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Abstract

Let f : N → (M, g) be an oriented (or spin), complete, stable, minimal, immersed hypersurface. In this
paper we establish various vanishing theorems for the space of L2-harmonic forms and spinors (in the spin
case) under suitable positive curvature assumptions on the ambient manifold. Our results in the setting
of forms extend to higher dimensions and more general ambient Riemannian manifolds previous vanishing
theorems due to Tanno [38] and Zhu [42]. In the setting of spin manifolds our results allow to conclude,
for instance, that any oriented, complete, stable, minimal, immersed hypersurface of Rm or Sm carries no
non-trivial L2-harmonic spinors. Finally, analogous results are proved for strongly stable constant mean
curvature hypersurfaces.
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Introduction

Minimal hypersurfaces are a central topic in both Riemannian geometry and geometric analysis. We recall
that given an m-dimensional Riemannian manifold (M, g), a minimal hypersurface in (M, g) is an immersed
(m − 1)-dimensional manifold f : N → (M, g) that is a critical point of the area functional. Equivalently
f : N → (M, g) is a minimal immersion if and only if the mean curvature vector field vanishes identically.
Furthermore a minimal hypersurface is said to be stable if the second variation of the area functional is non-
negative. A fundamental questions in this research area is the so called stable Bernestein problem which ask
whether a stable minimal hypersurface in Rn has to be necessarily a hyperplane. This problem was showed
to be true by do Carmo and Peng [11], Fischer-Colbrie and Schoen [15] and Pogorelov [33] for n = 3 and
recently by Chodosh and Li [7] and Catino, Matrolia and Roncoroni [6] for n = 4, Chodosh, Li, Minter and
Stryker [9] for n = 5 and Mazet [26] for n = 6. It has a negative answer when n ≥ 8 as a consequence of
the work of Bombieri-De Giorgi-Giusti [3] and it is still open if n = 7. Concerning the stability of an oriented
minimal hypersurface f : N → Rn, a topological obstruction was found by Palmer [30], namely the existence
of a codimension one cycle in N that does not separate N . According to Dodziuk [12], the presence of such
a cycle implies the existence of a non trivial L2 harmonic 1-form on N . Thus the key point in Palmer’s proof
is to show that a stable minimal hypersurface f : N → Rn carries no non-trivial L2 harmonic 1-form. These
results led Tanno a few years later to formulate the following problem [38]:

Let f : N → Rn be a complete, oriented and stable minimal hypersurface. Are there non-trivial L2 harmonic
p-forms on N?

In his paper Tanno proved the vanishing of any L2 harmonic p-form when n = 5 and subsequently Zhu
[41] proved an analogue vanishing when the ambient space is S5 or more generally a complete five dimensional
Riemannian manifold (M, g) with a positive pinching condition on its sectional curvatures [42]. Note that the
first vanishing result can now be seen as an immediate consequence of [7], [9] and [6], while the other two are
empty by [6]. To the best of our knowledge nothing is known in higher dimension. Besides the above problem
there is another vanishing-type question that is interesting to investigate. When the ambient space is Rn, Sn
or any other spin manifold M it is well known that every oriented immersed hypersurface f : N → M admits
spin structures. Therefore, besides the existence of L2 harmonic p-forms, it is also natural to understand if N
supports any non-trivial L2-harmonic spinor. We call this second problem the “Spinorial Tanno’s problem”.
The goal of this paper is to tackle these two vanishing problems described above. Let us give more details by
describing how the paper is organized. The first section contains some general vanishing and finiteness results
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for the L2-kernel of a Schrödinger or Dirac operator over a complete Riemannian manifold in the presence of
a weighted Poincaré inequality, see Th. 1.1 and Th. 1.2. Besides their crucial role played in the geometric
applications developed in the second section, we believe that these results have an independent interest on
their own. In the second section we collect various geometric applications to stable minimal hypersurfaces
that follow from the results proved in the first one. The first application is concerned with the nullity of an
oriented and complete stable, minimal, immersed hypersurface f : N → (M, g). We show that if (M, g) has
non-negative Ricci curvature then the nullity of f : N → (M, g) is necessarily either 0 or 1, see Cor. 2.1. We
also investigate the properties of the conformal Laplacian of an oriented and complete stable minimal immersed
hypersurface. We show that if the ambient manifold has non-negative scalar curvature then the conformal
Laplacian is essentially self-adjoint with finite dimensional L2-kernel. Moreover we apply these results to show
the existence of (possibly incomplete) Riemannian metrics that are conformally equivalent to the metric induced
by the immersion and have vanishing scalar curvature or positive scalar curvature, see Props. 2.2-2.3. Then we
continue by establishing various vanishing theorems for L2-harmonic spinors and forms over a stable minimal
hypersurface. In particular, concerning the vanishing of L2-harmonic spinors, we have the following result, see
Th. 2.1 and Cor. 2.2:

Theorem 0.1. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold with sg ≥ 0. Let N be a spinnable manifold with
dim(N) + 1 = dim(M) such that there exists a stable minimal immersion

f : N → (M, g)

with (N, gN ) complete. Let PSpin(n)(N) → N be an arbitrarily fixed Riemannan spin structure on N and let
(ΣN, τ) → N and ð be the corresponding spinor bundle and spin-Dirac operator. Then every L2-harmonic
spinor of (ΣN, τ) → N has constant length and consequently

dim
(
ker(ð) ∩ L2(N,ΣN, gN , τ)

)
≤ 2n/2

if n is even whereas
dim

(
ker(ð) ∩ L2(N,ΣN, gN , τ)

)
≤ 2(n−1)/2

if n is odd. If in addition volgN (N) = +∞ then (N, gN ) carries no non-trivial L2-harmonic spinors.

In particular the above result settles completely the spinorial Tanno’s problem in both Rm and Sm since it
implies that an oriented and complete stable, minimal, immersed hypersurface of Rm or Sm carries no non-trivial
L2-harmonic spinors, see Cor. 2.2 and Th. 2.2. Concerning the vanishing of L2-harmonic forms the situation
is more involved. We found a condition on the principal curvatures, see (14), that coupled with some curvature
conditions on the ambient manifold, yields various vanishing results. More precisely, see Th. 2.3 in the text,
we have

Theorem 0.2. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension m + 1 with sectional curvature secg and
curvature operator Rg and let Σ be an oriented manifold of dimension m with a stable minimal immersion
f : Σ → (M, g) such that (Σ, gΣ) is complete. Let 2 ≤ p ≤ m

2 .

1. If m ≥ 4 and Rg ≥ 0 (or more generally there exists γ ∈ R such that Rg ≥ γ and p(m−p)γ+Ricg(N ,N ) ≥
0) and |A|2 −K2

α ≥ 0 for any α ⊂ {1, ...,m} with |α| = p, then every L2-harmonic p-form on (Σ, gΣ) has
constant length. If in addition Σ is not totally geodesic or Ricg(N ,N ) is somewhere positive on f(Σ),
then

Hp
2(Σ, gΣ) = Hm−p

2 (Σ, gΣ) = {0}.

2. If m ≥ 6 and secg ∈ [a, b] with 0 < a ≤ b ≤ εm,pa with εm,p the constant defined in (16) and |A|2−K2
α ≥ 0

for any α ⊂ {1, ...,m} with |α| = p, then

Hp
2(Σ, gΣ) = Hm−p

2 (Σ, gΣ) = {0}.

3. If m ≥ 6 and secg ∈ [a, b] with 0 < a ≤ b ≤ cma, cm the constant defined in (17) and |A|2 −K2
α ≥ 0 for

any α ⊂ {1, ...,m} with |α| = 2, then

H2
2(Σ, gΣ) = Hm−2

2 (Σ, gΣ) = {0}.

We point out that under the hypothesis of points 2. or 3., if m ≤ 5 there are no complete oriented stable
minimal hypersurfaces, see [6, Corollary 1.3]. The remaining part of the second section and the third section
contain a thorough discussion about the condition |A|2 −K2

α ≥ 0 and the curvature condition of the ambient
manifold as well as various applications of Th. 0.2. For the sake of brevity we recall here only that Th. 0.2
implies the following vanishing results:
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• Any oriented and complete, stable, minimal, immersed hypersurface in S3 × R2 or in S2 × R3 carries no
non-trivial L2-harmonic forms.

• The minimal entire graphs in R2n+1 with n ≥ 4, constructed by Bombieri-De Giorgi-Giusti [3], carry no
non-trivial L2-harmonic p-forms for any p ≤

√
2n.

• Any oriented and complete, stable, minimal, immersed hypersurface of Sm carries no non-trivial L2-
harmonic p-forms if the second fundamental form is bounded above by a certain constant, see Th. 2.4
and the subsequent discussion.

Finally, in the fourth section we briefly discuss how to extend our results to the case of strongly stable
constant mean curvature hypersurfaces.

1 Finiteness and vanishing theorems for Schrödinger and Dirac op-
erators

This section is devoted to various vanishing and finiteness results for the L2-kernel of Dirac and Schröedinger
operators on certain complete Riemannian manifolds. As we will see later in this paper, these results will play a
crucial role in our geometric applications. We start now by introducing some notation and preliminary notions.
Let (N, g) be a Riemannian manifold endowed with a Riemannian (or Hermitian) vector bundle (E, ρ) → N .
Let

P := ∇t ◦ ∇+ L

be a formally self-adjoint Schrödinger operator acting on C∞
c (N,E), where ∇ is an arbitrarily fixed metric

connection on (E, ρ), ∇t is the formal adjoint of ∇ w.r.t. g and ρ and L ∈ C∞(N,End(E)) is a fiberwise
self-adjoint endomorphism w.r.t. ρ. Let ∆ : C∞(N,R) → C∞(N,R) be the Laplace-Beltrami operator induced
by g. In this paper we use the definition ∆ := dt ◦ d with dt : Ω1

c(N) → C∞
c (N) the formal adjoint of

d : C∞
c (N) → Ω1

c(N) w.r.t. g. In particular ∆ is non-negative on C∞
c (N, g). Finally let q ∈ C∞(N,R) be

arbitrarily fixed. We have the following

Theorem 1.1. In the above setting assume that (N, g) is complete and that

L+ q ≥ 0 and ⟨(∆− q)ϕ, ϕ⟩L2(N,g) ≥ 0 (1)

for every ϕ ∈ C∞
c (N,R). Then

P : L2(N,E, g, ρ) → L2(N,E, g, ρ)

defined initially on C∞
c (N,E) is essentially self-adjoint. Moreover if q ≥ 0 on N then every section 0 ̸= s ∈

ker(P ) ∩ L2(N,E, g, ρ) is nowhere vanishing on N . Consequently ker(P ) ∩ L2(N,E, g, ρ) is finite dimensional
and satisfies

dim(ker(P ) ∩ L2(N,E, g, ρ)) ≤ rnk(E). (2)

Note that in the above inequality (2), dim(...) and rnk(...) denote the real or complex dimension and rank
according to the fact that E is a real or a complex vector bundle. In order to prove the above theorem we
need some preliminary results. First of all we recall that W 1,2(N, g) is the Sobolev space made by functions
f ∈ L2(N, g) such that df , understood in the distributional sense, lies in L2Ω1(N, g), the Hilbert space of L2

integrable 1-forms on (N, g). Since (N, g) is complete it is well known that C∞
c (N) is dense in W 1,2(N, g) w.r.t

the graph norm of d. We denote with d : W 1,2(N, g) → L2Ω1(N, g) the extension of d : C∞
c (N) → L2(N, g)

and with W 1,2
comp(N, g) the subspace of W 1,2(N, g) made by functions whose distributional support is compact.

