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LP-SPECTRUM OF THE DIRAC OPERATOR ON PRODUCTS WITH
HYPERBOLIC SPACES

BERND AMMANN AND NADINE GROSSE

ABsTRACT. We study the LP-spectrum of the Dirac operator on complete manifolds.
One of the main questions in this context is whether this spectrum depends on p. As a
first example where p-independence fails we compute explicitly the LP-spectrum for the
hyperbolic space and its product with compact spaces.

1. INTRODUCTION

The LP-spectrum of the Laplacian and its p-(in)dependence was and still is studied by many
authors, e.g. in [I5], [16], [I9]. On closed manifolds one easily sees that the spectrum is
independent of p € [1,00]. For open manifolds, independence only holds under additional
geometric conditions. Hempel and Voigt [19], [20] proved such results for Schrédinger opera-
tors in R™ with potentials admitting certain singularities. Then Kordyukov [23] generalized
this result to uniformly elliptic operators with uniformly bounded smooth coefficients on a
manifold of bounded geometry with subexponential volume growth. Independently, Sturm
[28] showed the independence of the LP-spectrum for a class of uniformly elliptic operators
in divergence form on manifolds with uniformly subexponential volume growth and Ricci
curvature bounded from below. Both results include the Laplacian acting on functions.
Later the Hodge-Laplacian acting on k-forms was considered. E.g. under the assump-
tions of the result by Sturm from above, Charalambous proved the LP-independence for the
Hodge-Laplacian in [I2, Proposition 9]. The machinery used to obtain these independence
results uses estimates for the heat kernel as in [27].

In contrast, the LP-spectrum of the Laplacian on the hyperbolic space does depend on p
[I4, Theorem 5.7.1]. Its LP-spectrum is the convex hull of a parabola in the complex plane,
and this spectrum degenerates only for p = 2 to a ray on the real axis, cf. Remark [I0.11

In addition to the intrinsic interest of the p-independence of the LP-spectrum, such results
were used to get information on the L2?-spectrum by considering the L!-spectrum, as in
particular examples the L'-spectrum can be easier to control. The result of Sturm was used
for example by Wang [30, Theorem 3] to prove that the spectrum of the Laplacian acting on
functions on complete manifolds with asymptotically non-negative Ricci curvature is [0, 00).
Explicit calculations for the Laplace-Beltrami operator on locally symmetric spaces were
carried out recently by Ji and Weber, see e.g. [22], [31].

About the LP-spectrum of the Dirac operator much less is known. As before, on closed
manifold the spectrum is independent on p € [0,00]. Kordyukov’s methods [23] do not
apply directly to the Dirac operator D, but following a remark of [23] Page 224] his methods
generalize to suitable systems, and thus also to the square D?. Unfortunately, the system
case is not completely worked out, but it seems to us, that the case of systems is completely
analogous to the case of operators on functions. Assuming this, Kordyukov has shown
that the spectrum of D? is p-independent for 1 < p < 0o on manifolds with bounded
geometry and subexponential volume growth. For many such manifolds (e.g. for all such
manifolds of even dimension or all manifolds of dimension 4k + 1), this already implies the
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p-independence of the LP-spectrum of D, see our Lemma [B.8] together with the following
symmetry considerations.

Many of the results and techniques that were constructed up for Laplace operators are not
yet developed for Dirac operators. For the Dirac operator such independence results would
not only be of interest on their own, e.g., for (classical) Dirac operators certain LP-spaces
and LP-spectral gaps naturally occur when considering a spinorial Yamabe-type problem
which was our motivation to enter into this subject, see [4].

In this paper we determine explicitly the LP-spectrum for a special class of complete man-
ifolds — products of compact spaces with hyperbolic spaces. More precisely, we study the
following manifolds:

Let (N™, gn) be a closed Riemannian spin manifold. Let M = M, be the product manifold
(MF = HE x N™, gar = ggrer + gn) where HET is the (k + 1)-dimensional hyperbolic
space scaled such that its scalar curvature is —c?k(k + 1) for ¢ # 0 and HSH is the (k+1)-
dimensional Euclidean space. For those manifolds we obtain the following result which is
also illustrated in Figure [T}

Theorem 1.1. We use the notions from above. Letp € [1,00], and ¢ > 0. The LP-spectrum
of the Dirac operator on M™F = HF+1 x N™ is given by the set
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where A2 is the lowest eigenvalue of (DN)2, X\g > 0, and DY is the Dirac operator on
(N,gn). In particular, the Dirac operator D: HY — LP on M™* has a bounded inverse if

and only if Ao >ck‘% —%‘

p? =2+ k2 [Imk| < ck

For an overview of the structure of the proof, see the end of the introduction.
From the Theorem [l one can directly read of the LP-spectrum of D? and compare it to
the known spectrum of the Laplacian acting on functions which is done in Remark [T0.11
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FIGURE 1. The shaded region (including the boundary) illustrates the LP-
spectrum of the Dirac operator on M™* = HF*+! x N™ cf. Theorem [l

Left: \p =0 (xL :ck’%—%’).
1
2 2
Middle: 0 < Ao < ck |4~ 4| (xM: (czkz (-1 —/\%) )
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The paper is structured as follows: Notations and preliminaries are collected in Section
Results on the Green function of the Dirac operator acting on L2-spinors can be found in
Section [3l General remarks and results for the Dirac operator acting on LP-sections are
given in Appendix Bl



In Section @ the Dirac operator on the model spaces M* is written in polar coordinates
and the action of Spin(k+1) on M7* is studied. This is used in Section[Elto prove a certain
symmetry property of the Green function on M"* and in Section [6] to study its decay.
After all these preparations we are ready to prove the main theorem:

Structure of the proof of Theorem [ 1]

Section [l We decompose the Green function into a singular part and a smoothing operator.
Using the homogeneity of the hyperbolic space we show in Proposition [[T] that the singular
part gives rise to a bounded operator from LP to itself for all p € [1, 0o]. In Proposition[l.2]we
show that under certain assumptions on the decay of the Green function also the smoothing
part gives rise to a bounded operator from LP to LP for certain p.

Section 8 Using the decay estimate obtained in Section [l we then see that the LP-spectrum
of M™"* is contained in the set o, given in Theorem [l

Thus, it only remains to show that each element of o, is already in the LP-spectrum of
M™*. For that we construct test spinors on H¥*! in Section @] and finish the proof for
product spaces in Section IOl

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notations and conventions. In the article we will use the convention that a spin
manifold is a manifold which admits a spin structure together with a fixed choice of spin
structure.

Let (M, g) be a spin manifold and 3j; the corresponding spinor bundle, see Section [Z3]

I'(Xy) denotes the space of spinors, i.e., sections of ;. The space of smooth compactly
supported sections is denoted by C°(M, Xyr), or shortly C°(3s). The hermitian metric
on fibers of ¥j; is denoted by (.,.), the corresponding norm by |.|. For s1,s2 € T'(M, X))
we define the L2-scalar product

(s1,52)L2(g) ::/ (s1, s2) dvoly.
M

For s € [1,00] [|.|[zs(g) is the L*-norm on (M",g). In case the underlying metric is clear
from the context we abbreviate shortly by ||.||s.

Spec% (D) denotes the spectrum of the Dirac operator on M viewed as an operator from
L* to L*, cf. Appendix [Bl

We denote by m;: M x M — M, i = 1,2, the projection to the i-th component. Moreover,
we set X KXY, =71 (Zm) @ (75 (23))-

C*(M) denotes the space of i-times continuously differentiable functions on M.

B.(x) C M is the ball around z € M of radius ¢ w.r.t. the metric given on M.

A Riemannian manifold is of bounded geometry, if its injectivity radius is positive and the
curvature tensor and all derivatives are bounded.

The metric on the k-dimensional sphere S¥ with constant sectional curvature 1 will be
denoted by o*. For S¥ with metric r20* we write SE.

2.2. Coordinates and notations for H**! and its product spaces. We introduce
coordinates on H ! by equipping R*** with the metric gy = dr? + f(r)?c* where o* is
the standard metric on S¥ and
1 . .
. 2 sinh(cr) if c£0
— — c
f(r) :=sinh.(r) := { , Femo.
In particular, the distance distH;ccH of y to 0 w.r.t. gkt coincides with the euclidean one on
RFF1. The subset {y € HE! | distye+i (y,0) = r} is isometric to S’}(T) and its (unnormalized)

mean curvature is given by
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0r = —kcoth.(r)0, where coth.r := {Ccotf(a«) ﬁ: Zzé 8

T

Hey,, =k f(r)
The identity induces a map R*+! — H*+!. Unless otherwise stated we use this map to
identify H¥*! with R**! as a manifold.

Let N be a closed Riemannian spin manifold. Note that we include the case where N is
just a point. Set M™% := H**! x N, and 7y shall denote the projection of M™* onto its
HA*+1_coordinates.

2.3. General preliminaries about spin geometry. The following can e.g. be found
in [I7]. A spin structure on M™ is a pair (Pspin(M), ) where Pspin(M) is a principal
Spin(m)-bundle and where «: Pspin(M) — Pso(M) is a fiber map over the identity of M
that is compatible with the double covering ©: Spin(m) — SO(m) and the corresponding
group actions, i.e., the following diagram commutes

Spin(m) X PSpin(M) —_— PSpin(M)

.

Oxa (¢ M

7

SO(m) X Pso(M) PSO (M)

Let ¥,, be an irreducible representation of Cl,,. In case m is odd there are two such
irreducible representations. Both of them coincide if considered as Spin(m)-representations.
If m is even, there is only one irreducible Cl,,-representation of ¥,,, but it splits into non-
equivalent subrepresentations Eg;f ) and 25, as Spin(m)-representations.

Let € € {4+, —}. We use the notation 2 if m is odd as well and set in this case £ = pIN
The spinor bundle ¥, is defined as X3 = Pspin(M) X,,, X where py,: Spin(m) —
End(X,,) is the complex spinor representation. Moreover, the spinor bundle is endowed
with a Clifford multiplication, denoted by -’ -: TM — End(Xjs). Then, the Dirac op-
erator acting on the space of smooth sections of ¥, is defined as the composition of the
connection V on Xj; (obtained as a lift of the Levi-Civita connection on TM) and the
Clifford multiplication. Thus, in local coordinates this reads as

D= iei . Vei
=1

where (e;);=1,....m is a local orthonormal basis of TM. The Dirac operator is formally self-
adjoint as an operator on L?, i.e., for vp € C®(M,%)) and ¢ € C>°(M, X)) we have
(o, DY) = (D, ).

As M is complete, the Dirac operator is not only formally self-adjoint, but actually has a
self-adjoint extension that is a densely defined operator D: L? — L2, see [33]. From the
spectral theorem it then follows that D — p: L? — L? is invertible for all 1 & R.

Define wys = 1[%]61 -eg-... e, with (e;); being a positively oriented orthonormal frame on
M. If m is even, w3, = 1 and the corresponding +1 eigenspaces are the spaces of so-called
positive (resp. negative) spinors.

