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L?-harmonic forms and spinors on stable
minimal hypersurfaces
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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 R™ or S™ carries no
non-trivial L?-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 R™ has to be necessarily a hyperplane. This problem was showed
to be true by do Carmo and Peng [I1], Fischer-Colbrie and Schoen [I5] 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 — R"™, 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 L? harmonic 1-form on N. Thus the key point in Palmer’s proof
is to show that a stable minimal hypersurface f : N — R™ carries no non-trivial L? harmonic 1-form. These
results led Tanno a few years later to formulate the following problem [38]:

Let f : N = R" be a complete, oriented and stable minimal hypersurface. Are there non-trivial L? harmonic
p-forms on N7

In his paper Tanno proved the vanishing of any L? harmonic p-form when n = 5 and subsequently Zhu
[41] proved an analogue vanishing when the ambient space is S® 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 R, S™
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 L? harmonic p-forms, it is also natural to understand if N
supports any non-trivial L?-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



for the L?-kernel of a Schrédinger or Dirac operator over a complete Riemannian manifold in the presence of
a weighted Poincaré inequality, see Th. and Th. 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. 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. Bl and Cor. 222

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

fiN—=(M,g)

with (N, gn) complete. Let Popinm)(N) — N be an arbitrarily fized Riemannan spin structure on N and let
(XN,7) = N and 9 be the corresponding spinor bundle and spin-Dirac operator. Then every L*-harmonic
spinor of (XN, 7) = N has constant length and consequently

dim (ker(d) N L*(N, XN, gn, 7)) < 22

if n is even whereas
dim (ker(d) N L*(N, XN, gy, 7)) < 207 1/2

if n is odd. If in addition voly, (N) = 400 then (N, gn) carries no non-trivial L?-harmonic spinors.

In particular the above result settles completely the spinorial Tanno’s problem in both R™ and S™ since it
implies that an oriented and complete stable, minimal, immersed hypersurface of R™ or S carries no non-trivial
L?-harmonic spinors, see Cor. and Th. Concerning the vanishing of L?-harmonic forms the situation
is more involved. We found a condition on the principal curvatures, see , that coupled with some curvature
conditions on the ambient manifold, yields various vanishing results. More precisely, see Th. 23] in the text,
we have

Theorem 0.2. Let (M,g) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension m + 1 with sectional curvature secy and
curvature operator Ry and let X be an oriented manifold of dimension m with a stable minimal immersion
[ X = (M,g) such that (X, gs) is complete. Let2 <p < 7.

1. Ifm >4 and Ry > 0 (or more generally there exists v € R such that Ry >~ and p(m—p)y+Ricg(N,N) >
0) and |A]? — K2 >0 for any o C {1,...,m} with |a| = p, then every L*-harmonic p-form on (%, gs) has
constant length. If in addition ¥ is not totally geodesic or Ricy(N,N) is somewhere positive on f(X),
then

Hg(zagﬂ) = H;nip(zagg) = {0}
2. If m > 6 and secy € [a,b] with0 < a < b < &y, pa with €y, , the constant defined in and |A> -~ K2 >0
for any o C {1,...,m} with |a| = p, then
H5 (5, 95) = Hy' " (5, 9n) = {0}

3. If m > 6 and secy € [a,b] with 0 < a < b < ¢pa, ¢ the constant defined in and |A|? — K2 >0 for
any a C {1,...,m} with |a| =2, then

”H%(E,gz) = %?72(2’92) = {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 [0, Corollary 1.3]. The remaining part of the second section and the third section
contain a thorough discussion about the condition |A[?> — K2 > 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:



e Any oriented and complete, stable, minimal, immersed hypersurface in S* x R? or in S? x R? carries no
non-trivial L2-harmonic forms.

e The minimal entire graphs in R?"*! with n > 4, constructed by Bombieri-De Giorgi-Giusti [3], carry no
non-trivial L2-harmonic p-forms for any p < v/2n.

e Any oriented and complete, stable, minimal, immersed hypersurface of S™ carries no non-trivial L2-
harmonic p-forms if the second fundamental form is bounded above by a certain constant, see Th.
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 Schrodinger and Dirac op-
erators

This section is devoted to various vanishing and finiteness results for the L?-kernel of Dirac and Schréedinger
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, p) — N.
Let

P:=V'oV+L

be a formally self-adjoint Schrodinger operator acting on C°(N, E), where V is an arbitrarily fixed metric
connection on (E,p), V' is the formal adjoint of V w.r.t. g and p and L € C®°(N,End(FE)) is a fiberwise
self-adjoint endomorphism w.r.t. p. Let A : C®(N,R) — C*°(N,R) be the Laplace-Beltrami operator induced
by ¢g. In this paper we use the definition A := d* o d with d* : QL(N) — C°(N) the formal adjoint of
d:C>®(N) — QL(N) wrt. g. In particular A is non-negative on C2°(N,g). Finally let ¢ € 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  ((A—q)¢,P)r2(n,g) =0 (1)

for every ¢ € C°(N,R). Then
P:L*(N,E,g,p) — L*(N,E, g, p)

defined initially on C°(N, E) is essentially self-adjoint. Moreover if ¢ > 0 on N then every section 0 # s €
ker(P) N L?(N, E, g, p) is nowhere vanishing on N. Consequently ker(P) N L*(N, E, g, p) is finite dimensional
and satisfies

dim(ker(P) N L*(N, E, g, p)) < 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 W2(NV, g) is the Sobolev space made by functions
f € L3(N, g) such that df, understood in the distributional sense, lies in L2Q!(N, g), the Hilbert space of L?
integrable 1-forms on (N, g). Since (N, g) is complete it is well known that C2°(N) is dense in W12(N, g) w.r.t
the graph norm of d. We denote with d : WY2(N, g) — L2QY(N, g) the extension of d : C2°(N) — L%(N, g)
and with W12 (N, g) the subspace of W12(N, g) made by functions whose distributional support is compact.

comp

Lemma 1.1. In the setting of Th. [1.1 we have
] (f@of2 — a6?) avol, = 0

for any ¢ € WL2 (N,g). If in addition ¢ € L>(N) then the above inequality holds true for any ¢ € WH2(N, g).

comp

Proof. Let ¢ € WL2 (N, g) and let U be an open neighbourhood of supp(¢), the support of ¢. Then there

comp _
exists a sequence {¢;};en C C°(N) such that ¢; — ¢ in L*(N,g) as j — +oo, d¢; — d¢ in L*Q(N,g) as
j — +o00 and supp(¢;) C U for each j € N. In this way we have

/ |8¢|§ dVOlg = ||E¢||%2QI(N,9) = hm ”d(rij%?Ql(N,g) = lim / |d¢J|£27 dVOlg
N J=too N

j—+oo



and

/ Q(¢2 - (b?) dVO]g
N

The above inequality implies that

< /U la(¢? — ¢3)| dvoly < llqllLee )l — dillL2(wv.g) |6 + b5l 2. g)- (3)

- 2 2 _
jEI-Poo N q(¢” — ¢3) dvol, =0

since
jEToo |6 — ill2(n,g) =0 and jggloo |6+ dill2(v,g) = 2/@ll L2(,g)-
We can thus conclude that
/N (Idg|2 — q¢*) dvoly > 0
because
/ (Idg|? — q¢*) dvoly = lim / (Ide; |2 — q¢?) dvol,
N Jotoo /Ny
and

/N (1de; 2 — q¢?) dvoly = (Ad; — ady, b3 r2(.g) > 0.

Let now tackle the case where ¢ € L>®(N) and ¢ € WH2(N,g). Let {¢;}jen C C(N,R) be a sequence
converging to ¢ in W12(N, g). The proof follows by repeating the same argument above since we can replace

with

’ / q(¢” — ¢7) dvoly
N

< /N (6% — 62)| dvoly < [lgll e ll® — 652 gy 16 + S5l 2 (x.g)-

O
Lemma 1.2. In the setting of Th. let € L2(N, g) and let {1);};en C Wclc;rznp(N, g) be a sequence such that

L 1Y —¥illLe(vgy =0 and L N (Id;15 — alv4]?) dvoly = 0.