Lemma 1.1. In the setting of Th. 1.1 we have∫
N

(
|dϕ|2g − qϕ2

)
dvolg ≥ 0

for any ϕ ∈W 1,2
comp(N, g). If in addition q ∈ L∞(N) then the above inequality holds true for any ϕ ∈W 1,2(N, g).

Proof. Let ϕ ∈ W 1,2
comp(N, g) and let U be an open neighbourhood of supp(ϕ), the support of ϕ. Then there

exists a sequence {ϕj}j∈N ⊂ C∞
c (N) such that ϕj → ϕ in L2(N, g) as j → +∞, dϕj → dϕ in L2Ω1(N, g) as

j → +∞ and supp(ϕj) ⊂ U for each j ∈ N. In this way we have∫
N

|dϕ|2g dvolg = ∥dϕ∥2L2Ω1(N,g) = lim
j→+∞

∥dϕj∥2L2Ω1(N,g) = lim
j→+∞

∫
N

|dϕj |2g dvolg

3



and ∣∣∣∣∫
N

q(ϕ2 − ϕ2j ) dvolg

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∫
U

∣∣q(ϕ2 − ϕ2j )
∣∣dvolg ≤ ∥q∥L∞(U)∥ϕ− ϕj∥L2(N,g)∥ϕ+ ϕj∥L2(N,g). (3)

The above inequality implies that

lim
j→+∞

∫
N

q(ϕ2 − ϕ2j ) dvolg = 0

since
lim

j→+∞
∥ϕ− ϕj∥L2(N,g) = 0 and lim

j→+∞
∥ϕ+ ϕj∥L2(N,g) = 2∥ϕ∥L2(N,g).

We can thus conclude that ∫
N

(
|dϕ|2g − qϕ2

)
dvolg ≥ 0

because ∫
N

(
|dϕ|2g − qϕ2

)
dvolg = lim

j→+∞

∫
N

(
|dϕj |2g − qϕ2j

)
dvolg

and ∫
N

(
|dϕj |2g − qϕ2j

)
dvolg = ⟨∆ϕj − qϕj , ϕj⟩L2(N,g) ≥ 0.

Let now tackle the case where q ∈ L∞(N) and ϕ ∈ W 1,2(N, g). Let {ϕj}j∈N ⊂ C∞
c (N,R) be a sequence

converging to ϕ in W 1,2(N, g). The proof follows by repeating the same argument above since we can replace
(3) with ∣∣∣∣∫

N

q(ϕ2 − ϕ2j ) dvolg

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∫
N

∣∣q(ϕ2 − ϕ2j )
∣∣dvolg ≤ ∥q∥L∞(N)∥ϕ− ϕj∥L2(N,g)∥ϕ+ ϕj∥L2(N,g).

Lemma 1.2. In the setting of Th. 1.1 let ψ ∈ L2(N, g) and let {ψj}j∈N ⊂W 1,2
comp(N, g) be a sequence such that

lim
j→+∞

∥ψ − ψj∥L2(N,g) = 0 and lim
j→+∞

∫
N

(
|dψj |2g − q|ψj |2

)
dvolg = 0.

Then
ψ ∈ ker(H)

with H : L2(N, g) → L2(N, g) the unique L2-closed extension of ∆ − q : C∞
c (N) → L2(N, g). Consequently

ψ ∈ C∞(N) ∩ ker(∆− q).

Proof. Let Q∆−q be the symmetric bilinear form associated to ∆ − q, that is Q∆−q : C∞
c (N) × C∞

c (N) → R
and

Q(χ, φ) = ⟨∆χ− qχ, φ⟩L2(N,g) =

∫
N

(g(dχ, dφ)− qχφ) dvolg .

LetQ∆−q be the closure ofQ∆−q. We recall thatQ∆−q can be described as follows. LetH : L2(N, g) → L2(N, g)
be the closed operator defined as the L2 graph closure of ∆− q : C∞

c (N) → L2(N, g). Since (N, g) is complete
and ∆−q is non-negative and formally self-adjoint on C∞

c (N), we know that ∆−q : L2(N, g) → L2(N, g), with
initial domain C∞

c (N), is essentially self-adjoint in L2(N, g), see e.g. [32, Th. 3.13]. Therefore H is the unique
L2-closed extension of ∆ − q : C∞

c (N) → L2(N, g). In particular H is a non-negative self-adjoint operator.

Let now H
1
2 be the square root of H. We recall that H

1
2 : L2(N, g) → L2(N, g) is the unique self-adjoint and

non-negative operator such that (H
1
2 )2 = H. In particular Dom(H), the domain of H : L2(N, g) → L2(N, g),

can be described as

Dom(H) = {f ∈ Dom(H
1
2 ) : H

1
2 f ∈ Dom(H

1
2 )} and Hf = H

1
2 (H

1
2 (f)).

Note that in particular the above characterization implies

ker(H) = ker(H
1
2 ). (4)

Then, going back to Q∆−q, we have

Dom(Q∆−q) = Dom(H
1
2 ) and Q∆−q(u, v) = ⟨H 1

2u,H
1
2 v⟩L2(N,g)

4



for every u, v ∈ Dom(H
1
2 ), see e.g. [20, p. 193]. Let now γ ∈ W 1,2

comp(N, g). We want to show that γ ∈
Dom(Q∆−q). To this aim it is enough to show the existence of a sequence {γj}j∈N ⊂ C∞

c (N) such that γj → γ
in L2(N, g), as j → ∞ and Q∆−q(γj −γi, γj −γi) → 0 as i, j → +∞, see e.g. [36, Prop. 10.1]. Let U be an open
neighbourhood of supp(γ) and let {γj}j∈N ⊂ C∞

c (U) be a sequence such that γj → γ in L2(N, g) as j → +∞,
dγj → dγ in L2Ω1(N, g) as j → +∞. Then, arguing as in the proof of Lemma 1.1, we have

lim
i,j→+∞

∫
N

(
|dγi − dγj |2g − q|γi − γj |2

)
dvolg = 0

and so we can conclude that γ ∈ Dom(Q∆−q) and

Q∆−q(γ, γ) =

∫
N

(
|dγ|2γ − qγ2

)
dvolg

for each γ ∈W 1,2
com(N, g). Now let’s go back to the sequence {ψj}j∈N. We know that ψj ∈ Dom(Q∆−q), ψj → ψ

in L2(N, g) as j → +∞ and Q∆−q(ψj , ψj) → 0 as j → +∞. We can rephrase these three properties by saying

that ψj ∈ Dom(H
1
2 ), ψj → ψ in L2(N, g) as j → +∞ and H

1
2ψj → 0 in L2(N, g) as j → +∞. Since H

1
2 is

a closed operator this amounts to saying that ψ ∈ ker(H
1
2 ) and finally, thanks to (4), we can conclude that

ψ ∈ ker(H), as required. To conclude the proof we note that since ∆ − q is elliptic, we have ψ ∈ C∞(N) and
thus Hψ = ∆ψ − qψ = 0.

We can now prove Th. 1.1.

Proof. As a first step to show that P : C∞
c (N,E) → L2(N,E, g, ρ) is essentially self-adjoint we want to prove

that there exists a constant c ∈ R such that

⟨Ps, s⟩L2(N,E,g,ρ) ≥ c∥s∥2L2(N,E,g,ρ)

for each s ∈ C∞
c (N,E). So let s ∈ C∞

c (N,E). We have

⟨Ps, s⟩L2(N,E,g,ρ) =

∫
N

ρ(Ps, s) dvolg

=

∫
N

(
|∇s|2g⊗ρ + ρ(Ls, s)

)
dvolg

(by Kato’s inequality) ≥
∫
N

(
|d|s|ρ|2g + ρ(Ls, s)

)
dvolg

=

∫
N

(
|d|s|ρ|2g − q|s|2ρ + q|s|2ρ + ρ(Ls, s)

)
dvolg

=

∫
N

(
|d|s|ρ|2g − q|s|2ρ + ρ((L+ q)s, s)

)
dvolg

≥ 0.

Note that the last inequality follows by Lemma 1.1 and the fact that L+q ≥ 0. Now let us consider the operator
P̂ := P + Id, with Id : C∞(N,E) → C∞(N,E) the identity. It is clear that P is essentially self-adjoint if and
only P̂ is so. Since P̂ is elliptic, symmetric and satisfies the inequality

⟨P̂ s, s⟩L2(N,E,g,ρ) ≥ ∥s∥2L2(N,E,g,ρ)

for each s ∈ C∞
c (N,E), in order to conclude that P̂ : C∞

c (N,E) → L2(N,E, g, ρ) is essentially self-adjoint in
L2(N,E, g, ρ), it is enough to show that ker(P̂ ) ∩ L2(N,E, g, ρ) = {0}, see e.g. [34, p. 136-137]. To show that
ker(P̂ ) ∩ L2(N,E, g, ρ) is trivial we adapt to our context an argument that is well known in the scalar case,
see e.g. [32, Th. 3.13]. Let s ∈ ker(P̂ ) ∩ L2(N,E, g, ρ) and let {ϕn}n∈N ⊂ C∞

c (N) be a sequence of smooth
functions with compact support, such that

1. 0 ≤ ϕn ≤ 1

2. ϕn|Vn
≡ 1

3. ∥dϕn∥L∞Ω1(N,g) → 0 as n→ +∞.

5



Since (N, g) is complete it is well known that such a sequence exists. We then have

0 = ⟨P̂ s, ϕ2ns⟩L2(N,E,g,ρ) =

∫
N

(
⟨∇s,∇(ϕ2ns)⟩g⊗ρ + ρ(Ls+ s, ϕ2ns)

)
dvolg

=

∫
N

(
⟨∇s, 2ϕndϕn ⊗ s+ ϕ2n∇s⟩g⊗ρ + ρ(Ls+ s, ϕ2ns)

)
dvolg

=

∫
N

(
⟨ϕn∇s+ dϕn ⊗ s, dϕn ⊗ s+ ϕn∇s⟩g⊗ρ − |dϕn ⊗ s|2g⊗ρ + ρ(Ls+ s, ϕ2ns)

)
dvolg

=

∫
N

(
⟨∇(ϕns),∇(ϕns)⟩g⊗ρ − |dϕn ⊗ s|2g⊗ρ + ρ(Ls+ s, ϕ2ns)

)
dvolg

=

∫
N

(
P̂ (ϕns), ϕns⟩g⊗ρ − |dϕn|2g|s|2ρ

)
dvolg

≥
∫
N

ϕ2n|s|2h dvolg −
∫
N

|dϕn|2g|s|2ρ dvolg .

Letting n → +∞ we obtain s = 0. The first statement of theorem is thus proved. Let us now consider
ker(P )∩L2(N,E, g, ρ). Let s ∈ ker(P )∩L2(N,E, g, ρ). Since P is essentially self-adjoint there exists {sj}j∈N ⊂
C∞

c (N,E) such that sj → s and Psj → 0 both in L2(N,E, g, ρ) as j → ∞. We then have

0 = ⟨Ps, s⟩L2(M,E,g,ρ) = lim
j→+∞

⟨Psj , sj⟩L2(M,E,g,ρ)

= lim
j→+∞

∫
N

(
|∇sj |2g⊗ρ + ρ(Lsj , sj)

)
dvolg

≥ lim
j→+∞

∫
N

(
|d|sj |ρ|2g + ρ(Lsj , sj)

)
dvolg

= lim
j→+∞

∫
N

(
|d|sj |ρ|2g − q|sj |2ρ + q|sj |2ρ + ρ(Lss, sj)

)
dvolg

= lim
j→+∞

∫
N

(
|d|sj |ρ|2g − q|sj |2ρ + ρ((L+ q)sj , sj)

)
dvolg .