2.4. Dual spinors. The hermitian metric induces a natural isomorphism from 3%, to ;.

In this way we obtain a metric connection and a Clifford multiplication on ¥}, and this

allows us to define a Dirac operator D*: C*°(X%,) — C°°(X%,). Locally D°f = > ¢;- Ve, f

where f € C™(X%,) and e; is a local orthonormal frame on M. Completely analogously
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to the proof that the usual Dirac operator is formally self-adjoint, one proves that for
feC>®(Z%), ¢ € C(X) such that supp f Nsupp ¢ is relatively compact we have

/ D' f(g)dvol, = / F(Dy)dvol,.

2.5. Spinors on product manifolds. In this subsection our notation is close to [7]. Let
(Pt = M™ x N™, gp = gn + gn) be a product of Riemannian spin manifolds (M, gar)
and (N, gn). We have

Pepin(M x N) = (Pspin(M) X Pspin(N)) X¢ Xpntn

where &: Spin(m) x Spin(n) — Spin(m + n) is the Lie group homomorphism lifting the
standard embedding SO(m) x SO(n) — SO(m + n). Note that £ is not an embedding, its
kernel is (—1,—1), where —1 denotes the non-trivial element in the kernel of Spin(m) —
SO(m) resp. Spin(n) — SO(n).

The spinor bundle can be identified with

s Su® (XN @Ey) if both m and n are odd
P = Su®EN else,

and the Levi-Civita connection acts as VZ¥ @28 = VEM @ [dy +Idy,, @V~ . This iden-
tification can be chosen such that for X €e TM,Y € TN, ¢ € I'(Z), and ¢ = (¢1,2) €
YN ® Xy for both n and m odd and ¢ € I'(Xy) otherwise, we have

(X,Y)plpey)=(X m9)@wn NY)+oR (Y N1)

where for both n and m odd we set wy ‘N (V1,%2) := i(h2, —t1) and Y n (¢1,12) :=
(Y N ¥2,Y N ).
The Dirac operator is then given by

DP(p® ) = (DMp@wy N ) + (9 ©@ DVep)

where DN = di§g(DN, —DY) if both m and n are odd and DN = DN otherwise.
Since wy- and DY anticommute, D™ ® wx and id @ DV anticommute as well. Thus

(DF)? = (DM)? @ id +id ®(DN)2. (1)

2.6. A covering lemma.

Lemma 2.1 (Covering lemma). Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold of bounded geometry,
and let R > 0. Then there are points (z;)ic; C M where I is a countable index set such that

(i) the balls Br(x;) are pairwise disjoint and
(i) (Bar(x:))icr and (Bsr(x;))ier are both uniformly locally finite covers of M.

Proof. Choose a maximal family of points (z;);c; in M such that the sets Br(z;) are
pairwise disjoint. Then | J;o; Bar(z;) = M. For y € M let L(y) = {i € I | y € Bsr(z:)}-
For i € L(y) we have Br(x;) C Bsr(y) and, thus,

|| Br(z:) C Bar(y),
i€L(y)

where L denotes disjoint union. Comparing the volumes of both sides and using the bounded

geometry of M we see that there exists a number Lg such that |L(y)| < Lg for all y € M.

Thus, the covering by sets Bsg(x;), and hence the one by Bag(z;), is uniformly locally

finite. g
5



2.7. Interpolation theorems.

Theorem 2.2 (Riesz-Thorin Interpolation Theorem, [32] Theorem I1.4.2]). Let T be an
operator defined on a domain D that is dense in both LY and LP. Assume that T f € LYNLP
for all f € D and that T is bounded in both morms. Then, for any r between p and q the
operator T is a bounded operator from L™ to L".

Theorem 2.3 (Stein Interpolation Theorem, [I4] Section 1.1.6], [26, Theorem IX.21]). Let
P0,q0,P1,q1 € [1,00,0<t <1, and S={2€C|0<Rez<1}. Let A, be linear operators
from LPO N LPY to LI + LY for all z € S with the following properties
(i) z+— (A.f,g) is uniformly bounded and continuous on S and analytic in the interior
of S whenever f € LPO N LP* and g € L™ N L™ where r; is the conjugate exponent
to q;.
(ii) There is Mo > 0 such that ||Aiy fllqe < Mol fllp, for all f € LPo N LP* and y € R.
(ili) There is My > 0 such that ||A1yiyfllgy < M| fllp, for all f € LP° N LP* and y € R.
Then, for 1/p=t/p1+ (1 —t)/po and 1/g=1t/q1 + (1 —t)/qo
1Aefllg < MiMg~ |1 £l
for all f € LPo N LP1. Hence, A; can be extended to a bounded operator from LP to L? with
norm at most M{My~".

3. THE GREEN FUNCTION

In this section, we collect results on existence and properties of the Green function of the
Dirac operator D and its shifts D — u, p € C. They are obvious applications of standard
methods, but a suitable reference does not exist yet. Unless otherwise stated we only assume
in this section that the Riemannian spin manifold (M, g) is complete.

Definition 3.1. [, Definition 2.1] A smooth section Gp_,,: M x M\ A — £, KX}, that
is locally integrable on M x M is called a Green function of the shifted Dirac operator D —
if

(Dw - M)(GD—H(xvy)) = 57} IdEZVI'y (2)
in the sense of distributions, i.e., for any y € M, ¥ € Zp|y, and p € C ()

/M<GD_H<w, Yo, (D — B)p(x))dz = (Yo, o))

and Gp_,(.,y) € L*(M \ B,(y)) for any r > 0.
In case that the operator D — p is clear from the context, we shortly write G = Gp—,,.

Proposition 3.2. If M is a closed Riemannian spin manifold with invertible operator
D — p: L?(Zpr) — L3(Zn), then a unique Green function eists.

To prove the well-known proposition, one usually starts by showing the existence of a
parametrix.

Lemma 3.3. [24] 111.84] Let M be a closed Riemannian spin manifold. Then there is a
smooth section Pp_,: M x M\ A — ¥y K33, called parametriz, which is L' on M x M
and which satisfies

(D2 = ) (Pp—p(2,y)) = 6yIds,, |, + R(z,y)
in the distributional sense for a smooth section R: M x M — X X X73,.

Convolution with Pp_,, thus defines an operator Pp_, by

Pp_p¥,0) = /M /M<PD—M($, Y)Y(y), p(z))drdy

for all ¢, p € C(Xar). Then, Pp_,, is a right inverse to D — p up to infinitely smoothing
operators. We thus call it a right parametrix. The existence of such a right parametrix
6



follows using the symbol calculus from the fact that D is an elliptic operator. An efficient and
very readable overview over how to construct a right parametrix for an elliptic differential
operator on a compact manifold can be found e.g. in [24] IT1.§4], although the reader should
pay attention to the fact that it is not so obvious that the different notions of infinitely
smoothing operators used in there are in fact all equivalent. The latter fact follows from
standard techniques used in the theory of pseudo differential operators, see e.g. [I] or [29]
for textbooks on this subject.

Proof of Proposition[3.2. From the last Lemma we have the existence of a parametrix
Pp_,(z,y). We will use the notations of that Lemma. Since D — 1 is assumed to be invert-
ible, there is a section Pp_,: M x M — ¥ W Y3, with (D, —p)Pp_,(z,y) = R(z,y). By
elliptic regularity Pp,_, is smooth in z and y. We set Gp_,.(z,y) = Pp—pu(2,y)—Pp_,(2,y)
and obtain (D, — p)(Gp—p(x,y)) = 6y1ds,,|,. Moreover, since Pp_, is L' on M x M
and P’D_ u is smooth in both entries the Green function Gp_,, is L' as well. Furthermore,
Pp_,(.,y) is smooth on M\ B, (y)) for any > 0 and, hence, the same is true for Gp_,(., y).
In particular, Gp_,(.,y) € L2(M \ B,(y)). If Gp_, is a possibly different Green function
of D — p then (D — pu)(Gp—p(-,y) — Gp—p(,y)) =0 for all y € M. As D — y is invertible
we have GD,#:C?D,#. O

As for Pp_,,, convolution with Gp_,, defines an operator Gp_, by

(Cp_ i) = /M /M<GD_M<x, D), o)) dedy

for all ¥, € C°(Xp). By construction Gp—,, is the right inverse of D — u, and is thus
even defined on L2. Since the inverse of D — p exists by assumption, Gp_,, = (D — u)™*,

and Gp_,, is in particular also a left inverse of D — p.

Lemma 3.4. Let M be a closed Riemannian spin manifold, and let D — p be invertible.
Then Gp—,(x,y) is the adjoint of Gp_p(y, ), i.e. Gp_p(y,x) is the integral kernel of the
adjoint operator of Gp_,,.

Proof. Using the definitions and discussions from above and Lemma [B.3(ii) we have G}, , =
(D—=p) Y =(D—p)"! =Gp_z. In particular, we get for all ¥, p € L*(Xy/) that

(¥, Gp_pp) =(@Cp—pt, ) = (D — p) ", ) = (¥, (D — 1)~ ')

— [ [ @), Gosly )¢y,

O
Moreover, we have
Lemma 3.5. In the situation of Lemma[34) we have (D, — 1)Gp—,.(z,y) = 6, Idsz |, i.c.,
for fo € T(S31a), @ € C2(Sur)
/((DL — )Gp—p(x,y) fo)(e(y))dy = folp(x)).
Proof.
J (D} = )G )Wy = [(Gooulr ) fo)((Dy = ey
— [ 1(Go-sa)(D, - wiet))dy
=fo(p(z)).
where the last step uses that Gp_, is also the left inverse of D — . .

Now, M has no longer to be closed, but we assume bounded geometry.
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Proposition 3.6. Let (M,g) be a Riemannian spin manifold of bounded geometry. Let
D — p: L2(Zpr) — L3(Zar) be invertible. Then there exists a unique Green function.

Proof. We choose R > 0 such that 3R is smaller than the injectivity radius. Let (z;);er be
as in the Covering Lemma [Z1l We define (M x M), := {(z,y) € M x M |dist(z,y) < &}.
Because of M = J,.; Bar(x:) we have

(M x M)g C | ] Bsr(2:) x Ban(:).

iel
We embed each ball Bsg(z;) isometrically into a closed connected manifold M,,, which is
diffeomorphic to a sphere and DM+ — 14 is invertible. This can always be achieved by local
metric deformation on M,, \ Bsg(z;), see Proposition [C1]
Thus, by Proposition [3.2] the operator D™= — 1 possesses a Green function G%:(x,%) with
(Di/[mi — p)G®i(x,y) = d,1ds,. By abuse of notation we will view G*i(x,y) for =,y €
Bsr(z;) also as a partially defined section of ¥j; ¥ X%, — M x M, which is defined on
Bsr(7i) X B3p(i).
Now we choose smooth functions a; on M x M such that suppa;, C Bsr(z;) x Bsg(x;) C
(M x M)egr and such that Y, ; a; equals to 1 on (M x M)g/,. Now we set

H(,T, y) = Z ai(xv y)Gml (!E, y)

iel
This implies supp H C (M x M)gr. Moreover, H(.,y) € L?>(M \ B,(y)) for all r > 0 since
this is true for each summand.
Our next goal is to prove that (D, — pu)H(x,y) — 0, Idx, is smooth. Note that G (z,y)
and G (z,y) are both defined for (z,y) € (Bsr(z;) X Bsr(z:)) N (Bsr(z;) X Bsr(z;)), but
they will not coincide in general. On the other hand their defining property and the locality
of the differential operator D (cp. Lemma [33]) imply that

(Dz = p) (G™H(2,y) = G (2,y)) = (D}, — p) (G (2, y) — G™ (2,y)) = 0.
Thus,
((Dy = p)* + (Dy = p)*) (G (2, y) — G (2,y)) = 0.