Then

Y € ker(H)
with H : L*>(N,g) — L?(N,g) the unique L?-closed extension of A —q : C>*(N) — L?(N,g). Consequently
Y € C°(N)Nker(A —q).

Proof. Let Qa_q be the symmetric bilinear form associated to A — ¢, that is Qa_q : C°(N) x CX(N) —» R
and

QX, ) = (Ax — qx, ©) 12(N,g) = / (g(dx, dp) — qxp) dvol, .
N

Let QA _, be the closure of Qa_q. We recall that Q5 _, can be described as follows. Let H : L*(N, g) — L*(N, g)
be the closed operator defined as the L? graph closure of A — ¢ : C2°(N) — L?(N,g). Since (N, g) is complete
and A — g is non-negative and formally self-adjoint on C2°(N), we know that A —¢q : L?(N, g) — L*(N, g), with
initial domain C°(NV), is essentially self-adjoint in L?(N, g), see e.g. [32, Th. 3.13]. Therefore H is the unique
L2-closed extension of A — ¢ : C®(N) — L?(N,g). In particular H is a non-negative self-adjoint operator.
Let now H? be the square root of H. We recall that Hz : L? (N,g) — L?(N, g) is the unique self-adjoint and
non-negative operator such that (H2)2 = H. In particular Dom(H), the domain of H : L2(N,g) — L3(N, g),
can be described as

Dom(H) = {f € Dom(H?): H> f € Dom(H?)} and Hf = Hz?(H=(f)).
Note that in particular the above characterization implies
ker(H) = ker(H ?). (4)
Then, going back to @, _,, we have

Dom(Qa_,) = Dom(H?) and Qa_,(u,v) = (HZu, H3v)12(n )



for every u,v € Dom(H?z), see e.g. [20, p. 193]. Let now v € Wk2 (N,g). We want to show that v €

comp
Dom(Q A o)+ To this aim it is enough to show the existence of a sequence {7;}jen C C°(N) such that v; — v
in L2(N, g) as j — oo and Qa—q(vj —7i, 7 — ) = 0asi,j — 400, see e.g. [36, Prop. 10.1]. Let U be an open
neighbourhood of supp(y) and let {v;};en C C°(U) be a sequence such that v; — v in L*(N, g) as j — +oo,
dvy; — dy in L2QY(N, g) as j — +o0. Then, arguing as in the proof of Lemma we have

lim (|dvi — d7j|§ —qlvi —4[?) dvoly = 0

1,j—+00 |
and so we can conclude that v € Dom(Q, _,) and

Qs o) = [ ([ = r?) ol

for each v € W2 (N, g). Now let’s go back to the sequence {1;}jen. We know that 1; € Dom(Qa ), 1; = ¢

com

in L2(N,g) as j — +oo and @A_q(l/zj,l/zj) — 0 as 7 — +oo. We can rephrase these three properties by saying
that 1; € Dom(H%), Y; = ¢ in L*(N,g) as j — +oc and H%z/}j — 0in L?(N,g) as j — +oo. Since H? is
a closed operator this amounts to saying that ¢ € ker(H %) and finally, thanks to , we can conclude that
v € ker(H), as required. To conclude the proof we note that since A — ¢ is elliptic, we have ¢» € C*°(N) and
thus Hy = Ay — qip = 0. O

We can now prove Th.

Proof. As a first step to show that P : C°(N, E) — L?(N, E, g, p) is essentially self-adjoint we want to prove
that there exists a constant ¢ € R such that

(Ps,8)12(N,E,g,0) = C”S”?LQ(N,E»g,p)

for each s € C°(N, E). So let s € C°(N, E). We have
(Ps,8)L2(N,E,g,p) :/ p(Ps, s) dvol,
N

- /N (|vs|3®p + p(Ls, S)) dvol,

by Kato’s inequality) > d|s|,|? + p(Ls, s)) dvol
rlg 9
N
= [ (sl = a2 + a2 + p(s, ) ol

- /N (31, 2 — qls]2 + p((L + )5, 5)) dvol,

> 0.

Note that the last inequality follows by Lemmal[I.I]and the fact that L+¢ > 0. Now let us consider the operator
P := P +1d, with Id : C(N, E) — C*(N, E) the identity. It is clear that P is essentially self-adjoint if and
only P is so. Since P is elliptic, symmetric and satisfies the inequality

<P575>L2(N,E,g,p) > ||8||%2(N7E,g7p)

for each s € C°(N, E), in order to conclude that P C>®(N,E) — L?(N,E,g,p) is essentially self-adjoint in
L?(N,E,g,p), it is enough to show that ker(P) N L2(N, E, g, p) = {0}, see e.g. [34, p. 136-137]. To show that
ker(P) N L2(N, E, g, p) 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(P) N L%(N, E, g,p) and let {¢, }nen C C(N) be a sequence of smooth
functions with compact support, such that

L 0<¢, <1

2. (bnh/n =1

3. [|[donllLenr(n,g) — 0 as n — 4-o00.



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

0= (Ps,¢p, S)L2(N,E.g,0) = /N ((stvwis»g@p + p(Ls + s7¢$7,8)) dvol,

/ ((Vs,2¢,dd, @ s+ ¢2Vs) gz, + p(Ls + 5,¢2s)) dvoly
N

/N ((pn Vs + dr, @ s,ddn @ s+ ¢V $)gop — |don @ slg, + p(Ls + s, ¢iys)) dvol,
- /N (V(605), V(0n5)) o0 — |don ® 525, + p(Ls + 5, 625)) dvol,
— [ (P0ns).0ns)aey — 16 215E) ol

N

Z/ ¢i|5|idVOIg—/ |dgn|Z|s|3 dvol, .
N N

Letting n — 400 we obtain s = 0. The first statement of theorem is thus proved. Let us now consider
ker(P)NL?(N, E, g, p). Let s € ker(P)NL?(N, E, g, p). Since P is essentially self-adjoint there exists {s;}jen C
C2°(N, E) such that s; — s and Ps; — 0 both in L?*(N, E, g, p) as j — co. We then have

0= <PS 3>L2(MEg p) = gEToo<PSj7Sj>L2(M’E’g’p)

lim (|Vsj|3®p + p(Lsj, s;)) dvoly

j—too N

V

lim (|E|sj\p|3 + p(Lsj, s;)) dvolg

j—+oo SN

= lim (Idlsjlpl2 — als; |2 + alsi |5 + p(Lss, s5)) dvol,

j—+oo N

= tim [ ([l — alsi 2+ p((L+ )s;.s5)) dvol,

j—+oo N

In this way we get

jHm . (Idls;lolg — alsjl;) dvoly = 0 and jdim . (p((L + q)s;, s5)) dvolg = 0.

In particular for the sequence {|s;|,};en we have
1,2 . - = 2 2
|Sj‘p € Wcomp(N g)’ ]Einoo H|S|P - |Sj|P||L2(N’g) = 0 and ]ETOO/N (|d‘SJ|P|g - q‘sj|p) dVOlg = 0 (5)

According to Lemma we know that implies that |s|, € ker(A —¢) and since A — ¢ is an elliptic operator
we deduce that |s|, is smooth on N. Assume now that ¢ > 0 on N. Then Als|, = ¢|s|, > 0 and so by
the maximum principle applied to A 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) N L?(N, E) is finite dimensional
with dim(ker(P) N L*(N, E)) < mk(E). Let si,...,8, € ker(P) N L?*(N, E) with ¢ > rmk(FE) and let z € N
be an arbitrarily fixed point. Then there exists Aq1,...,A; € R (or C if E is a complex vector bundle) with
(Ay ey Ag) # (0, ..., 0) such that A1s1(z) + ... + Agsq(z) = 0. Since A\181 + ... + A\ysq € ker(P) N L?(N, E) we can
conclude that A\1s1 + ... + Ay, is identically zero on N as Aisi + ... + Agsq € ker(P) and vanishes on z. O

Corollary 1.1. In the setting of Th. assume additionally that ¢ > 0. If dim(ker(P) N L?(N,E,g,p)) > 1
then for any non-trivial s, z € ker(P) N L*(N, E, g, p)) there exists A € R, A > 0 such that |s|, = \|z|,.