In this way we get

lim
j→+∞

∫
N

(
|d|sj |ρ|2g − q|sj |2ρ

)
dvolg = 0 and lim

j→+∞

∫
N

(ρ((L+ q)sj , sj)) dvolg = 0.

In particular for the sequence {|sj |ρ}j∈N we have

|sj |ρ ∈W 1,2
comp(N, g), lim

j→+∞
∥|s|ρ − |sj |ρ∥L2(N,g) = 0 and lim

j→+∞

∫
N

(
|d|sj |ρ|2g − q|sj |2ρ

)
dvolg = 0. (5)

According to Lemma 1.2 we know that (5) implies that |s|ρ ∈ ker(∆− q) and since ∆− q is an elliptic operator
we deduce that |s|ρ is smooth on N . Assume now that q ≥ 0 on N . Then ∆|s|ρ = q|s|ρ ≥ 0 and so by
the maximum principle applied to ∆ and |s|g, see e.g. [22, Th. A.2], we get that either s ≡ 0 on N or s
is nowhere vanishing on N . Let us conclude now by showing that ker(P ) ∩ L2(N,E) is finite dimensional
with dim(ker(P ) ∩ L2(N,E)) ≤ rnk(E). Let s1, ..., sq ∈ ker(P ) ∩ L2(N,E) with q > rnk(E) and let x ∈ N
be an arbitrarily fixed point. Then there exists λ1, ..., λq ∈ R (or C if E is a complex vector bundle) with
(λ1, ..., λq) ̸= (0, ..., 0) such that λ1s1(x) + ...+ λqsq(x) = 0. Since λ1s1 + ...+ λqsq ∈ ker(P )∩L2(N,E) we can
conclude that λ1s1 + ...+ λqsq is identically zero on N as λ1s1 + ...+ λqsq ∈ ker(P ) and vanishes on x.

Corollary 1.1. In the setting of Th. 1.1 assume additionally that q ≥ 0. If dim(ker(P ) ∩ L2(N,E, g, ρ)) ≥ 1
then for any non-trivial s, z ∈ ker(P ) ∩ L2(N,E, g, ρ)) there exists λ ∈ R, λ > 0 such that |s|ρ = λ|z|ρ.

Proof. Let s, z be non-trivial elements in ker(P ) ∩ L2(N,E, g, ρ). Note that Th. 1.1 applies in particular to
P = ∆− q with L = −q and thus we have dim(ker(∆− q) ∩ L2(N, g)) ≤ 1. Therefore, according to the above
proof, |s|ρ and |z|ρ are nowhere zero functions lying in ker(∆ − q) ∩ L2(N, g) and so there must exists λ ∈ R,
λ > 0 such that |s|ρ = λ|z|ρ, as required.

Corollary 1.2. In the setting of Th. 1.1 assume in addition that ker(∆− q)∩L2(N, g) = {0}. Then ker(P )∩
L2(N,E, g, ρ) = {0}.
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Proof. According to the proof of Th. 1.1 we know that if s ∈ ker(P ) ∩ L2(N,E, g, ρ) then |s|ρ ∈ ker(∆ − q) ∩
L2(N, g). Now the conclusion follows immediately.

Remark 1.1. Clearly the conclusion (2) holds also if we assume q ≤ 0. Indeed this assumption forces L to be
non-negative and thus every section in ker(P ) ∩ L2(N,E, g, ρ) is parallel and lies in W 1,2(M,E, g, ρ), see [13,
Th. 1].

We consider now the case of a Dirac operator. As we will see in a moment, in this setting we have a
stronger result. For the sake of brevity we recall only what is strictly necessary for our purpose and we invite
the unfamiliar reader to consult excellent monographs on this topic such as [21]. Let (N, g) be a Riemannian
manifold endowed with a Clifford module (E, ρ) → N . Let ∇ : C∞(N,E) → C∞(N,E ⊗ T ∗N) be a Clifford
connection and let D : C∞(N,E) → C∞(N,E) be the corresponding Dirac operator. We recall that D is a
formally self-adjoint first order elliptic differential operator. Moreover its square is a Schröedinger-type operator.
More precisely, thanks to the Weitzenböck formula for Dirac operators, see e.g. [21, Th. 8.2], we know that
there exists L ∈ C∞(N,End(E)) such that

∆D = ∇t ◦ ∇+ L

with ∆D = D2. As in Th. 1.1, let ∆ : C∞(N, g) → C∞(N, g) be the Laplace-Beltrami operator on (N, g) and
let q ∈ C∞(N,R).

Theorem 1.2. In the above setting assume that (N, g) is complete and that

L+ q ≥ 0 and ⟨(∆− q)ϕ, ϕ⟩L2(N,g) ≥ 0 (6)

for every ϕ ∈ C∞
c (N). Then every s ∈ ker(D) ∩ L2(N,E, g, ρ) has constant length. Consequently ker(D) ∩

L2(N,E, g, ρ) is finite dimensional and satisfies

dim(ker(D) ∩ L2(N,E, g, ρ)) ≤ rnk(E).

Proof. Let {Vn}n∈N be an exhaustion of N given by relatively compact open subset Vn. As in the proof of Th.
1.1 let us consider a sequence of smooth functions with compact support, {ϕn}n∈N ⊂ C∞

c (N), such that

1. 0 ≤ ϕn ≤ 1

2. ϕn|Vn ≡ 1

3. ∥dϕn∥L∞Ω1(N,g) → 0 as n→ +∞.

Let now s ∈ ker(D) ∩ L2(N,E, g, ρ) and Vk ∈ {Vn}n∈N be arbitrarily fixed. We have

0 = ⟨Ds,Ds⟩L2(N,E,g,ρ) = lim
n→∞

⟨D(ϕns), D(ϕns)⟩L2(N,E,g,ρ)

= lim
n→∞

⟨∆D(ϕns), ϕns⟩L2(N,E,g,ρ) = lim
n→∞

⟨(∇t ◦ ∇+ L)(ϕns), ϕns⟩L2(N,E,g,ρ)

= lim
n→∞

∫
N

⟨(∇t ◦ ∇+ L)(ϕns), ϕns⟩ρ dvolg = lim
n→∞

∫
N

|∇(ϕns)|2ρ⊗g + ϕ2nρ(Ls, s) dvolg

= lim
n→∞

(∫
N\Vk

|∇(ϕns)|2ρ⊗g + ϕ2nρ(Ls, s) dvolg +

∫
Vk

|∇s|2ρ + ρ(Ls, s) dvolg

)

Note that on Vk we can use the refined Kato inequality [5]: there exists a constant c > 0 (possibly depending
also on Vk) such that |∇s|ρ⊗g ≥ (1 + c)|d|s|ρ|g pointwise over Vk. Hence, by using the classical Kato inequality

7



on N \ Vk we get

0 ≥ lim
n→∞

(∫
N\Vk

|∇(ϕns)|2ρ⊗g + ϕ2nρ(Ls, s) dvolg +

∫
Vk

|∇s|2ρ + ρ(Ls, s) dvolg

)

≥ lim
n→∞

(∫
N\Vk

|d|ϕns|ρ|2g + ϕ2nρ(Ls, s) dvolg +

∫
Vk

(1 + c)2|d|s|ρ|2g + ρ(Ls, s) dvolg

)

≥ lim
n→∞

(∫
N\Vk

|d|ϕns|ρ|2g + ϕ2nρ(Ls, s) dvolg +

∫
Vk

(1 + c)|d|s|ρ|2g + ρ(Ls, s) dvolg

)

≥ lim
n→∞

(∫
N\Vk

|d|ϕns|ρ|2g + ϕ2nρ(Ls, s) dvolg +

∫
Vk

c|d|s|ρ|2g dvolg +
∫
Vk

|d|ϕns|ρ|2g dvolg +
∫
Vk

ϕ2nρ(Ls, s) dvolg

)

= lim
n→∞

(∫
N

|d|ϕns|ρ|2g + ρ(L(ϕns), ϕns) dvolg +

∫
Vk

c|d|s|ρ|2g volg
)

= lim
n→∞

(∫
N

|d|ϕns|ρ|2g + ρ(L(ϕns)− qϕns+ qϕns, ϕns) dvolg +

∫
Vk

c|d|s|ρ|2g volg
)

= lim
n→∞

(∫
N

|d|ϕns|ρ|2g − q|ϕns|2ρ + ρ(L(ϕns) + qϕns, ϕns) dvolg +

∫
Vk

c|d|s|ρ|2g volg
)

By (6) we know that∫
N

(|d|ϕns|ρ|2g − q|ϕns|2ρ) dvolg ≥ 0 and

∫
N

(ρ(L(ϕns) + qϕns, ϕns)) dvolg ≥ 0. (7)

Hence we have

0 ≥ lim
n→∞

(∫
N

|d|ϕns|ρ|2g − q|ϕns|2ρ + ρ(L(ϕns) + qϕns, ϕns) dvolg +

∫
Vk

c|d|s|ρ|2g volg
)

≥ 0

and thus, using (7) we can conclude that

lim
n→∞

∫
N

(|d|ϕns|ρ|2g − q|ϕns|2ρ) dvolg = 0, lim
n→∞

∫
N

(ρ(L(ϕns) + qϕns, ϕns)) dvolg = 0 (8)

and ∫
Vk

c|d|s|ρ|2g volg = 0. (9)

We can thus deduce that |s|ρ is constant on Vk and since Vk is arbitrarily fixed and |s|ρ is continuous, we can
conclude that |s|ρ is constant on N , as required. Finally arguing as in Th. 1.1 we get the desired upper bound
on dim(ker(D) ∩ L2(N,E, g, ρ)).

We have the following consequences:

Corollary 1.3. In the setting of Th. 1.2:

1. If F is a subbundle of E then

dim(ker(D) ∩ L2(N,F, g, ρ)) ≤ rnk(F ).

2. If (N, g) has infinite volume then

ker(D) ∩ L2(N,E, g, ρ) = {0}.

3. If L+ q is positive in (at least) one point then

ker(D) ∩ L2(N,E, g, ρ) = {0}.

4. If q ≥ 0 and q(x) > 0 for some x ∈ N then volg(N) = +∞ and consequently

ker(D) ∩ L2(N,E, g, ρ) = {0}.
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Proof. The first two statements follow immediately by Th. 1.2. Concerning the third one, by (8) we get

lim
n→∞

∫
N

(ρ(L(ϕns) + qϕns, ϕns)) dvolg = 0.

Since ρ(L(ϕns) + qϕns, ϕns) ≥ 0 the above limit means that∥∥ρ(L(ϕns) + qϕns, ϕns)∥2ρ
∥∥
L1(N,gN )

→ 0

as n→ 0 and thus, possibly by replacing {ϕn}n∈N with a subsequence if necessary, we have

ρ(L(ϕns) + qϕns, ϕns) → 0

pointwise a.e. on N as n→ ∞. On the other hand

ρ(L(ϕns) + qϕns, ϕns) → ρ(Ls+ qs, s)

pointwise a.e. on N as n→ ∞. Since L+ q ≥ 0 on N , it is positive in at least one point and |s|ρ is constant, we
can conclude that s vanishes, as required. Finally let us consider the fourth point above. Let us pick a sequence
of function {ϕn}n∈N as in the proof of Th. 1.2. We have

0 ≤
∫
N

q|ϕn|2 dvolg ≤
∫
N

|dϕn|2g dvolg ≤ ∥dϕn∥2L∞Ω1(N,g) volg(supp(ϕn)).

