ η, α♯β) = indk(D, ι, α)× indl(B, η, β). (2.3)

The following result, discovered in [12, Proposition 4.1] (and rediscovered in [7,
Theorem 4.1]) is the analytical basis for our vanishing theorem.

Theorem 2.4. Assume that (D, ι, α1) is a Cl1,0-graded elliptic family and assume

that the function X → N0, x 7→ dim(ker(D|x)), is locally constant. Then

ind1(D, ι, α1) = 0 ∈ K1(X).

One can give a more modern proof using Hilbert module theory; we refrain from
giving it here.

2.2. The twisted signature operator. Let us first recapitulate the ordinary
signature operator, assuming complex coefficients throughout. If M is a closed
Riemannian manifold of dimension n, we get an inner product on Λ∗T ∗M ⊗ C,
and the exterior derivative d : Ap(M) → Ap+1(M) has a formal adjoint d∗. The
operator D = d + d∗ : A∗(M) → A∗(M) is elliptic and formally selfadjoint. By
the general Hodge decomposition theorem, the kernel of D : Ap(M) → A∗(M)
can be identified with the de Rham cohomology Hp

dR(M) ∼= Hp(M ;C). Let ι be
the even/odd grading on Λ∗T ∗M ; then clearly Dι + ιD = 0, so that (D, ι) is

Cl0,0-graded and ind(D, ι) = χ(M) ∈ Z = K0(∗) is the Euler number.
If M is oriented, we have the Hodge star operator ⋆ : ΛpT ∗M → Λn−pT ∗M ;

with the help of ⋆, we can express the L2-inner product on forms by

〈α, β〉L2 =

∫

M

α ∧ ⋆β.

Note that ⋆(1) is the volume form, and recall that on p-forms,

⋆2 = (−1)p(n−p). (2.5)

It follows from Stokes’ theorem and (2.5) that the adjoint d∗ : Ap(M) → Ap−1(M)
is given by the formula

d∗ = (−1)np−n+1 ⋆ d ⋆ . (2.6)

We modify the Hodge star and define on p-forms

τ := i
n(n+1)

2 +2np+p(p−1) ⋆ . (2.7)

Equations (2.5), (2.6) and (2.7) imply

Lemma 2.8. The following relations hold.

(1) τ2 = 1,
(2) ιτ = (−1)nτι,
(3) d∗ = (−1)n+1τdτ , dτ = (−1)n+1τd∗, τd = (−1)n+1d∗τ ,
(4) Dτ = (−1)n+1τD.
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Definition 2.9. For each n, we call the Cl0,0-graded elliptic operator (D, ι) the

Euler characteristic operator. For even n, we call the Cl0,0-graded elliptic operator
(D, τ) the signature operator. For odd n, we use the grading ι and define a Clifford

structure α : Cl1,0 → End(Λ∗T ∗M) by α(e1) := ιτ and call the resulting Cl1,0-
graded elliptic operator (D, ι, α) the odd signature operator.

Some of these calculations can be made more transparent using Clifford algebras
(though the connection to cohomology requires to use differential forms). This
works as follows.

Let T be a euclidean vector space of dimension n, and consider the usual Clifford
action c : Cl(T ) → End(Λ∗T ), which sends e ∈ T to exte − ext∗e (exte is exterior
multiplication with e, and its adjoint is the insertion operator). Let ι denote the
even/odd grading on Λ∗T .

Assuming that T is oriented, pick an oriented orthonormal basis (e1, . . . , en),
and let volT ∈ ΛnT be the volume form. The Clifford volume element is defined as
ωT := e1 · · · en ∈ Cl(V ).

Lemma 2.10.

(1)

ω2
T = (−1)

n(n+1)
2 .

(2) The relation to the Hodge star operator is given by the identity

c(ωT ) = (−1)
p(p−1)

2 +np⋆ : Λp(T ) → Λn−p(T ).

(3) τ = i
n(n+1)

2 c(ωT ).