=:P

Since P is an elliptic operator, elliptic regularity implies that G¥i (x, y)—G%i (z,y) viewed as a
difference of distributions is a smooth function on (Bsg(x;) X Bsr(x;:))N(Bsr(x;) X Bsr(z;)),
and thus a;(z,y) (G* (x,y) — G (x,y)) as well. On Bsgr(x;) x Bsr(x;) we rewrite

H(z,y) =G (z,y)+ Y ailz,y) (G"(z,y) - G (z,y)),
i€I\{j}

and we conclude that (D, —u)H (z,y) = 6, Ids, +F(x,y) where F(z,y) is a smooth section
of ¥y K X%, with support in (M x M)gr.
There is a unique section H’ of ¥3;XX%, such that (D, —p)H'(z,y) = F(z,y) and such that
H'(.,y) is L? for all y. This follows for each y from the assumption that D — y is invertible.
As D — p is a linear operator with continuous inverse and by elliptic regularity H’ is smooth
in x and y.
We set G(z,y) = H(x,y) — H'(x,y), and this gives a Green function for D — p.
Assume that G' and G are two Green functions for D, then (D, — u)((G — G)(.,y)) = 0.
By the invertibility, G = G follows. Smoothness follows by smoothness of all G, and
smoothness of F and H'. O

Note that due to the last Proposition Lemmata [3.4] and also hold true for manifolds M
of bounded geometry.

We finish this section by stating another property of the Green function:
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Lemma 3.7. Let (M,g) be a Riemannian spin manifold of bounded geometry, and let
D — u be invertible. Then the Green function also decays in L? in the second entry, i.e.,
Gp_,(z,.) € L*(M \ B, (z)) for all r > 0.

Proof. The Green function Gp_j(.,z) is in L?*(M \ B,(x)) in the first component. Then
the claim follows from Lemma [B.4] in the extended version to manifolds M of bounded
geometry. O

4. THE DIRAC OPERATOR ON HYPERBOLIC SPACE AND ITS PRODUCTS

In this section we examine the Dirac operator on the model spaces M7* = Hf*! x N.
Note that we also allow the case where N is zero dimensional. First, we introduce polar
coordinates on H ! and write the Dirac operator in these coordinates. Then, we study the
canonical action of Spin(k + 1) on M™* and its spinor bundle.

4.1. The Dirac operator in polar coordinates. Let us introduce some notation, and
let us compare it to notation in the existing literature.

In this section we have to work with spinors on various submanifolds of H¥*! x N.

So let (Zy)pe g a smooth family of pairwise disjoint submanifolds of H ! x N. For simplicity
of presentation we assume that all Z; are isomorphic to Z, in particular we obtain a smooth
map F': Z x B — M. The tangent space T'Z; carries an induced connection and similar
the normal bundle v, — Z;, of Z, in M. As vector bundles TM|z, equals v, & TZ,. The
connection on those vector bundles are denoted by VM for TM |z, and Vint for v, @ T'Z,.
The difference is essentially the second fundamental form Iz, of Z; in M.

Putting all these bundles together for various b we obtain the following bundles over Z x B:

F*TM = | | TM|z,, TZp = U T2, ve = |J v
beB beB beB

Again as bundles with scalar products we have F*T'M = TZp ® v but both sides carry
different metric connections. The pullback of Levi-Civita connection on TM to F*TM is
denoted by VM whereas the sum connection on the right hand side is denoted by Vi"* where
for X € T, Zy, Y € C®(TZp) and W € C*(vp) we have

VY — VY =TI, (X,Y), (VEW — VBW,Y) = —(llz,(X,Y), W).
N—————
€T, Zy

These two connection define connection 1-forms on the pullbacks of the frame bundle of M
and the spin structure of M. So we finally obtain connections, again denoted by VM and
Vvint on F*Y) — Z x B.

In particular we have for all X € TZp and all spinors ¢ € C®°(F*Xy)

in 1
VXp=VRe+5D e z(Xe) ¢ (3)

where (e;); is a local orthonormal frame on F*X)y, cp. [7, around (9)].

Remark 4.1. In [7] a slightly different notation is used, as can be seen in the following
dictionary of notations

Bir [1] Q M|V and| VMaoVN and D | D
vEe | VM gid+id @V
Our article | M =W x N | z | v | ~ Vit | pZ | pZ,

Furthermore, in [T] only the case that B is a point is formally studied but the calculations
in there immediately generalize to our setting.
9



Also be aware that in [8] a further notation is used which has several advantages if the sub-
manifold is a hypersurface which is not the case in our article. In 8] the Clifford multipli-
cation of the ambient manifold coincides with the Clifford multiplication on the submanifold
only up to Clifford multiplication with the normal vector field. In contrast to this in our
notation the Clifford multiplication of the ambient space M coincides with the one on the

submanifold Z.

The partial Dirac operators Dg are now defined as DaZ = .€-" Vé‘f , and the intrinsic

Dirac operators are given by DZ, = Y. e; - V™. As this definition does not depend on
the choice of frame, it yields a global definition. The intrinsic Dirac operator is a twisted
Dirac operator on the submanifold N. In the following applications all normal bundles have
a parallel trivialization, hence, in this case the intrinsic Dirac operator coincides on the
submanifold with several copies of the Dirac operator on this submanifold. As multiplicities
are irrelevant for our discussion we have chosen the name ’intrinsic Dirac operator’ for D,
slightly abusing the language.

By (@), the intrinsic Dirac operator DZ, is related to the partial Dirac operator Dg via

1 -
Dg = Ditvp — 5Hz - ¢,

where H z = trllz is the unnormalised mean curvature vector field of Z in M, see [7,
Lemma 2.1].

We now come to our specific situation M = M™*: We express the hyperbolic metric in
polar normal coordinates centered in a fixed point py which will be sometimes identified
with 0. In these polar coordinates M7* \ ({po} x N) is parametrized by Rt x S¥ x N.

We are especially interested in the submanifolds Z of M = M that are either R x {z} x
{y} or {r} x S¥ x {y} or {r} x {x} x N, always equipped with the metric induced from
M7*, In the following we will address these families of submanifolds shortly by R*, Sk
and N. The corresponding spaces B are then S¥ x N, RT x N and R x S*, respectively.

On an open set we choose an orthonormal frame e;,...,e,, m=n+k+ 1 = dim M, such
that egy2,...,€m, is an orthonormal frame for the submanifolds N, and eg, ..., ex1 is an
orthonormal frame for S*¥ and where e; := 0,. The notation should be read such that %
and 0, denote essentially the same (radial) vector, but 9, is viewed as a vector which acts
via Clifford multiplication whereas % acts as a covariant derivative.
The Dirac operator D on (rg,o0) x S¥ x N is the sum of partial Dirac operators
D:ar%+pg’°+pg

where the partial Dirac operators along N and S* are locally defined as

n n+k

DY = Zei . Vé\fcp, nggo = Z e Vé\fcp,
i=1 i=n+1

for ¢ € C° (X ).
The intrinsic Dirac operators along N and S¥ are given by

n n+k
N . Z int sk Z int
Dint@ T € vei ®, Dint@ T € - vei ®-
1=1 1=n+1

We denote the second fundamental form of S* in HE*! as Tlgx and set ﬁgk := tr lIgr. Then

Ilgr and ﬁsk do not depend on whether they represent the second fundamental form and
the mean curvature field of S* in H !, or of S* in HE! x N or of S¥ x N in H¥*! x N.

Using Hy = 0 and f(r) = sinh.(r), cp. Section 22

arf(T)
f(r)

10
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we obtain DV := DY = D, and ng = D;Qft + £ cothe(r) 0,
We set DS* = f (7°)Di§ft which is on each spherical submanifold up to multiplicity the
standard Dirac operator on S* and obtain
1 k vV k
D=——-D% 40, — + = coth.(r)0, - +DV. 4
sinh.(r) + dr + 2 < (r)or -+ )

Lemma 4.2. The following operators anticommute: DN with DSk, DN with 0,-, DN with
Oy - %, DS* with Oy, and DS* with Oy - %. However 0,- commutes with O, - %, and (Dsk)2
commutes with D.

Proof. Let Pepin(HF1) — Pso(HA!) and Pspin(N) — Pso(N) be the fixed spin structures
on HET! and N. Then we write as in Subsection

Sty = (Popin(HET) X Popin(IV)) X¢ B (5)

P

where ¢ is the composition Spin(k 4 1) x Spin(n) 5 Spin(m) 28 End(%,,). The bundle
P carries the Levi-Civita connection-1-form a&,ﬂf and another connection-1-form o™ as
explained before.

We obtain a connection preserving bundle homomorphism .., which is fiberwise an isometric

isomorphism, and
i I
yint c vLC
EH§+1\{;D[)}><N7 " YR+ xSk XN

| | g

HE\ {po} x N —9 5 R¥ xSk x N

commutes. Note that I, is also compatible with the Clifford multiplication in the sense that
for X € TZ we have

X -I(p) for Z=R* x{z} x{y}or {r} x {z} x N
I(X @) =19 1)y . . %
X - I.(p) for Z = {r} x S* x {y}.

T

Then the lemma follows immediately by the corresponding statements for Yp+ qryn. O

We will also use the map I, = Igl ol, : EH’S“\{pO}xN — Ygr+1\{o}xn Which allows to
identify EH’C+1><N|(E71/) with ERk+1><N|(I)y) and thus with ERk+1><N|(O)y)7 0 = pog.

4.2. The action of Spin(k + 1) on M™* = HF1 x N. We identify T}, HF! with R¥+1.
The left action a; of the spin group Spin(k + 1) on R¥*! obtained by composing the double
covering Spin(k + 1) — SO(k + 1) with the tautological representation yields a left action
on HAF! via the exponential map exp,, : R¥*! — HF! which is a diffeomorphism. As
this action is isometric it yields a left action on Pspin(]HIff“) — also called a;. Thus, we
obtain a Spin(k + 1)-action on Pgpin(HF1) X Pypin(N) x £, as a1 = a1 x id x id. Since
a; and the principal Spin(k + 1)-action which acts from the right commute, the d;-action
descends to a Spin(k + 1)-action from the left — denoted by as — on the spinor bundle
Spretyy = (Popin(HET) X Pspin(N)) x¢ S (for ¢ as in () such that

az(7)
ZH’;“xN ’ EH’;“xz\r

! !

HFL x N _a1(y)xid, HF+! x N

commutes.

By construction, the action a; does not depend on ¢. Thus, Diagram (@) commutes with

this Spin(k + 1)-action.

Moreover, note that a; preserves the spheres SF, := {r} x S¥ x {y} c H¥"! x N. Hence,

the diagram above can be restricted to this submanifold. In particular, a; acts transitively
11



on S’jﬁy. Furthermore, (pg,y) is a fixed point of a; x id for all y € N. Thus, the as-action

can be restricted to an action that maps Xye+1, yl(pe,y) to itself.