Proof. Let s, z be non-trivial elements in ker(P) N L*(N, E, g, p). Note that Th. applies in particular to
P = A — g with L = —q and thus we have dim(ker(A — q) N L?(N, g)) < 1. Therefore, according to the above
proof, |s|, and |z|, are nowhere zero functions lying in ker(A — ¢) N L?(N, g) and so there must exists \ € R,
A > 0 such that [s|, = A|z|,, as required. O

Corollary 1.2. In the setting of Th. assume in addition that ker(A —q) N L*(N,g) = {0}. Then ker(P) N
L*(N,E,g,p) ={0}.



Proof. According to the proof of Th. we know that if s € ker(P) N L*(N, E, g, p) then |s|, € ker(A —¢q) N
L?(N, g). Now the conclusion follows immediately. O

Remark 1.1. Clearly the conclusion holds also if we assume q < 0. Indeed this assumption forces L to be
non-negative and thus every section in ker(P) N L?(N, E, g, p) is parallel and lies in WY2(M, E, g, p), 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 [2I]. Let (IV, g) be a Riemannian
manifold endowed with a Clifford module (E,p) — N. Let V : 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 Schréedinger-type operator.
More precisely, thanks to the Weitzenbock formula for Dirac operators, see e.g. [2I, Th. 8.2], we know that
there exists L € C*°(N,End(E)) such that

Ap=V'oV+1L

with Ap = D?. As in Th. let A: C*®(N,g) — C*°(N,g) be the Laplace-Beltrami operator on (N, g) and
let ¢ € C*°(N,R).

Theorem 1.2. In the above setting assume that (N, g) is complete and that
L + q Z 0 and <(A - q)¢7 ¢>L2(N,g) Z 0 (6)

for every ¢ € C°(N). Then every s € ker(D) N L?(N, E,g,p) has constant length. Consequently ker(D) N
L?(N,E,g,p) is finite dimensional and satisfies

dim(ker(D) N L*(N, E, g, p)) < rnk(E).

Proof. Let {V,,}nen be an exhaustion of N given by relatively compact open subset V,,. As in the proof of Th.
let us consider a sequence of smooth functions with compact support, {¢, tneny C C°(N), such that

1L 0<¢,<1
2. ¢nlv, =1
3. ||[dpn| L=ar(n,g) — 0 as n — +oo0.
Let now s € ker(D) N L*(N, E, g, p) and Vi, € {V,,}nen be arbitrarily fixed. We have
0= (Ds,Ds)12(,5,9.p) = 1im (D(#n5), D(#n5)) 12(N,5.0.0)
= T (Ap(dns), dus)r2(N,m,g,0) = BN (V' 0V + L)(6n8), dns)r2(x,5.9,0)

= lim [ ((V'oV + L)(¢ns), pns),dvol, = lim / IV (¢n5) 20, + ¢np(Ls, s) dvol,
n—oo N

n— o0 N

= lim (/ [V (hns) /2)®g + ¢2p(Ls, s) dvol, —l—/ \Vs|z + p(Ls, s) dvolg>
N\Vj, Vi

n— oo

Note that on Vj, we can use the refined Kato inequality [5]: there exists a constant ¢ > 0 (possibly depending
also on V) such that |Vs|,ee > (14 ¢)|d|s|,|q pointwise over V. Hence, by using the classical Kato inequality



on N\ Vi we get

0> lim (/ |V(¢ns)|/2)®g + ¢2p(Ls, s) dvol, —I—/ \Vs|i + p(Ls, s) dvolg>
N\Vy Vi

n—oo

> lim ( |d|¢ns|p|g + 2 p(Ls, s) dvolg—f—/ (1 +c)2|E|S|p|3 + p(Ls, s) dvolg>

n—oo

Vi
>n1er;o< |d|pns|,l} + b7 (Ls7s)dvolg+/v(1+c)|dsp|§+p(Ls7s)dvolg>
g
> lim ( |d|¢>ns|p|2 + ¢2p(Ls, s) dvongr/Vk cdsp|§dvolg+/Vk d|¢)ns|p|gdvolg+/vk 2 p(Ls, s) dvolg>
= ( \d|¢ns|p|2+l)( (¢n8),¢ns)dvolg+/v c|d|s|p|gvolg>
= i ([ 180051, + o200 — a0+ a005,6,) vl + | <l 3 vol )
= Jim ([ 6,512 = 1002+ p(1(0) + 0605, 0,5) vl + [ el ol )

By @ we know that
/]V(|a|¢ns|p\3 — q|¢ns\§) dvol, >0 and /N(p(L(¢ns) + qons, Pns)) dvoly > 0. (7)

Hence we have

0> ILm (/ |E|¢n5‘p|?] - Q|¢n5|;27 + p(L(¢ns) + qdns, pns) dvol, +/ C|E|S|P|Z VOIQ) >0
n—00 N Vi

and thus, using @ we can conclude that

lim / (Idl¢nslp|Z = qlpns|?) dvoly =0, lim | (p(L(¢ns) + qpns, dns)) dvoly =0 (8)
and
/ €[], 2 vol, = 0. )
Vi

We can thus deduce that |s|, is constant on Vj, and since Vj, is arbitrarily fixed and |s|, is continuous, we can
conclude that |s|, is constant on N, as required. Finally arguing as in Th. we get the desired upper bound
on dim(ker(D) N L3(N, E, g, p)). O

We have the following consequences:
Corollary 1.3. In the setting of Th. [I.3
1. If F is a subbundle of E then

dim(ker(D) N L*(N, F, g, p)) < rnk(F).
2. If (N, g) has infinite volume then
ker(D) N L*(N, E, g,p) = {0}.
3. If L + q is positive in (at least) one point then
ker(D) N L*(N, E, g,p) = {0}.

4. If g > 0 and g(z) > 0 for some x € N then voly(N) = +00 and consequently

ker(D) N L*(N, E, g,p) = {0}.



Proof. The first two statements follow immediately by Th. Concerning the third one, by we get

lim (p(L(pns) + qéns, dns)) dvoly = 0.

n—oo N

Since p(L(¢ns) + qdns, pns) > 0 the above limit means that
||P(L(¢n5) + qPns, QS"LS)”?)HLI(N’QN) —0

as n — 0 and thus, possibly by replacing {¢, }neny with a subsequence if necessary, we have

p(L(¢n8) + q¢n37 ¢ns) -0

pointwise a.e. on N as n — 0o. On the other hand

p(L((bnS) + qons, (bns) — P(LS +gs, S)

pointwise a.e. on N as n — oo. Since L+¢ > 0 on N, it is positive in at least one point and |s|, 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 {@, }nen as in the proof of Th. We have

0< /Nq|¢n|2 dvol, < /N|d¢n\§dvolg < ||d¢n|\2LooQ1(N)g) voly (supp(¢n)).