Proof. (1) is straightforward, (2) is shown in [13, p.129] and (3) is trivial. �

We continue to assume that M is a closed oriented n-dimensional Riemannian
manifold. In addition, let us suppose that (V, η) → M is a flat hermitian vector
bundle; in other words V is a complex vector bundle, together with a nondegenerate
(possibly indefinite) hermitian form η : V × V → C and a flat connection ∇ with
respect to which η is parallel. Alternatively, the structure group of V is reduced to
U(p, q)δ.

We can extend ∇ to d∇ : A∗(M ;V ) → A∗+1(M ;V ) on V -valued differential

forms, with d2∇ = 0 (since ∇ is flat). So 0 → A0(M ;V )
d∇→ . . .

d∇→ An(M ;V ) → 0
is an elliptic complex, and a twisted version of de Rham’s theorem states that
H∗(A∗(M ;V ), d∇) ∼= H∗(M ;V ); here the right hand side is singular cohomology
with coefficient system defined by the flat bundle V . So far, we have not used η.

Lemma 2.11. There exist pairs (h, σ), consisting of a bundle metric h on V and

an h-isometry σ with σ2 = 1 and

h(τ , ) = η( , ).

We can choose (h, σ) to depend continuously on a bundle metric h0. Such a pair is

called a compatible pair.

Proof. Pick a bundle metric h0 at random, which determines uniquely a bundle
endomorphism S such that h0(S , ) = η( , ), which is selfadjoint and invertible.
Let

h( , ) := h0(|S| , ), σ := S|S|−1 = |S|−1S;

one checks that (h, σ) is a compatible pair. �
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We fix a compatible pair (h, σ). The bundle metric h, together with the original
Riemannian metric onM , determines a bundle metric on Λ∗T ∗M⊗V . With respect
to this metric, we form the formal adjoint d∗∇ of d∇, and let

DV := d∇ + d∗∇. (2.12)

The principal symbol of DV is given by the formula smb(DV ) = smb(D) ⊗ 1V , so
DV is elliptic; and the kernel of DV is identified (by the Hodge theorem and the
twisted de Rham theorem) with H∗(A∗(M ;V ), d∇) ∼= H∗(M ;V ) (flatness of ∇ is
needed only for this cohomological interpretation of the kernel of DV ).

A Z/2-grading on Λ∗T ∗M ⊗V is given by ιV := ι⊗ 1V , and we have (obviously;
look at the degrees of the involved forms!)

DV ιV + ιV DV = 0.

Assuming that M is oriented, the inner product on V -valued forms is given by

〈α, β〉 =

∫

M

h(α ∧ (⋆ ⊗ 1V )β); (2.13)

here the wedge α ∧ ⋆β is a form with values in V ⊗R V to which we can apply h
and get a C-valued form that can be integrated.

Using that (h, σ) is compatible η on V , formula (2.13) becomes

〈α, β〉 =

∫

M

η(α ∧ (⋆⊗ σ)β). (2.14)

Using that η is parallel, the proof of (2.6) carries over and yields the following.

Lemma 2.15. The formal adjoint

d∗∇ : Ap(M ;V ) → Ap−1(M ;V )

is given by the formula

d∗∇ = (−1)np−n+1(⋆ ⊗ σ)d∇(⋆⊗ σ).

The proof of Lemma 2.8 was a formal consequence of (2.6). Hence we obtain
the following generalization of Lemma 2.8, with the same proof. We introduce the
involution τV := τ ⊗ σ of Λ∗T ∗M ⊗ V .

Proposition 2.16. Let Mn be an oriented Riemannian manifold and let V → M
be a complex vector bundle with a flat connection ∇ and a parallel nondegenerate

hermitian form. Pick a compatible pair (h, σ). Let DV := d∇ + d∗∇. Then

(1) The operator DV is elliptic and its principal symbol is smb(DV ) = smbD ⊗
1V .

(2) If M is closed, ker(DV ) ∼=
⊕n

p=0 H
p(M ;V ).

(3) ι2V = 1, τ2V = 1 and

ιV τV = (−1)nτV ιV .

(4)
DV ιV + ιV DV = 0

(5)
DV τV + (−1)nτV DV = 0.