By the fact that

lim inf
n→+∞

∫
N

q|ϕn|2 dvolg > 0 and lim
n→+∞

∥dϕn∥L∞Ω1(N,g) = 0

we deduce that
lim inf
n→+∞

volg(supp(ϕn)) = +∞ and thus volg(N) = +∞.

We can thus conclude that ker(D) ∩ L2(N,E, g, ρ) = {0} since each s ∈ ker(D) ∩ L2(N,E, g, ρ) has constant
length.

2 Applications to stable minimal hypersurfaces

In this section we collect various applications of Th. 1.1 and Th. 1.2 to stable minimal hypersurfaces. Let (M, g)
be a Riemannian manifold. We denote with Rg, Rg, secg, Ricg and sg the curvature operator, curvature tensor,
sectional curvature, Ricci tensor and scalar curvature of (M, g), respectively. Moreover, given an immersed
submanifold f : N → (M, g), we denote with gN , N and A the metric induced on N by g through f , the
corresponding unit normal vector field and second fundamental form, respectively. Given a Riemannian manifold
(M, g), an immersed submanifold f : N → (M, g) is said to beminimal if the first derivative of the area functional
w.r.t. any smooth normal variation with compact support is zero. Geometrically this means that the mean
curvature of f : N → (M, g) vanishes identically. A minimal immersion f : N → (M, g) is said to be stable if in
addition the second derivative of the area functional w.r.t. any smooth normal variation with compact support
is non-negative. When N is oriented and has codimension one the stability condition is equivalent to require
that the operator P := ∆− |A| − Ricg(N ,N ) satisfies the condition

∆− |A| − Ricg(N ,N ) ≥ 0

on C∞
c (N), see e.g. [10, Eq. (1.147)]. The above operator P is usually named the stability operator of the

immersion f : N → (M, g). We come now to the first relevant application of our previous results, which is
concerned with the nullity of an oriented stable minimal immersed hypersurface. We recall that the nullity of
an oriented and immersed minimal hypersurface f : N → (M, g), here denoted by nullity(N, f,M, g), is defined
as the (possibly infinite) dimension of ker(P )∩L2(N, gN ), with P the corresponding stability operator, see e.g.
[23].

Proposition 2.1. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension m and let f : N → (M, g) be a stable
minimal immersion, with N an oriented manifold of dimension dim(N) = m−1. If either |A|2+Ricg(N ,N ) ≤ 0
or |A|2 +Ricg(N ,N ) ≥ 0 then

nullity(N, f,M, g) ∈ {0, 1}.
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Proof. Assume first that |A|2 + Ricg(N ,N ) ≥ 0. Then the conclusion follows by applying Th. 1.1 to P =
∆− |A|2 −Ricg(N ,N ) with L = −|A|2 −Ricg(N ,N ) and q = |A|2 +Ricg(N ,N ). If |A|2 +Ricg(N ,N ) ≤ 0 the
conclusion follows by applying Th. 1.1 and Rmk 1.1 to P = ∆−|A|2−Ricg(N ,N ) with L = −|A|2−Ricg(N ,N )
and q = |A|2 +Ricg(N ,N ).

We have the following immediate consequence:

Corollary 2.1. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension m and let f : N → (M, g) be a stable
minimal immersion, with N an oriented manifold of dimension dim(N) = m − 1. If either Ricg ≥ 0 or
Ricg ≤ −b2 < 0 and |A| ≤ b2 then

nullity(N, f,M, g) ∈ {0, 1}.

We have now some applications to the conformal Laplacian, also known as the Yamabe operator. We point
out that in the case N is compact the results of the next two propositions are due to Schoen and Yau, see [37].

Proposition 2.2. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension m and let f : N → (M, g) be a stable
minimal immersion, with N an oriented manifold of dimension dim(N) = m− 1. If sg ≥ 0 then

L :=
4(n− 1)

n− 2
∆ + sgN : L2(N, gN ) → L2(N, gN )

is essentially self-adjoint with initial domain C∞
c (N), non-negative and

dim(ker(L) ∩ L2(N, gN )) ≤ 1.

Proof. We adapt to our framework the strategy used by Schoen-Yau in [37]. Let us consider the operator
L̃ := n−2

4(n−1)L. Obviously the above statement holds true for L if and only if holds true for L̃. Let q : N → R
be defined as q := n−2

2(n−1) (Ricg(N ,N ) + |A|2). Since f : N → (M, g) is stable we have ∆ − q ≥ 0 on C∞
c (N).

Indeed given any ϕ ∈ C∞
c (N) we have

0 ≤ ⟨dϕ, dϕ⟩L2Ω1(N,gN ) − ⟨(Ricg(N ,N ) + |A|2)ϕ, ϕ⟩L2(N,gN )

≤ 2(n− 1)

n− 2
⟨dϕ, dϕ⟩L2Ω1(N,gN ) − ⟨(Ricg(N ,N ) + |A|2)ϕ, ϕ⟩L2(N,gN )

and consequently by multiplying both sides with n−2
2(n−1) we get

0 ≤ ⟨dϕ, dϕ⟩L2Ω1(N,gN ) − ⟨qϕ, ϕ⟩L2(N,gN ).

Now using the minimality and the Gauss-Codazzi equation we have

Ricg(N ,N ) + |A|2 =
1

2
(−sgN + sg + |A|2). (10)

Thus we get

n− 2

4(n− 1)
sgN + q =

n− 2

4(n− 1)
sgN +

n− 2

4(n− 1)
(−sgN + sg + |A|2) = n− 2

4(n− 1)
(sg + |A|2) ≥ 0.

The conclusion now follows by applying Th. 1.1 to L̃.

Endowed with the previous proposition we can show that the conformal class of [gN ] always contains a
scalar-flat metric and, under additional assumptions, it contains also a positive scalar curvature metric. More
precisely we have:

Proposition 2.3. In the setting of Prop. 2.2 assume that m > 3. Then [gN ], the conformal class of gN ,
contains a (possibly incomplete) scalar-flat metric. If sg|f(N) is uniformly positive then [gN ] contains a (possibly
incomplete) metric with positive scalar curvature.

Proof. By Prop. 2.2 we know that L is non-negative on C∞
c (N). Then for every open set Ω ⊂ N we have

0 ≤ inf{⟨Lu, u⟩L2(Ω,gN |Ω), supp(u) ⊂ Ω, ∥u∥2L2(Ω,gN |Ω) = 1}.
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We can thus apply [15, Th. 1] (see also [32, Lemma 3.10]) to conclude that there exists a smooth function ψ
such that ψ(x) > 0 for each x ∈ N and Lψ = 0. Let γ := ψ4/(n−2). Then the scalar curvature of the metric
g̃ := γgN is given by

sg̃ = ψ− n+2
n−2Lψ = 0.

Consider now the case where sg|f(N) is uniformly positive. This means that there exists a positive constant
c such that sg(f(x)) ≥ c for each x ∈ N . Arguing as in the proof of Prop. 2.2 we can show easily that

⟨L̃ϕ, ϕ⟩L2(N,gN ) ≥ c∥ϕ∥L2(N,gN ) for every ϕ ∈ C∞
c (N) and thus

⟨Lϕ, ϕ⟩L2(N,gN ) ≥ 4c
n− 1

n− 2
∥ϕ∥L2(N,gN )

for every ϕ ∈ C∞
c (N). Let λ ∈ (0, 4cn−1

n−2 ) be arbitrarily fixed. Then the operator L̂ := L− λ satisfies

⟨L̂ϕ, ϕ⟩L2(N,gN ) ≥
(
4c
n− 1

n− 2
− λ

)
∥ϕ∥L2(N,gN )

for every ϕ ∈ C∞
c (N). Then, by repeating the above argument, we have

0 ≤ inf{⟨L̂u, u⟩L2(Ω,gN |Ω), supp(u) ⊂ Ω, ∥u∥2L2(Ω,gN |Ω) = 1}

for every open set Ω ⊂ N . We can thus apply again [15, Th. 1] or [32, Lemma 3.10]) to conclude that there
exists a smooth function β such that β(x) > 0 for each x ∈ N and L̂β = 0, that is Lβ = λβ. Let υ := β4/(n−2).
Then the scalar curvature of the metric g̃ := υgN is given by

sg̃ = β− n+2
n−2Lβ = β− n+2

n−2λβ

which is a positive function on N .

We collect now various applications of Th. 1.2. We are particularly interested in two Dirac operators that
appear naturally in many problems of Riemannian geometry and geometric analysis: the spin-Dirac operator
ð and the Hodge-de Rham operator d+ dt. We start with the first of the two and as a first step we provide a
very succinct introduction to the spin-Dirac operator. We invite the unfamiliar reader to consult [21] for the
background material in spin geometry.

A Riemannian spin structure over an oriented Riemannian manifold (M, g) of dimension m is a pair
(Pspin(M), ρ), consisting of

1. a Spin(m)-principal bundle PSpin(M) →M ;

2. a twofold covering ρ : PSpin(M) → PSO(M) such that the diagram

PSpin(M)× Spin(m) PSpin(M)

PSO(M)× SO(m) PSO(M) M

(ρ,ρ) ρ

commutes.

Note that in the above diagram PSO(M) denotes the principal SO(m)-bundle over M induced by g, the
horizontal maps PSpin(M) × Spin(m) → PSpin(M) and PSO(M) × SO(m) → PSO(M) are the right group
actions of Spin(m) and SO(m), respectively, and finally the map ρ : Spin(m) → SO(m) is the twofold covering
homomorphism which fits into the short exact sequence of groups

1 → {1,−1} → Spin(m)
ρ→ SO(m) → 1.

We refer to [21, Th. 2.10] for a precise definition of ρ. Riemannian spin structures can neither exist nor be
unique. However their existence and uniqueness are purely topological questions; more precisely they exist if
and only if w2(M) = 0, that is the second Stiefel-Whitney class of M vanishes and, if w2(M) = 0, the distinct
Riemannian spin structures on (M, g) are in one-to-one correspondence with the elements of H1(M,Z2), see
i.e. [21, Th. 1.7].
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Definition 2.1. An oriented Riemannian manifold (M, g) is said to be spinnable if it admits Riemannian spin
structures. A Riemannian spin manifold is a spinnable Riemannian manifold (M, g) with a fixed Riemannian
spin structure PSpin(m)(M) →M .

Let us now consider a Riemannian spin manifold (M, g) and let PSpin(M) →M be a fixed Riemannian spin
structure on M . Using the unitary representation of the group Spin(m) into the spinor space, the principal
bundle PSpin(M) → M canonically induces a complex Hermitian vector bundle (ΣM, τ) → M , which is called
the spinor bundle. Moreover the Levi-Civita connection of TM lifts to a Hermitian connection on ΣM ,

∇Σ : C∞(M,ΣM) → C∞(M,T ∗M ⊗ ΣM)

called the spinor connection. The spin-Dirac operator

ð : C∞(M,ΣM) → C∞(M,ΣM)

is the first order, formally self-adjoint, elliptic differential operator obtained by composing the spinor connection
∇Σ with the isomorphism induced by g

T ∗M ⊗ ΣM ∼= TM ⊗ Σ

and the Clifford multiplication
C∞(M,TM ⊗ ΣM) → C∞(M,ΣM)

see [21, Ch. II] for details. Locally ð has the following description: let U ⊂M be an open neighbourhood such
that TM |U is trivial and let {e1, ..., em} be an orthonormal frame for TM |U . Give any s ∈ ΣM |U we have

ðs =
m∑

k=1

ek · ∇Σ
ek
s

with · denoting the Clifford multiplication, see [21, Ch II, §5]. The space of L2-harmonic spinors of the spinor
bundle (Σ, τ) →M is defined as

ker(ð) ∩ L2(M,ΣM, g, τ).

