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LOCAL BOUNDARY CONDITIONS FOR DIRAC-TYPE

OPERATORS

N. GROSSE, A. URIBE, AND H. VAN DEN BOSCH

Abstract. We consider Dirac-type operators on manifolds with boundary,
and set out to determine all local smooth boundary conditions that give rise
to (strongly) regular self-adjoint operators. By combining the general theory
of boundary value problems for Dirac operators as in [BB12] and pointwise
considerations, for local smooth boundary conditions the question of being
self-adjoint resp. regular is fully translated into linear-algebraic language at
each boundary point. We analyse these conditions and classify them in low
dimensions and ranks. In particular, we classify all local self-adjoint regular
boundary conditions for Dirac spinors (four spinor components) in dimensions
3 and 4. With the same techniques we can also treat transmission boundary
conditions.
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1. Introduction

The goal of this paper is to present a systematic study of local smooth boundary
conditions that give rise to self-adjoint Dirac operators and that satisfy an elliptic
regularity condition. Symmetric local smooth boundary conditions ensure that the
current perpendicular to the boundary vanishes pointwise on the boundary, and
are thus particularly relevant to describe a physical system with confined fermions.

The pointwise vanishing of the normal spinorial current is achieved by a large
family of boundary conditions. Within this family, we are interested in those satis-
fying an elliptic regularity property. Since the Dirac operator is a first-order elliptic
operator, regular boundary conditions are those where the graph norm of the opera-
tor controls the H1-norm in the domain. A general way to guarantee this regularity
is the Shapiro-Lopatinski condition, that translates the Fredholm property for gen-
eral (pseudo)-differential operators with boundary conditions into an algebraic (or
geometric) condition involving the principal symbol. We analyse this condition for
Dirac operators with symmetric local boundary conditions.

1.1. Overview of previous results. In this paper, we consider a d-dimensional
Riemannian manifold M , and a rank-N complex vector bundle S → M (more
precisely a bundle of Clifford modules, see below) whose sections will be called
spinors. The main example is a smooth domain M ⊂ Rd in Euclidean space with
a trivial bundle, but our discussion will be general. Before describing the setting
in detail, we quickly review some of the existing results on this subject in the
mathematical physics literature.

The case of domains M ⊂ R
2 has attracted considerable attention, since elec-

tronic excitations in graphene are described by a Dirac operator. For the actual
description of graphene, N = 4 spinor components are needed, but the case N = 2
is a useful toy model. In this context, a local boundary condition called infinite-
mass boundary condition has been introduced in the physics literature by [BM87].
The regularity of these boundary conditions has been established in [BFSV17b]. It
turns out that, in this case, at each point on the boundary there is a one-parameter
space of possible boundary conditions that are regular except for two values corre-
sponding to so-called zigzag boundary conditions.

For the actual graphene model with N = 4, so-called armchair or zigzag bound-
ary conditions arise from lattice terminations. Armchair conditions are regular (due
to the equivalence with infinite mass boundary conditions shown in [BFSV17a]),
while zigzag boundary conditions are not, see e.g. [Hol21].

In [AB08], the authors establish the general form of symmetric boundary condi-
tion for four-component spinors, i.e., the operator modeling graphene. In [BSVV22],
it is shown that these boundary conditions are generically regular, since the opera-
tor can be transformed in a direct sum of two-component operators, up to bounded
corrections.

We are not aware of a comprehensive analysis of possible boundary conditions
in dimension 3 and beyond. For the case d = 3 and N = 4, the most-studied local
boundary is the so-called mit-bag condition. It was introduced in the seventies by
physicists at MIT to model hadrons as fermions confined in a bag. This model was
finally shown to be self-adjoint in [BB16] or [OBV18]. A one-parameter family of
boundary conditions called generalized mit-bag has been studied in [AMSPV23],
as a limiting case of delta-shell interactions.
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In the Riemannian geometry setting, we refer to [BBW93], [BB16] and [Gin09]
for an introduction to boundary value problems for Dirac operators. In some
sense, the natural boundary condition from the geometry viewpoint is the non-
local Atiya-Patodi-Singer (aps) boundary condition. It guarantees that spinors
can be extended across the boundary, which in turn ensures the regularity of the
corresponding Dirac operator, and allows to generalize index theorems for compact
manifolds to the case of manifolds with boundary. Local boundary conditions have
also been considered, in particular those coming from a chirality operator and the
mit-bag boundary condition. (Note that, in the geometry, literature, the latter
boundary condition is taken to be skew-symmetric.)

1.2. Setting and notation. Before stating our results, we need some definitions
to describe spinors on general manifolds. The chief example to keep in mind is a
domain M ⊂ R

3 with the trivial spinor bundle S:=M × C
4. For the convenience

of the reader mainly interested in this case we first specify all the involved notions
explicitly; the setting for the general case will be given below.

So for now let M be a domain in R3 with smooth boundary, and S:=M × C4:
A spinor is a section of this bundle, which in this case is just a function from
M to C

4. The space of smooth sections of a bundle E will be denoted by C(E),
so that C(S) is the space of spinors on M and C(T ∗M) is the space of co-tangent
vector fields (one-forms), which in the Euclidean case can be identified with smooth
functions from M to R3. One then uses the mutually anticommuting Hermitian
Dirac matrices γ1, γ2, γ3 to define the operation of Clifford multiplication as a map
from C(T ∗M)× C(S) into C(S) by the formula

(ctψ)(x) =

3∑

j=1

t(x)jγjψ(x), for all t ∈ C(M × R
3), ψ ∈ C(S), and x ∈M.

We define an inner product on spinors by

(ψ, φ) :=

∫

M

〈ψ(x), φ(x)〉C4 dx,

and denote the completion of C(S) with respect to the corresponding norm by
L2(S). The Dirac operator is then defined as an unbounded operator in L2(S) that
acts as the differential expression

Dψ:= − i
3∑

j=1

γj∂ejψ = −i
3∑

j=1

cej∂ejψ.

In the geometry literature, it is usual to define Clifford-multiplication to be skew-
adjoint (which amounts to multiplying the γ-matrices by i), and there is no −i in
the definition of the Dirac operator. Throughout this paper, we will consider the
Clifford multiplication to be Hermitian.

In the general case, let (M, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold with boundary,
and let π : S →M be a bundle of Clifford modules over M . This means that there
is a natural bundle map Cℓ(T ∗M)⊗S → S that induces, for each p ∈M , an action
of the Clifford algebra of T ∗

pM on the fiber Sp = π−1(p). The induced action of
v ∈ TpM (identified with T ∗

pM using the metric g) on φ ∈ Sp is denoted by cvφ,
and satisfies cvcwφ+ cwcvφ = 2gp(v, w)φ for v, w ∈ TpM and φ ∈ Sp. Moreover, we
assume that S is equipped with a Hermitian bundle metric 〈., .〉 (being antilinear
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in the second component) such that the Clifford action is self-adjoint, S is also
equipped with a metric connection ∇ that satisfies the compatibility relation

∀φ ∈ C∞(S) ∇X(cY ψ) = c∇XY ψ + cY ∇Xψ(1.1)

for all smooth vector fields X,Y on M . Such a bundle S is called a Clifford bundle
and the sections of S will be called spinors (cf. [Roe98, Def. 3.4]).

The previous data give rise to a Dirac operator D on sections of S, given locally
by

Dψ = −i

d∑

j=1

cej∇ejψ,

where {ej} is any local orthonormal moving frame of S.
Recall that we denote the (complex) rank of S by N . In order for the Clifford

multiplication to exist it is necessary to have N ≥ 2⌊d/2⌋. In Riemannian geometry,
the Dirac operator (also called Atiyah-Singer-Dirac operator) is usually defined for
S being the spinor bundle of a Riemannian spin manifold for which has N = 2⌊d/2⌋,
while in physics the Riemannian manifold is often thought of as a space-like slice
of a (d+ 1)-dimensional Lorentzian manifold, and correspondingly N = 2⌊(d+1)/2⌋.

The Riemannian metric g induces an L2-inner product on spinors over M by

(ψ, ϕ):=

∫

M

〈ψ, ϕ〉dv,

where dv is the volume measure associated to g. As an operator in the first Sobolev
space W 1,2(S), D satisfies

(1.2) (Dψ,ϕ)− (ψ,Dϕ) = −i

∫

∂M

〈cνψ, ϕ〉dσ,

where ν is the outward unit normal, dσ is the volume element of ∂M , and we abused
the notation by writing ψ, ϕ on the right-hand-side for their boundary traces. It is
clear from this expression that in order to obtain a symmetric operator, a boundary
condition is needed.

Local boundary conditions on a spinor ψ are imposed by requiring that, at each
s ∈ ∂M , the value ψ(s) belongs in some subspace Λs ⊂ Ss of the fiber of S over
s. This differs from the definition of local boundary condition in [BB12, Def. 7.9]
where regularity as in Definition 4.1 is assumed. But this definition is equivalent
to the one used in [BB24, Def. 6.25], as follows from Lemma 2.2. More precisely
we define:

Definition 1.1. Let S|∂M be the restriction of S to ∂M . A local smooth boundary
condition is a smooth subbundle Λ ⊂ S|∂M .

Given such a Λ, the domain of the associated Dirac operator DΛ is

domDΛ = {ψ ∈ C(S) | ψ(s) ∈ Λs, ∀s ∈ ∂M}
‖.‖D

,

where .
‖.‖D

denotes the closure in the graph norm ‖ψ‖2D:=‖ψ‖2L2+‖Dψ‖2L2. Thus,
by definition, DΛ is a closed operator.

A boundary condition Λ will be called symmetric if and only if DΛ is symmetric,
i.e. for all ψ, φ ∈ dom DΛ it holds that

(DΛψ, φ) = (ψ,DΛφ).(1.3)
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If one is just interested in self-adjointness, the smoothness requirement of the
boundary condition can probably be relaxed to Cα-regularity for some sufficiently
large α, but not completely omitted: In [CL20], it is shown in a two-dimensional
example (the case of a half plane is included in their results for sectors by taking
ω = π/2) how jumps in the parameters defining the boundary conditions are an
obstacle to essential self-adjointness.