�

Definition 2.17. In the situation of Proposition 2.16, we make the following defi-
nitions.
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(1) The Z/2-graded elliptic operator (DV , ιV ) is the twisted Euler characteristic

operator.
(2) If n is even, the Z/2-graded elliptic operator (DV , τV ) is the even twisted

signature operator.
(3) If n is odd, we define α : Cl1,0 → End(Λ∗T ∗M ⊗ V ) by α(e1) = ιV τV .

The Cl1,0-elliptic operator (DV , ιV , α) is called the odd twisted signature

operator.

The index of the twisted Euler characteristic operator is

ind(DV , ιV ) =

n
∑

p=0

(−1)p dimHp(M ;V ) = χ(M)rank(V ),

and when n = 2m, the index of the even twisted signature operator is the signature
of the following hermitian form on Hm(M ;V ):

(α, β) 7→

{

∫

M
ω(α ∧ β) m ≡ 0 (mod 2)

−i
∫

M ω(α ∧ β) m ≡ 1 (mod 2).

This is shown by the same argument that identifies the index of the signature
operator with the signature of M .

The whole discussion carries over to families. Let π : E → X be a bundle
of smooth closed oriented Riemannian n-manifolds. We say that a fibrewise flat

hermitian bundle (V, η) → E is a complex vector bundle with a hermitian form η
and a family of connections ∇ on V such that each ∇|x is flat and such that h|Ex

is ∇|x-parallel for each x. This means that the structure group of each V |Ex
can

be reduced to U(p, q)δ; and we say that (V, η) is globally flat if the structure group
of V can be reduced to U(p, q)δ. Note that being globally flat is a much stronger
condition than being fibrewise flat.

If (V, η) is fibrewise flat, we can pick a compatible pair (h, σ). In that case, we
can define the twisted operator family DV ; the restriction to each fibre is DV |Ex

.
We also have the two involutions ιV and τV ; and all the identities of Proposition
2.16 continue to hold. We define family indices

χ(E → X ;V ) := ind0(DV , ιV ) ∈ K0(X),

and for n even

signeven(E → X ;V ) := ind0(DV , τV ) ∈ K0(X).

For n odd, we define

signodd(E → X ;V ) := ind1(DV , ιV , α(e1) := ιV τV ) ∈ K1(X).

Corollary 2.18. Let E → X be a bundle of smooth closed oriented odd-dimensional

manifolds and let (V, η) → E be globally flat hermitian vector bundle. Then

signodd(E → X ;V ) = 0 ∈ K1(X).

Proof. The dimension of the kernel of (DV )|x is equal to
∑n

k=0 dimHk(Ex, Vx).
Since V is globally flat, this is a locally constant function of x. Hence Theorem 2.4
applies and gives the desired conclusion. �
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2.3. The index formula for the twisted signature operator. In this subsec-
tion, we derive the cohomological formula for the index of the odd twisted signature
operator, which reads as follows.

Theorem 2.19 (Index theorem for the odd signature operator). Let π : E → X be

a bundle of closed oriented 2m+1-dimensional manifolds over a finite CW complex.

Let (V, η) → E be a fibrewise flat hermitian vector bundle. Then

ch(signodd(E
π
→ X ;V )) = ±2mπ!(L(TvE)sch(V )) ∈ H2∗+1(X ;Q).

Together with Corollary 2.18, Theorem 2.19 immediately shows Theorem 1.5.
Since it does not matter for our overall purpose, we can afford to leave the sign in
Theorem 2.19 undetermined, and the author is too lazy to figure out the correct
sign (which in any case only depends on m). We have written the proof so that the
sign can in principle not be tracked; figuring out the sign will start with giving a
different proof of Lemma 2.33 below.

The first step in the proof is the cohomological index formula for the twisted
signature operator in even dimensions.

Theorem 2.20. If n = 2m, we have

ch(signeven(E
π
→ X ;V )) = (−1)m2mπ!(L(TvE)sch(V )) ∈ H2∗(X ;Q).