By the fact that

%Q}r&f y q|¢n|2 dVOlg >0 and nEI-ir-loo ||d¢n||L°°Ql(N,g) =0
we deduce that
lim inf volg (supp(¢n)) = 400 and thus voly(N) = +o0.

n—-+4oo

We can thus conclude that ker(D) N L%(N, E, g, p) = {0} since each s € ker(D) N L?(N, E, g, p) has constant
length. O

2 Applications to stable minimal hypersurfaces

In this section we collect various applications of Th. and Th. to stable minimal hypersurfaces. Let (M, g)
be a Riemannian manifold. We denote with Ry, Ry, secy, Ricy and s, 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 be minimal 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 — |A| — Ricy (N, N) satisfies the condition

A —|A| = Ricy(N,N) >0

on 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) N L?(N, gy ), 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|*+Ricy,(N,N) <0
or |A]? + Ricy(N,N) > 0 then

nullity (N, f, M, g) € {0,1}.



Pmof. Assume first that |A|> + Ricy(NM,N) > 0. Then the conclusion follows by applying Th. [1.1jto P =

— A2 = Ricy (N, N) with L = —|A|?2 — Ric, (N, N) and ¢ = |A|]> + Ricy (N, N). If |A]* 4 Ricy (N, N) < 0 the
conclusmn follows by applying Th. [1.1]and Rmk[L.1|to P = A—|A[?>—Ricy (N, N) with L = —|A]?—Ric, (W, N)
and ¢ = |A|> + 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 Ric, > 0 or
Ric, < —b? < 0 and |A| < b* 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 s, > 0 then

4(n—1)
n—2

L= A+ sgy i L*(N,gn) — L*(N, gn)

is essentially self-adjoint with initial domain C°(N), non-negative and
dim(ker(L) N L*(N, gn)) < 1.

Proof. We adapt to our framework the strategy used by Schoen-Yau in [37]. Let us consider the operator
L= 4(n 1)L Obv1ously the above statement holds true for L if and only if holds true for L. Let ¢ : N — R
be defined as ¢ := 57—55 1) (Ricg(N,N) + |A]?). Since f: N — (M, g) is stable we have A — ¢ > 0 on C°(N).
Indeed given any ¢ € C°(N) we have

C

0 < (do,do) 1201 (N,gy) — (Ricg(N,N) + [A1*)d, d) 12(N,gn)

= %Qﬁbv d¢>LQQl(N79N) - <(R1Cg(NaN) + |A|2)¢a ¢)>L2(N,g1v)

and consequently by multiplying both sides with 2(7:;21) we get

0 < (do,dd) 201 (N,gn) — (4D, D) L2(N.gn)-

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

1
Ricy (N, N) + [A* = S(=sgy + 55+ 4]%). (10)
Thus we get
n—2 n—2 n—2 n—2
B ——— = — —(— A 2 = A 2 > 0
4(n71)sgz\r+q 4(n71)59N+4(n71)< 59N+sg+‘ | ) 4(n71)(89+| ‘ )—
The conclusion now follows by applying Th. to L. O

Endowed with the previous proposition we can show that the conformal class of [gy] 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. assume that m > 3. Then [gn], the conformal class of gn,
contains a (possibly incomplete) scalar-flat metric. If sy| rny s uniformly positive then [gn] contains a (possibly
incomplete) metric with positive scalar curvature.

Proof. By Prop. we know that L is non-negative on C°(N). Then for every open set @ C N we have

0 < inf{(Lu,u)r2(0 gy|q), Supp(u) C €2, HUH%z(Q,gN\Q) =1}

10



We can thus apply [I5, Th. 1] (see also [32, Lemma 3.10]) to conclude that there exists a smooth function
such that ¥ (z) > 0 for each « € N and Ly = 0. Let v := *("=2)  Then the scalar curvature of the metric

g := ~ygn is given by
n+2
s =1 n2Lap =0.
Consider now the case where s,|f(y) is uniformly positive. This means that there exists a positive constant
¢ such that s,(f(xz)) > c for each € N. Arguing as in the proof of Prop. we can show easily that
(L, ) r2(N,gn) = Cll@llL2(n,gn) for every ¢ € CZ°(N) and thus

n —

1
210l an)

<L¢7 ¢>L2(N,gN) 2 4c
for every ¢ € C2°(N). Let A € (0,4¢2=1) be arbitrarily fixed. Then the operator L := L — ) satisfies

. n—1
(Lo rzvan = (16275 = A) ol

for every ¢ € C°(N). Then, by repeating the above argument, we have

0< inf{<i’u7u>L2(Q,gN\sz)7 supp(u) C €, ||U||%2(Q,9N\Q) =1}

for every open set & C N. We can thus apply again [I5, Th. 1] or [32, Lemma 3.10]) to conclude that there
exists a smooth function 8 such that B(z) > 0 for each z € N and L3 = 0, that is L3 = A\j3. Let v := g4 (=2),
Then the scalar curvature of the metric g := vgy is given by

n

s; =B "2LB =BT "2AB

which is a positive function on . O

We collect now various applications of Th. We are particularly interested in two Dirac operators that
appear naturally in many problems of Riemannian geometry and geometric analysis: the spin-Dirac operator
0 and the Hodge-de Rham operator d + df. 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 [2I] 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), p), consisting of
1. a Spin(m)-principal bundle Pspin(M) — M;

2. a twofold covering 5 : Pspin(M) — Pso(M) such that the diagram

PSpin(M) X Spin(m) Emd PSpin(M)

l(ﬁﬁp) lp

Pso(M) X SO(m) E— Pso(M) — M

commutes.

Note that in the above diagram Pgo(M) denotes the principal SO(m)-bundle over M induced by g, the
horizontal maps Pspin(M) X Spin(m) — Pespin(M) and Pso(M) x SO(m) — Pso(M) are the right group
actions of Spin(m) and SO(m), respectively, and finally the map p : Spin(m) — SO(m) is the twofold covering
homomorphism which fits into the short exact sequence of groups

1 — {1,—1} — Spin(m) 5 SO(m) — 1.

We refer to [21, Th. 2.10] for a precise definition of p. 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 we (M) = 0, that is the second Stiefel-Whitney class of M vanishes and, if ws(M) = 0, the distinct
Riemannian spin structures on (M, g) are in one-to-one correspondence with the elements of H'(M,Zs), see
ie. [2I, Th. 1.7].

11



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 fixzed Riemannian
spin structure Ppin () (M) — M.

Let us now consider a Riemannian spin manifold (M, g) and let Pgpin (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 (XM, 7) — M, which is called
the spinor bundle. Moreover the Levi-Civita connection of T'M lifts to a Hermitian connection on >M,

VE: C®(M, M) — C°(M,T*M @ *M)
called the spinor connection. The spin-Dirac operator
0:C°(M,XM)— C*(M, M)

is the first order, formally self-adjoint, elliptic differential operator obtained by composing the spinor connection
V> with the isomorphism induced by ¢

T"M@EXM=TM®X%

and the Clifford multiplication
C®(M, TM @ EM) — C*°(M,XM)

see [21, Ch. II] for details. Locally @ has the following description: let U C M be an open neighbourhood such
that TM|y is trivial and let {e1, ..., e} be an orthonormal frame for TM|y. Give any s € XM |y we have

m
_ by
O0s = E ek Vg, s
k=1

with - denoting the Clifford multiplication, see [2I, Ch II, §5]. The space of L?-harmonic spinors of the spinor
bundle (X,7) — M is defined as
ker(d) N L*(M, XM, g, 7).

At this point we can give the following

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

We have now all the ingredients for the next

Theorem 2.1. Let (M,g) be a Riemannian manifold with s, > 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 Popinm)(N) — N be an arbitrarily fized Riemannan spin structure on N and let
(XN,7) — N and 3 be the corresponding spinor bundle and spin-Dirac operator. Then every L?-harmonic
spinor of (XN, 7) — N has constant length and consequently

dim (ker(d) N L*(N, =N, gn, 7)) < 2™/2
if n is even whereas
dim (ker(d) N L*(N, XN, gy, 7)) < 2(n=1/2
if n is odd.