1.3. Main Results. Our first result identifies the local smooth boundary condi-
tions Λ for which DΛ is self-adjoint.

To formulate this result, let E±(cν) denote the subbundles of S|∂M whose fibers
E±(cν(s)) are the ±1 eigenspaces of cν(s) : Ss → Ss.

Theorem 1.2. Let (M, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold with boundary and
let S be a Clifford bundle over M of rank N = 2n. Let Λ ⊂ S|∂M be a smooth
subbundle. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) DΛ is self-adjoint
(ii) DΛ is symmetric and rankΛ = n
(iii) Λ is the graph of fiber-wise unitary bundle map from E+(cν) to E−(cν), i.e.,

there exists a smooth map F : E+(cν) → E−(cν) such that for each s, Fs is
unitary and Λs = {φ+ Fsφ| φ ∈ E+(cν(s))}.

We want to emphasize that the above results mean that for local smooth bound-
ary conditions the question of self-adjointness translates into pointwise linear al-
gebraic conditions. This is an important advantage of our choice to define DΛ

as the closure in the graph norm, rather then restricting it to H1 as in e.g.
[BFSV17b, OBV18].

The equivalence of (i) and (ii) follows directly from Lemma 2.3 (as shown below
that Lemma), and is an immediate application of the general theory on boundary
values for Dirac operators to the special case of local smooth boundary conditions.
The equivalence of (ii) and (iii) will be proven in Section 3. The proof amounts
to a description of the Grassmannian of n-dimensional subspaces Λs ⊂ (S|∂M )s
for which the symmetry condition 〈cν(s)u, v〉 = 0 holds for all u, v ∈ Λs. This
Grassmannian was determined by Arnold in [Arn00]. (We also point out that in
the recent preprint [JT24], a Dirac operator with a second order regularization is
studied, and the authors are also led to a study of a Grassmannian.)

Since the spaces E±(cν(s)) are both isomorphic to Cn, for each s there is an n2-
dimensional space of unitary transformations between them. However, it may not
be possible to define such a map continuously globally on ∂M . In Section 3.2, we
study the existence of self-adjoint local smooth boundary conditions. The following
theorem shows that there might be obstructions to the existence of a self-adjoint
local smooth boundary condition. (Recall that d = dimM and N = rank S.)

Theorem 1.3. In the cases d = 3, N = 2 and d = 5, N = 4, a self-adjoint local
smooth boundary condition exists if and only if there exists a unit tangent vector
field on ∂M .

A more detailed statement is given in Proposition 6.3 below. This theorem
implies that for bounded simply connected domains M ⊂ R3, it is not possible to
give a local symmetric boundary condition for 2-component spinors (Weyl spinors).
However, the situation can be remedied by doubling the rank of the spinor bundle,
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since then additional Dirac matrices become available. In the general case, such a
particular additional matrix corresponds to a chirality operator.

Definition 1.4. A chirality operator β : S → S is a unitary endomorphism of
vector bundles that commutes with the connection, anticommutes with Clifford
multiplication, and satisfies β2 = Id.

Such an operator splits the spinor bundle into a direct sum S = S+⊕S−, where
the fibers of S± are the ±1 eigenspaces of β. For d even and M orientable, Clifford
multiplication with the complex volume form gives such an operator β, [Gin09,
p. 32].

Theorem 1.5. Let (M, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold with boundary and
let S be a Clifford bundle over M of rank N = 2n, with a chirality operator whose
eigenbundles will be called S±. Then, self-adjoint local smooth boundary conditions
are in one-to-one correspondence with smooth sections of the bundle U(S+|∂M ) →
∂M of fiber-wise unitary endomorphisms of S+|∂M .

This correspondence is proved in Proposition 5.1, where we also show the explicit
form of the boundary condition generated by a section of U(S+|∂M ). In particu-
lar, if a chirality operator exists, there are always infinitely-many local smooth
symmetric boundary conditions.

In addition to self-adjointness we want to describe local smooth boundary condi-
tions that are elliptic. As already mentioned, the key tool to prove elliptic regularity
for local boundary conditions is the standard Shapiro–Lopatinski criterion (see e.g.
[Hör94, Chapter xx] for general pseudo-differential operators or [BBW93] for the
Dirac case). In Section 4 we investigate this criterion for local smooth boundary
conditions more closely. In particular, we show that the Shapiro-Lopatinski condi-
tion is sharp in our setting, in the sense that if it fails at a point on the boundary,
the corresponding boundary condition is not regular (see Proposition 4.5).

In Sections 5 and 6 we apply the previous results to investigate the existence of
elliptic symmetric boundary conditions in various settings. In Section 5 we consider
the case when a chirality operator is present. We obtain a general description of
such conditions, see Propositions 5.1 and 5.6, and in §6 we study these conditions
in low dimensions. A consequence of our analysis is that, in dimensions 3 and 5, no
regular symmetric local boundary conditions exist for the Dirac operator from Rie-
mannian geometry, i.e., with N = 2⌊d/2⌋. Again, regular local smooth symmetric
boundary conditions can be found by doubling the dimension of the spinor bundle.
For the low-dimensional cases d = 3, 4 and N = 4, we find an explicit parametriza-
tion of the boundary conditions satisfying the Shapiro-Lopatinski condition, see
Propositions 6.6 and 6.7.

In Section 7 we consider transmission conditions. Our definition includes the
transmission boundary conditions that appear in the setting of Dirac operators
with singular potentials in mathematical physics, cp. Example 7.3 . Transmission
conditions are not local boundary conditions in the sense of Definition 1.1 but our
results still apply after the right translation of the problems, see Theorem 7.4.

Acknowledgements. Our collaboration leading to this paper originates from
the hybrid workshop Analytic and Geometric Aspects of Spectral Theory at Casa
Matemática Oaxaca in August 2022. We are grateful to the organizers and BIRS for
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2. Preliminaries on boundary values for Dirac operators

In this section we give a short recap of the general theory of boundary condi-
tions from [BBW93, Hör94, BB16]. We restrict to the case where M is a compact
manifold with boundary (for M being noncompact with compact boundary, see
Remark 2.4.) We need to express D in a special form in a tubular neighborhood of
the boundary. Such a neighborhood is diffeomorphic to ∂M × [0, ǫ), where t ∈ [0, ǫ)
runs along unit normal geodesics to the boundary. When using the pull-back of the
embedding ι : ∂M × [0, ǫ) → M , we can and will in the following consider sections
of S|ι(∂M×[0,ǫ)) as t-dependent sections of ∂M . Then, the Dirac operator can be
written as

(2.1) D = −icν (∂t +At) ,

where At are first order differential operators acting on C∞(S|∂M ). For t = 0, A0 is
a Dirac-type operator on the closed manifold ∂M over the Clifford bundle S|∂M , and
therefore self-adjoint with domain H1(S|∂M ). We will denote by a(s, k) ∈ End(Ss)
the principal symbol of A0 (where s ∈ ∂M , k ∈ T ∗

s ∂M). It is defined by

(A0fu)(s) = (fA0u)(s) + a(s, df |s)u(s) ∀u ∈ C∞(S|∂M ), f ∈ C∞(∂M).

Since ∂M is compact, the spectrum of A0, denoted by σ(A0), is discrete. For any
I ⊂ R, we can define the generalized Sobolev spaces on the boundary

Hs(PIA0):=



u ∈ L2(S|∂M )

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

λj∈σ(A0)∩I

|λj |
2s‖Pλj

u‖2 <∞





where Pλj
is the orthogonal projection onto the eigenspace associated to λj .

Since A0 is a first-order elliptic operator on the closed manifold ∂M , we have
Hs(A0):=H

s(PRA0) ∼=W s,2(S|∂M ), the standard L2-based Sobolev space of order
s on S|∂M .

As usual, the boundary trace t∂M : C(S) → C(S|∂M ) extends to a bounded op-
erator from W s,2(S) to W s−1/2,2(S|∂M ) for s > 1

2 . By [BB16, Thm. 3.2] the trace
map can be extended further to

dom Dmax:={u ∈ L2(S) | Du ∈ L2(S)}

– the domain of the maximal Dirac operator – and for any λ /∈ σ(A0) we have

t∂M (dom Dmax) = Ȟ(A0):=H
1/2(P(−∞,λ)A0)⊕H−1/2(P(λ,+∞)A0).(2.2)

If dom Dmax is equipped with the graph norm and Ȟ(A0) with the norm induced
by the H±1/2-norms, this extension is continuous.

By [BB12, p. 4+6] the adjoint of the maximal Dirac operatorDmax is the minimal
Dirac operator Dmin whose domain equals

dom Dmin = {φ ∈ Ccc(S) | φ|∂M = 0}
‖.‖D

= {φ ∈ dom Dmax | t∂Mφ = 0}
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where Ccc(S) are the smooth spinors compactly supported in the interior of M .
For nonempty boundaries dom Dmin is strictly contained in dom Dmax. This is the
reason why in contrast to Laplace-type operators, the Dirichlet boundary condition
is not a self-adjoint boundary condition for the Dirac operator.

For further reference we collect some more results from [BB12]:

Lemma 2.1.

(i) [BB12, Prop. 7.2] The closed extensions D : dom D ⊂ L2(S) → L2(S) of
Dmin are in one-to-one correspondence to closed subsets B ⊂ Ȟ(A0) via B =
t∂M (dom D).

(ii) [BB12, Lem. 6.1] There is a partial inverse of the trace operator – the exten-
sion operator

E : Ȟ(A0) → dom Dmax

with t∂ME = IdȞ(A0)
and E(C(S|∂M )) ⊂ C(S).