4.3. Spinors on S¥ ¢ RF*1. We will now analyse the special case N = {y} and ¢ = 0, thus
HA+1 = RF+1, This well-known case is not only important as an example, but will also be
used to derive consequences for the general case.

We obtain immediately from (B]) and Oge = —% g|S§ O, where SF is the sphere of radius r
canonically embedded in RF*+1:

Lemma 4.3. Assume that ¢ is a parallel spinor on R¥+1. Then for any X € TSF we have
) 1 ) 1
int :__T'X' d int . - :_T'X' . - .
VXg=-50 p and VX' (9r - ¢) = 50 (Or - ¢)
In particular, we have
k k k k k
D% ¢ = TDiSntga = —5(% - and D® (Or - ) = —Ear (O - ).

Using Lemma and V29, = 0 this implies
k k2 k k2
(D7) = o and (DV)%(9, - ¢) = (0, - ).

5. MODES OF Spin(k + 1)-EQUIVARIANT MAPS

We now have a Spin(k + 1)-action on Xgs+1]o = Xpq1, {r} x S¥ and Sgr+1]( xse, band thus
one on C™(S¥, Xpit1| gy xsr) given by (v- f)(x) = az(7)f(ai(y) " ). To simplify notations
we mostly write S* for {r} x Sk.

We now have to classify Spin(k + 1)-equivariant functions Ygrt1]o — C°°(SF, Sprta gk ).
For 19 € Yge+1]o let the parallel spinor on R**! with value 9y at 0 be denoted by ¥,. For

k odd, the positive and negative parts of ¥y are denoted by \If((Ji).

Lemma 5.1. Let F: Y1 — C™(S*, Xgwi1|se) be a Spin(k + 1)-equivariant map. Then
for k even F has the form
Yo = (a1%o + a20; - Yo)|gk

and for k odd F has the form

o (a11\118+) + azz‘I’é_) + a20, - ‘1/8+) + a120; - ‘I/(()_))|Sk
for suitable constants a;,a;; € C.
Proof. First, we note that the maps F' described above are actually Spin(k 4 1)-equivariant
since O, is a Spin(k + 1)-equivariant vector field.
Let A: 21(31 — Yge+1]o be the inclusion map, 6 € {+,—}. By composition we obtain for
fixed 6, € {+, —} a Spin(k + 1)-equivariant map

El(iZl £> ERk+1 |0 £> COO(S]C, ERk+1 |{T}><Sk) — COO(Sk, E](:le), (7)

where in the last step we projected ¥4 to E,(:le. If we compose this map with evaluation
at the north pole of the sphere, then we obtain a Spin(k)-equivariant map o : 21(31 — Z,(::Zl.
Because of the Spin(k + 1)-equivariance of () and since Spin(k -+ 1) acts transitively on S,

this map uniquely determines the map E,(ﬁl — O°(Sk, E,(:le) above.

If k is odd, then Z,(:le = 2521 & ¥, as Spin(k)-representations, and Schur’s Lemma tells us
that there is up to scaling a unique such map o. Using the fact that eg41-: E,(i)l — E,(i)l,

o can be written as

(8) as 5T for d =¢ ()
TEXp {a5756k+1 -7 ford #¢ €Xph
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for suitable as. € C. As 0, is the Spin(k + 1)-equivariant extension of e;4+1 we obtain the
lemma for k odd.

If k is even, then Y11 = X) = Egj) &) Z,(C_) as Spin(k)-representations. In this case ej1-
commutes with Spin(k 4+ 1) and preserves the splitting. Using Schur’s Lemma, e% g =-1
and because egy1- is tracefree we know that epi1- acts as +diag(i, —i). For e = § we can

again apply Schur’s Lemma. As Egj) and E;C_)

the maps o: E;ﬂi) — Z,(f) have to be identically zero. Thus, with respect to the splitting of

Yk+1 the maps o for different 6 and e form a Spin(k)-equivariant map Xgy1 — Xg41 that

can be written as
by O 7b1+b2 b1 —bs (1 0
(0 bz> 2 ld+ 2 0 —1

for suitable b; € C. Summarizing, for k even, o maps 7 +— a17 + ageg41 -7 with a; € C. O

are not equivalent as Spin(k)-representations

Then using Lemma 3] we obtain immediately

Corollary 5.2. Let F: Y1 — C®(S¥, Sges1|se) be a Spin(k + 1)-equivariant map. Let
k 2

Yo € Xir1 and o = Fapg. Then (D5 )2p = %g@.

We say that ¢ is in the spherical mode %2, and thus ¢ is in the mode of lowest energy on

the sphere.

Now we want to carry over the last result to M7 *. In the following py € H¥*! denotes
again the fixed point of the Spin(k + 1)-action, and let yo,y € N.

Lemma 5.3. Let F: Syii1y yl(po,y0) = C°(S¥, Bpperry ylst x(yy) be a Spin(k+1)-equivariant
k 2

map. Let Yo € Tyri1, yl(poyo) and ¢ = Fibo. Then (DS")2¢p = %g@.

Proof. Note that the composition I. = Igl o I. where I, is defined as in (6) maps the

spinor bundle over (H¥*'\ {pg}) x N to the spinor bundle over (R**1\ {0}) x N. This map

preserves the intrinsic connection V" and uniquely extends into py = 0. Via pullback we

then obtain a Spin(k + 1)-equivariant vector space isomorphism

oo Jry oo 7
Co({r} x 8%, Syrir yliryxsryy) = CF(r} x 8%, Sprerinlryxernyy)s ¥ = Lot
Moreover, we can write in the sense of Spin(k+1)-modules Xgr+1y N |(z,y) = B = B 1 @V
if kis even or Sprtisn|wy) = S0k @ VO @ 0 @ VO if k is odd, where V() =

Homspin(kﬂ)(E,(:JZl, Sget1x N |(z,y)) IS @ vector space which is independent of x € R¥+1.

()
k+1°

Let A: 21(31 — Bt vl (po,yo) D€ @ Spin(k+1)-equivariant map. By composition we obtain
for fixed A, o and §,¢ € {4+, —} a Spin(k + 1)-equivariant map

Let now k be odd. Then any a € (V(*))* defines a map Egrtty nl@y) = 2

S5 A F %)
Zl(c-i)-l - EH’g“x]\fkpmyo) - C (SkvEH’§+1xN|Skx{y})

Jr «

YOS (S, Sty ylsrxyy) 2 OF(SP, Sgasalgr @ V) & 0°(SF,247),).
Let now k be even. Then the argumentation is analogous to the one above when replacing
VE by Vand £, by Tjpr.

Then the Lemma follows from Corollary [5.2] together with the identification by J, ,,. O

Corollary 5.4. Let G(gq,p) be the Green function of the operator D — i, u & Specyﬂg (D).
Let ¢ = (r,z,y) € Mf:”’k be the polar coordinates when using po as the origin, v > 0. Let
Yo € Eygmk|(po,yo)» Yo € N. Set p(q) := G(q, (po, yo))vbo. Then
K k2
(D% )@l (ryxsrx {y} = I(pl{r}XSkx{y}'
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Proof. Now we consider the Green function of the shifted Dirac operator D — i for p &
Specyﬂg (D) as a map

G(+> (o 90)): Zggsr s lwo o) = DXttt in (o))
It follows from the definition of G, in particular from its uniqueness, and from the equivari-
ance of D under Spin(k + 1) that G(-, (po,yo)) is Spin(k + 1)-equivariant as well. In par-
ticular, G( -, (po,¥0))lsk x {y} is @ Spin(k + 1)-equivariant map as considered in Lemma [5.3]
Thus, together with Lemma [53] the corollary follows. O

6. DECAY ESTIMATES FOR A FIXED MODE

Let u ¢ Speclzﬂ; k(D) Then, by Theorem there exists a unique Green function for
D — pi. The goal of this section is to estimate the decay of this Green function at infinity.
For that, let y = (po,yn) € HET! x N and ¢y € .|y be fixed. Set ¢(x) := G(z,y)o.
The Definition of the Green function, cf. (Z)), implies that ¢ is an L2-eigenspinor of D to
the eigenvalue p outside a neighbourhood of y. Moreover, by Corollary 5.4l we know that ¢
is in the spherical mode %2.

Before starting to estimate the decay we give the following Remark:

Remark 6.1. The L?-spectrum of the square of the Dirac operator on the product space
M x My is given by the set theoretic sum {\} + A3 | \? € Specﬁ/‘[;'((DMi)Q)}. This is seen
immediately by (@) and the spectral theorem.
The L2-spectrum of the Dirac operator on the hyperbolic space, and thus also on HFL  is
the whole real line, cf. [10]. Let A3, Ao > 0, be the smallest eigenvalue of (DN)2. Then the
above together with Lemma[B.8 implies for MI™F that
Speclﬁﬂf (D?) = [\3,00).

Together with Lemma[B. 11 and Ezample

Speclz/ﬂ; (D) = (=00, —Ag] U [Ag, 0).
The complement of this spectrum is denoted by Iy, := (C\ R) U (=g, Ao).

Now we decompose the space of spinors restricted to {r;} x S¥ x N into complex subspaces
of minimal dimensions which are invariant under D, 0., DS, Such spaces have a basis
of the form %, O, - 1, P, and 0, - P, where 9 satisfies DNy = A\, (DSk)2w = p21,
p E % + Ny, and P := DSk/p. All these operations commute with parallel transport in
r-direction, so by applying parallel transport in r-direction we obtain spinors v, 0, - 1, P,
and 0, - Py on Rt x S* x N with similar relations, and the space of all spinors of the form

o =1(r)Y + @2(r)0r - b + @3(r) Py + 4 (r)0r - P (8)
is preserved under the Dirac operator D on M"™* because of ({@). Then the operators
discussed above restricted to such a minimal subspace are represented by the matrices, cp.

Lemma [4.2]

A0 0 0 0 0 p 0 0 -1 0 0
Ny [0 =x 0 o s |0 0 0 —p {1t 0 0 0
DT=10 0o -x o0 Dm=1, 0 0 o =10 0 0o -1

0 0 0 A 0 —p 0 0 0 0 1 0

Proposition 6.2. Assume that ¢ is an L*-solution to the equation Dy = ugp, u € Iy,
on (MF)., = (HF\ B, (po)) x N. Assume that @ has the form given in ) with
parameters p and \. Let k satisfy k2 = A2 — p?, Rex > 0. Then Rex > 0. Moreover, let

/@%\0 =M — 2. If Reky, > 0, then there is are positive constants C and ry such that

|SD(='E)| < CHQPHLQ((Mm*k)> )e(—ck/2—Renxo)d(LE17P0) f07“ all © = (.%'1,.’[]2) c (chf-l-l\Brl (po))XN
c 0

where C is a constant that only depends on ¢, k,r1, Ao, b and p but not on \. For c =0 an
analogous estimate holds when replacing e~ (¢¥/2)A@1p0) by =k/2 where r = d(x1, po).
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Proof. By assumption ¢ can be written as in (§). We view the components of ¢ as a vector
in C4, i.e., (1) := (01(r), p2(r), 3(r), 0a(r)). So by (@) the following equation is equivalent
to Dy = pep:

A—p —%cothcr SbT 0 0 -1 0 0
k p
_ 2 COthC r —A - K 0 " sinher 1 0 0 0 /
0= 2 0 Au Feotnr |20 F o 0 0 1] PO
0 —55  Scother  A—p 0 0 1 0
Thus using 1 for the identity matrix and setting
0 A 0 0 0 0 01
P 0 0 0 |0 0 1 0
A= 0 0 0 —“A+unl’ B:= 01 0 0}’
0 0 —A—pu 0 10 0 0
we obtain
k coth. r p
'(r)=(A- 1 B|®
() ( 2 + sinh, r ) (r).