This is straightforward from the usual family index theorem, see [3, p.577] for the
derivation of the cohomological formula. The sign (−1)m is not present in loc.cit;
here is the reason why it appears here. For n = 2m, the definition of the grading
involution τ 2.7 is τ = (−1)mim+p(p−1)⋆ and differs from the involution with the
same name in [3, p. 575] by the sign (−1)m.

As next step, we need two facts about the twisted Euler characteristic operator.

Proposition 2.21.

(1) For two bundles of closed manifolds πi : Ei → Xi and fibrewise flat hermit-

ian vector bundles (Vi, ηi) → Ei, we have

χ(E0×E1 → X0×X1;V0⊠V1) = χ(E0 → X0, V0)×χ(E1 → X1, V1) ∈ K0(X0×X1).

(2) For a bundle π : E → X of closed, oriented and odd-dimensional manifolds

and a fibrewise flat hermitian vector bundle (V, η) → E, we have

χ(E → X ;V ) = 0 ∈ K0(X).

Proof. (1): Let us adopt the convention that we use the ⊠-symbol and the graded

variant ⊠̂ when we tensor operators on different manifolds (bundles), and reserve ⊗
and ⊗̂ for the tensor product of bundle endomorphisms on an individual manifold
(bundle). We only spell out the computation when Ei = Mi → ∗, the general case
is only notationally more involved.

The operator DV0⊠̂1+1⊠̂DV1 acts on the vector bundle Λ∗T ∗(M0×M1)⊗V0⊠

V1); here we use the graded isomorphism

Λ∗T ∗M0⊠̂Λ∗T ∗M1
∼= Λ∗T ∗(M0 ×M1). (2.22)

As the grading of each DVi
is given the even-odd grading on forms, DV0⊠̂1+1⊠̂DV1

agrees as an operator with DV0⊠V1
(using the tensor product connection, metric and

hermitian form on V0⊠V1). The grading is the even/odd grading. Hence the claim
is a consequence of the product formula (2.3).



10 JOHANNES EBERT

(2): the operator iιV τV is odd, anticommutes with DV and has square +1. This
means (by the homotopy invariance of the index) that

χ(E → X ;V ) = ind0(DV + iιV τV , ιV ),

but (DV + iιV τV )
2 = D2

V + 1 is invertible. Hence χ(E → X ;V ) = 0 ∈ K0(X). �

Proposition 2.23. Let πi : Ei → Xi, i = 0, 1, be two bundles of closed oriented

manifolds, and let (Vi, ηi) → Ei be two fibrewise flat hermitian vector bundles. If

the fibre dimensions ni = 2mi + 1 are both odd, we have the identity

signeven(E0 × E1 → X0 ×X1;V0 ⊠ V1) =

= 2(−1)m0+m1bott−1(signodd(E0 → X0;V0)× signodd(E1 → X1;V1))

in the group K0(X0 ×X1)[
1
2 ].

In [17, Lemma 6], analogous formulas for theK-homology classes of the signature
operators are established. These do not quite imply Proposition 2.23 (but a family
version of [17, Lemma 6] which should not be too hard would do it). In loc.cit., these
formulas are stated without inverting 2. However, the author has been unable to
understand the details of the proof given in [17], so he prefers to give an independent
treatment.

Proof of Proposition 2.23. We first express signodd(E0 → X0;V0) × signodd(E1 →
X1;V1) ∈ K2(X0×X1) as the Cl

2,0-index of another operator family on E0×E1 →
X0×X1. Computing exactly as in the proof of Proposition 2.21 (1) (and using that
the grading of the odd twisted signature operator is the even/odd grading, as it is
the case for the twisted Euler characteristic operator), we find that signodd(E0 →

X0;V0)× signodd(E1 → X1;V1) is the Cl2,0-index of the operator DV0⊠̂1 + 1⊠̂DV1

acting on the vector bundle Λ∗T ∗(M0 × M1) ⊗ V0 ⊠ V1 with the grading ιV0⊠V1
.

The Cl2,0-structure is given by the two generators α0⊠̂1, 1⊠̂α1, where

αi = ιVi
τVi

.