(iii) [BB12, Lem. 6.3] Ȟ(A0)× Ȟ(A0) → C, (φ, ψ) 7→
∫
∂M

〈cνφ, ψ〉 is continuous.
(iv) [BB12, Thm. 6.7] The Green identity (1.2) is valid for all φ, ψ ∈ dom(Dmax).
(v) [BB12, Sec. 7.2] Let D : dom D ⊂ L2(S) → L2(S) be a closed extension

of Dmin with B = t∂M (dom D). Then, its adjoint operator is the closed
extension corresponding to

Bad:=

{
ψ ∈ Ȟ(A0)

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

∂M

〈cνφ, ψ〉 = 0 ∀φ ∈ B

}
.

The next two Lemmas specify these results to local boundary conditions. We
first identify the closed subspace corresponding to such a boundary condition.

Lemma 2.2. For a local smooth boundary condition Λ ⊂ S|∂M we have

BΛ:=t∂M (dom DΛ) = C(Λ)
‖.‖Ȟ

.

Proof. The inclusion ⊃ directly follows from the definition of DΛ and since BΛ is
defined to be closed in Ȟ(A0). For the other inclusion, let ψ ∈ BΛ. Then φ:=Eψ ∈
dom DΛ by Lemma 2.1(i). Hence, there is a sequence φn ∈ C(S) with φn|∂M ∈ C(Λ)
converging to φ in the graph norm. The continuity of t∂M : domDmax → Ȟ(A0)
thus implies that φn|∂M → t∂M (φ) = ψ in Ȟ(A0) which proves the claim. �

Then, we identify the boundary space for the adjoint operator.

Lemma 2.3. If Λ is a local smooth boundary condition, then its adjoint (DΛ)
∗ is

the Dirac operator DΛ∗ with local boundary condition Λ∗ defined by

(2.3) v ∈ Λ∗
s if and only if for all u ∈ Λs, 〈cν(s)u, v〉 = 0.

In particular, Λ∗ is a smooth subbundle of S|∂M with rank Λ + rank Λ∗ = N .

In view of this, DΛ is a symmetric operator if Λ ⊂ Λ∗, which amounts to

(2.4) 〈cν(s)u, v〉 = 0 for all u, v ∈ Λs, s ∈ ∂M,

and a self-adjoint operator if it is symmetric and rank Λ = N/2. Throughout the
paper, we will call such boundary conditions symmetric (resp. self-adjoint).
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Proof. By the definition of an adjoint, (DΛ)
∗ is a closed operator with domain being

a subset of domDmax. By Lemma 2.1.(i) it is characterized by the boundary traces
t∂M (dom(DΛ)

∗).
The inclusion dom DΛ∗ ⊂ dom (DΛ)

∗ follows from the Green’s identity (1.2),
which holds on the maximal domain in view of Lemma 2.1.

For the opposite inclusion, assume that ψ ∈ C(S) ∩ dom (DΛ)
∗. Then, for all

φ ∈ t∂M (dom DΛ), we have by the definition of an adjoint and the Green identity∫

∂M

〈cνψ|∂M , φ〉 = 0.

Fix s ∈ ∂M and v ∈ Λs and take a sequence φn ∈ C(Λ) that converges, in the sense
of distributions on ∂M , to δsv. Such a sequence can be constructed explicitly by
considering a trivialization of S|∂M in a neighborhood of s and suitable n-dependent
scalar functions. Then, by using the extension operator, Eφn ∈ dom DΛ and hence,∫

M

〈cνψ|∂M , φn〉 = 0 for all n ∈ N.

Taking the limit as n→ ∞ shows that

〈cν(s)ψ(s), v〉 = 0

and hence ψ|∂M ∈ C(Λ∗). Since smooth spinors are dense (for the graph norm) in
dom(DΛ)

∗, this shows the inclusion dom(DΛ)
∗ ⊂ dom DΛ∗ .

Finally, if rankΛ = k,

rank Λ∗ = dim Λ∗
s = N − dim(Ker cνPΛs

) = N − k

since cν(s) is nondegenerate. �

Remark 2.4. For all of the above, the assumption that the manifold M is com-
pact can be be relaxed to complete M having a compact boundary as done in
[BB16, BB12]. For self-adjointness and regularity for complete M having a com-
pact boundary see Remarks 3.7 and 4.7 at the end of the corresponding sections.

3. Self-adjoint boundary conditions.

By the last section we know that for local smooth boundary conditions being self-
adjoint (in the sense that the associated Dirac operator is self-adjoint) is equivalent
to being symmetric with maximal rank. The goal of this section is to prove the
equivalence of the characterization (ii) and (iii) of Theorem 1.2.

3.1. Pointwise considerations. Let s ∈ ∂M . The symmetry condition (2.3)
suggests to consider the sesquilinear form:

(3.1) bs : Ss × Ss → C, bs(u, v):=〈cν(s)u, v〉.

The condition for being symmetric is then that ∀u, v ∈ Λs bs(u, v) = 0 at each
point s ∈ ∂M . That is, ∀s ∈ ∂M the subspace Λs ⊂ Ss should be a complex
subspace that is isotropic with respect to bs. Since we are interested in self-adjoint
local smooth boundary counditions, we need Λs to be n-dimensional (Recall that
the complex dimension of Ss is N = 2n.) by Lemma 2.3. We first analyse, for a
fixed s, the space of all such Λs, following [Arn00]. Accordingly, we will drop the
subscript s from the notation in Ss, ν(s) and so on.

Recall that we take Clifford multiplication to be Hermitian. Since we took ν
a normalized outward normal, c2ν = Id. Also, cν anticommutes with ct for all
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t ∈ Ts∂M . Therefore, the operator cν has eigenvalues ±1 with equal multiplicity
n, which implies that b is non-degenerate. It follows that all isotropic subspaces of
S have dimension at most n, and therefore we are interested in all subspaces Λ ⊂ S
that are maximally isotropic with respect to b.

Since

(3.2) b(v, u) = b(u, v),

the imaginary part of b
Ω:=ℑb

is a (real) symplectic form. Note that it satisfies

∀λ ∈ S1 Ω(λu, λv) = Ω(u, v),

i.e., it is C-symplectoidal in the sense of Arnold.

Lemma 3.1. A complex n-dimensional subspace Λ ⊂ S is maximally isotropic with
respect to b if and only if it is Lagrangian (=maximally isotropic) with respect to
Ω.

Proof. It is obvious that maximally isotropic with respect to b implies Lagrangian,
since the dimension is n = N/2. For the converse, assume that Λ is Ω–Lagrangian.
Then simply note that

∀u, v ∈ Λ b(iu, v) = ib(u, v)

is both real and purely imaginary (by the Lagrangian condition together with iu ∈
Λ), so it must be zero. Thus Λ is isotropic with respect to b. �

Definition 3.2. Denote by L the space of all complex n-dimensional subspaces
Λ ⊂ S that are isotropic with respect to b. In view of the last lemma such a Λ will
be called an Ω-Lagrangian subspace.

We now review the main result of Arnold, [Arn00], that L is diffeomorphic to
the unitary group U(n) (Corollary 3.5 below). Let

E±:=± 1 eigenspace of cν , S = E+ ⊕ E−.

Lemma 3.3. Any Ω-Lagrangian in S is transverse to each E±, and therefore is
the graph of a (unique) map F : E+ → E−.

Proof. Let Λ be a Ω-Lagrangian in S. Since E± and Λ are both n = N/2 di-
mensional vector spaces, Λ is transverse to E± if and only if Λ ∩ E± = {0}.
Note that the restriction of b to E+ × E+ (resp. E− × E−) coincides with the
restriction of 〈·, ·〉 (resp. −〈·, ·〉 ) to this space. Let v ∈ V :=Λ ∩ E+. Then
0 = b(v, v) = 〈cνv, v〉 = 〈v, v〉 = ‖v‖2 and, thus, V = {0}.

The proof that Λ∩E− = {0} is identical. Since S = E+⊕E−, the transversality
implies that Λ is the graph of a unique map F : E+ → E−. �

For a complex linear map F : E+ → E− let ΛF be its graph, that is

ΛF = {u+ F (u) | u ∈ E+} ⊂ E+ ⊕ E− = S.

Such an F is called unitary if

∀u, v ∈ E+ 〈F (u), F (v)〉 = 〈u, v〉.

Lemma 3.4. Let F : E+ → E− be a C-linear map. Then its graph ΛF is an
Ω-Lagrangian subspace of S if and only if F is unitary.
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Proof. Fix a unitary map F . By Lemma 3.1 we need to investigate when ΛF is
isotropic for b. Let u, v ∈ E+, and compute

b(u+ F (u), v + F (v)) = 〈cν(u+ F (u)), v + F (v)〉 = 〈u− F (u), v + F (v)〉.

But

〈u, F (v)〉 = 0 = 〈F (u), v〉

because the E± eigenspaces are orthogonal. Therefore

b(u+ F (u), v + F (v)) = 〈u, v〉 − 〈F (u), F (v)〉,(3.3)

and the conclusion follows since F is unitary. Is now Λ an Ω-Lagrangian in S, then
the last lemma gives a unique complex linear map F with Λ = ΛF . So the only
statement left to show is F being unitary. But the same calculation as above leads
to (3.3) where now the left-hand-side is zero by Lemma 3.1. �

Altogether this implies

Corollary 3.5. The space L of all maximally isotropic subspaces of (S, b) is nat-
urally isomorphic to the space of unitary maps E− → E+.

3.2. Global considerations. Recall that d = dimM > 1 and N = 2n = rankS.
From the last section we directly obtain the proof of the remaining part of Theo-
rem 1.2:

Proof of Theorem 1.2. The equivalence of (i) and (ii) was proven below Lemma 2.3.
Let Λ be a local smooth boundary condition of rank n. Let s ∈ ∂M . By the last

subsection Λs is symmetric if and only if there is a unitary map f̃(s) : E−(cν(s)) →
E+(cν(s)). Since S|∂M and the eigenspace bundles E±(cν) are smooth, Λ is a

smooth subbundle of S|∂M if and only if f̃ is a smooth section of U(E+(cν), E−(cν)).
�

We will see in Section 5 that there will always be many self-adjoint local smooth
boundary conditions if the Clifford bundle admits a chirality operator. Without the
existence of a chirality operator on a given Clifford bundle, there can be topological
obstructions to the existence of a self-adjoint local smooth boundary condition. We
note that without the condition of being self-adjoint there are of course always
symmetric local boundary conditions, e.g. Λs = {0}.