We start with the case ¢ # 0: We now substitute ¢ = e=<", ®(t) = ®(—c~'logt). Then

e [ 1 k(14 %) 2p ~
E_(—QAJFQ(I5 )11+ —B) e

Such singular ordinary differential equations are well understood, see [I3] Chap. 4, Sec.
1-3]. In particular, t = 0 is a singular point of first kind, and [I3] Chap. 4 Thm 2,1] yields
that ¢ = 0 is a so-called “regular singular point”, and the associated theory applies. However,
in our situation it is more efficient to analyse the equation directly.

We set h(t) := (logt —log(t + 1) — log(1 — t))k/2, then h'(t) = 282532)) We define

B(t) := e MOA (1),
and we calculate
do B 2p
dt  1—1t2

As B anticommutes with A, we have t4/¢Bt=4/¢ = {24/¢B_and as B is an isometry of C*,
we see that

tAlepr=Alep.

[tA/eBE=A/e|| = ¢2IRens /e
where || . || denotes the operator norm and where
Ky 1= :I:\/m.
are the (complex) eigenvalues of A. It follows that for 0 < ¢t < 1/2
< |,%A‘1’| < 2 20 (AT B ATe| < 3ppRRe e
@]~ 1-
Thus the solution extends to ¢ = 0, and

(@)= < @) < [B(O)]P

‘—1og|<1) ‘

This estimate yields explicit asymptotic control for :IS(t), and thus for . Namely, assume

crg > 1 > log 2, there are two fundamental solutions ¢4 of Dy = pp4 such that :ISi(O) is
an eigenvector of A to the eigenvalue x4+ and such that

6—3;7672‘R'C 'i+‘reRe ﬁireh(eﬂ:r) < |fi(w)| < e3pef2m'° N+‘T6Re ﬁireh(eﬂ”)

< r:=d(z1,po) > ro.
|P4(0)]
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This implies that for every ¢ € (0,1) there is 7 such that

(1 _ 5)6(*(Ck/2)+RCKi)T < M < (1 +5)e(*(6k/2)+RCKi)T ro= d(ﬂfl,po) > 7. (9)
|©(0)]
From - o2
®(r)|?(sinh, kEdr < _ el
/F [P (sinhe r)dr < oy ol
and the left inequality of (@) we see that o4 is in L2((M™*)<z ) if and only of Re ky < 0.
In the following we call this x4+ just k) and also replace the £ index by X in all other
occurrences. We note that |Re k| is increasing in |A|. Thus, ¢ and 7y from above can be
chosen independent on A. R
Next, we multiply the first inequality of (@) by |®,(0)| and then integrate its square:

||90||%2 213 o [T (Cek .
L VY [ P (—ck+2Re k)T h, r)* dr.
VoI(SF % N) >(1—=6)7[PA(0)] / e (sinhe r)* dr

Hence, we obtain an upper bound

To

- 5 9 5 9 eQRc KATo -1
< _ 5~ -

BAO < 2= 01l oy ( S )

where (' is a constant independent on .

Using this again with the right inequality of (@) we get for all x with » = dist(x, po) > 7o

that

= —-1/2
1+0 (—ck/24Re kx)r GQRCI{ATO
@) <75l 2z o). "\ Ren,
1 —ckr ek (r—r
<C1(—2Reky)? ||¢||L2((M;"”‘)>;o)e kr/2+Re rx(r—7o) (10)

For r > 7y we see that (—2Re ) )e?Rerr(r=ro)

we obtain from (I0Q)

is monotonically decreasing in |Re ky|, and

1 —ckr e Ky (r—7o
|lo(2)] Scl(_zRe’@\o)2||90||L2((M;“vk)>%)e kr/24Re iz (r=Fo)

—ck/24+Rek r
SC||@||L2((M21JC)>?‘O)6( / )\0)

for all x with r = d(z1,po) > 7o. Here, C' can be chosen such that it only depends on ¢, k,
7o, Ao, 4 and p but not on A\. Note that the  in the claim is simply —ry,.
It remains the case ¢ = 0:

d'(r) = (A - 2—’?1 + §B> o(r).

Set ®(r) = r2e~A®(r). Then, &' (r) = fe‘ATBeATfi) = §6_2ATB§>. Then we can proceed
as above and obtain the claim. ]
In order to estimate the decay of p(x) = G(z,y)vo, 1o € Eym.x|, at infinity we will
decompose ¢ into its modes in S¥ and N direction, respectively. Lemma provides an
estimate of the decay of each mode which is independent of the mode in direction of N.

Moreover, from Corollary [5.4] we know that ¢ has spherical mode %2. Thus, we obtain a
decay estimate for :

Lemma 6.3. Let u & Speclﬁﬂf (D), and let G be the unique Green function of D — u. We set
My (r) == {z € M, | dist(z, NY) = r} where NY = {po} x N and y = (po,yn) € HFF! x N.
Let k satisfy k> = A3 — p? and Rex > 0. Then for all e > 0 and ro sufficiently large there
is a constant C' > 0 independent on y such that

|16t < e for iy >y
My(r)
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Proof. Let ¢ € 3, |y Set p(x) := G(z,y)1o. Then, ¢ decomposes into a sum of spinors
©p2.ap Of the form (§) with (Dsk)2(pp2%y = p290p27>\1,, and DN@p21A7U = A\pp2 )., Tespec-
tively, and as the multiplicities of the combined eigenspaces might be larger than one the

index v runs through a basis. By Corollary [£.4] p> may only take the value B Thus,

1
fMy(r) |(p($)|2d$ = Z)\,V H<pk2/4v)‘)l’”%2(My(r))'
Together with Proposition we obtain for ¢ # 0

/M ") |(p($)|2d$ S Z C”@kz/él,)\,u||i2((M;n,k)>To)e(icki2Rc w)r Sinhlg(T)
y(r AV

< C'e—2Rer Z ||Spk2/4)>\7u||i2((Mzn,k)
A,v

S C/e—zr Ren”@”i%(M?,kbm).

>7‘0)

The case ¢ = 0 follows analogously. O

7. DECOMPOSITION OF THE GREEN FUNCTION

We decompose the Green function G of the shifted Dirac operator D — p on M = MMk
into a singular part and a smoothing operator. Both operators will be shown to be bounded
operators from L? to LP for all p € [1, 00].

At first we choose a smooth cut-off function x: R — [0,1] with suppx C [-R,R] and
X|(_rjony2 = 1- Let pr M x M — [0,1] be given by p(z,y) = x(disty+1 (mu(z), 7 (y))).
Let now

Gl (LL', y) = p((E, y)G(.’II, y) and G2(‘T7 y) = G(LL', y) - Gl ((E, y)
Then G4 is zero on a neighbourhood of the diagonal, and thus smooth everywhere. The
singular part is only contained in Gj.

Proposition 7.1. Let M = M™* and Gy be as defined above. Then, for all 1 < p < oo the
map Py ¢ — fM G1(.,y)p(y)dy defines a bounded operator from LP to LP.

Proof. We start with a smooth spinor ¢ compactly supported in Bog(0) x N C M. For such
a @ the spinor P; ¢ is supported in B3r(0) x N C M. We embed B3r(0) isometrically into
a closed Riemannian manifold Mpg. Let Mpr x N. The metric on Mg can be chosen such
that DMrXN _ 1 is invertible, cf. Proposition[Cl The norm of (DM&*N — )=1. [p — [P
is denoted by Cgr(p).

For p < co we estimate

[ imgras= [ } | e nemay

< / / G(z,9)¢(y) dy
BgR(po)XN BQR(p())XN

<Cay [ o do = Calo) el
MRXN

p
dx

p
do< [ (DM )i da
MpXxN

Next we want to consider arbitrary ¢ € LP(M,3¥r), p < co. Then C°(M, X)) is dense in
LP(M,¥yr), and it suffices to consider ¢ € C°(M, X )r). Choose points (z;)ie; C HEFL as
in Lemma 21l Then (Bagr(x;) x N)ier and (Bsgr(x;) x N);er both cover M"* uniformly
locally finite. We denote the multiplicity of the second cover by L and choose a partition of
unity 7; subordinated to (Bag(z;) X N);er.

Let ¢ = > ; where ¢; = n;0 € C(Bag(z;) X N,Xp). Hence, Pip; € C°(Bsg(z;) X
N, ¥ ). Moreover, let f;: M — M be given by f; = (Id, f;) where f; is an isometry of HA+!
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that maps x; to pg. We choose a lift of fz to an isometry on the spinor bundle. Due to the
homogeneity of HF*! we have P (fiogo f; 1) = fio (Pip)o ft.

Then, by triangle inequality and Holder inequality and since for fixed = the value Pj;(x)
is nonzero for at most L spinors gpi, we have

ZPM <D 1Pgpi(@)]

i

p

|Pro(a < LYY |Ppi(a)lP.

Thus, we obtain

—1 = -1 i it
1P ol ary < L7 Z 1P Pill T 1y ey vy = L7 Z 1P o0 e nsaoor e
SLp_lcR Z"flo@zof 1||LP Bsr(po)xN)

-1
= LP" Cr(p)? Z|‘<Pi||LP(BSR(zi)><N)

< LPOR(p)p”SD”ZL)p(M)-

It remains the case p = oco. Let 1, as above, and let ¢ € L. We decompose again ¢ = > ¢;
where ¢; = ;¢ is compactly supported. Then, we obtain as above that

1Pl ary < D IPL@ill Lo (Byn@oxn) < C D I0ill L (Ban(ox) < CLI@l L (ar)-

We now turn to the off-diagonal part G.

Note that HE*! is homogeneous for all c. In particular, the representation of the metric
in polar coordinates — dr? + sinh?(r) o (cf. Section Z2) — is independent of the chosen
origin of the polar coordinates on HETL., We set M, (r) := {x € M"™* | dist(z, N¥) = r}
where NY = {y1} x N where y = (y1,y2) € H™! x N. Then, the volume vol(M,(r)) =
F(r)Fvol(N)vol(S*¥) = sinh®(r)vol(N)vol(S*) is independent of y. We will subsequently
leave out the y in the notation and write vol(M (r)).

Proposition 7.2. Using the notations from above, assume that there are constants C,p > 0
with
/ |Go(z,y)|*dz < Ce 2" for all r > 0.
My (r)

Let p =1 and p = co. Then, for p > <& the operator Py: ¢ fM Ga(.,y)p(y)dy from LP
to L? is bounded.

Proof. We start with p = 1 and estimate for ¢ € C° (M, Xy)

| ea@iac< [ [ (Gl ayar = [ ( / |Gz<w,y>|dx) ()] dy
-/ ( / + /Mm |G2<x,y>|d5cdr> o()ldy

= /M /R+ vol(M(r))> (/My(r) |Ga(z,y)|? d:E) lo(y)| dy

k
< / sinh? (r)e=*" drll| 1.
>’r’0

where z is the angular part and r the radial part of z.