Next we calculate bott−1(signodd(E0 → X0;V0) × signodd(E1 → X1;V1)) ∈
K0(X0 × X1) using the recipe (2.2). Using the notation introduced before that
formula, the involution ε is given by the formula

ε = i(α0⊠̂1)(1⊠̂α1) = iιV0τV0⊠̂ιV1τV1 .

Keeping in mind the Koszul rule, the definition of τVi
and that τV0 is even, we

rewrite this as

ε = i(ι0⊠̂ι1)(τ0⊠̂τ1)(σ0⊠̂σ1), (2.24)

with the following interpretation understood: ιj is the even/odd-grading on forms
on Mj, tensored with the identity on Vj , τj is the τ -operator on forms on Mj,
tensored with the identity on Vj , and σj is the compatible involution on Vj , tensored
with the identity on the exterior algebra of Mj .

Under the isomorphism (2.22), ι0⊠̂ι1 corresponds to the even/odd grading ι on

Λ∗T ∗(M0×M1), tensored with the identity on V0⊠V1, and σ0⊠̂σ1 is the compatible
involution on V0 ⊠ V1, tensored with the identity on the exterior algebra.

Next recall Lemma 2.10. If ωi is the volume element in the Clifford algebra of
TMi, we see that

(τ0⊠̂τ1) = i
(2m0+1)(2m0+2)

2 +
(2m1+1)(2m1+2)

2 c(ω0)⊠̂c(ω1). (2.25)
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The term c(ω0)⊠̂c(ω1) corresponds under (2.22) to c(ω), with ω the volume element
in the Clifford algebra of T (M0 ×M1) (using the standard orientation conventions
for products). Using Lemma 2.10 (3), we get

(τ0⊠̂τ1) = i
(2m0+1)(2m0+2)

2 +
(2m1+1)(2m1+2)

2 c(ω) = i(−1)m0+m1+1τ. (2.26)

Putting (2.24), (2.25) and (2.26) together, we obtain

ε = (−1)m0+m1ιτσ = (−1)m0+m1ιV0⊠V1
τV0⊠V1

. (2.27)

Formula (2.2) hence shows that bott−1(signodd(E0 → X0;V0) × signodd(E1 →
X1;V1)) is theK

0-index ofDV0⊠V1
, restricted to the +1-eigenspace of ǫ as computed

in (2.27), with the even/odd grading.
To relate this to the index of the twisted signature operator on the product,

we now contemplate on the following construction. For even n, the twisted Euler
characteristic and twisted signature operator admit a further decomposition as
follows.

Regardless of any product structure, the operator ιV τV is an involution which
commutes with ιV , τV and DV . We thus can decompose Λ∗T ∗

vE ⊗ V = W+ ⊕W−

into eigenbundles of ιV τV ; the three operators ιV , τV and DV preserve this decom-
position. We can therefore write the K0-index of the twisted Euler characteristic
operator as

χ(E → X ;V ) = ind0(DV |W+ , ιV ) + ind0(DV |W−
, ιV )

and that of the twisted signature operator as

signeven(E → X ;V ) = ind0(DV |W+ , τV ) + ind0(DV |W−
, τV ).

On W±, we have τV = ±ιV . This, together with the general relation ind0(D,−ι) =

−ind0(D, ι) for Cl0,0-graded elliptic families, shows that

signeven(E → X ;V ) = ind0(DV |W+ , ιV )− ind0(DV |W−
, ιV ).