In case the boundary ∂M admits a non-vanishing tangent vector field, there al-
ways exists a self-adjoint local smooth boundary condition, as can be seen in the
next lemma. On the other hand, we will give in Proposition 6.3 a complete charac-
terization of self-adjoint local smooth boundary conditions for (d,N) = (3, 2) and
(d,N) = (5, 4), which are exactly the minimal N -values for the spinor bundle in di-
mension 3 resp. 5. In these cases, self-adjoint local smooth boundary conditions do
only exist if there exists a non-vanishing tangent vector field on ∂M . For dimension
3 this implies for example that the each boundary component is homeomorphic to
a torus.

Lemma 3.6. Let the unit tangent bundle of ∂M admit a smooth section t. Then
the positive eigenbundle of ct is a self-adjoint local smooth boundary condition.
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Proof. Since t is tangent in each point of ∂M , ct anticommutes with cν . Thus,
ct(s)|E+(cν(s)) : E+(cν(s)) → E−(cν(s)). Since c2t = Id and since Clifford multi-
plication is self-adjoint, this map is unitary and hence, by Theorem 1.2 Λs =
{v+ ct(s)v | v ∈ E+(cν(s))} defines a self-adjoint local smooth boundary condition.

From c2t = Id we get ct(s)Λs = Λs. Thus, Λ is the positive eigenbundle of ct. �

Remark 3.7. For complete manifolds with compact boundary Theorem 1.2 is still
valid: This follows directly by gluing together the result for compact manifolds with
boundary with the fact that for complete manifolds without boundary the Dirac
operator is self-adjoint with domain dom Dmin = dom Dmax.

4. Regularity of self-adjoint local smooth boundary conditions

In this section we study the regularity of self-adjoint local smooth boundary
conditions. Here, (except Remark 4.7) M is still compact.

Definition 4.1. A boundary condition is called regular if dom DΛ ⊂ W 1,2(S).
A boundary condition is strongly regular or ∞-regular, see [BBLZ09, Def. 2.3] or
[BB12, Def. 7.15], if {φ ∈ dom DΛ | Dℓφ ∈ L2(S) ∀ℓ ≤ k} ⊂ W k,2(S) for all
k ∈ N≥0.

Strong regularity is equivalent to elliptic estimates, i.e. for all k ∈ N there is a
Ck > 0 such that

‖φ‖Wk,2(S) ≤ Ck

k∑

j=0

‖Djφ‖L2(S)

for all φ ∈ dom DΛ ∩
⋂k

j=1 dom Dj . Analogously, regularity is equivalent to this
estimate for k = 1.

Remark 4.2. Any function in the domain DΛ is in W 1,2
loc away from the boundary.

Thus, ifM is compact, the regularity is determined by the regularity of its boundary
values. This can be made formal by using trace and extension operators from
Section 2, which give the following characterization.

Proposition 4.3. A local smooth boundary condition Λ is regular if and only if

C(Λ)
Ȟ

⊂W 1/2,2(S|∂M )

Proof. If the boundary condition is regular, then taking the trace implies that

t∂M (dom DΛ) ⊂ W 1/2,2(S|∂M ) and hence C(Λ)
Ȟ

⊂ W 1/2,2(S|∂M ) by Lemma 2.2.

For the reciprocal, assume that C(Λ)
Ȟ

⊂ W 1/2,2(S|∂M ). Then, using the exten-
sion operator from Lemma 2.1(ii) and the definition of dom DΛ in (1.4) we obtain
dom DΛ ⊂W 1,2(S). �

The Shapiro-Lopatinski condition characterizes this inclusion of boundary traces
in terms of the principal symbol of the boundary operator.

Proposition 4.4. (Shapiro-Lopatinski criterion [BBLZ09, Remark 2.8] (see also
[Hör94, Sec. 20.1])) Let Λ ⊂ S|∂M be a local smooth boundary condition. DΛ is
strongly regular if for all s ∈ ∂M and k ∈ T ∗

s ∂M with |k| = 1,

E+i(a(s, k)) ∩ Λ⊥
s = {0}
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or, equivalently, if for all s ∈ ∂M and k ∈ T ∗
s ∂M with |k| = 1,

E−i(a(s, k)) ∩ Λs = {0}(4.1)

where a is the principal symbol of A0 and E±i(a(s, k)) are the ±i-eigenspaces of
a(s, k) : Ss → Ss.

In our setting, the Shapiro-Lopatinski criterion is also a necessary condition for
regularity. Since we were unable to locate a proof of this result in the literature,
we provide it below.

Proposition 4.5. If there is s0 ∈ ∂M such that the Shapiro-Lopatinski condition
fails at s0, in the sense that there is ξ0 ∈ T ∗

s0∂M and v0 ∈ Ss0 such that

‖ξ0‖ = ‖v0‖ = 1 and v0 ∈ Λs0 ∩E−i(a(s0, ξ0)),

then DΛ is not regular.

Proof. We will show that on dom DΛ the graph norm of DΛ is not equivalent to
the W 1,2-norm. For that we will construct a sequence ψn ∈ dom DΛ with bounded
graph norm but unboundedW 1,2-norm. The support of ψn will be a neighbourhood
of s0 ∈ U and will shrink to s0 as n→ ∞. Throughout this proof, C will denote a
positive number independent of n, whose value can change from line to line.

For simplicity we first treat the Euclidean case, with a trivial bundle and a flat
boundary in a neighborhood of s0. We also assume that Λs is independent of s in
this neighborhood. In the second part of the proof, we treat the general case. The
key idea is that the flat case is a good approximation since the supports of the test
functions shrink to the point s0 on ∂M .
Step 1 – Euclidean case. Let M = Rd

+ = {(s, t) | s ∈ Rd−1, t ≥ 0}. Let
χ : R+ → R+ be a smooth decreasing cut-off function with support in [0, 1] and
values in [0, 1]. For each n ∈ N define a radius rn = n−1/2 and the cut-off function

χn(s) = r
−(d−1)/2
n χ(|s− s0|/rn). The normalization is chosen such that

(4.2) ‖χn‖L2(Rd−1) = ‖χ1‖L2(Rd−1), and ‖∇χn‖L2(Rd−1) ≤ Cr−1
n .

We choose spinors in dom DΛ by

(4.3) ψn(s, t) = χn(s) exp(ni〈s, ξ0〉 − nt)χ(t)v0.

We start by estimating their L2-norm using (4.2):

‖ψn‖
2
L2 ≤

∫

Rd−1

χ2
n(x)

∫ 1

0

exp(−2nt) dt dx ≤ C/n.(4.4)

For the Dirac operator, we use ν = −ed and write

D = −icν (∂t +A) with A(fψ)(x) = a(x,∇Rd−1f)ψ(x) + f(x)(Aψ)(x).

Here a(x, ξ) is exactly the principal symbol used in the Shapiro-Lopatinski con-
dition. (In this case, it does not depend on x but we keep it in the notation for
consistency.) We can now compute

(∂t +A)ψn(s, t)

= n
(
−1 + ia(s0, ξ0)

)
ψn + (χ′(t)χn(s) + χ(t)a(s0,∇χn)) e

ni〈s,ξ0〉−ntv0,

where first term vanishes since a(s0, ξ0)v0 = −iv0. Hence,

|(∂t +A)ψn(s, t)| = e−nt |χ′(t)χn(s) + χ(t)a(s0,∇χn)| .
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Integrating in a similar way as in (4.4) and using the bounds in (4.2) for the Rd−1

integrals and |a(x, ξ)| = |ξ| gives

(4.5) ‖Dψn‖
2
L2 ≤ Cn−1(1 + r−2

n ).

Recalling that rn = n−1/2, we conclude that

(4.6) ‖Dψn‖L2 + ‖ψn‖L2 ≤ C.

On the other hand, for the W 1,2-norm, we compute

∂tψn(s, t) = −nψn(s, t) + χn(s)χ
′(t)eni〈s0,ξ0〉−ntv0.

The second term decays just as the L2-norm of ψn, so we obtain

‖ψn‖
2
H1 ≥ ‖∂tψn‖

2
L2 ≥ C(n− n−1),(4.7)

which is unbounded. In view of (4.6), the graph norms remain bounded as n→ ∞
and hence, the graph norm of the operator does not control the H1-norm.

Step 2 – general case. We will rely heavily on the constructions from [BB12,
Section 2–4]. By using suitable diffeomorphisms, we may identify a tubular neigh-
borhood U of ∂M in R with the cylinder ∂M × [0, t0) for some sufficiently small
t0. Sections of S with support in U can be identified with t-dependent sections of
S|∂M , t being the distance to ∂M , and with this identification, we have

(4.8)

∫

M

|ψ|2dx =

∫ t0

0

∫

∂M×{t}

|ψ|2(s, t)dω∂M×{t}dt.

Here dω∂M×{t} is the volume element induced from the metric g on M .
Since Λs varies smoothly with s ∈ ∂M there exists v ∈ C(S|∂M ) such that

v(s0) = v0, v(s) ∈ Λs, and ‖v(s)‖Ss
≤ 1. Without loss of generality, we assume that

the support of v is included in B∂M (s0, 1) ⊂ ∂M . We can then define ψ ∈ dom DΛ

by

ψ(s, t) = χ(t/t0)v(s).

Next, we pick any ζ ∈ C∞(∂M,R) such that dζ|s0 = ξ0. We can then define

fn(s, t) = exp(inζ(s)− nt)χn(s),

where χn is, as before, a function with support in B∂M (s, rn = n−1/2) normalized
such that

‖χn‖L2(∂M) = 1, ‖dχn‖L2(∂M) ≤ C/rn.