For p > & the integral f >r smh (r)e=?" dr is bounded. Hence, P»: L' — L! is invertible.
18



Next, we consider the other case p = co. Then for ¢ € L (M, X))

@< [ [ G plewlaar

g/ sup || (/ |G2(x,y>|dg> ar
& MI("") MZ(T)

2

e 1
<Nl [, 1Ga(o )laeqan.vol M) dr

2

< C|lellne / e Pr sinhc% (r)ydr < C~'||<,0||OO

R

2

where for p > % the last inequality follows as above. Thus, || P2¢|oc < Cll¢ls0- O

8. 0, CONTAINS THE LP-SPECTRUM ON Mk

In this section we prove one direction of Theorem [I.11

Proposition 8.1. Let p € [1,00]. Let A2, Ao > 0, be the lowest eigenvalue of the Dirac
square on the closed Riemannian spin manifold N. The LP-spectrum of the Dirac operator

on M™% is a subset of
1 1
p o 20f

Proof. We will show that D — p: HY C LP — LP has a bounded inverse for all u € C\ oy,.
Fix p € C\ 0p, and let £ € C such that u? = A2 + k2. For p = 2, the lemma follows from
Remark

Let now p € {1,00} and p1 € 01 = 00o. Then u & 09 and (D — p): HZ (MF) — L2(M™F)
has a bounded inverse given by P,: ¢ — fMC G, (z,y)¢(y)dy. By Proposition [T1] and

Lemma [63] the operator P,: LP — L? is bounded for [Im | > ck

p? =M+ k2 [Imk| < ck

Up::{ue(c

11| _ .k
i 5’ = c5. Hence, the

L'- and the L>-spectrum of D on MZ:””“ has to be contained in 01 = 0.

First we deal with the case that Imx > 0. For p € [1,2] we use the Stein Interpolation
Theorem 23 Fix e > 0 and yo € R. We set h(z) := u(2)? := N + k(2)? := X% + (yo +
%iz +ie)? and A. = (D? — h(z))~!. By Remark 61l the operators

-1

2
k k
Apsiy = | D* - /\(2)+<yo—%y+i( %w+6)> ,
——

=Im x(2)>0

for 0 <w <1 and y € R, are bounded as operators from L? to L2. Furthermore

9 9 ck [ ck 2\
A1+iy= D* — )\0+ yo—?y—i—l ?4‘8

is bounded from L' to L! as seen above. Thus — as required to apply the Stein interpolation
theorem — A;, and A;.;, are bounded operators from L' N L? to L' + L2

Let now p € L'NL? and ¢ € L°NL2. Set S := {2z € C|0 < Rez < 1}. We define by, ,(z) =
(A.p, ). The map by, 4 is analytic in the interior of S, since the resolvent is, see Lemmal[B.5l
Moreover, [by 4 (2)] < [|A:[[[[@llL2]|¢]lL2 < (maxo<re-<1 [|A:[)][@llz2[¢]|L2 where [[A]| de-
notes the operator norm for A, : L? — L2 Thus, b, (2) is uniformly bounded and continu-
ouson S := {z € C|0 < Rez < 1}. Thus, we can apply Theorem[Z3land obtain for ¢ € (0, 1)
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st o= (02 (3 ) = (57 (0 (o3 2) )

is bounded from LP to LP.

In the case Imx < 0 we set analogously A, = (D?—g(z))~! for g(z) = A3+ (yo — L

Sz — 15)2
and obtain that A; = (D2 - g(% - 1)) " is bounded from L” to L”. Since Yo € Rande >0

can be chosen arbitrarily, we get for all u € C\ o, that p? is not in the LP-spectrum of D?.
Using Lemma [B.8| the claim follows for p € [1,2] and with Lemma B3l (i) for p € [2,00). O

9. CONSTRUCTION OF TEST SPINORS ON HF*t!

In this section we determine the Dirac LP-spectrum of the hyperbolic space. The general
case for M, is given in the next section.

Proposition 9.1. Let p € [1,00]. The LP-spectrum of the Dirac operator D on the hyper-
bolic space HFY! is given by the set

1 1
ot <11}
p

H._
ap._{ue([: 5

Proof. From Proposition B we know that the LP-spectrum is contained in JEI. Thus, it
remains to show that each element p of UEI is contained in the LP-spectrum of D. For that
we start with a similar ansatz as was used in [16, Lemma 7] for the Laplacian.

Let the hyperbolic space H**! be modelled by the space {(y,z1,...,z%) | ¥ > 0} equipped
with the metric g = y~2(dz? + ...+ dx? + dy?). We set e; = ya%i =y0; fori=1,...,k and
ey = ya% = y0y. Then, (ey,e1,...,ex) forms an orthonormal basis, which can assumed to be
positively oriented. Further we have [e,, e;] = e; = —[e;, ey]. All other commutators vanish.
Then, —Fﬁy = T'Y, = 1 and all other Christoffel symbols vanish. The orthonormal frame
(ey,€1,...,ex) can be lifted to the spin structure ¥: Pspin(H*1) — Pso(HF!), namely we
choose a map E: H*1 — Py, (HF ) with 9(E) = (ey, e1,...,ex). A spinor is by definition
a section of the associated bundle Ygr+1 = Papin (Hk"’l) X pry1 Dk+1, SO every spinor can be
written as z — [E(z), ¢(x)] for a function ¢: HF! — %, 4.

Hence, identifying (ey, e1,. . .,ex) with the standard basis of R**! we obtain [T, (4.8)], |6,
Lemma 4.1]

1
vei[Ea(p] = [E76€i(p+ 5€i €y 90]; vey [E7<P] = [Eaaey(p]

2
and
b k
D[E,(p] = [Evzei 'ae#’"'ey 'aeysp_ 5611 : 90]
=1
b k
:[Euzyei'ai@+yey'ay(p_iey'(p]' (11)

=1

Let ¥o € k41 be a unit-length eigenvector of the Clifford multiplication with the vector

ey = (1,0,...,0)" € R*1 to the eigenvalue +i, ie. e, -1y = Fithg. Set pn(z,y) =

b(z)c, (log y)y*o where a € C, b(z) is any compactly supported function on R*, and where

¢n: R — R is chosen to be a smooth cut-off function compactly supported on (—4n, —n),

Cnl[—3n,—2n) = 1 and |c;,| < 2/n. Then for p € [1,00) one estimates ||c},[|5/[[ca|h < Cn™P —

0 as n — oo. For p = oo we have ||, ||co/||cnlloc < 2/n — 0 as n — oo. Then we set
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®,, := [E, ¢,,] and obtain

k
(D = ), = | B, yea(logy) y™ >_(9id) e; - tho + b(w)c], (log )y itbo
=1
+b(a)en (ogy) (Hia T 1% ~ u)ywo] | (12)

In the following we will use the notation (X -.) € End(Ek_H) for the Clifford multiplication
by X € RET! and obviously its operator norm |(X - .)| equals to the usual norm of X.

Let p = s:lzlk(—— —), s € R. We choose z = logy and a = 2 Fip =12 $is. Thus, the
last summand in (I2) vanishes and pRe o = k. Then, for p € [1,00) we have

[(D = 1) ®nllp
1]l

o0 L

< (ka |Zz(alb (61' (. |p fO |Cn 10gy)|10y;DRCa+p k 1);;
(ka |b(x)|P fo cn(logy)|pyrRe a—k— 1)

o Upe P@I 5™ les (logy)lPyriee71)

(ka |b()[P fo len( 1ogy)|Pprca7k71)

5 1

pRC<°‘:k . (f]Rk Zz |0;b|P fo |cn(1ogy)|z7yp—1> P . <fooo ! (log y)|py_1> L

Jar 16(2) P [ [en(log y) [Py~ 157 len(log y) [Py~

o (fm 1ol [0 |cn<z>|pe“’> "L (fooo lc:xz)lp) ’

S (@) [0 len(2)|P 12 len(z)lP

<Ce” (L72>;—>0
f_ len (2)]P

where the last inequality uses

0 —-n —-n -0
/ lea () P& dz = / len(2)PeP dz < P / ()P dz = e / ea ()P d.
—4n —4n -0

—00

B

8=

For p = 0o we have p = s + ik 5, @ = Fs and the estimate above is done analogously.

Summarizing, we have shown that 805}1, the boundary of olﬂjl, is a subset of the Dirac LP-
spectrum for H¥*! for p € [1,00]. Note that o2 = (Jys,~, 008 for s < 2 and o =
Us<res o for s > 2, respectively. Thus, using the Riesz-Thorin interpolation theorem we
see that UEI is a subset of the LP-spectrum of D on HF*! for p € [1, oc]. O

Remark 9.2. From () we obtain

D?*([E, ] = EZy € - €j- 884,04—23/ ei ey 0i0yp —y—= Zel ey - Oip

)
2 2
+ zl:y ey e 0y0ip + ;yey e - 0ip — Y 0yOyp — YOy + y§8y<p

k k k2
—Y5 Zey vei 0ip+y50yp - ZSO]

k2
=B, —?Y %o — y?0? 00 — ).
[E, -y E Fo—y 0,0 +y(k 90+§ yey - e; - 0ip 4<P]
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We use p and ¢, = b(x)c,(logy)y*yo of the last proposition with b, a, ¢, and ¥y as
therein. For ¢, we require additionally |cl| < 8n=2. Hence, ||c!||p/lcnllp = 0 as n — oo
for p € [1,00]. Then we have

(D? — p?)[E, on] =

E, <—y20n(log VY™ 070 — y*b0; (cn(log y)y®) + y(k — 1)bdy(ca(log y)y®)

k2
—(Z+u2)bcn(10gy) )wo—lcn log y)y Zy (9ib)ei - b ]

E, —y*c,(logy)y Za%wo—lcn logy)y Zy (0;be; -

—y%b (cﬁ + 20+ k —2)c, + ¢y (a(a 1) —(k—=Da+ % + N2)> 1/10]
=[E, —c,(logy)y*T2 Z 02b by — ic, (logy)y* ™t Z(aib)ei 1o

=y*b(c, + (2a+k = 2)c)) o],

and by analogous estimates as in Proposition[J1 we have ||(D? — p2)[E, on]llp/ | 1Es onlllp —
0 as n — oo.

Remark 9.3. Note that while the L?-spectrum of the hyperbolic space only consists of con-
tinuous spectrum, this is no longer true for the LP-spectrum for p # 2 as can be seen by
considering 0 € Jf

We view the hyperbolic space (H**! gg) modelled on the unit ball By(0) C R**t! of the
Euclidean space and equipped with the metric gu = f2gr where f(x) = ﬁ and |.|
denotes the Fuclidean norm. Take a constant spinor 1p on B1(0) normalized such that
1Vl Lr(By(0),9m) = 1. Then D9%1p = 0. Using the identification of spinors of conformal

metrics set ¢ := f~21p. Then D%p =0 and ||<p||Lp(gH) fBl ) fk+1*5p|1/)|pdv01gE Thus,
@ is an LP-harmonic spinor if and only if fBl(O) —|z|?) 7k~ 1+2pdvolgE < 00, i.e., if and
only if fol(l — TQ)*k*1+§prde < 00. This is true precisely if p > 2. Thus, for all p > 2 the
LP-kernel of the Dirac operator on (HFTY, gg) is nontrivial.