Using the notation

µ±(E → X ;V ) := ind0(DV |W±
, ιV ),

we hence have

χ(E → X ;V ) = µ+(E → X ;V ) + µ−(E → X ;V ) (2.28)

and

signeven(E → X ;V ) = µ+(E → X ;V )− µ−(E → X ;V ). (2.29)

Our previous calculation of bott−1(signodd(E0 → X0;V0)×signodd(E1 → X1;V1)) ∈
K0(X0 ×X1) can therefore be restated by writing

bott−1(signodd(E0 → X0;V0)×signodd(E1 → X1;V1)) = µ(−1)m0+m1 (E0×E1 → X0×X1;V0⊠V1).
(2.30)

Inverting 2, we can solve (2.28) and (2.29) for µ± and obtain

µ±(E → X ;V ) =
1

2
(χ(E → X ;V )± sign(E → X ;V )) (2.31)

Inserting (2.31) into (2.30) therefore leads to the formula

2bott−1(sign(E0 → X0;V0)× sign(E1 → X1;V1)) =

= χ(E → X ;V ) + (−1)m0+m1sign(E → X ;V ) ∈ K0(X0 ×X1)[
1

2
].

(2.32)
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Proposition 2.21 shows that χ(E → X ;V ) = 0, and the proof is complete. �

To proceed with the proof of Theorem 2.19, we consider an explicit example,
which is due to Lusztig [14, §4]. Consider the trivial fibre bundle pr1 : S1×S1 → S1.
In loc.cit, it is shown that the complex line bundle L → S1 × S1 whose first
Chern class is the generator u × u ∈ H2(S1 × S1;Z) (u ∈ H1(S1) is an arbitrary
generator) has a positive definite hermitian metric and a hermitian connection ∇
whose restriction to each fibre pr−1

2 (z) is flat (one should think of L|{z}×S1 as the
flat line bundle with monodromy z).

Lemma 2.33. The analytical index sign(S1 × S1 pr1→ S1;L) ∈ K1(S1) ∼= Z is a

generator, and 〈(pr1)!(L(TvS
1 × S1)ch(L)), [S1]〉 = ±1 ∈ Q.

The proof we shall give will not be able to detect the sign of the analytical index.
One can compute the analytical index also by a spectral flow argument, which in
principle allows to find the sign. This still depends on keeping track of many sign
conventions. As the sign does not matter for our ultimate goal, we refrain from
doing so. Hence, we can afford to be deliberately sloppy about signs in the proof.

Proof. We have c1(L) = u × u. The vertical tangent bundle of the projection pr1
is trivial; hence

(pr1)!(L(TvS
1 × S1)ch(L)) = (pr1)!(1 + u× u) = ±u ∈ H1(S1;Z)

is a generator. We compute the analytical index (up to a sign) with the help of
Proposition 2.23. By that formula (and since bott is an isomorphism), it is sufficient
to check that

sign(S1 × S1 × S1 × S1 pr1×pr3→ S1 × S1;L⊠ L) ∈ K0(S1 × S1) (2.34)

lies in the reduced group K̃0(S1 × S1) ∼= Z and is twice a generator. The Chern
character on S1 × S1 takes values in integral cohomology and is an isomorphism
K0(S1 × S1) → H2∗(S1 × S1;Z). So we must show that the Chern character of
(2.34) is twice a generator of H2(S1 × S1;Z). This can be done with the help of
Theorem 2.20:

ch(sign(S1 × S1 × S1 × S1 pr1×pr3→ S1 × S1;L⊠ L)) =

−2(pr1 × pr3)!(sch(L⊠ L)),

using that the vertical tangent bundle is trivial. Now L and L ⊠ L have trivial
grading, so

sch(L⊠ L) = ch(L⊠ L) = ch(L)× ch(L) = (1 + u× u)× (1 + u× u) =

= 1 + (u× u× 1× 1) + (1× 1× u× u) + (u× u× u× u).

Applying −2(pr1×pr3)! yields as degree 0 component 0, and as degree 2 component

−2(pr1 × pr3)!(u× u× u× u) = ±2u× u,

as claimed. �

Proof of Theorem 2.19. Let π : E → X be a bundle with 2m−1-dimensional fibres
and let V → E be a fibrewise flat hermitian bundle. We compute in H∗(X×S1;Q)

±ch(sign(E
π
→ X ;V ))×u

(2.33)
= ch(sign(E

π
→ X ;V ))×ch(sign(S1×S1 pr1→ S1;L)) =
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(multiplicativity of the Chern character)

ch(sign(E
π
→ X ;V )× sign(S1 × S1 pr1→ S1;L))

(2.23)
=

(−1)m−1

2
ch(bott(sign(E × S1 × S1 π×pr1→ X × S1;V ⊠ L))) =

(using that the Chern character commutes with the forma Bott map)

(−1)m−1

2
ch(sign(E × S1 × S1 π×pr1→ X × S1;V ⊠ L))

(2.20)
=

−2m−1(π × pr1)!((L(TvE)× 1)(sch(V )× (1± u× u))) =

−2m−1(π × pr1)!(L(TvE)sch(V )× (1± u× u))) =

±2m−1π!(L(TvE)sch(V ))× u.