Proof. Let (XN, 7) — N be the spinor bundle of (N, gn) with respect to an arbitrarily fixed Riemannian spin
structure and let d : C°°(N,EN) — C*°(N,XN) be the corresponding spin-Dirac operator. Let A2 := 808 be
the spin Laplacian and let

Vi C%°(N,T*N @ ¥N) — C*(N,N)

be the formal adjoint w.r.t. g and 7 of the spinor connection V*. The Lichnerowicz formula [21, Th. 8.8] tells
us that

1
Aj = V™0 V¥ 4 Zsgy

12



with sg, the scalar curvature of (N, gy). By arguing as in the proof of Prop. we get that the second

. 2
inequality in (6)) holds true for ¢ = w

, namely

A %(Ricg(/\/,N) +141)

is non-negative on C2°(N). Concerning the first inequality in @, by , we have

1 1. 1 1
Toax + 3 (RIGUVN) + A1) = L5+ 1 (55 + A1 = s55) ()
1
= (g + 141 2 0

as sq > 0. The conclusion now follows from Th. and the fact that the rank of YN is 2%/2 if n is even and
2(n=1)/2 if n is odd, see e.g [19, Prop. 1.2.1]. O

Corollary 2.2. In the setting of Th. if in addition (N,gn) has infinite volume then (N, gn) carries no
non-trivial L?-harmonic spinors. In particular this is the case if there exists a constant 0 # 6 € R such that
Sg > 52> 0.

Proof. The first statement follows immediately from Cor. If s, > 6% > 0 then we have

1 1 1 52
T8an + 5 Ricg(NN) + A7) = 2(sg +]4]%) = — > 0.
4 2 4 4
Therefore by the forth point of Cor. we can conclude that volg, (N) = 4o0. O

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 then M is also spinnable, see e.g. [19 p. 20]. Since (R™*!,g.), with g, 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 — (R"*! g.) 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
fiN— (R go)
such that (N, gn) is complete then (N, gn) carries no non-trivial L?-harmonic spinors.

Proof. Thanks to the above observation we know that N is spinnable. Since f : N — (R"*! g.) 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 [I7, Lemma 2.2]. Now the conclusion follows immediately by
Cor. O

Corollary 2.3. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold with sq > 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

Sgny = —2Ricy (N, N). (12)

Proof. By the third point of Cor. and we get that |A| vanishes and thus f : N — (M, g) is totally
geodesic. For the same reason s4|n vanishes. Now the Gauss-Codazzi equation for the scalar curvature tell us
that

Sgn = —2Ricy(N,N)

as required. O

Corollary 2.4. Let (M,g) be a Riemannian manifold with s, > 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 A—genus of N satisfies the upper bound

n

JA(N)| < 2",
If in addition 71 (N) is infinite then
A(N) =0.

2. If A(N) # 0 and Ricy,(N,N) > 0 then (N,gn) is Ricci-flat with m (N) finite and H'(N,R) = {0}.
Moreover (M, g) is also Ricci-flat.

Proof. First of all we recall that A(N ), the fl—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 [21I] for details. Let (XN,7) — N be an arbitrarily fixed
spinor bundle over N. Then ¥ N decomposes as XN = ENT @& XN, with XNT and XN~ the spinor bundle
of positive/negative chirality, and the spin-Dirac operator O satisfies

Olco (N mnt) : CF(N,ENF) — C®(N,ENTF).
The Atiyah-Singer index theorem then shows that
A(N) = dim (ker(d] o (v sn+)) — dim (ker(d] oo (v 5n-))) -
Consequently we have
A(N) < dim (ker(d|coe (v mn+))) and  — A(N) < dim (ker(d|coe (v 2N -))) -

Snce YNT and XN~ are both complex vector bundles of complex rank QHT_Q, we can conclude by Cor.
that |[A(N)| < 2"7°. Assume now that 71(N) is infinite. Let N — N be the universal covering of N and
let f: N — M be the lift of f. According to [I0, p. 46] we know that f: N — (M, g) is still a stable
minimal immersion. Therefore, as N is still spinnable, we can apply Cor. to conclude that there are no
non-trivial L?-harmonic spinors on (N ,95)- Finally by Atiyah’s L?-index theorem [I, Th. 3.8], we can conclude
that A(N) = 0. We now deal with the second point. Since A(N) # 0 we know that on (N, gy) there exists a
non-trivial harmonic spinor s. Note now that since IV is compact we can pick the constant sequence of functions
¢n = 1 in the proof of Th. Thus (8)) gives in this case

[ dlslf2 = (Ricy (VN + AP sy dvoly =0, [ (p((Ricy (N N) +[4P)s.5)) del, = 0.
N N

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

/ (Ricg(J\f,N))|s|;2)) dvoly =0
N

and since |s|, # 0 and Ricy(N,N) > 0 we can conclude that Ricy,(N,N) = 0. Hence by we obtain
that (N, gn) is scalar flat. Furthermore we know that N carries no Riemannian metrics with positive scalar
curvature since A(N) # 0, see [21, Cor. 8.9]. Therefore by [22, Th. 2.30] we can conclude that (N,gy) is
actually Ricci-flat. Moreover by the first statement of this corollary we know that 71 (N) is finite and by [16]
Th. 4.1] we obtain that H*(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 A(N) # 0. Therefore, by applying again [22] Th. 2.30], we can conclude that (M, g) is Ricci flat,
as well. O

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 L?>-harmonic forms of degree k is defined as

HE(N, g) := ker(A) N L2Q¥(N, g)

where

Ap : Q¥(N, g) = Q¥(N, g)
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denotes the Hodge Laplacian. Since
Ay : L*QF (N, g) — L*QF(N, g)
with initial domain QF(N) is essentially self-adjoint, we get that
H5(N, g) = ker(dy,) Nker(dj_,) N L*Q" (N, g) (13)

with d, : QF(N) — QF~1(N) the formal adjoint of dj_1 : Q¥~1(N) — Q¥(N) w.r.t. g. Let us consider now the
Dirac operator
d+d': Q*(N) = Q°(N)

with Q*(N) = @, Q%(N) and d + d'|or(ny = di + dj,_,, usually called the Hodge-de Rham operator or the
Gauss-Bonnet operator. Then can be reformulated as

HE(N, g) = ker(d + d') N L*Q%(N, g).

The advantage of bringing d + df into the description of the space of L2-harmonic forms is that now we can
use Th. to deal with their vanishing over a stable minimally immersed hypersurface. More precisely let
(M, g) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension m 4 1 and let N be an oriented manifold of dimension m which
carries a stable minimal immersion f : N — (M, g) such that (N, gy) is complete. The vanishing of H3(N, gn)
holds if and only if (IV, gn) has infinite volume while the vanishing of Hi (N, gx) has been already extensively
studied, see e.g. [28], [30] and [38]. In particular it is known that Hi(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 H5(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 Weintzenbock formula the Hodge Laplacian on (N, gn) acting
on p-forms decomposes as
A,=V'oV+B,

with V : QP(N) — C®(N,T*N @ A*T*N) the connection induced by the Levi-Civita connection and B, a
suitable endomorphism of A*T*M that can be expressed in term of the curvature operator of (N, gy) and
the Clifford multiplication, see e.g. [3I, Th. 50]. According to [35, Th. 1] B, can be decomposed as B, =
By ext + Bp res, With By ext and By yes two further endomorphisms of A¥T* N with the following properties: B res
depends only on R, the curvature operator of (M,g), and if R, > v with v € R then By es > p(n — p)y.
Conversely By, ext depends only on the second fundamental form of f : N — (M, g). In particular if we denote
with k1, ..., k, the principal curvatures of IV, then we have the estimate

By ot > i K K. 14
POt = ) Jal=p O (14)

with o = {j1,....,Jp} € {1,...,n}, Ko = kj, + ... + k;, and K,, defined analogously with respect to *xa :=
{1,...,n} \ . 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 ¥ be an oriented manifold of
dimension m with a stable minimal immersion f : X — (M, g) such that (X, gs) is complete. Let 2 <p < .