At this point we can give the following

Definition 2.2. We say that a spinnable Riemannian manifold (M, g) carries no non-trivial L2-harmonic
spinors if for every arbitrarily fixed Riemannian spin structure on M the corresponding spinor bundle carries
no non-trivial L2-harmonic spinors.

We have now all the ingredients for the next

Theorem 2.1. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold with sg ≥ 0. Let N be a spinnable manifold with
dim(N) + 1 = dim(M) such that there exists a stable minimal immersion

f : N → (M, g)

with (N, gN ) complete. Let PSpin(n)(N) → N be an arbitrarily fixed Riemannan spin structure on N and let
(ΣN, τ) → N and ð be the corresponding spinor bundle and spin-Dirac operator. Then every L2-harmonic
spinor of (ΣN, τ) → N has constant length and consequently

dim
(
ker(ð) ∩ L2(N,ΣN, gN , τ)

)
≤ 2n/2

if n is even whereas
dim

(
ker(ð) ∩ L2(N,ΣN, gN , τ)

)
≤ 2(n−1)/2

if n is odd.

Proof. Let (ΣN, τ) → N be the spinor bundle of (N, gN ) with respect to an arbitrarily fixed Riemannian spin
structure and let ð : C∞(N,ΣN) → C∞(N,ΣN) be the corresponding spin-Dirac operator. Let ∆2

ð := ð ◦ ð be
the spin Laplacian and let

∇Σ,t : C∞(N,T ∗N ⊗ ΣN) → C∞(N,ΣN)

be the formal adjoint w.r.t. g and τ of the spinor connection ∇Σ. The Lichnerowicz formula [21, Th. 8.8] tells
us that

∆2
ð = ∇Σ,t ◦ ∇Σ +

1

4
sgN
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with sgN the scalar curvature of (N, gN ). By arguing as in the proof of Prop. 2.2 we get that the second

inequality in (6) holds true for q =
Ricg(N ,N )+|A|2

2 , namely

∆− 1

2
(Ricg(N ,N ) + |A|2)

is non-negative on C∞
c (N). Concerning the first inequality in (6), by (10), we have

1

4
sgN +

1

2
(Ricg(N ,N ) + |A|2) = 1

4
sgN +

1

4
(sg + |A|2 − sgN ) (11)

=
1

4
(sg + |A|2) ≥ 0

as sg ≥ 0. The conclusion now follows from Th. 1.2 and the fact that the rank of ΣN is 2n/2 if n is even and
2(n−1)/2 if n is odd, see e.g [19, Prop. 1.2.1].

Corollary 2.2. In the setting of Th. 2.1 if in addition (N, gN ) has infinite volume then (N, gN ) carries no
non-trivial L2-harmonic spinors. In particular this is the case if there exists a constant 0 ̸= δ ∈ R such that
sg ≥ δ2 > 0.

Proof. The first statement follows immediately from Cor. 1.3. If sg ≥ δ2 > 0 then we have

1

4
sgN +

1

2
(Ricg(N ,N ) + |A|2) = 1

4
(sg + |A|2) ≥ δ2

4
> 0.

Therefore by the forth point of Cor. 1.3 we can conclude that volgN (N) = +∞.

Before stating the next result we recall some further properties of spin geometry. Let N be an oriented
manifold of dimension n and let (M, g) be a Riemannian spinnable manifold of dimension m = n+ 1. If there
exists an immersion f : N →M thenM is also spinnable, see e.g. [19, p. 20]. Since (Rn+1, ge), with ge denoting
the standard Euclidean metric, is a Riemannian spinnable manifold, by the above property we can deduce that
every oriented n-dimensional immersed manifold f : N → (Rn+1, ge) is also spinnable. We have now all the
ingredients to prove the following spinorial version of Tanno’s problem:

Theorem 2.2. Let N be an oriented manifold with dim(N) = n. If there exists a stable minimal immersion

f : N → (Rn+1, ge)

such that (N, gN ) is complete then (N, gN ) carries no non-trivial L2-harmonic spinors.

Proof. Thanks to the above observation we know that N is spinnable. Since f : N → (Rn+1, ge) is minimal
and (N, gN ) is complete we know that (N, gN ) has infinite volume. This is well known and for instance follows
easily by the fact that (N, gN ) carries a Sobolev embedding, see [27], and the local volume estimate for complete
manifold supporting a Sobolev embedding, see [17, Lemma 2.2]. Now the conclusion follows immediately by
Cor. 2.2.

Corollary 2.3. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold with sg ≥ 0. Let N be spinnable manifold with dim(N)+
1 = dim(M) such that there exists a stable minimal immersion f : N → (M, g). If N carries a non-trivial
L2-harmonic spinor then f : N → (M, g) is totally geodesic and

sgN = −2Ricg(N ,N ). (12)

Proof. By the third point of Cor. 1.3 and (11) we get that |A| vanishes and thus f : N → (M, g) is totally
geodesic. For the same reason sg|N vanishes. Now the Gauss-Codazzi equation for the scalar curvature tell us
that

sgN = −2Ricg(N ,N )

as required.

Corollary 2.4. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold with sg ≥ 0. Let N be a compact spin manifold with
dim(N) + 1 = dim(M) such that there exists a stable minimal immersion f : N → (M, g).
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1. If n is even the Â-genus of N satisfies the upper bound

|Â(N)| ≤ 2
n−2
2 .

If in addition π1(N) is infinite then
Â(N) = 0.

2. If Â(N) ̸= 0 and Ricg(N ,N ) ≥ 0 then (N, gN ) is Ricci-flat with π1(N) finite and H1(N,R) = {0}.
Moreover (M, g) is also Ricci-flat.

Proof. First of all we recall that Â(N), the Â-genus of N , is a characteristic number of N defined as the integral
over N of a certain combination of Pontryagin classes, see [21, p. 138] for a precise definition. The first assertion
is clearly an immediate consequence of the celebrated Atiyah-Singer index theorem for the spin-Dirac operator.
We give a brief comment about it and we refer to [21] for details. Let (ΣN, τ) → N be an arbitrarily fixed
spinor bundle over N . Then ΣN decomposes as ΣN = ΣN+ ⊕ ΣN−, with ΣN+ and ΣN− the spinor bundle
of positive/negative chirality, and the spin-Dirac operator ð satisfies

ð|C∞(N,ΣN±) : C
∞(N,ΣN±) → C∞(N,ΣN∓).

The Atiyah-Singer index theorem then shows that

Â(N) = dim
(
ker(ð|C∞(N,ΣN+))

)
− dim

(
ker(ð|C∞(N,ΣN−))

)
.

Consequently we have

Â(N) ≤ dim
(
ker(ð|C∞(N,ΣN+))

)
and − Â(N) ≤ dim

(
ker(ð|C∞(N,ΣN−))

)
.

Snce ΣN+ and ΣN− are both complex vector bundles of complex rank 2
n−2
2 , we can conclude by Cor. 1.3

that |Â(N)| ≤ 2
n−2
2 . Assume now that π1(N) is infinite. Let Ñ → N be the universal covering of N and

let f̃ : Ñ → M be the lift of f . According to [10, p. 46] we know that f̃ : Ñ → (M, g) is still a stable
minimal immersion. Therefore, as Ñ is still spinnable, we can apply Cor. 2.2 to conclude that there are no
non-trivial L2-harmonic spinors on (Ñ , gÑ ). Finally by Atiyah’s L2-index theorem [1, Th. 3.8], we can conclude

that Â(N) = 0. We now deal with the second point. Since Â(N) ̸= 0 we know that on (N, gN ) there exists a
non-trivial harmonic spinor s. Note now that since N is compact we can pick the constant sequence of functions
ϕn = 1 in the proof of Th. 1.2. Thus (8) gives in this case∫

N

(|d|s|ρ|2g − (Ricg(N ,N ) + |A|2)|s|2ρ) dvolg = 0,

∫
N

(ρ((Ricg(N ,N ) + |A|2)s, s)) dvolg = 0.

By Th. 2.1 we know that |s|ρ is constant and by Cor. 2.4 we know that |A| vanishes. Therefore the first equality
above boils down to ∫

N

(Ricg(N ,N ))|s|2ρ) dvolg = 0

and since |s|ρ ̸= 0 and Ricg(N ,N ) ≥ 0 we can conclude that Ricg(N ,N ) = 0. Hence by (12) we obtain
that (N, gN ) is scalar flat. Furthermore we know that N carries no Riemannian metrics with positive scalar
curvature since Â(N) ̸= 0, see [21, Cor. 8.9]. Therefore by [22, Th. 2.30] we can conclude that (N, gN ) is
actually Ricci-flat. Moreover by the first statement of this corollary we know that π1(N) is finite and by [16,
Th. 4.1] we obtain that H1(N,R) = {0}. Finally, according to [37], if M carries a metric with positive scalar
curvature then also N carries a metric with positive scalar curvature. However this is not possible since we
assumed that Â(N) ̸= 0. Therefore, by applying again [22, Th. 2.30], we can conclude that (M, g) is Ricci flat,
as well.

We revolve now our attention to the vanishing of L2-harmonic forms. Given a complete Riemannian manifold
(N, g) we recall that the space of L2-harmonic forms of degree k is defined as

Hk
2(N, g) := ker(∆k) ∩ L2Ωk(N, g)

where
∆k : Ωk(N, g) → Ωk(N, g)

14



denotes the Hodge Laplacian. Since

∆k : L2Ωk(N, g) → L2Ωk(N, g)

with initial domain Ωk
c (N) is essentially self-adjoint, we get that

Hk
2(N, g) = ker(dk) ∩ ker(dtk−1) ∩ L2Ωk(N, g) (13)

with dtk : Ωk(N) → Ωk−1(N) the formal adjoint of dk−1 : Ωk−1(N) → Ωk(N) w.r.t. g. Let us consider now the
Dirac operator

d+ dt : Ω•(N) → Ω•(N)

with Ω•(N) = ⊕kΩ
k(N) and d + dt|Ωk(N) = dk + dtk−1, usually called the Hodge-de Rham operator or the

Gauss-Bonnet operator. Then (13) can be reformulated as

Hk
2(N, g) = ker(d+ dt) ∩ L2Ωk(N, g).

The advantage of bringing d + dt into the description of the space of L2-harmonic forms is that now we can
use Th. 1.2 to deal with their vanishing over a stable minimally immersed hypersurface. More precisely let
(M, g) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension m+1 and let N be an oriented manifold of dimension m which
carries a stable minimal immersion f : N → (M, g) such that (N, gN ) is complete. The vanishing of H0

2(N, gN )
holds if and only if (N, gN ) has infinite volume while the vanishing of H1

2(N, gN ) has been already extensively
studied, see e.g. [28], [30] and [38]. In particular it is known that H1

2(N, gN ) = {0}, provided (M, g) has positive
bi-Ricci curvature, see [38, Th. 4.1]. In this paper we are therefore interested in the behaviour of Hk

2(N, gN )
when k ≥ 2. Before stating our main result we need to introduce some notation and recall some preliminary
results from [35]. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension m and let f : N → M be an immersed
submanifold of dimension n. According to the Weintzenböck formula the Hodge Laplacian on (N, gN ) acting
on p-forms decomposes as

∆p = ∇t ◦ ∇+ Bp

with ∇ : Ωp(N) → C∞(N,T ∗N ⊗ ΛkT ∗N) the connection induced by the Levi-Civita connection and Bp a
suitable endomorphism of ΛkT ∗M that can be expressed in term of the curvature operator of (N, gN ) and
the Clifford multiplication, see e.g. [31, Th. 50]. According to [35, Th. 1] Bp can be decomposed as Bp =
Bp,ext+Bp,res, with Bp,ext and Bp,res two further endomorphisms of ΛkT ∗N with the following properties: Bp,res

depends only on Rg, the curvature operator of (M, g), and if Rg ≥ γ with γ ∈ R then Bp,res ≥ p(n − p)γ.
Conversely Bp,ext depends only on the second fundamental form of f : N → (M, g). In particular if we denote
with k1, ..., kn the principal curvatures of N , then we have the estimate

Bp,ext ≥ min
α⊆{1,...,n}, |α|=p

KαK⋆α (14)

with α = {j1, ..., jp} ⊆ {1, ..., n}, Kα = kj1 + ... + kjp and K⋆α defined analogously with respect to ⋆α :=
{1, ..., n} \ α. We are now in the position to state the next theorem.