For t ∈ [0, t0] the L
2-norm for the induced norms on ∂M ∼= ∂M×{0} and ∂M×{t}

are equivalent. Thus, in the following we just work with L2(∂M) in the estimates.
With these ingredients, we define

ψn = fnψ.

By (4.8) we have

(4.9) ‖ψn‖
2
L2(M) ≤ C

∫ 1

0

e−2nt‖χnψ(·, t)‖
2
L2(∂M) dt ≤ Cn−1.

By [BB12, Lemma 4.1], in this representation the Dirac operator takes the form

D = −icν

(
∂t + Ã+Rt

)
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where Ã is a first order differential operator on ∂M and Rt satisfies the estimate

(4.10) ‖RtΨ‖L2(∂M) ≤ C
(
|t|‖ÃΨ‖L2(∂M) + ‖Ψ‖L2(∂M)

)
.

The principal symbol of Ã equals a0. We compute

Ãψn = a0(dfn)ψ + fnÃψ

= in a0(dζ)ψn + einζ−nta0(dχn)ψ + fnÃψ(4.11)

and

∂tψn = −nψn + fn∂tψ.

Hence,

(4.12) |(∂t + Ã)ψn| ≤ n|(−1 + ia0(dζ))ψn|+ Ce−nt (|dχn|+ χn‖∇ψ‖∞) .

Using that all the functions involved are smooth and that

a0(dζ)ψ|(s0,t) = a0(s0, ξ0)ψ(s0, t) = −iψ(s0, t),

we conclude that the first summand on the right hand-side in (4.12) vanishes at s0
and therefore it can be bounded by C dist(s, s0) ≤ Crn. Hence, we can estimate

(4.13) |
(
∂t + Ã)

)
ψn| ≤ Ce−nt (nrnχn + |dχn|+ ‖∇ψ‖∞χn) .

Estimating the L2-norm in a similar way as in (4.9), this gives the bound

(4.14) ‖
(
∂t + Ã)

)
ψn‖

2 ≤ C(nr2n + (nrn)
−1 + n−1).

For the contribution of Rt, we use that by (4.11)

(4.15) ‖Ãψn(·, t)‖L2(∂M) ≤ Ce−nt(n+ r−1
n + 1).

Then, applying (4.10) and integrating in t gives

‖Rtψn‖
2
L2(M) ≤ C(n−3(n+ r−1

n + 1)2 + n−1) ≤ Cn−1.

Summing with (4.14) and recalling that rn = n−1/2 finally shows that

(4.16) ‖Dψn‖L2(M) + ‖ψn‖L2(M) ≤ C.

For the H1-norm, we use as before

|∇ψn| ≥ |∂tψn| = | − nψn + fn∂tψ| ≥ n|ψn| − fn‖∇ψ‖∞,

so that

(4.17) ‖ψn‖
2
W 1,2 ≥ ‖∂tψn‖

2
L2(M) ≥ C(n− n−1).

�

As an application, consider now t be a smooth section of the unit tangent bun-
dle of ∂M . By Lemma 3.6 Λ = E+(ct) is a self-adjoint local smooth boundary
condition. For this example we see:

Corollary 4.6. The boundary condition Λ = E+(ct) is regular if and only if the
boundary has dimension 1.
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Proof. It is a(s, ξ) = cν(s)cξ. We assume first that the dimension of the boundary
is at least two: Let s ∈ ∂M . Take ξ ⊥ t(s) with |ξ| = 1, then ct(s)(cν(s)cξ) =
(cν(s)cξ)ct(s). As commuting operators ct(s) and cν(s)cξ simultaneously diagonalize.
Thus, if v ∈ E+(ct(s))\{0}, then v is a +i or −i eigenvector of cν(s)cξ. Hence, v is a
−i eigenvector of cν(s)cξ or of cν(s)c−ξ; i.e. at least one of the sets E−i(a(s,±ξ))∩Λs

is not equal to {0} and the Shapiro-Lopatinski condition is not fulfilled and the
boundary condition is not regular.

Now assume that the boundary is one dimensional: Let s ∈ ∂M and k ∈
Ts(∂M), |k| = 1. Then k = ±t(s) and a(s, k) = ±cν(s)ct(s). Let v ∈ E+(ct(s)) ∩

E−i(±cν(s)ct(s)). Then −iv = ∓cν(s)ct(s)v = ∓cν(s)v. But c
2
ν(s) = Id, which implies

v = 0. Thus, Λ = E+(ct) is Shapiro-Lopatinski and hence regular. �

Remark 4.7. For complete manifolds with compact boundary the natural notion of
regularity is a local one. To distinguish this from our definition, we call it ’locally
regular’ here, i.e.;

The boundary condition is called locally regular if dom DΛ ⊂ W 1,2
loc (S). The

boundary condition is locally strongly regular or locally ∞-regular, see [BBLZ09,

Def. 2.3] or [BB12, Def. 7.15], if {φ ∈ dom DΛ | Dℓφ ∈ L2
loc(S) ∀ℓ ≤ k} ⊂W k,2

loc (S)
for all k ∈ N≥0.

For compact manifolds this definition is equivalent to Definition 4.1.

For complete manifolds with compact boundary Propositions 4.4 and 4.5 remain
valid if (strongly) regular is replaced by locally (strongly) regular. For the second
proposition this is true since the support of the sequences constructed to disprove
regularity is shrinking to a point and gives hence an argument against local regu-
larity.

5. In the presence of a chirality operator

In this section, we specify to the case where the Clifford bundle S →M admits
a chirality operator β : S → S, as defined in §1 (page 6). In this situation we can
classify all self-adjoint and strongly regular boundary conditions as will be done in
this section.

Let S± be the subbundles of S to the eigenvalues ±1 of β. Since Clifford multi-
plication anticommutes with β by assumption, there is a linear map

C : T ∗M → Hom(S+,S−) such that cξ =

(
0 C∗

ξ

Cξ 0

)
.

The anticommutation relation of the Clifford multiplication translates into

(5.1) C∗
ξCη + C∗

ηCξ = 2g(ξ, η)IdS+ and CξC
∗
η + CηC

∗
ξ = 2g(ξ, η)IdS−

5.1. Self-adjointess in the presence of a chirality operator. We will denote
by U(S+|∂M ) the subbundle of the endomorphism bundle End(S+|∂M ) where each
fibre consists of the unitary maps. Analogously, U(E+(cν), E−(cν)) is the corre-
sponding subbundle of Hom(E+(cν), E−(cν))
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Proposition 5.1. Let the Clifford bundle over M admit a chirality operator as
above. Then, a local smooth boundary condition is self-adjoint if and only if there

exists a section f̃ of U(S+|∂M ) such that for each s ∈ ∂M

(5.2) Λs =

{(
(Id + f̃(s))w

Cν(s)(Id− f̃(s))w

)∣∣∣∣∣w ∈ S+
s

∼= C
N/2

}
.

Proof. Since C∗
ν(s)Cν(s) = Id, the eigenspaces E±(cν(s)) of cν(s) associated to the

eigenvalues ±1 are given by

E±(cν(s)) =

{(
v

±Cν(s)v

) ∣∣∣ v ∈ S+
s

∼= C
N/2

}
.

By Theorem 1.2, a local smooth boundary condition Λ is self-adjoint if and only if
for each s ∈ ∂M , Λs is the graph of F (s) for some section F of U(E+(cν), E−(cν))

For such an F , define f̃ ∈ End (S+|∂M ) by P |S+FP |S+ , with PS+ the orthogonal
projection on S+. In matrix notation, we have

(5.3) F (s)

(
v

Cν(s)v

)
=

(
f̃(s)(v)

−Cν(s)f̃(s)(v)

)
.

Moreover, the splitting S+ ⊕ S− is orthogonal since β is unitary. Thus, F (s)

is unitary if and only if f̃(s) : S+
s → S+

s is unitary. Hence, every f̃ is a smooth
section in U(S+|∂M ) and gives via (5.3) rise to a unique smooth section F in
U(E+(cν), E−(cν)).

For the converse, one can check directly that any f̃ ∈ C(U(S+|∂M )) defines,
by formula(5.2) a smooth subbundle Λ of rank N/2 that satisfies the symmetry
condition (2.4). �

Example 5.2. In the case M ⊂ R3, with S = M × C4 and the standard Clifford
multiplication, Cξ = C∗

ξ =
∑

j σjξj , where σj are the Pauli matrices. A chirality

operator is obtained by taking β = σ3 ⊗ Id, such that the splitting in S± is just
the direct sum C4 = C2 ⊕ C2. In this framework, the MIT boundary condition

is obtained by taking f̃(s) = iId2×2. By writing (1 + i)w = v1, (1 − i)Cνw = v2,
the boundary condition is the following simple relation between upper and lower
components:

v2 =
1− i

1 + i
Cνv1 = −iCνv1.

The family of generalized mit-bag conditions studied in [AMSPV23] is obtained in

a similar way by taking f̃ = eiθId for θ /∈ πZ.

Remark 5.3. The fiber bundle U(S+|∂M ) → M always admits many smooth sec-

tions (besides the identity map). A procedure to construct such f̃ is as follows:
Using local trivializations of S+|∂M and a partition of unity, one can construct
smooth maps H : S+|∂M → R that restrict to Hermitian quadratic forms on each
fiber. Then, using the symplectic form on each fiber given by the imaginary part
of the Hermitian inner product, one can form fiber-wise the Hamilton fields of the
restrictions H |S+

s
. These fields glue together to define smooth vertical fields ΞH on

the total space of S+|∂M , whose time-t maps are unitary endomorphisms of S+|∂M .
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5.2. Regularity in the presence of a chirality operator. In the last subsection
we classified all self-adjoint local smooth boundary conditions, see Proposition 5.1.
In order to decide which of these boundary conditions are (strongly) regular, it
suffices to check the Shapiro-Lopatinski condition from Proposition 4.4.