1. If m >4 and Ry, > 0 (or more generally there exists v € R such that Ry > 7 and p(m—p)y+Ricg(N,N) >
0) and |A]?> — K2 >0 for any o C {1,...,m} with |a| = p, then every L%-harmonic p-form on (%, gs) has
constant length. If in addition ¥ is not totally geodesic or Ricy(N,N) is somewhere positive on f(X),
then

H5 (2, 95) = Hy' P (%, 95) = {0}

2. Ifm > 6 and secy € [a,b] with0 < a < b < &4, pa with €y, ,, the constant defined in and |A]? - K2 >0
for any o C {1,...,m} with |a| = p, then

H5 (5, g5) = Hy' P (2, 9n) = {0}

3. If m > 6 and secy € [a,b] with 0 < a < b < ¢pa, ¢ the constant defined in and |A|*> — K2 >0 for
any o C {1,...,m} with |a| =2, then

H%(ngE) = H?_2(2»92) = {0}
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Proof. First of all we point out that thanks to the L?-Poincaré duality it is enough to prove that H5 (X, gs) = {0}.
Consider now the Weintzenbock formula for the Hodge Laplacian on (3, gs) acting on p-forms

A, =V'oV+ B,

Since f : ¥ — (M, g) is stable we know that the second inequality in (6)) holds true for ¢ = Ric(N,N) + |A[?,
that is
A — Ric, (N, N) — |A]?

is non-negative on C2°(X). Concerning the first inequality in @ we have
By + Ricg(N,N) + [A? = By res + Byext + Ricg (N, N) + A%

As recalled above, see [35] Th. 1], if there exists v € R such that R, > 7 then B, 1es > p(m — p)7y, see also [18].
Therefore we obtain
By ves + Ricg (N, N) > yp(m — p) + Ricy(N,N) > 0.

In particular By yes + Ricg (N, N) > 0 whenever R, > 0. Indeed in this case we get that both
Ricy,(W,N) >0 and B, res > 0.
For the other term we have

By ext + |A|* > |A]* + KoFo > A + ~K3>0 (15)

in min
aC{l,..,m}, |a|=p aC{l,..,m}, |a|=p

as K,o = —K, given that f : ¥ — (M, g) is minimal and |A|> — K2 > 0 for any o C {1,...,m} with |a| = p, by
assumptions. Thus by Th. we can conclude that every L2-harmonic p-form on (X, gs) has constant length.
Note now that the inequality yp(m — p) 4+ Ricg(N,N) > 0 implies Ricg(N,N) > 0 regardless the sign of .
Indeed it is obvious that Ricy(N,N) > 0 if v < 0 whereas if v > 0 then R, > 0 and thus Ricy(N,N) > 0.
Therefore if in addition we assume that ¥ is not totally geodesic or Ric, (N, N) is somewhere positive on f(X),
we can then apply the fourth point of Cor. with ¢ = |A|> + Ricy (N, N) to conclude that

volg () =400  and  HY(X,gx) = {0}.
The proof of the first point is thus complete. Let us tackle now the second point and let

plm - )2+ 1) 4 3m
e — p)(a 1) (16)

with p:= [(m + 1)/2]. As explained above it is enough to prove that H5(X, gx) = {0}. Arguing as in we
know that By ext + |A|? > 0. For the remaining term, B, ;es + Ricg (N, N), we have

a+b_b—a
2 6

By res + Ricg(N,N) > p(m — p) ( (4p — 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 < &, ,a. We can thus conclude that

B, + Ric, (N, N) + |A]* >0

and so each L2-harmonic p-form on (X, gs) has constant length. Finally note that |A|? + Ricy(N,N) is a
positive function on X, given that (M, g) is positively pinched. Therefore by the forth point of Cor. we can
conclude that H5 (X, gs) = {0}. Let us tackle now the third point. By arguing as in the proof of the second
point it suffices to show that By + |A|? 4+ Ricy (N, N) > 0. Let

% if m is even,
Cm, 1= (17)
7(121(:;:;;5) if m is odd

By we know that Ba ext + |A|? > 0. In order to conclude we are left to prove that

BQ,res + Rng(N, N) Z 0.
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Let us consider an arbitrarily fixed w € Q%(X). According to [40, Lemma 2.2] given any point p € ¥ there exists
an open neighbourhood U and an orthonormal trivialization {ey, ..., en} of TE|y such that

¢ ¢
. 1 . _ . .
_ p2i—1 2t _ (p2i—1 21 _ p2 2i—1
w= i; a;f NG = 5 2221 a; (6 A6 07 NG ) (18)
where 2¢ < m, {61, ...,0,,} is the dual basis of {ej,...,e,,} and «; are smooth functions on U. Therefore by

writing
‘

w = Z ay 0" A 6°

r,s=1
with o, s smooth functions on U, we get
= r=2—1,s=2
& r=2,5=2i—1 (19)

2
0 otherwise

Now, with a little abuse of notation, let us still denote with g the metric on A2T*Y induced by gs. By [42]
(2.2)], see also |24, §3], we have

gs:(Baw,w) = 2Ric; joi o1 + Rij koo,

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

¢
. . 2
g5 (Baw, w) = g (Ricgi—1,2i—1 + Ricgs 2:)aj
i=1
1L
+ 3 (Ra2i,2j,2j—1,2i-1 + Roi—1,2j—1,25,2i — R2i2j—1,2j,2i—1 — R2i—1,2j,2j—1,2i) i
i,j=1
¢
1 . . 9
=3 E (Ricgi—1,2i—1 + Ricas 2 — 2R2i 2i—1,2i,2i—1)0
i=1
1L
+ 3 E (Ra2i,2j,2j—1,2i—1 + Rai—1,2j—1,25,2i — R2i2j—1,2j,2i—1 — Rai—1,2j,2j—1,2i) i
i
Ll ¢
. . 2
=3 E (Ricgi—1,2i—1 + Ricai 2i — 2Roi,2i—1,2i2i—1)0F — E Roi_1,2i,2j—1,2j00;5
i=1 itj=1

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

gE(Blreswvw) + Ricg(N,N)gg(w,w) =

4 m 14
1 — — _ . -
B} Z (Z(RZil,k,Qil,k + Roik2ik) — 2R2i 2i-1,2i,2i—1 + Rlcg(N,N)> 0122 - Z Roi_1,24,2j—1,2j0005 =

i=1 \k=1 i7j=1
1t ¢
_ _ . ) _
3 g (R2i—1,k,2i—1,k + Roik,2i,k) + Ricg(N,N) | of — E Roi_1,2i,2j—1,2500,
i=1 \ k<m,kA2i—1,2i i1

where we denoted with Ei, j.k,1 the components of the curvature tensor of (M, g) and in the last equality we used
the symmetries of Ei,jym and some trivial cancellation of equal terms with opposite sign. Since we assumed
that 0 < a < secy, < b we can apply Berger’s inequality [2, (7)] to obtain the upper bound [R; ;5| < 2(b— a).
Together with Young’s inequality and the assumption on the pinching of secy, namely that b < ¢,,a with ¢,

17



defined in , we get
g5 (B resw, w) + Ricgy (N, N)gs(w,w) =

¢ ¢
1 1 —
5 > Y. (ata)+ma]ai- 3 Y Raicizizi-12il(0f +af) =
i=1 \ k<m,k#2i—1,2i i#j=1
‘ ¢ ‘
3m —4)a b—a 3m—4)a 2(0—-1)(b—a
GmAasm g2 DS (a2 o) = (< . )>Za?20,
i=1 i£j=1 i=1
given that
2(6-1) [ m=2 if m is even,
3 | &2 ifmisodd
and thus

6
. 3 (11mg18)a _ (mg2)b if m is odd

(Bm—4)a 2(0-1)(b—a) _ { (im—16)a _ (mgz)b if m is even,

We can thus conclude that also in this case
By + Ricy (N, N) + |A]> > 0
and thus H3(Z, gs2) = {0}, as required. O
We have now various comments and corollaries.