Theorem 2.3. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension m+1 and let Σ be an oriented manifold of
dimension m with a stable minimal immersion f : Σ → (M, g) such that (Σ, gΣ) is complete. Let 2 ≤ p ≤ m

2 .

1. If m ≥ 4 and Rg ≥ 0 (or more generally there exists γ ∈ R such that Rg ≥ γ and p(m−p)γ+Ricg(N ,N ) ≥
0) and |A|2 −K2

α ≥ 0 for any α ⊂ {1, ...,m} with |α| = p, then every L2-harmonic p-form on (Σ, gΣ) has
constant length. If in addition Σ is not totally geodesic or Ricg(N ,N ) is somewhere positive on f(Σ),
then

Hp
2(Σ, gΣ) = Hm−p

2 (Σ, gΣ) = {0}.

2. If m ≥ 6 and secg ∈ [a, b] with 0 < a ≤ b ≤ εm,pa with εm,p the constant defined in (16) and |A|2−K2
α ≥ 0

for any α ⊂ {1, ...,m} with |α| = p, then

Hp
2(Σ, gΣ) = Hm−p

2 (Σ, gΣ) = {0}.

3. If m ≥ 6 and secg ∈ [a, b] with 0 < a ≤ b ≤ cma, cm the constant defined in (17) and |A|2 −K2
α ≥ 0 for

any α ⊂ {1, ...,m} with |α| = 2, then

H2
2(Σ, gΣ) = Hm−2

2 (Σ, gΣ) = {0}.

15



Proof. First of all we point out that thanks to the L2-Poincaré duality it is enough to prove thatHp
2(Σ, gΣ) = {0}.

Consider now the Weintzenböck formula for the Hodge Laplacian on (Σ, gΣ) acting on p-forms

∆p = ∇t ◦ ∇+ Bp.

Since f : Σ → (M, g) is stable we know that the second inequality in (6) holds true for q = Ric(N ,N ) + |A|2,
that is

∆− Ricg(N ,N )− |A|2

is non-negative on C∞
c (Σ). Concerning the first inequality in (6) we have

Bp +Ricg(N ,N ) + |A|2 = Bp,res + Bp,ext +Ricg(N ,N ) + |A|2.

As recalled above, see [35, Th. 1], if there exists γ ∈ R such that Rg ≥ γ then Bp,res ≥ p(m− p)γ, see also [18].
Therefore we obtain

Bp,res +Ricg(N ,N ) ≥ γp(m− p) + Ricg(N ,N ) ≥ 0.

In particular Bp,res +Ricg(N ,N ) ≥ 0 whenever Rg ≥ 0. Indeed in this case we get that both

Ricg(N ,N ) ≥ 0 and Bp,res ≥ 0.

For the other term we have

Bp,ext + |A|2 ≥ |A|2 + min
α⊆{1,...,m}, |α|=p

KαK⋆α ≥ |A|2 + min
α⊆{1,...,m}, |α|=p

−K2
α ≥ 0 (15)

as K⋆α = −Kα given that f : Σ → (M, g) is minimal and |A|2 −K2
α ≥ 0 for any α ⊂ {1, ...,m} with |α| = p, by

assumptions. Thus by Th. 1.2 we can conclude that every L2-harmonic p-form on (Σ, gΣ) has constant length.
Note now that the inequality γp(m − p) + Ricg(N ,N ) ≥ 0 implies Ricg(N ,N ) ≥ 0 regardless the sign of γ.
Indeed it is obvious that Ricg(N ,N ) ≥ 0 if γ < 0 whereas if γ ≥ 0 then Rg ≥ 0 and thus Ricg(N ,N ) ≥ 0.
Therefore if in addition we assume that Σ is not totally geodesic or Ricg(N ,N ) is somewhere positive on f(Σ),
we can then apply the fourth point of Cor. 1.3 with q = |A|2 +Ricg(N ,N ) to conclude that

volgΣ(Σ) = +∞ and Hp
2(Σ, gΣ) = {0}.

The proof of the first point is thus complete. Let us tackle now the second point and let

εm,p :=
p(m− p)(2µ+ 1) + 3m

2p(m− p)(µ− 1)
(16)

with µ := [(m+ 1)/2]. As explained above it is enough to prove that Hp
2(Σ, gΣ) = {0}. Arguing as in (15) we

know that Bp,ext + |A|2 ≥ 0. For the remaining term, Bp,res +Ricg(N ,N ), we have

Bp,res +Ricg(N ,N ) ≥ p(m− p)

(
a+ b

2
− b− a

6
(4µ− 1)

)
+ma ≥ 0

where the first inequality follows by applying first [4, Prop. 3.8] and then [35, Th. 1] and the second one by
the pinching condition a ≤ b ≤ εm,pa. We can thus conclude that

Bp +Ricg(N ,N ) + |A|2 ≥ 0

and so each L2-harmonic p-form on (Σ, gΣ) has constant length. Finally note that |A|2 + Ricg(N ,N ) is a
positive function on Σ, given that (M, g) is positively pinched. Therefore by the forth point of Cor. 1.3 we can
conclude that Hp

2(Σ, gΣ) = {0}. Let us tackle now the third point. By arguing as in the proof of the second
point it suffices to show that B2 + |A|2 +Ricg(N ,N ) ≥ 0. Let

cm :=


(11m−16)
2(m−2) if m is even,

(11m−18)
2(m−3) if m is odd

(17)

By (15) we know that B2,ext + |A|2 ≥ 0. In order to conclude we are left to prove that

B2,res +Ricg(N ,N ) ≥ 0.
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Let us consider an arbitrarily fixed ω ∈ Ω2(Σ). According to [40, Lemma 2.2] given any point p ∈ Σ there exists
an open neighbourhood U and an orthonormal trivialization {e1, ..., em} of TΣ|U such that

ω =

ℓ∑
i=1

αiθ
2i−1 ∧ θ2i = 1

2

ℓ∑
i=1

αi(θ
2i−1 ∧ θ2i − θ2i ∧ θ2i−1) (18)

where 2ℓ ≤ m, {θ1, ..., θm} is the dual basis of {e1, ..., em} and αi are smooth functions on U . Therefore by
writing

ω =

ℓ∑
r,s=1

αr,sθ
r ∧ θs

with αr,s smooth functions on U , we get

αr,s =


αi

2 r = 2i− 1, s = 2i
−αi

2 r = 2i, s = 2i− 1
0 otherwise

(19)

Now, with a little abuse of notation, let us still denote with gΣ the metric on Λ2T ∗Σ induced by gΣ. By [42,
(2.2)], see also [24, §3], we have

gΣ(B2ω, ω) = 2Rici,jαi,lαj,l +Ri,j,k,lαl,iαk,j

where in the above equality we used Einstein convention about repeated indices. Therefore by (19) we obtain

gΣ(B2ω, ω) =

ℓ∑
i=1

(Ric2i−1,2i−1 +Ric2i,2i)α
2
i

+
1

2

ℓ∑
i,j=1

(R2i,2j,2j−1,2i−1 +R2i−1,2j−1,2j,2i −R2i,2j−1,2j,2i−1 −R2i−1,2j,2j−1,2i)αiαj

=
1

2

ℓ∑
i=1

(Ric2i−1,2i−1 +Ric2i,2i − 2R2i,2i−1,2i,2i−1)α
2
i

+
1

2

ℓ∑
i ̸=j=

(R2i,2j,2j−1,2i−1 +R2i−1,2j−1,2j,2i −R2i,2j−1,2j,2i−1 −R2i−1,2j,2j−1,2i)αiαj

=
1

2

ℓ∑
i=1

(Ric2i−1,2i−1 +Ric2i,2i − 2R2i,2i−1,2i,2i−1)α
2
i −

ℓ∑
i ̸=j=1

R2i−1,2i,2j−1,2jαiαj

where in the last equality we used the Bianchi identity of RgΣ . By means of the Gauss-Codazzi equation and
keeping in mind that B2,res depends only on the curvature tensor of (M, g), we can argue as in [42, (2.6)] to
obtain

gΣ(B2,resω, ω) + Ricg(N ,N )gΣ(ω, ω) =

1

2

ℓ∑
i=1

(
m∑

k=1

(R2i−1,k,2i−1,k +R2i,k,2i,k)− 2R2i,2i−1,2i,2i−1 +Ricg(N ,N )

)
α2
i −

ℓ∑
i ̸=j=1

R2i−1,2i,2j−1,2jαiαj =

1

2

ℓ∑
i=1

 ∑
k≤m,k ̸=2i−1,2i

(R2i−1,k,2i−1,k +R2i,k,2i,k) + Ricg(N ,N )

α2
i −

ℓ∑
i̸=j=1

R2i−1,2i,2j−1,2jαiαj ,

where we denoted with Ri,j,k,l the components of the curvature tensor of (M, g) and in the last equality we used
the symmetries of Ri,j,k,l and some trivial cancellation of equal terms with opposite sign. Since we assumed
that 0 < a ≤ secg ≤ b we can apply Berger’s inequality [2, (7)] to obtain the upper bound |Ri,j,k,l| ≤ 2

3 (b− a).
Together with Young’s inequality and the assumption on the pinching of secg, namely that b ≤ cma with cm
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defined in (17), we get

gΣ(B2,resω, ω) + RicgN (N ,N )gΣ(ω, ω) =

1

2

ℓ∑
i=1

 ∑
k≤m,k ̸=2i−1,2i

(a+ a) +ma

α2
i −

1

2

ℓ∑
i ̸=j=1

|R2i−1,2i,2j−1,2j |(α2
i + α2

j ) =

(3m− 4)a

2

ℓ∑
i=1

α2
i −

b− a

3

ℓ∑
i̸=j=1

(α2
i + α2

j ) =

(
(3m− 4)a

2
− 2(ℓ− 1)(b− a)

3

) ℓ∑
i=1

α2
i ≥ 0,

given that
2(ℓ− 1)

3
=

{
m−2
3 if m is even,

m−3
3 if m is odd

and thus
(3m− 4)a

2
− 2(ℓ− 1)(b− a)

3
=

{
(11m−16)a

6 − (m−2)b
3 if m is even,

(11m−18)a
6 − (m−2)b

3 if m is odd

We can thus conclude that also in this case

B2 +Ricg(N ,N ) + |A|2 ≥ 0

and thus H2
2(Σ, gΣ) = {0}, as required.

We have now various comments and corollaries.

Remark 2.1. The definition of the curvature operator adopted in [4, p. 74] produces the double of the usual
curvature operator, see e.g. [31, p. 36] . This is why in the proof of the second point of Th. 2.3 appears
(a+b

2 − b−a
6 (4µ− 1)) rather than (a+ b− b−a

3 (4µ− 1)), see [4, Prop. 3.8].