As the cross product with u is injective, the claim follows. �

3. The case of surface groups

To deduce Theorem 1.1 from Theorem 1.5, it remains to show the following.

Lemma 3.1. For g ≥ 2, there is a flat hermitian vector bundle V → Σg of signature

(1, 1) with 〈sch1(V ), [Σg]〉 = 2− 2g.

Proof. Recall that PSU(1, 1) = SU(1, 1)/± 1 is the orientation-preserving isometry
group of the Poincaré disc model E of hyperbolic space; the action is given by
Möbius transformations. The isotropy group of SU(1, 1) at the origin is U(1), given
by z 7→ diag(z, z−1).

The Riemann uniformization theorem provides us with a homomorphism γ :
Γg → PSU(1, 1) such that E/γ(Γg) ∼= Σg. The composition

Σg
Bγ
→ BPSU(1, 1)δ → BPU(1, 1) ≃ B(U(1)/± 1) ≃ BSO(2)

is a classifying map for the tangent bundle TΣg; this is nicely explained in [16,
p.312f]. Since Σg is spin, the map Σg → BPU(1, 1) can thus lifted to a map
Σg → BU(1, 1). The diagram

BSU(1, 1)δ //

��

BSU(1, 1)

��

BPSU(1, 1)δ // BPSU(1, 1)

is homotopy cartesian; hence we can lift Bγ : Σg → BPSU(1, 1)δ to a map Σg →
BSU(1, 1)δ, which is Bρ for some lift ρ : Γg → SU(1, 1) of γ. By construction,
Σg → BSU(1, 1)δ → BSU(1, 1) ≃ BU(1) is a complex line bundle of Chern number
1−g. Hence the hermitian vector bundle V given by Bρ has 〈sch1(V ), [Σg]〉 = 2−2g.
To see where the factor of 2 originates, note the commutative diagram

U(1)
z 7→diag(z,z−1)

//

z 7→diag(z,z−1)

��

SU(1, 1)

⊂

��

U(1)× U(1)
⊂

// U(1, 1)

whose horizontal maps are homotopy equivalences. �
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Remark 3.2. In §8 2
7 of [11], Gromov gives a beautiful geometric computation of the

index of the even twisted signature operator on V → Σg; together with the index
theorem, this also yields a computation of sch1(V ).

4. Nontriviality result

In this section, we give the proof of Theorem 1.2. The idea is to borrow from
the work of Galatius and Randal-Williams bundles of even-dimensional manifolds,
especially [10], and then to take products with fixed manifolds. Let us first record
a simple product formula.

Lemma 4.1. Let πj : Ej → Xj, fj : Ej → BGj, j = 0, 1, be two bundles of closed

oriented nj-manifolds with maps to BGj. Then for uj ∈ H∗(BGj ;Q), we have

κL,u0×u1(E0 × E1, f0 × f1) = (−1)n1|u0|κL,u0(E0, f0)× κL,u1(E1, f1).

Proof. From the formulas p!(x∪ p∗y) = p!(x)∪ y and (p ◦ q)! = p! ◦ q! for the Gysin
maps, one deduces the formula (π0×π1)!(x0×x1) = (−1)n1|x0|(π0)!(x0)×(π1)!(x1).
Hence, using the multiplicativity of the L-class,

κL,u0×u1(E0 × E1, f0 × f1)

= (π0 × π1)!(L(TvE0)× L(TvE1) ∪ (f∗
0 (u0))× f1 ∗ (u1))

= (π0 × π1)!((L(TvE0) ∪ f∗
0 (u0))× (L(TvE1) ∪ f∗

1 (u1)))

= (−1)n1|u0|κL,u0(E0, f0)× κL,u1(E1, f1).