First, we have the following observation:

Lemma 5.4. Assume that S admits a chirality operator with eigenbundles S±.
Then S±|∂M are again bundles of Clifford modules where the Clifford multiplication
is given by R : k ∈ T ∗∂M 7→ Rk:=iC∗

νCk. Moreover, the boundary operator A0 (See
(2.1)) can be written as

A0 = D+ ⊕ (−CνD+C
∗
ν ), with D+ : S+|∂M → S+|∂M

a Dirac-type operator. In particular, rank S = 2 rank S+ ≥ 2× 2⌊(d−1)/2⌋.

Proof. We compute A0 at some s ∈ ∂M : We choose an orthonormal frame ei near
s with ν = ed ⊥ ∂M . Then

(5.4) D = −i

d∑

j=1

cej∇j = −iced

(
∇d + ced

∑

j<d

cej∇j

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=A0

)
.

Thus, the symbol of A0 viewed as an operator on ∂M is given by

a0(s, ξ) = cνcξ =

(
C∗

νCξ 0
0 CνC

∗
ξ

)

for s ∈ ∂M , ξ ∈ T ∗
s ∂M (Cξ was defined in Section 5). Note that the map k ∈

T ∗∂M 7→ Rk := iC∗
νCk ∈ End(S+|∂M ) gives a Clifford module of rank N/2 over

∂M . To see this, first note that from (5.1) and g(ν, k) = 0

R∗
k = −iC∗

kCν = Rk.

Then, for k1, k2 ∈ T ∗∂M , we have

Rk1Rk2 =
(
−iC∗

k1
Cν

)(
iC∗

νCk2

)
= C∗

k1
Ck2

and, once more from (5.1), we conclude that

Rk1Rk2 +Rk2Rk1 = 2g(k1, k2).

Thus, it suffices to define D+ = −i
∑d−1

j=1 Rej∇ej �

Remark 5.5. We note that S±|∂M together with the Clifford multiplication R from
above and the hermitian metric and connection induced from S is in general not a
Clifford bundle: The compatibility of Clifford multiplication and connection fails in
general and a term including the second fundamental form of the boundary appears
in (1.1).

With the notation of the last lemma, for each s ∈ ∂M and ξ ∈ T ∗∂M with
|ξ| = 1 we define the eigenspaces

(5.5) G±1(s, ξ) = {v ∈ S+
s |Rξv = ±v}.

Associated to a unitary f̃(s) ∈ U(S+
s ), we define the eigenspaces

F±1(s) = {v ∈ S+
s | f̃(s)v = ±v}
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and collect all the other eigenspaces into

F⊥(s) = (F+1(s) + F−1(s))
⊥.

Finally, we define the Cayley transform of f̃ restricted to F⊥ by

(5.6) Q = −i(Id + f̃)−1(Id− f̃)PF⊥
,

with PF⊥
the orthogonal projection on F⊥. Since f̃ is pointwise unitary, Q pointwise

Hermitian.

Proposition 5.6. Assume that the Clifford bundle admits a chirality operator and

write the boundary condition in the form (5.2) for some f̃ ∈ U(S+|∂M ). Define
the eigenspaces G±1 and F±1, F⊥ and the operator Q as before. This boundary
condition fulfills the Shapiro-Lopatinski condition at s if and only if(

F+1(s)⊕ F−1(s) +

(
1

iQ(s)

)
F⊥(s)

)
∩ (G+1(s, ξ)⊕G−1(s, ξ)) = {0}

for all ξ ∈ UT ∗
s ∂M .

This in particular implies the necessary conditions for being Shapiro-Lopatinski
that

QG+1(s, ξ) ∩G−1(s, ξ) = {0}(5.7)

F+1(s) ∩G+1(s, ξ) = F−1(s) ∩G−1(s, ξ) = {0}(5.8)

for all ξ ∈ T ∗
s (∂M) with |ξ|g = 1.

In the special case that F+1(s) = F−1(s) = {0} (5.8) is equivalent to being
Shapiro-Lopatinksi.

Proof. We fix s and ξ ∈ T ∗
s ∂M with |ξ| = 1 and will omit the dependence on s

and ξ from the notation. By the previous proposition, the principal symbol of A0

equals
a(s, ξ) =

(
−iRξ

)
⊕
(
iCνRξC

∗
ν

)

Since a(s, ξ) is block-diagonal and C∗
ν onto, the −i-eigenspace of a(s, ξ) is given by

E−i = G+1 ⊕ (CνG−1).

By Proposition 5.1 there is a f̃ ∈ U(S+|∂M ) such that

(5.9) Λs =

{(
(Id + f̃(s))w

Cν(s)(Id− f̃(s))w

)∣∣∣∣∣w ∈ S+
s

∼= C
N/2

}

We decompose any w ∈ S+
s as w = w+1+w−1+w⊥, where each component belongs

to the associated eigenspaces F±1 and F⊥ of f̃ , such that

Λs =

{(
2w+1 + (Id + f̃(s))w⊥

2Cν(s)w−1 + (Id− f̃(s))w⊥

) ∣∣∣∣∣w⋆ ∈ F⋆

}

= F+1(s)⊕ (Cν(s)F−1(s)) +

(
1

iCν(s)Q(s)

)
F⊥(s).(5.10)

Here, the second summand indicates the image of F⊥ through the map v 7→
(v, iCνQv)

⊤.
Thus, the condition is in the proposition is Λs ∩ E−i(s, ξ) = {0} where the line

of second component is multiplied by Cν . The necessary conditions (5.8) and (5.7)
then directly follow. �
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6. Regular self-adjoint local smooth boundary conditions in low
dimensions.

In this section we apply the results from the last sections in low dimensions d ≤ 5
and low ranks N ≤ 4 of the Clifford bundle and we will recover results that are
at least known in the Euclidean case. We recall that N ≥ 2⌊d/2⌋ is necessary for
the Clifford multiplication to exist. As a warm-up, we treat the planar case d =
2, N = 2. We then move on to odd dimensions d = 3, 5 with N = 2 (resp. N = 4)
where we show that no regular self-adjoint local smooth boundary conditions exist.
Finally, for the cases d = 3, 4 and N = 4, we find an explicit parametrization for
the regular self-adjoint local smooth boundary conditions.

6.1. The two-dimensional case. As a warmup, we study the case d = 2, N = 2,
and recover known results. In this case we do have a chirality operator and S =
S+⊕S− and S± are just complex line bundles. We recover the boundary conditions
due to [BM87] for the Euclidean case.

Proposition 6.1. Let d = 2, N = 2. Every smooth function B : ∂M → R \ {0}
defines via

(6.1) Λs = {(w, iB(s)Cν(s)w) | w ∈ S+
s

∼= C}

a regular self-adjoint boundary condition. Conversely, every regular self-adjoint lo-
cal smooth boundary condition is of the above form for a smooth function B : ∂M →
R \ {0}.

In the special case where M is a subset of R2 we can choose the Clifford multi-
plication such that Ce1 = Id and Ce2 = −iId for the standard basis ei of R

2. Then
the boundary condition can be written as Λs = {(w, iB(s)(t1(s) + it2(s))w | w ∈
S+
s

∼= C} where t is a unit tangent vector field of ∂M and B is as above.

Proof. By Proposition 5.1 a self-adjoint local smooth boundary condition has the
form

(6.2) Λs =

{(
(Id + f̃(s))w

Cν(s)(Id− f̃(s))w

)∣∣∣∣∣w ∈ S+
s

∼= C

}

for unitary maps f̃(s) depending smoothly on s. In this case, S± have rank 1.
Referring to the notation of Proposition 5.6, we conclude that for each s and ξ,
either G+1(s, ξ) = S+

s and G−1(s, ξ) = {0}, or the opposite holds. Thus, if F−1

and F+1 are nontrivial, the same applies their intersection with G±1(s, ξ) for a
suitable choice of ξ. Thus, for a regular boundary condition, F⊥ = S+

s . Since for
each ξ one of G±1(s, ξ) is trivial, the intersection QG−1(s, ξ) ∩G+1(s, ξ) is trivial.
Define B = Q, then B : ∂M 7→ R \ {0}. Since B and Cν commute, the boundary
condition rewrites as (6.2). �

The case d = 2 and N = 4 is relevant for the description of graphene. In the
Euclidean setting, an explicit parametrization for self-adjoint boundary conditions
was given in [AB08], and their regularity has been studied in [BSVV22]. It was
also shown there that there exist pointwise unitary transformations that allow us to
write the boundary conditions in a block-diagonal form and, for this reason, their
regularity can be obtained from the case N = 2.
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Fix the chirality operator to be Clifford multiplication by the volume form times
i which gives again a decomposition S = S+ ⊕ S−. Since ∂M is one-dimensional,
S+|∂M is a trivial C2-bundle. This isomorphism can always be chosen to be a
fibrewise isometry of Hermitian bundles. For the following we assume that S+|∂M =
Σ× C

2.

Proposition 6.2. Let d = 2, N = 4. Fix the chirality operator to be Clifford
multiplication by the volume form times i. Any regular self-adjoint local smooth
boundary condition is of the form

Λs =

{(
w

iCν(s)A(s)w

)∣∣∣∣ w ∈ C
2

}

where A(s) is an invertible Hermitian matrix depending smoothly on s ∈ ∂M .

The Euclidean case with constant A = A(s) corresponds to the setting of [AB08]
and [BSVV22].

Proof. We use the chirality operator to write a self-adjoint local smooth boundary
condition as in Proposition 5.1,

Λs =

{(
(Id + f̃(s))w

Cν(s)(Id− f̃(s))w

)∣∣∣∣∣ w ∈ C
2

}

where f̃(s) : C2 → C2 is unitary. For regularity, note that, by our choice of chirality
operator, Rt = ±Id. Let t be the positively oriented tangent vector. W.l.o.g. let
Rt = Id (the other case is analogous). Thus, returning to Proposition 5.6, this
means that for each tangent vector ξ = ±t, G∓1(s, ξ = ±t) = {0} and G±1(s, ξ =
±t) = C2. Hence, QG+1 ∩ G−1 = {0}. So, (5.8) is satisfied if and only if F+1 and

F−1 are trivial. Thus, we can invert Id+ f̃(s) and define A(s) = −i(Id− f̃(s))(Id+

f̃(s))−1, which is Hermitian and invertible. The boundary condition reads now

Λs =

{(
w

iCν(s)A(s)w

)∣∣∣∣w ∈ C
2

}
. �

6.2. Non-existence of regular self-adjoint local smooth boundary condi-

tions for d = 3 and N = 2 resp. d = 5 and N = 4. First we classify all
self-adjoint local smooth boundary conditions for (d,N) ∈ {(3, 2), (5, 4)} and then
we show below that none of them is regular.