Remark 2.2. The third point of the above theorem improves [42, Th. 1.1] as we used a weaker pinching
condition. In particular cm

−1 < 2
11 <

1
4 for any value of m, hence a complete simply connected Riemannian

manifold (M, g) satisfying the pinching of the third point of Th. 2.3 is not necessarily diffeomorphic to a sphere,
contrary to what happens in [42] where the pinching constant is 5

17 . Note also that the pinching condition used in
the third point of Th. 2.3 is weaker than the one used in second point of the same theorem for p = 2. Moreover
the pinching and the condition Rg ≥ 0 are independent, see Remark 3.1 below.

Remark 2.3. Here we collect some remarks about the condition |A|2 −K2
α ≥ 0.

i) When p = 1 it is immediate to verify that the condition |A|2 − K2
α ≥ 0 is always satisfied. Therefore

to have B1 + |A|2 + Ricg(N ,N ) ≥ 0 it suffices to require B1,res + Ricg(N ,N ) ≥ 0. Note that the latter
inequality is an equivalent reformulation of the condition used in [38, Th. 4.1], since for each x ∈ f(Σ)
and v ∈ Tf(x)M we have B1,resv + Ricg(Nx,Nx) = biRicg(v,Nx). We recall that biRicg(v,Nx) denotes
the bi-Ricci curvature along v and Nx, that is biRicg(v,Nx) = Ricg(v, v) + Ricg(Nx,Nx) − secg(v,Nx),
and that if secg ≥ 0 then biRicg ≥ 0.

ii) The above condition is always satisfied for any p if m ≤ 4, and it is in general false for m ≥ 5 and
p ∈ {2, . . .m− 2}, see [38, Lemma 1] and the subsequent proposition.

iii) Given m and p ∈ {2, . . . ,m−2}, the conditions H = 0 and |A|2−K2
α ≥ 0 for any multi-index α with |α| = p

do not necessarily implies that the hypersurface is totally geodesic: for example (−k, 0, . . . , 0, k) ∈ Rm

satisfies this condition for any k ∈ R.

iv) The example of the previous point shows also that the above condition does not necessarily implies that
|A|2 is bounded. However, if |A|2 satisfies a suitable bounds, the hypothesis |A|2−K2

α ≥ 0 can be dropped,
see Theorem 2.4 below.

The next proposition exhibits some sufficient conditions to have |A|2 −K2
α ≥ 0. More precisely:

Proposition 2.4. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension m+1 and let Σ be an oriented manifold
of dimension m ≥ 4 with a stable minimal immersion f : Σ → (M, g). We have the following properties:

1. If for every point x ∈ Σ there are at most four non-zero principal curvatures, then |A|2 −K2
α ≥ 0 for each

α ⊂ {1, ...,m}.
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2. if for every point x ∈ Σ there are exactly two non-zero principal curvature, ±k, both with the same
multiplicity 2 < l ≤ m/2, then |A|2 −K2

α ≥ 0 for each α ⊂ {1, ...,m} with |α| ≤
√
2l.

Proof. The first point can be easily reduced to [38, Lemma1]. In the second one we have

|A|2 −K2
α ≥ (2l − |α|2)k2 ≥ 0

since we assumed |α| ≤
√
2l.

Corollary 2.5. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension m+1 and let Σ be an oriented manifold of
dimension m ≥ 4 with a stable minimal immersion f : Σ → (M, g) such that (Σ, gΣ) is complete. Assume that
Rg ≥ 0 (or more generally there exists γ ∈ R such that Rg ≥ γ and p(m−p)γ+Ricg(N ,N ) ≥ 0), |A|2−K2

α ≥ 0
for any α ⊂ {1, ...,m} with |α| = p and Hp

2(Σ, gΣ) ̸= {0} for some p ∈ {2, . . .m − 2}. Then Σ is compact,
totally geodesic and Ricg(N ,N ) vanishes.

Proof. Clearly the first point of Th. 2.3 and Cor. 1.3 imply that f : Σ → (M, g) is totally geodesic and
Ricg(N ,N ) vanishes. Let us show that Σ is necessarily compact. The Gauss-Codazzi equation and the assump-
tions on (M, g) tell us that RicgΣ ≥ 0 and therefore if Σ is not compact it has necessarily infinite volume thanks
to [39, Th. 7]. Since every L2-harmonic p-form has constant length this would implies that Hp

2(Σ, gΣ) = {0},
which contradicts the assumption Hp

2(Σ, gΣ) ̸= {0}. We can thus conclude that Σ is compact.

Theorem 2.4. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension m+1 and let Σ be an oriented manifold of
dimension m ≥ 4 with a stable minimal immersion f : Σ → (M, g) such that (Σ, gΣ) is complete. If Rg ≥ γ ≥ 0,

Ricg ≥ b > 0 and |A|2 ≤ γp(m−p)+b
min{p,m−p}−1 with p ∈ {2, ...,m− 2} then

Hp
2(Σ, gΣ) = Hm−p

2 (Σ, gΣ) = {0}.

Proof. Let α ⊂ {1, ...,m} with |α| = p. Since Σ is minimal, with the notation introduced in (14) we have
K2

α = K2
⋆α, hence

K2
α =≤ min{p,m− p}|A|2 ≤ |A|2 + γp(m− p) + b ≤ Bres,p + |A|2 +Ricg(N ,N ).

Therefore
Bres,p + |A|2 +Ricg(N ,N ) + min

α⊆{1,...,m}, |α|=k
−K2

α ≥ 0

and the above inequality amounts to saying that

Bp,res + Bext,p +Ricg(N ,N ) + |A|2 ≥ 0.

We can thus conclude by the first point of Th. 2.3 and the fourth point of Cor. 1.3 that Hp
2(Σ, gΣ) =

Hm−p
2 (Σ, gΣ) = {0}.

It is interesting to investigate the consequences of the previous result in the case of the round sphere Sm+1.
In this setting we have γ = 1 and b = m. Given 2 ≤ p ≤ m

2 , the bound of the previous theorem becomes

|A|2 ≤ β(p,m) :=
p(m− p) +m

p− 1
.

Note that β is decreasing in p. Hence we have a stronger, but uniform in p, bound by taking p =
[
m
2

]
. After

some standard algebraic manipulation we can see that

β
([m

2

]
,m
)
> m if and only if m ≤ 7 or m = 9. (20)

Comparing with the non existence result of [6, Corollary 1.3] and the classification of [25, Th. 1.1], we have
that Th. 2.4 yields a new and complete vanishing in Sm+1 for m ∈ {6, 7, 9}. More precisely:

Corollary 2.6. Let f : Σ → Sm+1 be a complete, oriented, stable, minimally immersed hypersurface, with
m ∈ {6, 7, 9}. If the bound

|A|2 ≤
[
m
2

]
(m−

[
m
2

]
) +m[

m
2

]
− 1

=

 15/2 if n = 6,
19/2 if n = 7,
29/3 if n = 9

,

holds true, then for any p ∈ {0, ...,m} we have

Hp
2(Σ, gΣ) = 0.
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In addition to the above result we point out that for a fixed p ∈ {2, ....,m/2} the inequality |A| ≤ β(p,m) is
generally weaker than the one required in [25, Th. 1.1], namely |A| ≤ m. Indeed for a fixed p ∈ {2, ....,m/2} we
have β(p,m) > m iff m > p2/2. Therefore whenever the latter inequality holds true the vanishing of Hp

2(Σ, gΣ)
is new and does not follows from the classification given in [25]. For instance we have β(2,m) > m for any
m > 2 and β(3,m) > m for any m > 4.

3 Examples

In this section we apply our previous results to various explicit examples.

3.1 Euclidean space

Theorem 2.3 clearly applies when the ambient manifold is the Euclidean space. In view of both classical and
recent developments on the Bernstein conjecture - some of them still under review at the time of writing - the
result is trivial for m = 4 and m = 5, since in these cases it is proved that Σ has to be a hyperplane, see
[7, 6, 8, 9, 26].
On the other hand a celebrated result of Bombieri, De Giorgi and Giusti [3] showed that for m ≥ 8 there exists
minimal entire graphs (hence stable) in Rm+1 that are not hyperplanes. Let consider the case of m = 2n and let
Σ be the minimal graph described in [3]: it is a graph of the type xm+1 = F (u, v), where u =

√
x21 + · · ·+ x2n

and v =
√
x2n+1 + · · ·+ x2m. Because of the symmetries and minimality, Σ has two principal curvatures: ±k,

both with multiplicity n. By Proposition 2.4, point 1 and Theorem 2.3, point 1 we have that for any p ≤
√
m

Hp
2(Σ, gΣ) = Hm−p

2 (Σ, gΣ) = {0}.

3.2 Spaces with nonnegative curvature operator

Famous examples of Riemannian manifolds with nonnegative curvature operator are Rm, Sm and CPm, each
one endowed with its standard metric. In [4, Section 6.5] it is showed that S2n+1 with a Berger metric with
parameter δ has non-negative curvature operator if and only if 0 < δ < 2n+2

2n+1 (see Lemma 3.1 below). Moreover
the Riemannian product of any two (or more) Riemannian manifolds with non-negative curvature operator
produces a new Riemannian manifold with non-negative curvature operator. We are interested in considering
ambient manifolds with non-negative curvature operator and of dimension 5 because in this case the condition
|A|2−K2

α ≥ 0 is automatically satisfied, see [38, Lemma1]. However if the dimension is less or equal than 6 and
the ambient manifold has non-negative sectional curvature and uniformly positive Ricci curvature, then there
is no complete, orientable, immersed, stable minimal hypersurface, see [6, Corollary 1.3].

Examples of dimension 5 of particular interest are: S2 × R3, S3 × R2, S4 × R, S5, S2 × S3, S2 × S2 × R,
CP2 × R.

Examples of dimension 6 of particular interest are: S2 ×R4, S3 ×R3, S4 ×R2, S5 ×R, S6, S2 × S4, S3 × S3,
S2 × S2 × S2, S2 × S3 × R, S2 × S2 × R2 and CP2 × R2.

Note that in the above list, when more spherical factors appears, they can have different radii. Moreover
the factors S3 (resp. S5) could be endowed with a Berger metric gδ for any δ < 4

3 (resp. δ < 6
5 ).

Because of the non-negativity of the curvature operator, Theorems 2.3 applies to all such ambient manifolds.
However, by [6, Theorem 1.2], the problem of looking for a orientable stable minimal hypersurface becomes trivial
in some of them. Let us give a detailed picture:

1. S5, S2 × S3, S6, S2 × S4, S3 × S3 and S2 × S2 × S2 have non-negative sectional curvature, but uniformly
positive Ricci curvature, therefore there is no complete, orientable, immersed, stable minimal hypersurface,
by [6, Corollary 1.3].

2. S4×R, CP2×R, S2×S2×R, S5×R and S2×S3×R have non-negative sectional curvature, but uniformly
positive bi-Ricci curvature. Therefore every complete, orientable, immersed, minimal stable hypersurface
in any of these spaces is an horizontal slice as we can prove with more generality in the following result.

Proposition 3.1. Let (N, gN ) be a compact Riemannian manifolds with dimension n ≤ 5, nonnegative
sectional curvature and uniformly positive Ricci and bi-Ricci curvature. Let M = N × R endowed with
the product metric. Then every complete, orientable, immersed, stable minimal hypersurface of M is a
horizontal slice N × {t0} for some t0 ∈ R.
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Proof. By the hypothesis on (N, gN ) we have that M has uniformly positive bi-Ricci curvature and
RicM ≥ 0 with RicM (X,X) = 0 if and only if X is tangent to the factor R. Applying [6, Theorem
1.2] we have that every complete, orientable, immersed, stable minimal hypersurface of M is compact.
Compactness together with stability condition and RicM ≥ 0 implies that every such hypersurface satisfies

|A|2 = RicM (N ,N ) = 0.