10. THE LP-SPECTRUM ON M™* CONTAINS o,

In this section we complete the proof of Theorem [[LTl In Proposition 81]it was shown that
the LP-spectrum on M™F is contained in op. Thus, the converse remains to be shown. The
case N = {y} was solved in Proposition

Recall that by Lemma [B.I1l and Example [B12 the Dirac LP-spectrum on M is point
symmetric, i.e., it is symmetric with respect to the reflection A — —\.

Let now u € do, with p? = A3 + k2, [Im k| = ck ‘% - %‘ be given. By Proposition and
scaling, we see that & is in the spectrum of the Dirac operator of H¥*!. Then, by Lemma[B.§
k? is in the LP-spectrum of (DH§+1)2, and by Remark [0.2 there is a sequence 9; € I‘(EngH)
with || ((DH:™)2 — m2)¢i||Lp(H§+1) — 0 while |[9);]| g ge+1) = 1. Moreover, by Remark [B.7]
there is a ¢ € ['(Sy) with [|¢]|Le(v) = 1 and (DY) = AJep.

Assume that at least one of the dimensions of N and H¥*! is even. Then Yy, = Eper1 QXN
and by (D) we have D2 = (DH:™)2 4 (D)2, We set ¢; = 1; ® 1. Then

(D = 12)gillp =llvs @ (DN)? = A2)y + (D)2 — k)b @ 9|
=[(DE)2 — k2)gp @ ||, — 0,
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Thus, 2 is in the LP-spectrum of D2. By the point symmetry of the spectrum and by
Lemma [B.8 both ;1 and —u are in the LP-spectrum of D.

Similarly we obtain the result if both the dimensions of N and H**! are odd by setting
i = 1; ® (¢, 1) in notation of Section 2.5

Up to now we have shown that all u € Jo, are in the LP-spectrum of the Dirac operator on
M. Following the same arguments as in the last lines of the proof of Proposition the
proof of Theorem [[.1]is completed.

Remark 10.1. From Theorem [I.1 and Lemma [B.8, we can immediately read of the LP-
spectrum of D? on M™*. This consists of the closed parabolic region bounded by
1 1)\’ 11
seRH/\%—CQkP —— =) +s*+2sck|-—=].
P2 p 2

Let us compare the LP-spectrum for D? on MF1E = HEL (e =1 and Ay =0)

1 1)\? 11
sER»—)—kQ(———> +52+2isk<———),
p 2 2 p

with the one of the Laplacian on functions whose LP-spectrum is given by the closed parabolic
region bounded by [16, (1.5)]
1 1 1 1
sER— k*— (1——) +s2+213k(———>.
p p 2 p
Up to a shift in the real direction this is the same spectrum. However the qualitative differ-

ence is that for p # 2 the spectrum of D? contains negative real numbers, in contrast to the
Laplacian.

APPENDIX A. FUNCTION SPACES

We want to recall some analytical facts which are helpful to define spinorial function spaces
on manifolds.

Let (M™,g) be an n-dimensional Riemannian spin manifold with Dirac operator D. A
distributional spinor (or distribution with spinor values) is a linear map C°*(M,3)) — C
with the usual continuity properties of distributions. Any spinor with regularity LllOc defines
a distributional spinor by using the standard L?-scalar product on spinors.

Then Dy can be defined in the sense of distributions. Let Hf(M, X)) be the set of dis-
tributional spinors ¢, such that ¢ und Dy are in L®, s € [1,00]. Equipped with the norm
llellas == ll¢lls + [[Del|s this is a Banach space. This norm is the graph norm of D viewed
as an operator in L® to L®.

Lemma A.1. Let 1 < s < oo. CX(M,Xy) is dense in Hi (M, 3r).

Proof. Assume that ¢ € H{(M,¥p), s < oo, is given. For a given point p € M and for
any R > 0 one can find a compactly supported smooth function ng: M — [0, 1] such that
nr = 1 on Br(p) and such that |Vng| < R™1. Then one easily sees limpg o | —nre|s = 0.
Further we calculate

D( = nro)lls < Vg - ¢lls + (1 —=nr)Dells = 0 as R — oo.

Thus the elements with compact support are dense in Hj (M, Xr). Now if ¢ € Hj (M, X))
has compact support, it follows from standard results that it can be approximated by smooth
compactly supported spinors. O

Thus, for s < oo, Hj (M, X)) is equal to the completion of C2°(M, X ) with respect to the
graph norm of D: L° — L*.

Lemma A.2. Let 1 < s < oo. On manifolds with bounded geometry, the H{-norm is
equivalent to the norm ||¢||s + [|Volls-
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The proof of the lemma relies on local elliptic estimates which follow from the Calderon-
Zygmund inequality, e.g. [I8 Theorem 9.9], see also [2, Lemma 3.2.2] for the geometric
adaptation.

APPENDIX B. GENERAL NOTES ON THE LP-SPECTRUM

In this section we collect general facts on the LP-spectrum of the Dirac operator. Unless
stated otherwise, we only assume that (M, g) is complete.

Let D: H¥(M,X ) = dom D C L?(M, %) — L*(M, X)) be the classical Dirac operator
on L?-spinors. The set of compactly supported spinors C°(M, %) is a core of D, i.e.,
D is the closure of D|CSO(M7EA[) w.r.t. the graph norm H?. If we consider the restriction
D\ (ar,5,,) and complete it w.r.t. the graph norm [[¢[|z; = [J¢]|s + || Dg||s for 1 < s < oo,
then we obtain for each s a closed Dirac operator Dg: HY = dom D, C L® — L.

For s = 0o we define Doo: H® — L™, b — Dgtp by (Do, ¥) = (¢, Do) for all ¢ €
C(M,X ). Then Dy, is a closed, continuous extension of D|ce(as5,,) but C2°(M, ¥Xar)
is in general no longer a core for this operator. Note that in contrast to that, in the
standard literature for LP-theory of the Laplacian, e.g. [I6], the operator for s = oo is
directly defined to be as the adjoint operator for s = 1. For s < oo one can define D,
distributional as well and the resulting operator coincides with the definition given above
as will be seen in Lemma [B.1]

Next, we can examine the adjoint of the operator D,: L® — L® with respect to the duality
pairing (.,.): L® x (L*)* — C whose restriction to compactly supported spinors coincides
with the hermitian L2-product. We use the convention that this pairing is antilinear in
the second component. The adjoint D} is an operator in (L®)*. For 1 < s < oo and
s 4 (s*)7' =1, (L*)* = L* whereas (L>)* is larger than L'. From the formal self-
adjointness of D we see, that Dy oo (n,5,,) = D:|CC00(A4)ZM). Moreover, we have

Lemma B.1. For all ¢ € H{ and ¢ € Hf*, 1 < s < o0, we have
(Ds%w) = (SOuDS*w)'

Proof. For 1 < s < o0, let ¢;,1; € CX(M, X)) with ¢; — ¢ in Hf and ¢; — ¢ in HY .
Then,

/ (Dap wdvol, + / (Dapi 1) dvol, = / (64, Daetiy)dvol, — / (6, Dy )dvol,
M M M M

as 4,] — 00.

Let now s = 1. For ¢ € C°(M, X)) the equality follows from the distributional definition
of Dy. The rest follows since C°(M, X/) is dense in H{. The remaining case s = oo just
follows from the last one by interchanging s and s*. O

Lemma B.2. For all 1 < s < oo the operators Dg« and D} coincide.

Proof. For v € H{ LemmaBdlyields (Dsg, 1) = (p, Ds-9) for all ¢ € Hf = dom D,. This
implies ¢ € dom D and D3¢ = Dg-¢p. Hence, H{" C dom D} and Dj| .+ = Dy-: Hi® C
L*" — L* . Tt remains to show that dom D* C H; : Let 1 € dom D* C (L*)* = L* . Then
there is a p € L* such that for all ¢ € dom D, it holds (D,p,%) = (¢,p). In particular,
this is true for all p € C°(M,X)s). In other words D1 = p in the sense of distributions.
Thus, ¢ € H . O

Since ¢ € H{ N H{ implies Dsp = D,y we often denote all those Dirac operators in the
following just by D.

Moreover, a closed operator P: dom P C V; — V5 between Banach spaces V;, and with dense
domain dom P, will be called invertible if there exists a bounded inverse P~1: Vo — V;. We
will use the phrase “P has a bounded inverse” synonymously.

Lemma B.3. Let 1 < s < .
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(i) If @ is in the L*" —spectrum of the Dirac operator where (s*)" L+ st =1, then p
1s in its L®—spectrum.

(ii) Let Dy — u be invertible. Then, (Dg — i)~ = ((Ds — )~ 1)* and ||(Ds- — 1) 7| =
1(Ds — )~ M-

Proof. We prove this for ;4 = 0. For arbitrary p this is done analogously.

Assume that 0 is not in the L®-spectrum of D, i.e., it has a bounded inverse E = D~': L® —
L* with range ran E = Hj. Let ¢ € L® . Since E is bounded, f: L* — C,p — (Ep, )
is a bounded functional and, thus, f is in the dual space of L*, i.e., there is ¢ € L* with
(p,0) = f(p) = (Ep, ) for all p € L*. Hence, ¢ € dom E*, i.e., dom E* = L*.

Now we can estimate for all ¢ € Hj and all ¢ € L*" that (D, E*¢)) = (EDg, ) = (,v)
which implies E*p € dom D* and D* E*tp = 1. Thus, ran D* = L% and D*E* =1d: L* —
L.

If p € L* and ¢ € dom D*, we get (p, E*D*p) = (Ep, D*¢) = (DEp,¢) = (p,¢). Hence,
E*D* = 1d: dom D* — dom D*. Together with the corresponding statement from above
this gives that (D~!)* = (D*)~!. Thus, 0 is not in the L* -spectrum of D. This proves (i)
and the first claim of (ii). The operator norm of an operator and its adjoint coincide, see
[25] Thm VI.2]. Thus, the equality of the operator norms follows. O

Corollary B.4. If D: H{ — L% has a bounded inverse for some q € (1,00). Then as an
operator from Hj — L* it has a bounded inverse for all s € [q1,q2] where g1 = min{q, ¢*},
q2 = max{q,q*}, and (¢*)~' + ¢~ = 1. In particular, the L?-spectrum of D is a subset of
the Le-spectrum.

Proof. This Lemma follows directly from the Riesz-Thorin Interpolation Theorem [2.2] (using
D =C>*(M,%))) and Lemma [B.3l O

Lemma B.5. Let 1 < s < oo. Let Rs = C\ Specy.(D) be the resolvent set of D: L® — L*.
Then, the resolvent

€ Ry (D—p)~t e B(L?)
is analytic, i.e., the map is locally given by a convergent power series with coefficients in
B(L#). Here, B(L®) denotes the set of bounded operators from L* to itself.