Proposition 6.3. In the cases d = 3, N = 2 and d = 5, N = 4, self-adjoint local
smooth boundary conditions exist if and only if there exists a smooth section t of
the unit tangent bundle. In the case d = 3, the boundary conditions read

Λs = E+(ct(s)),

i.e., Λ is the positive eigenbundle of ct.

In the case d = 5, the boundary conditions are parametrized by a smooth section
of the unit tangent space t of ∂M and a function τ ∈ C∞(∂M) and take the form

Λs = E+(Hs), H := exp(iτcν)ct = cos(τ)ct + i sin(τ)cνct.

Proof. By Theorem 1.2(iii) we need to find maps f ∈ U(E+(cν), E−(cν)). We
analyse the condition at first in a point s ∈ ∂M . Thus, we can work on Ss

∼= CN

and we omit the s in the following:
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The starting point is the observation that a unitary map f from E+(cν) to
E−(cν) corresponds to a matrix H that maps CN to CN and takes the form

(6.3) H =

(
0 f−1

f 0

)
: E+(cν)⊕ E−(cν) 7→ E+(cν)⊕ E−(cν).

The matrix H is Hermitian, traceless, unitary, and anticommutes with cν . Con-
versely, any such matrix H induces a suitable unitary map f and a self-adjoint local
boundary condition Λ = E+(H).
Case d = 3. We take Clifford multiplication such that ck =

∑
j kjσj :=σ · k. A

Hermitian traceless matrix takes the form v ·σ for some v ∈ R3. It is unitary if and
only if |v|2 = 1. Finally, it anti-commutes with cν if and only if g(v, ν) = 0, so we
have v ∈ Ts(∂M).
Case d = 5. We use the γ-matrices defined by

(6.4) γj =

(
0 σj
σj 0

)
for j = 1, 2, 3, γ4 =

(
Id
0 −Id

)
, γ5 =

(
0 iId

−iId 0

)

with σj being the (self-adjoint) Pauli matrices. We choose local coordinates such
that at the point s ∈ ∂M we have cν = γ4. Then E+(cν) =

{(
a
0

)
| a ∈ C2

}
and

E−(cν) =
{(

0
a

)
| a ∈ C2

}
. Thus, f : E+(cν) → E−(cν) is given by a unitary map

f̃ : C2 → C2. Anticipating what follows, we parametrize a general map in C2×2 as

f̃ = eiτ
(
−iα+

∑

j

(vRj + ivIj )σj
)
, for some τ ∈ [0, 2π), α ∈ R, and vR, vI ∈ R

3.

Then f̃ is unitary if and only if (we use the identity σjσk = δjk + i
∑

l ǫjklσl)

1 =


−iα+

∑

j

(vRj + ivIj )σj



(
iα+

∑

k

(vRk − ivIk)σk

)

=α2 − 2α
∑

j

vIj σj + |vR|2 + |vI |2 + 2
∑

j,k,l

ǫjklσlv
R
j v

I
k

=α2 + |vR|2 + |vI |2 +
∑

j

(
−2αvIj + 2(vR × vI)j

)
σj ,

which imposes

α2 + |vR|2 + |vI |2 = 1 and − 2αvI + 2(vR × vI) = 0.

If α 6= 0, the second condition implies vI = 0, since (vR × vI) is perpendicular to
vI . If α = 0, we need that vR and vI are collinear. In that case, we may redefine
τ and vR and assume vI = 0 as well.

So, a unitary map is of the form

f̃ = eiτ
(
iα+

∑

j

vRj σj
)
with α2 + |vR|2 = 1.
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We define a unit tangent vector t = (vR1 , v
R
2 , v

R
3 , 0, α) ∈ R5. Then, using (6.3), the

corresponding boundary condition is of the form E+(H) with

H =

(
0 e−iτ

(
iα+

∑
j v

R
j σj

)

eiτ
(
−iα+

∑
j v

R
j σj

)
0

)

= e−iτγ4
(
αγ5 +

∑

j

vRj γj
)

= e−iτcνct

This last form is independent of the particular choice of coordinates. �

Proposition 6.4. In the case d = 3, N = 2, there are no regular self-adjoint local
smooth boundary conditions.

Proof. In view of Proposition 6.3, a self-adjoint local smooth boundary condition
takes the form Λs = E+(ct(s)) for some unit tangent vector t(s). By Lemma 4.6
this boundary condition is not regular in dimension 3. �

Proposition 6.5. In the case d = 5, N = 4 there are no regular self-adjoint local
smooth boundary conditions.

Proof. In view of Proposition 6.3, a self-adjoint local smooth boundary condition
takes the form Λs = E+(Hs) with H = exp(iτcν)ct for some unit tangent vector
field t on ∂M and τ ∈ C∞(∂M).

We fix s ∈ ∂M and pick a basis such that ν = e4 and t(s) = e5 and we use for
the Clifford multiplication the γ-matrices as in (6.4). We omit s in the notation in
the following. Then

exp(iτcν)ct =

(
0 −ie−iτ

ieiτ 0

)
, and Λ:=E+(exp(iτcν)ct) =

{(
w

ieiτw

)∣∣∣∣w ∈ C
2

}
.

On the other hand, for a general unit tangent vector k = (k̃, 0, k5),

a(k, s) = cνck =

(
0 ik5 + σ · k̃

ik5 − σ · k̃ 0

)
.

We pick a particular k such that k5 = sin(τ) and k̃ ∈ R3 such that |k̃| = | cos(τ)|.

The matrix σ · k̃ is Hermitian and has eigenvalues ± cos(τ). We pick w0 ∈ C2

normalized and such that σ · k̃ w0 = − cos(τ)w0. Then (w0, ie
iτw0)

⊤ is a nonzero
element of Λ. Furthermore,

a(k, s)

(
w0

ieiτw0

)
=

(
0 i sin(τ) + σ · k̃

i sin(τ) − σ · k̃ 0

)(
w0

ieiτw0

)

=

(
ieiτ (i sin(τ) − cos(τ))w0

(i sin(τ) + cos(τ))w0

)
= −i

(
w0

ieiτw0

)

Thus, the Shapiro-Lopatinski condition is not satisfied in this case. �

6.3. d = 3, 4 and N = 4. In the case d = 3 we assume additionally that there is a
chirality operator (For R3 with four component spinors this is true and for d = 4
this is automatic as well). Since the Shapiro-Lopatinski condition only involves
eigenspaces of matrices in C2, we can reduce the question about Q (as in (5.6)) into
a question about Möbius transforms in the extended complex plane, as we will see
below.
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For the three-dimensional case, we recall that S+|∂M is a bundle of Clifford
modules with Clifford multiplication

R : T ∗∂M → EndS+|∂M , k 7→ Rk = iC∗
νCk,

see Lemma 5.4. Since ∂M is two dimensional, there is an associated chirality
operator β+ ∈ EndS+|∂M .

Proposition 6.6. In the case d = 3, N = 4, assume that S admits a chirality
operator and take β+ a chirality operator associated to the Clifford module S+|∂M .
A self-adjoint local smooth boundary condition satisfies Shapiro-Lopatinski at s ∈
∂M if and only if it is of one of the following three forms: Either

(6.5) Λs =
{
(w, iCνAsw)

⊤
∣∣w ∈ S+|∂M

}
, or Λs =

{
(Asw, iCνw)

⊤
∣∣w ∈ S+|∂M

}

for some non-degenerate Hermitian matrix As = asI+dsβ++Rts with ts ∈ T ∗
s (∂M),

as, ds ∈ R and such that |ts| < |as|, or

(6.6) Λs = E+(bsβ+ +Rts)⊕ CνE−(bsβ+ +Rts)

for some vector ts ∈ Ts(∂M) and bs ∈ [−1, 1] \ {0} such that |ts|
2 + b2s = 1.

The four-dimensional case is actually easier to state.

Proposition 6.7. In the case d = 4, N = 4, Shapiro-Lopatinski is satisfied at
s ∈ ∂M if the boundary condition takes the form

Λs =

{(
iAsw
Cν(s)w

) ∣∣∣∣w ∈ C
2

}
or Λs =

{(
iw

Cν(s)Asw

) ∣∣∣∣w ∈ C
2

}

with As Hermitian, As 6= 0, and det(As) ≥ 0.

The remainder of this section contains the proofs of both propositions. We
start with the following topological lemma. To state it, we define Gr1(S

+
s ) as the

Grassmannian of one-dimensional subspaces of S+
s . This manifold is homeomorphic

to the sphere S
2 or the Riemann sphere Ĉ. Indeed, after fixing a basis in S+

s , each
one-dimensional complex subspace is of the form

(6.7) Gζ = {(z, ζz)|z ∈ C} for some ζ ∈ Ĉ,

with the abuse of notation G∞ = {0} ⊕ C.

Lemma 6.8. Fix s ∈ ∂M and consider the unit cotangent space UT ∗
s ∂M . We

consider the map h : ξ ∈ UT ∗
s ∂M 7→ G+1(s, ξ) ∈ Gr1(S

+
s ), with G+1(s, ξ) the

positive eigenspace to Rξ as defined in (5.5). Then:

(1) If d = 4 and N = 4, h is onto.
(2) If d = 3 and N = 4, take as a basis for S+

s the eigenspaces of the chirality
operator β+|S+

s
and use this basis to identify G+1(s, ξ) ∈ Gr1(S

+
s ) with

ζ ∈ Ĉ. Then h is onto S1.