In particular we deduce that N is everywhere parallel to the factor R. Therefore the result follows.

3. S3 ×R2, S2 ×R3, S4 ×R2, S3 ×R3, S2 ×R4, S2 × S2 ×R2 and CP2 ×R2 do not satisfy the hypothesis of
[6, Theorem 1.2]. To the best of our knowledge, Theorem 2.3 provides the most accurate description of
the topology of oriented stable minimal hypersurfaces in these ambient manifolds.

3.3 Berger spheres

We conclude this section by describing a well known class of ambient manifolds. Let δ > 0 and let gδ be the
Berger metric of parameter δ on S2n+1 with n ≥ 2. This metric can be described as follows: embedd canonically
S2n+1 ⊂ R2n+2 ≡ Cn+1, let J be the complex structure of Cn+1 and, for any p ∈ S2n+1, let ξp = Jp. Then ξ is
a vector field tangent to the sphere called Reeb vector field. Let η be the 1-form dual to ξ, and σ = g1 be the
standard round metric on the sphere then we define

gδ = σ + (δ − 1)η2.

By definition gδ(ξ, ξ) = δ. Let H be the 2n-dimensional distribution orthogonal to ξ, then, with an abuse of

notation, we call J the complex structure on H. Let ξ̂ = δ−
1
2 ξ.

Lemma 3.1. Let δ > 0, consider the Berger sphere (S2n+1, gδ), then for any X,Y orthogonal unit vector in H
with Y ̸= ±JX the following holds:

1. the sectional curvatures are:

secgδ(ξ̂, X) = δ, secgδ(X, JX) = 4− 3δ, secgδ(X,Y ) = 1,

in particular secgδ > 0 for any δ < 4
3 ;

2. the Ricci curvature tensor is:

Ricgδ(ξ̂, ξ̂) = 2nδ, Ricgδ(X,X) = 2n+ 2− 2δ,

and zero elsewhere, in particular Ricgδ > 0 for any δ < n+ 1;

3. the scalar curvature is:
sgδ = 2n(2n+ 2− δ).

4. the eigenvalues of the curvature operator Rgδ are 1 with multiplicity n(2n+1) if δ = 1, otherwise they are

• δ with multiplicity n(n+ 1);

• 2− δ with multiplicity n2 − 1;

• 2n+ 2− (2n+ 1)δ with multiplicity 1,

In particular the curvature operator is positive (resp. non-negative) defined for any δ < 2n+2
2n+1 (resp.

δ ≤ 2n+2
2n+1).

Proof. The case δ = 1 is trivial, so from now on let δ ̸= 1. It is well known that the metric g̃ = |(1 − δ2)|gδ
on S2n+1 is the induced metric of a geodesic sphere in a complex space form: in particular if 0 < δ < 1
(resp. δ > 1), then g̃ is the induced metric of a geodesic sphere of CPn+1 (resp. CHn+1) of radius ρ such that
cos2(ρ) = δ (resp. cosh2(ρ) = δ). The sectional curvatures of the metrics g̃ can be found in [4, Section 6.4].
Rescaling by a factor |1− δ2| gives the proof of item 1. Items 2. and 3. follows directly. Finally, the eigenvalues
of the curvature operator of g̃ are described in [4, Section 6.5] (please be aware of different notations: in [4] the
authors considered metrics on a (2n− 1)-dimensional sphere and their curvature operator is twice ours). Once
again, the result follows after a rescaling by a factor |1− δ2|.
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Thanks to Lemma 3.1, we are able to apply the results of Section 2 to stable minimal hypersurfaces of the
Berger spheres.

Theorem 3.1. Let f : Σ → (S2n+1, gδ) be a complete oriented stable minimally immersed hypersurface of the
Berger sphere (S2n+1, gδ), with n ≥ 2.

1. If 0 < δ ≤ 2n+ 2, then Σ has no non-trivial L2-harmonic spinors.

2. If 0 < δ ≤ max
{

2n+2
2n+1 ,

4(2n2+n+6)
8n2+n+18

}
and there exist a p ∈ {2, . . . , n} such that |A|2 − K2

α ≥ 0 for any

α ⊂ {1, ...,m} with |α| = p, then

Hp
2(Σ, gΣ) = H2n−p

2 (Σ, gΣ) = {0}.

3. If 8(n−1)
17m−14 ≤ δ ≤ 4(11n−8)

35n−26 and |A|2 −K2
α ≥ 0 for any α ⊂ {1, ...,m} with |α| = 2, then

H2
2(Σ, gΣ) = H2n−2

2 (Σ, gΣ) = {0}.

Proof. 1. The choice of the parameter δ guarantees that the scalar curvature of the corresponding Berger
sphere is non-negative by Lemma 3.1. Let now s be a L2-harmonic spinor on Σ. By Theorem 2.1 we know
that s has constant length. If s is non-trival, by Corollary 2.4 we have that Σ is totally geodesic which
leads to a contradiction. In fact, if δ = 1 it is well know that in the round sphere the totally geodesic
hypersurfaces are not stable. On the other hand, when δ ̸= 1, the corresponding Berger sphere does not
have totally geodesic hypersurfaces by [29, Theorem A].

2. If δ ≤ 2n+2
2n+1 , thanks to Lemma 3.1 we have that Rgδ ≥ 0 and Ricgδ > 0, hence the result follows by

Theorem 2.3, point 1. Note that 2n+2
2n+1 ≤ 4(2n2+n+6)

8n2+n+18 if and only if n ≤ 6. So from now on let n > 6 and
4(2n2+n+6)
8n2+n+18 < δ < 2n+2

2n+1 . It is immediate to check that for p ∈ {2, . . . , n} we have

ε2n,p ≥ ε2n,n =
2n2 + n+ 6

2n(n− 1)
,

where the constant ε2n,p was defined (16). Since in particular we are assuming 1 < δ < 4
3 , by Lemma 3.1

we can apply Theorem 2.3, point 2 with a = 4− 3δ and b = δ.

3. Let c2n = 11n−8
2(n−1) be the constant defined in (17). Using Lemma 3.1 and some standard algebraic ma-

nipulations we can see that with this choice of δ the curvature hypothesis 0 < a ≤ b ≤ c2na is satisfied.
Therefore we can apply Theorem 2.3, point 3.

Remark 3.1. The curvature conditions used in Theorem 2.3 - namely Rg ≥ 0, 0 < a ≤ b ≤ ε2n,na and
0 < a ≤ b ≤ c2na - have clearly a big intersection, but the discussion about the parameter δ in the proof of
Theorem 3.1 shows that, in general, they may not be included one into the others. See the Figure 1 for a
schematic summary in the case of Berger spheres.

4 Strongly stable constant mean curvature hypersurfaces

Many of the ideas developed in previous sections can be easily adapted to the study of stable constant mean
curvature (CMC for short) hypersurfaces. We recall that an immersed hypersurface f : N → (M, g) is said
strongly stable CMC if its mean curvature H is a non-zero constant and if for any u smooth function on Σ with
compact support we have ∫

N

(|A|2 +Ricg(N ,N )u2 dvolgN ≤
∫
N

|∇u|2 dvolgN (21)

We point out that we are not requiring that
∫
N
u dvolgN = 0 as in the usual definition of stability (sometimes

called weak stability) for CMC hypersurfaces, see [14] and the reference therein. Since condition (21) is the
same condition defying a stable minimal hypersurface, results of previous sections can be extended with minor
modification to the case of a strongly stable CMC hypersurface. In this Section we are using the following
notation: H =

∑
i λi, where λi are the principal curvatures of the hypersurface.

The next result extends Theorem 2.1 to the case of CMC hypersurfaces and shows that, in this case, the
ambient manifold may have negative scalar curvature, but controlled by H.
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Figure 1: Comparison of different notion of curvature for the Berger spheres (S2n+1, gδ) for n > 6. When n < 6

(resp. n = 6) the order of the special values of δ is the same except that 2n+2
2n+1 and 4(2n2+n+6)

8n2+n+18 are interchanged
(resp. coincide) .

Theorem 4.1. Let f : N → (M, g) be a spinnable complete strongly stable CMC immersed hypersurface with
mean curvature H > 0. Let PSpin(n)(N) → N be an arbitrarily fixed Riemannan spin structure on N and let
(ΣN, τ) → N and ð be the corresponding spinor bundle and spin-Dirac operator. If the scalar curvature of the
ambient manifold satisfies sg + H2 ≥ 0, then every L2-harmonic spinor of (ΣN, τ) → N has constant length
and consequently

dim
(
ker(ð) ∩ L2(N,ΣN, gN , τ)

)
≤ 2n/2

if n is even whereas
dim

(
ker(ð) ∩ L2(N,ΣN, gN , τ)

)
≤ 2(n−1)/2

if n is odd. If (Σ, gΣ) has infinite volume, then (N, gN ) carries no non-trivial L2-harmonic spinors.

Proof. We can repeat the proofs of Theorem 2.1 and Corollary 2.2 with the following modifications: when
H ̸= 0, (10) becomes

Ricg(N ,N ) + |A|2 =
1

2
(−sgN + sg +H2 +A2),

hence (11) becomes
1

4
sgN +

1

2
(Ricg(N ,N ) + |A|2) = 1

4
(sg +H2 + |A|2) ≥ 0.

Finally let us study L2-harmonic forms on strongly stable CMC hypersurfaces.

Theorem 4.2. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension m+1 and let Σ be an oriented manifold of
dimension m ≥ 4 with a stongly stable CMC immersion f : Σ → (M, g) such that (Σ, gΣ) is complete. Let H
be its mean curvature and let 2 ≤ p ≤ m

2 .

1. If Rg ≥ 0 (or more generally there exists γ ∈ R such that Rg ≥ γ and p(m− p)γ +Ricg(N ,N ) ≥ 0) and
|A|2 +Kα(H −Kα) ≥ 0 for any α ⊂ {1, ...,m} with |α| = p, then every L2-harmonic p-form on (Σ, gΣ)
has constant length. If in addition Σ is not totally geodesic or Ricg(N ,N ) is somewhere positive on f(Σ),
then

Hp
2(Σ, gΣ) = Hm−p

2 (Σ, gΣ) = {0}.

2. If secg ∈ [a, b] with 0 < a ≤ b ≤ εm,pa with εm,p the constant defined in (16) and |A|2 +Kα(H −Kα) ≥ 0
for any α ⊂ {1, ...,m} with |α| = p, then

Hp
2(Σ, gΣ) = Hm−p

2 (Σ, gΣ) = {0}.

3. If secg ∈ [a, b] with 0 < a ≤ b ≤ cma, cm the constant defined in (17) and |A|2 +Kα(H −Kα) ≥ 0 for any
α ⊂ {1, ...,m} with |α| = 2, then

H2
2(Σ, gΣ) = Hm−2

2 (Σ, gΣ) = {0}.
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Proof. The proof is analogous to that of Theorem 2.3 except for the fact that, since H ̸= 0, now K⋆α = H−Kα

holds true for any α ⊂ {1, . . . ,m}.

We conclude with the following comment.

Remark 4.1. Concerning the condition |A|2 +Kα(H −Kα) ≥ 0 we can make similar comments to those of
Remark 2.3. Moreover, since now H ̸= 0, we have that the above inequality is automatically satisfied without
trivializing the problem also when the hypersurface is convex.
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