Proof. The proof is done similar as in the case of bounded operators [21], Satz 23.4]: Choose
po € Rs and p € C such that | — po| < [[(D — po)~*|| 7%, Then, one calculates that D — u
is invertible as well, see the proof of [2I, Lemma 23.2]. Here we used the fact the operator
(D — )=t and (D — pp)~* have the common core C2°(M,Xy/). Then,
_ = _1\n+1 n
(D —p) 122((D—M0) 1) (1= po)” -
n=0

O

For rounding up our presentation we will next add a lemma not needed in our context but
maybe helpful to other applications.

Lemma B.6. (1) The operator D: Hi C L* — L*, s € [1,0], is an invertible map
onto its image if and only if there is a constant C > 0 with || Dy||s > C|l¢|ls for all
p e Hf.

(2) Under the above conditions the image D(H3) is closed.
(3) Let s=1 + (s*)"1 =1, s < oo, and assume the conditions from above. Then D is
surjective if and only if there is a C' > 0 with | Dp||s- > C|lp|ls+ for all p € H{ .

Proof. (1) The proof is straightforward.

(2) The operator D: Hj — D(H7{), where the latter space is equipped with the L*-norm,

is a bijective bounded linear map. Hence, D(H;) is a complete subspace of L® and thus

closed.

(3) Suppose that D(H7) is a proper subspace of L°. Due to Hahn-Banach there is a non-zero
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continuous functional ¢: L® — C vanishing on D(H{). We interpret ¢ as an element in
L*" using the Riesz representation theorem, i.e. ) € L is orthogonal on D(H7{). Then,
¢ € dom (D;)*, and we even have D¥¢ = 0. Hence, by Lemma ¢ € Hi*. This
contradicts the estimate.

Now assume that D is surjective. Then there is a bounded operator D~!': L® — L*, inverse
to D. Thus (D~1)*: L*" — L* is bounded as well, and (D~')* is the inverse of D*: H{ —
L*". The fact that the latter map has a bounded inverse is equivalent to the existence of a
constant C' > 0 with || Del|s« > C||p

s* .

O

Remark B.7. The L*-spectrum of the Dirac operator D on a closed manifold (M™, g) is
independent of s. We sketch the proof: Let o be an L*-eigenvalue of D. Then regularity
theory implies that ¢ € C*°(M,X;) and, hence, p € L* for all 1 < s < oo. In particular,
Spectt(D) € Spec’ (D). Let now pu & Spec¥ (D), i.e., (D—p)~': L? — L? is bounded. Let
G(z,y) be the unique Green function of D — p, see Proposition[3.2 Then, fM IG(.,y)|>dy
is bounded uniformly in y. Hélder’s inequality implies that also [, |G(.,y)|dy is bounded
uniformly iny. Hence, (D —pu)~': L' — L' is a bounded operator. Then interpolation gives
that (D — p)~t: L* — L* is bounded for all 1 < s < 2. Because of Specy2(D) C R the same
is true for (D — i)~': L® — L*, and by using LemmalB.3 we get that (D — pu)~': L¥ — L*
is bounded for all 2 < s < oco. It remains s = oo: Let r > m. Then by the Sobolev
Embedding Theorem H] — L™ is bounded. Moreover, by the discussion above and using
the fact that HY carries the graph norm of D we know that (D — p)~*: L™ — HY is bounded
for u & Spec% (D) the Hélder inequality gives that

(D—p)™': L® - L™ — H — L™
is bounded.

Lemma B.8. Let 1 < s < oo, and let Spec% (D) # C. Then the complex number p? is in
the L*-spectrum of D? if and only if u or —p is in the L°-spectrum of D.

Proof. We start with the “only if” part. So assume that both p and —p are not in the L°-
spectrum of D. Then we have bounded operators (D —pu)~!: L® — L® and (D+p)~t: LP —
LP. Tt is then easy to verify that (D — p)~' o (D + u)~t: L® — L* is a bounded inverse of
D? — 2 = (D + p) o (D — p). Thus p? is not in the LP-spectrum of D?.

In order to prove the “if” statement, we assume that p? is not in the spectrum of D2
Then D? — 2 has a bounded inverse P := (D? — p?)~1: L® — L*. Let v € P(L*). Then
W € L* and D%y € L°. Next we will show that this implies D € L*. For that we choose
X\ & Specyt (D). Then Dy = (D — X\)~'(D? — A?)¢) — M\, and hence Dy € L°. Thus,
P(L®) C Hf. Hence @1 := (D £ p) o P is a bounded operator with dom @y = L?, and
one easily checks that this a right inverse to (D F p). Similarly, one shows that Qg :=
Po (D =+ p) is a left inverse of (D F p). A priori Q2 is only defined on Hf, but using
Q1 =Q10(DF pu)oQe = Q2 it is clear that Q2 and @1 coincide on Hf. So the integral
kernels of @1 and Q)2 have to coincide, so Q; is a left and right inverse of (D F p) and thus
4 is not in the spectrum of D. O

Remark B.9. In the case 1 < s < co and M of bounded geometry, one can also prove that
Spec% (D) = C implies Spec% (D?) = C: As in the proof of the “if” statement from above
one has to show that Dy € L°. This can be proven using regularity theory on manifolds of
bounded geometry.

Lemma B.10 (Pointwise symmetries). Let 1 < s < co. Let (M,g) be an m-dimensional
Riemannian spin manifold.
(i) m =0 mod 2: The number y is in the L*-spectrum of D if and only if —p is in
the L?-spectrum of D if and only if i is in the L®-spectrum of D.
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(ii) m =1 mod 4: The number u is in the L*-spectrum of D if and only if —f is in
the L*-spectrum of D.

(iii) m =3 mod 4: The number p is in the L*-spectrum of D if and only if i is in the
L?-spectrum of D.

Proof. By [17, Prop. p. 31] we have a map «a: 3,, — X, that is

e a Spin(m)-equivariant real structure that anticommutes with Clifford multiplication
ifm=0,1 mod 8.

e a Spin(m)-equivariant quaternionic structure that commutes with Clifford multipli-
cation if m = 2,3 mod 8.

e a Spin(m)-equivariant quaternionic structure that anticommutes with Clifford mul-
tiplication if m = 4,5 mod 8.

e a Spin(m)-equivariant real structure that commutes with Clifford multiplication if
m =6,7 mod 8.

Note that by definition real structure means that o? = Id and «a(iv) = —ia(v). Moreover,
quaternionic structure means that o? = —Id and a(iv) = —ia(v).

Due to the Spin(m)-equivariance « induces a fiber preserving map & on the spinor bundle
with the same properties as above. Thus,

.. v Jao(-=D-p)(¢) m=0,1 mod4
(D—M)Oa(@)_{do(p_;;(;)? m=2,3 mod 4.

Thus, if p is in the L*-spectrum of D then —f (resp. fi) in the Ls-spectrum of D for m = 0,1
(resp. 2,3) mod 4. This gives (ii) and (iii).

If m is even, then D(wps - @) = —wps - De. Thus, the spectrum is symmetric when reflected
on the imaginary axis. Together with the symmetries from above, (i) follows. O

Lemma B.11 (Orientation reversing isometry). Let 1 < s < oo. Assume there is an
orientation reversing isometry f: M™ — M™ that “lifts” to the spin structure as described
in the proof. Then u is in the L°-spectrum of D if and only if —p is in the L®-spectrum of
D.

Proof. The proof follows the lines of [3 Appendix A]. In this reference, f is required to
be a reflection at a hyperplane of M. But this doesn’t change the part we need: We
lift f to the bundle Pso(,)M of oriented orthonormal frames by mapping the frame & =
(61, v ,em) to f*g = (—df(el),df(eg), v ,df(em)), SO f*l PSO(m)M — PSO(m)M- Since
f is an orientation reserving isometry,

f«(EA) = f . (E)TAJ for all A € SO(m)

where J = diag(—1,1,1,...,1). The map f is assumed to lift to the spin structure, i.e.,
there is a lift f,: Pspinim)(M) = Pspin(m) (M) with 9 o fi = f+ 0¥ where ¥ denotes the
double covering ¥: Pspin(m) (M) = Pso(m)(M). By [3, Lemma A.1 and Lemma A 4], f then
lifts to a map fy: X — X on the spinor bundle which fulfils f;(Dy) = —D(fyp). O

Example B.12.

(i) Let M"*! be a Riemannian spin manifold with a spin structure ¥ as above. Assume
that up to isomorphism this is the unique spin structure on M. Let f: M — M be an
orientation reversing isometry. By pulling back the double covering PspinM — PsoM by
f+« we obtain the double covering f*¥ : f*PspinM — PsoM. We then turn f*PspinM into
a Spin(n + 1)-principal bundle by conjugating the action of Spin(n + 1) on PspinM with
Clifford multiplication with eg. Then f*# is a spin structure on M. Thus an isomorphism
from ¥ to f*¥ yields a map f; as above.

(ii) Consider the map f = f; x id: M™ = HF*! x N® — M"™* where f; is an orientation
reversing isometry as in (i). Then, f is again an orientation reversing isometry. Using
Pso(He x N) = (Pso(HE™) x Pso(N)) xgSO(m) where £: SO(k + 1) x SO(n) — SO(m)

27



is the standard embedding and using the analogous describtion for Pgpin(H. x N), see
Section 28], one see that also f lifts to the spin structure.

APPENDIX C. DIRAC EIGENVALUES OF GENERIC METRICS

Proposition C.1. Let (M, g) be a closed, connected Riemannian spin manifold, let i € R.
Let U C M be a nonempty open subset. In case that u = 0, assume additionally that
the a-genus of M is zero. Then, there is a metric § on M with g = g on M \ U and
ker (D9 — p) = {0}.

Proof. For u = 0, the proposition follows from [3, Theorem 1.1]. For p # 0, the proof is a
direct consequence of the following lemma. O

Lemma C.2. Let (M, g) be a closed, connected Riemannian spin manifold, let i € R\ {0},
and let U C M be a nonempty open subset. Then there is a function f € C®°(M,RT) with
flanw =1 such that ker (D19 — ) = {0}.

Proof. Choose f € C°°(M,R") with f|yny = 1 such that d = dim(Ey,, := ker (D79 —p)) is
minimal. Assume d > 0, and set g9 = fg. For a € C°° (M) with suppa C U and ¢ close to 0
we define g; := (14ta) fg. Then by [9] there are real analytic functions p, ..., pq: (—&,€) —
R with 1;(0) = u such that Spec}(D9) N (u — 6,1 + 8) = {1 (t), ..., pa(t)} including
multiplicities. It is shown in [9] that there is an orthonormal basis (1), ..., () of Ey ,
depending on the choice of « such that

d 1
E|t:0#i(t) =73 /M<0490a Qw(i)>dV01go

where Qy(X,Y) = $Re (X - Vyt + Y - Vx1, ). Thus,
(90, Quen) = > _(er - Ve, b1, @) = pfgp)]2,

T

As d is minimal, we see that <[;—ou;(t) = 0, and thus for all a as above

d
1
- 3" 40 Pdvoly, = 0.
2/ aui:1|z/1 |“dvolg,

Note that ¢ := E?:l |1p®|2 € ¢ (M) does not depend on the choice of .. This can be seen
by direct calculation with base change matrices or alternatively by observing that ¢ is the
pointwise trace of the integral kernel of the projection to Ey,,. With p # 0 this implies that
¢ and thus all /Y vanish on U. The unique continuation principle implies then ¥ = 0
which gives a contradiction. 0
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