Remark 2.1. The definition of the curvature operator adopted in [{l, 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. appears
(afb — 222 (4 — 1)) rather than (a+b— °5%(4p — 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 c,, ! < 1—21 < % for any value of m, hence a complete simply connected Riemannian
manifold (M, g) satisfying the pinching of the third point of Th. s not necessarily diffeomorphic to a sphere,
contrary to what happens in [£2] where the pinching constant is 17+ Note also that the pinching condition used in
the third point of Th. is weaker than the one used in second point of the same theorem for p = 2. Moreover
the pinching and the condition Ry > 0 are independent, see Remark below.

Remark 2.3. Here we collect some remarks about the condition |A]? — K2 > 0.

i) When p = 1 it is immediate to verify that the condition |A|> — K2 > 0 is always satisfied. Therefore
to have By + |A|? + Ricy(N,N) > 0 it suffices to require By res + Ricy(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(X)
and v € Ty M we have By resv + Ricy(Ny, N;) = biRicy (v, N). We recall that biRicy(v, N,) denotes
the bi-Ricci curvature along v and Ny, that is biRic,(v,N;) = Ricy(v,v) + Ricg(Ny, Ny) — secy (v, Ny),
and that if secy > 0 then biRicy > 0.

it) 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) Givenm andp € {2,...,m—2}, the conditions H = 0 and |A|*~K2 > 0 for any multi-index o with |a| = p
do not necessarily implies that the hypersurface is totally geodesic: for example (—k,0,...,0,k) € R™
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|? is bounded. However, if |A|? satisfies a suitable bounds, the hypothesis |A|*> — K2 > 0 can be dropped,
see Theorem below.

The next proposition exhibits some sufficient conditions to have |A|?> — K2 > 0. More precisely:

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

1. If for every point x € % there are at most four non-zero principal curvatures, then |A|> — K2 >0 for each
a C{1,...,m}.
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2. if for every point x € X there are exactly two non-zero principal curvature, +k, both with the same
multiplicity 2 < 1 < m/2, then |A|? — K2 >0 for each o C {1, ..., m} with |a| < V2.

Proof. The first point can be easily reduced to [38, Lemmal]. In the second one we have
|A]? = K2 > (2l — |a)k* >0
since we assumed |a| < v/21. O

Corollary 2.5. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension m+1 and let ¥ be an oriented manifold of
dimension m > 4 with a stable minimal immersion f : X — (M, g) such that (2, gs) is complete. Assume that
Ry > 0 (or more generally there exists v € R such that Ry >~y and p(m—p)y+Ricy,(N,N) >0), |[A]*> - K2 >0
for any o C {1,....m} with || = p and H5(Z, g5) # {0} for some p € {2,...m — 2}. Then X is compact,
totally geodesic and Ricy(N,N') vanishes.

Proof. Clearly the first point of Th. and Cor. imply that f : ¥ — (M,g) is totally geodesic and
Ricy (N, N) vanishes. Let us show that ¥ is necessarily compact. The Gauss-Codazzi equation and the assump-
tions on (M, g) tell us that Ricy, > 0 and therefore if ¥ is not compact it has necessarily infinite volume thanks
to [39, Th. 7]. Since every L?-harmonic p-form has constant length this would implies that H5 (%, gs) = {0},
which contradicts the assumption H5 (X, gs) # {0}. We can thus conclude that ¥ is compact. O

Theorem 2.4. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension m+ 1 and let ¥ be an oriented manifold of
dimension m > 4 with a stable minimal immersion f : ¥ — (M, g) such that (£, gx;) is complete. If Ry > v >0,

Ricy, > b > 0 and |A]* < % with p € {2,...,m — 2} then

'HZQ)(Z,QE) = ,Hgnip(z7gz) = {0}.
Proof. Let o C {1,...,m} with |@| = p. Since ¥ is minimal, with the notation introduced in we have
K2 = K2, hence

Ki =< min{p, m —p}|A|2 < |A|2 + ’YP(m - p) +b < Bresp + ‘A|2 + Ricg(NaN)~

Therefore

Bres,p + |A|? + Ricy (M, N) + ~K2>0

min
aC{l,....m}, |a|=k
and the above inequality amounts to saying that
By res + Bext,p + Ricg (N, N) + |A]? > 0.
We can thus conclude by the first point of Th. and the fourth point of Cor. that H5(Z,g9x) =
Hy' P(2,95) = {0}. O

It is interesting to investigate the consequences of the previous result in the case of the round sphere S™+1.

In this setting we have v = 1 and b = m. Given 2 < p < 3, the bound of the previous theorem becomes
p(m —p) +m
|A[? < B(p,m) = o1

Note that § is decreasing in p. Hence we have a stronger, but uniform in p, bound by taking p = [%] After
some standard algebraic manipulation we can see that

ﬁ([%},m)>m if and only if m <7 or m = 9. (20)

Comparing with the non existence result of [0, Corollary 1.3] and the classification of [25, Th. 1.1], we have
that Th. yields a new and complete vanishing in S™** for m € {6,7,9}. More precisely:

Corollary 2.6. Let f : ¥ — S™T! be a complete, oriented, stable, minimally immersed hypersurface, with
m € {6,7,9}. If the bound

e tm 15/2 if n=6,
(3] -1 20/3 if n=09

holds true, then for any p € {0, ...,m} we have
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In addition to the above result we point out that for a fixed p € {2, ....,m/2} the inequality |A| < B(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 3(p, m) > m iff m > p?/2. Therefore whenever the latter inequality holds true the vanishing of H5 (%, g»)
is new and does not follows from the classification given in [25]. For instance we have 5(2,m) > m for any
m > 2 and (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 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 ¥ has to be a hyperplane, see
[7, [6, [8, [, 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 R™T! that are not hyperplanes. Let consider the case of m = 2n and let
¥ be the minimal graph described in [3]: it is a graph of the type x,,11 = F(u,v), where u = /2% + -+ + 22

and v = (/22 41+ -+ 22, Because of the symmetries and minimality, ¥ has two principal curvatures: +k,
both with multiplicity n. By Proposition point 1 and Theorem [2.3] point 1 we have that for any p < /m

IHIZJ(E7QE) = Hgnip(zvgil) = {O}

3.2 Spaces with nonnegative curvature operator

Famous examples of Riemannian manifolds with nonnegative curvature operator are R™, S™ and CP™, each
one endowed with its standard metric. In [4, Section 6.5] it is showed that S?"*! with a Berger metric with
parameter § has non-negative curvature operator if and only if 0 < § < 2242 (see Lemma below). Moreover

2n+1
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 > 0 is automatically satisfied, see [38, Lemmal]. 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 [6l Corollary 1.3].

Examples of dimension 5 of particular interest are: S? x R3, S3 x R2, S* x R, S°, $2 x §3, $%2 x 2 x R,
CP? x R.

Examples of dimension 6 of particular interest are: S? x R*, S x R?, $* x R?, S$® x R, S8, S x $%, $3 x S3,
S? x $? x $2, 82 x S xR, S? x S x R? and CP? x R2.

Note that in the above list, when more spherical factors appears, they can have different radii. Moreover
the factors S® (resp. S°) could be endowed with a Berger metric gs for any § < 3 (resp. 6§ < ).