(4.2)

�

When we split the L-class into its components, we obtain

κLm,u0×u1(E0 × E1, f0 × f1) =
∑

k+l=m

(−1)n1|u0|κLk,u0(E0, f0)× κLl,u1(E1, f1).

We can apply this product formula when π1 : E1 → X1 is the map cN : N → ∗ is
a single closed manifold of dimension n1. If 4l + |u1| = n1, the previous formula
collapses to

κLm,u0×u1(E0 ×N, f0 × f1) = (−1)n1|u0|κLk−l,u0(E0, f0)× signu1
(N, f1). (4.3)

From the work of Galatius and Randal–Williams, we extract the following result.

Lemma 4.4. Let n ≥ 1, let G be a discrete group, v 6= 0 ∈ Hq(BG;Q) and k ∈ N0

such that 4k + q ≥ 2n. Then there is a bundle π : E → X of closed oriented

2n-manifolds, together with a map h : E → BG such that

κLk,v(E, h) 6= 0 ∈ H4k+q−2n(X ;Q).

Proof. In the case k + q = 2n, the lemma just asserts the existence of a closed
2n-manifold N and a map h : N → BG such that signv(N, f) 6= 0; this is straight-
forward from Thom’s classical result ΩSO

∗ (BG) ⊗ Q ∼= H∗(BSO × BG;Q); the
obvious analogue for odd-dimensional manifolds holds by the same argument.

So let us suppose k+q > 2n. There is a finite CW complex Y and a map g : Y →
BG such that g∗v 6= 0 ∈ Hq(Y ;Q), by the universal coefficient theorem for rational
cohomology. We consider the fibration θ : BSO(2n) × Y → BSO(2n) → BO(2n),
with associated Madsen–Tillmann spectrum MTθ(2n) ≃ MTSO(2n)∧Y+. The idea
is to apply [10, Theorem 7.3] to θ. Surgery below the middle dimension produces a
closed 2n-manifold N with a θ-structure whose underlying map N → BSO(2n)×Y
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is n-connected. Let W be N with a disc removed; note that this gives a θ-structure
to S2n−1 = ∂W , which can be extended to a θ-structure on D2n.

Let N θ
n (S2n−1) denote the space of all θ-nullbordisms of S2n−1 with n-connected

structure map to BSO(2n)×Y . Theorem 7.3 of [10] states that there is a homology
isomorphism

α : hocolimg→∞(N θ
n (S2n−1) → N

θ
n (S2n−1) → . . .) → Ω∞(MTSO(2n) ∧ Y+),

where the stabilization map is by adding (S2n−1 × [0, 1])♯(Sn × Sn).
Under the Thom isomorphism H∗+2n(BSO(2n) × Y ;Q) ∼= H∗(MTSO(2n) ∧

Y+;Q), the class Lk × v corresponds to a class in H4k+q−2n(MTSO(2n) ∧ Y+;Q),
which produces a class in H4k+q−2n(Ω∞MTSO(2n);Q) which is nontrivial as v 6= 0,
Lk 6= 0 and 4k + q − 2n ≥ 0. Hence this class becomes nonzero when pulled back
to N θ

n (S2n−1). On the other hand, the latter space classifies oriented manifold
bundles with maps to BSO(2n) on the total space, and the class corresponds to
κLk,v. Now we close the boundary by adding a fixed copy of D2n; this finishes the
proof. �

The proof of Theorem 1.2. is now straightforward: Lemma 4.4 provides a bundle
π : E → X with oriented 2n0-dimensional fibres and f : E → BG such that
κLm0 ,v

(E, f) 6= 0, and there is a closed 2n1+1-dimensionalN and g : N → BH with

signw(N, g) 6= 0. The bundle E×N → X with the map f ×g : E×N → B(G×H)
does the job by Lemma 4.1. �
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