Because of the non-negativity of the curvature operator, Theorems 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. %, S% x 3, S8, S? x §%, S3 x S? and S? x S? x S? 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. S* xR, CP? xR, S$? xS?2 xR, S5 x R and S? x S? x 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 x R endowed with
the product metric. Then every complete, orientable, immersed, stable minimal hypersurface of M is a
horizontal slice N x {to} for some ty € R.
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Proof. By the hypothesis on (N, gn) we have that M has uniformly positive bi-Ricci curvature and
Ricpys > 0 with Ricpy (X, X) = 0 if and only if X is tangent to the factor R. Applying [0, Theorem
1.2] we have that every complete, orientable, immersed, stable minimal hypersurface of M is compact.
Compactness together with stability condition and Ricy; > 0 implies that every such hypersurface satisfies

|A|2 = RiCM(N,./\/') =0.
In particular we deduce that A is everywhere parallel to the factor R. Therefore the result follows. [

3. S? xR2, $2 x R3, S* x R2?, S? x R3, S2 x R%, S% x S? x R? and CP? x R? do not satisfy the hypothesis of
[0, Theorem 1.2]. To the best of our knowledge, Theorem 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 § > 0 and let g5 be the
Berger metric of parameter 6 on S?**! with n > 2. This metric can be described as follows: embedd canonically
S+l ¢ R#H2 = C™*1| let J be the complex structure of C"*! and, for any p € S, let £, = Jp. Then £ is
a vector field tangent to the sphere called Reeb vector field. Let n be the 1-form dual to £, and o = g; be the
standard round metric on the sphere then we define

g5:J+(5—1)n2.

By definition g5(&,&) = §. Let H be the 2n-dimensional distribution orthogonal to &, then, with an abuse of
notation, we call J the complex structure on H. Let & = 5_55.

Lemma 3.1. Let § > 0, consider the Berger sphere (S* 1, gs), then for any X,Y orthogonal unit vector in H
with Y # +JX the following holds:

1. the sectional curvatures are:
secgé(f,X) =10, secy (X,JX)=4-30, secy(X,Y)=1,
in particular secg; > 0 for any 6 < %;
2. the Ricci curvature tensor is:
Ricg, (€,€) = 2nd, Ricy, (X, X) = 2n+ 2 — 24,
and zero elsewhere, in particular Ricgs > 0 for any 6 <n+1;

3. the scalar curvature is:
8¢5 = 2n(2n +2 —9).

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

o 0 with multiplicity n(n + 1);
o 2 — & with multiplicity n® — 1;
e 2n+2— (2n + 1)§ with multiplicity 1,

In particular the curvature operator is positive (resp. non-negative) defined for any § < g:iﬁ (resp.
§ < 2n+2
= 241/

Proof. The case § = 1 is trivial, so from now on let § # 1. It is well known that the metric g = |(1 — 6%)]gs
on S§?"*1 is the induced metric of a geodesic sphere in a complex space form: in particular if 0 < § < 1
(resp. 6 > 1), then § is the induced metric of a geodesic sphere of CP" ! (resp. CH"!) of radius p such that
cos?(p) = d (resp. cosh®(p) = 6). The sectional curvatures of the metrics § can be found in [ Section 6.4].
Rescaling by a factor |1 — §2| gives the proof of item 1. Items 2. and 3. follows directly. Finally, the eigenvalues
of the curvature operator of g 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 — §2|. O
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Thanks to Lemma [3.I] we are able to apply the results of Section [2] to stable minimal hypersurfaces of the
Berger spheres.

Theorem 3.1. Let f: ¥ — (S gs) be a complete oriented stable minimally immersed hypersurface of the
Berger sphere (S*"*1, gs), with n > 2.

1. If 0 < 6 < 2n+ 2, then X has no non-trivial L?-harmonic spinors.

2n+1° 8n24n-+18
a C{1,...,m} with |a| = p, then

2. If0 <6 < max{2"+2 4(2n2+"+6)} and there exist a p € {2,...,n} such that |A]> — K2 > 0 for any

HE (S, 95) = Hy" P (2, 95) = {0}.
3. If =l <5 < w and |A]? — K2 >0 for any o C {1,...,m} with |a| = 2, then

17m—14 26
H3 (S, g5) = H3" % (2, 95) = {0}

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

2. If 6 < 22"‘?, thanks to Lemma we have that Ry, > 0 and Ricg, > 0, hence the result follows by

2
Theorem point 1. Note that 2242 < 4@t i oy only if n < 6. So from now on let n > 6 and

2n+1 — 8n2+4+n+18
4(2n°+n+6) 2n42
8n2+n+18 <6< 2n+1"°

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

202 +n+6

€2n,p = Eonn = m7

where the constant €9, , was defined . Since in particular we are assuming 1 < § < %, by Lemma
we can apply Theorem point 2 with @ = 4 — 3§ and b = 4.

3. Let cg,, = 22=8 e the constant defined in . Using Lemma and some standard algebraic ma-

2(n—1)
nipulations we can see that with this choice of § the curvature hypothesis 0 < a < b < ¢g,a is satisfied.
Therefore we can apply Theorem point 3.
O

Remark 3.1. The curvature conditions used in Theorem - namely Rg > 0, 0 < a < b < egpna and
0 < a<b< copa - have clearly a big intersection, but the discussion about the parameter § in the proof of
Theorem 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 ¥ with
compact support we have

/N(\A|2+Ricg(/\/,./\/)u2dvolgN g/N|vu|2dvolgN (21)

We point out that we are not requiring that || N U dvolg, = 0 as in the usual definition of stability (sometimes
called weak stability) for CMC hypersurfaces, see [I4] and the reference therein. Since condition 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 =) . \;, where \; are the principal curvatures of the hypersurface.

The next result extends Theorem 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 (S?"*1, gs) for n > 6. When n < 6

2n+2 4(2n*4n+6)
ont1 and Soe g

(resp. n = 6) the order of the special values of ¢ is the same except that 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 Pgpinm)(N) — N be an arbitrarily fived Riemannan spin structure on N and let
(XN, 7) = N and 9 be the corresponding spinor bundle and spin-Dirac operator. If the scalar curvature of the
ambient manifold satisfies s, + H*> > 0, then every L*-harmonic spinor of (SN,7) — N has constant length

and consequently
dim (ker(d) N L*(N, 2N, gn, 7)) < 22

if n is even whereas
dim (ker(ﬁ) N L*(N, EN,QN,T)) < o(n=1)/2

if n is odd. If (3, gs) has infinite volume, then (N, gn) carries no non-trivial L?-harmonic spinors.

Proof. We can repeat the proofs of Theorem and Corollary [2.2] with the following modifications: when
H#0, becomes
1
Ricg (N N) +[A]” = 5 (=sgy + 59+ H* + A7),

hence becomes

1 1 1
Toox + 5 (Ricg VA + [AP) = 25y + H? + |41%) > 0.

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

Theorem 4.2. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension m+ 1 and let ¥ be an oriented manifold of
dimension m > 4 with a stongly stable CMC immersion f : X — (M, g) such that (X, gs) is complete. Let H
be its mean curvature and let 2 < p < %

1. If Ry >0 (or more generally there exists v € R such that Ry >~ and p(m — p)y + Ricg(N,N) > 0) and
|A]? + Ko(H — K,) > 0 for any « C {1,...,m} with |a| = p, then every L?-harmonic p-form on (%, gs)
has constant length. If in addition X is not totally geodesic or Ricy(N,N) is somewhere positive on f(X),
then

Hg(zagﬂ) = H;nip(zagg) = {0}

2. If secy € [a,b] with 0 < a < b < ey, pa with €, , the constant defined in and |A> + Ko(H — K,) >0
for any a C {1,...,m} with |a| = p, then

Hy (2, 95) = Hy' P(%,9%) = {0}

3. Ifsecy € [a,b] with 0 < a <b < ¢pa, ¢ the constant defined in and |A> + Ko (H — K,) > 0 for any
a C{1,...,m} with |a| = 2, then

H%(E,gz) = H;n72(z7gz) = {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,, = H — K,
holds true for any o C {1,...,m}. O

We conclude with the following comment.

Remark 4.1. Concerning the condition |A|*> + Ko(H — K,) > 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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