Proof. The proofs of both statements are similar. The key point is that h is injec-
tive. Indeed, given k1, k2 ∈ UT ∗

s ∂M such that h(k1) = h(k2), there is v 6= 0 such
that Rk1v = Rk2v. But

‖v‖ =
1

2
‖(Rk1Rk2 +Rk2Rk1)v‖ = |g(k1, k2)|‖v‖.

Hence k1 = k2 or k1 = −k2. The latter is not possible since R−k1 = −Rk1 .



LOCAL BOUNDARY CONDITIONS FOR DIRAC-TYPE OPERATORS 25

For the case d = 4, note that both UT ∗
s ∂M and Gr1(S

+
s ) are homeomorphic to

S2.
We conclude that h induces a smooth injection from the two-sphere into itself.

If h was not onto, it would imply an embedding from the 2-sphere in R2, which
contradicts the Borsuk-Ulam theorem.

The case d = 3 is similar but depends on the choice of a basis. Luckily, a natural
global basis exists since in this case ∂M is two-dimensional and thus, S+|∂M admits
a chirality operator β+. With respect to this basis, the Clifford multiplication R is
off-diagonal, so we can write

Rk =

(
0 θ∗k
θk 0

)
with θk ∈ S

1 ⊂ C.(6.8)

In this basis, we have G+1(s, k) = {(v, θkv) | v ∈ C}. Since UT ∗
s ∂M is also diffeo-

morphic to S
1, we conclude that h induces a smooth injection from the circle into

itself, which implies, again that it is a homeomorphism. �

The next ingredient is the following fact about Möbius transforms.

Lemma 6.9. Consider the inversion R : ζ ∈ Ĉ:=C ∪ {∞} 7→ −1/ζ̄ ∈ Ĉ and the
Möbius transform

M(ζ) =
aζ + b

b∗ζ + d
, a, d ∈ R, ad− |b|2 6= 0.

The equation M(ζ) = R(ζ) has solutions

(1) on the unit circle if and only if |b|2 ≥ ((d + a)/2)2.

(2) in the extended complex plane Ĉ if and only if |b|2 > ad.

Proof. We first reduce the question to the case b ∈ R: If b = 0, this is true, else,
consider ζ = b/|b|z. Then

R(ζ) =
b

|b|
R(z), and M(ζ) =

b

|b|

az + |b|

|b|z + d
.

Hence, if ζ is a solution in Ĉ (resp. on the unit circle), then z is a solution of the

equation with b replaced by |b| in Ĉ (resp. on the unit circle).
For the first point, if z is a solution on the unit circle, then R(z) = −z. The

equation simply becomes

az + b = −z(bz + d); i.e. bz2 + (a+ d)z + b = 0.

If b is zero and a 6= −d, the only root is zero which is not on the unit circle.
If b is zero and a = −d, then the equation is always fulfilled. Let now b 6= 0:
If (d + a)2 − 4b2 ≤ 0, there is a pair of complex conjugate roots z0, z̄0 (since the
coefficients of the quartic are real). We find that z0 + z̄0 = (a + d)/b, z0z̄0 = 1.
Hence, z0 lies on the unit circle in this case. On the other hand, if (a+d)2−4b2 > 0,
the roots z1, z2 are real and distinct. Since also z1z2 = 1, they do not lie on the
unit circle.

For the second point, we observe thatM maps the real line to itself. If ad−b2 ≤ 0,
there are solutions on the real axis: Indeed, for real numbers t we find R(t) = −1/t,
and the equation becomes

at2 + 2bt+ d = 0.
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On the other hand, if ad− b2 > 0, M is an automorphism of the upper half plane.
Hence, it does not map points in the upper half plane to their antipodal points in
the lower halfplane, and vice versa. The only potential solutions are on the real
axis. But those solutions exist only if ad− b2 ≤ 0, �

With this in place, we can characterize the regular self-adjoint local smooth
boundary conditions for the cases N = 4, d = 3, 4.

Proof of Proposition 6.6. As before, we fix s ∈ ∂M and decompose S+|∂M in the
eigenspaces of the chirality operator β+. In view of Proposition 5.6, we have to
study the eigenspaces of the unitary transformation f : S+

s 7→ S+
s . First, assume

that F−1(s) = F+1(s) = {0}. Then, by (5.10) the boundary condition takes the
form

Λs = {(w, iCν(s)Qw) | w ∈ S+
s }.

The Shapiro-Lopatinski condition is then satisfied if for all ξ ∈ T ∗
s ∂M , QG+1(s, ξ)∩

G−1(s, ξ) = {0}. We use the correspondence between Gr1(S
+
s ) to Ĉ given by (6.7).

The action of Q =
(

a b
b∗ d

)
on the one-dimensional subspaces G+1(s, ξ) corresponds

to the Möbius transform ζ 7→ (aζ + b)/(dζ + b∗). On the other hand, if ζ(k) cor-
responds to G+1(s, k), R(ζ(k)) corresponds to the orthogonal subspace G−1(s, k).
The intersection QG+1(s, k) ∩ G−1(s, k) is nontrivial for some choice of k if and

only if both subspaces coincide for this k, hence the corresponding points ζ(k) ∈ Ĉ

satisfy the equation M(ζ(k)) = R(ζ(k)).
By Lemma 6.8, ζ(k) span exactly the unit circle. Hence, the first point of

Lemma 6.9 guarantees that the Shapiro-Lopatinski condition is satisfied if and
only if |b| < |d+ a|/2. Defining (a+ d)/2 =: as and (a− d)/2 =: ds and noting that
(cp. (6.8)) (

0 b
b∗ 0

)
= Rts for some ts ∈ T ∗∂M with |ts| = |b|

allows to write
Q = asId + dsβ+ +Rts .

This case corresponds to (6.5) in Proposition 6.6 where A = Q is invertible.

It remains to analyse the cases where F+1 and/or F−1 are nontrivial. If this is
the case, F⊥ is at most one-dimensional, so Q is multiplication by a number and
condition (5.7) is always satisfied.

We have to check that F±1 intersect G±1(s, k) in a trivial way, for all choices of
k in the unit tangent space. Defining, as previously, ζ(k) to be the point on the
unit circle corresponding to G+1(s, k), ζ(k) span the unit circle as k covers the unit
circle in the tangent plane. Therefore for this it is necessary that F±1 corresponds
to some G(ζ) with |ζ| 6= 1. The projection from C2 to G(ζ) is given by

1

1 + |ζ|2

(
1 ζ∗

ζ |ζ2|

)
=

1

2
Id +

1− |ζ|2

2(1 + |ζ|2)
β+ +

1

2
Rts .

where, as before, we have chosen some ts in the tangent space such that Rts/2
equals the off-diagonal part of the previous matrix, such that |ts| = 2|ζ|/(1 + |ζ|2).

If we define bs =
1−|ζ|2

(1+|ζ|2) , this means that F±1 equals E+(bsβ+ +Rts).

If F+1 and F−1 are both nontrivial, this means that (1 ± f) are, up to a factor
2, projections on F±1. Thus,

Λs = F+1 ⊕ CνF−1 = E+(bsβ+ +Rts)⊕ CνE−(bsβ+ +Rts).
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Returning to the definitions of bs and ts, note that bs =
1−|ζ|2

(1+|ζ|2) ∈ [−1, 1] \ {0} and

that b2s + |ts|
2 = 1. This settles the case (6.6).

Now, consider the case where F−1 and F⊥ are both one-dimensional, we find

Λs =

{(
w

Cνqw

)
+

(
v
0

)∣∣∣∣ w ∈ F⊥, v ∈ E+(bsβ+ +Rts)

}

with q ∈ R \ 0 the value of Q on F⊥. In this case, F⊥ is the orthogonal space to
E−(bsβ+ + Rts). Note that in this case, the necessary conditions from Proposi-
tion 5.6 are also sufficient. If w + v ∈ G+1(s, k) and qw ∈ G−1(s, k), in particular
they are orthogonal. This means that 0 = 〈w + v, w〉 = |w|2 and therefore, w = 0.

Now, we define the matrix A as q times the projection on E−(bsβ+ +Rts), i.e.,

A =
q

2
(Id− bsβ+ −Rts)

we find

Λs =

{(
w

CνAw

)∣∣∣∣w ∈ S+
s

}
.

We can define as = q/2, ds = −qbs/2 and replace ts by −qts/2 to bring this matrix
in the form (6.5) where A is not invertible. The final remaining case where F+1

and F⊥ are one-dimensional is completely analogous. �

The proof of Proposition 6.7 is in the same spirit but direct (using (i) of Lemma 6.8
and (ii) of Lemma 6.9).

7. Transmission conditions

Transmission boundary conditions allow to define Dirac operators in a manifold
divided in two parts by a hypersurface. We first introduce the necessary notation.
Let (M, g) be a Riemannian closed oriented manifold. Let Σ ⊂ M be a closed
hypersurface in M such that M \ Σ = M1 ⊔M2 (disjoint union). Then Mi ⊂ M
for i = 1, 2 is a compact Riemannian manifold with boundary Σ.

Let S be a Clifford bundle overM with associated Dirac operatorD. We consider

M̂ = M1 ⊔ M2 with the induced metric and Clifford bundle Ŝ = S|M1
⊔ S|M2

.

Then, ∂M̂ = ∂M1 ⊔ ∂M2
∼= Σ ⊔ Σ. Let ιi : Σ → M i ⊂ M̂ be the corresponding

identifications.

Definition 7.1. In the situation described above we call a smooth subbundle Λ ⊂
S|Σ ⊕ S|Σ a transmission boundary condition if there are Bi ∈ End(S|Σ), i = 1, 2,
with

Λs = {(B1(s)φ,B2(s)φ) | φ ∈ Ss}

for all s ∈ Σ. The associated Dirac operator DΛ is the one with the domain

domDΛ = {ψ ∈ C(Ŝ) | (ψ(ι1(s)), ψ(ι2(s)) ∈ Λs, ∀s ∈ Σ}
‖.‖D

.

Example 7.2. One example is B1 = B2 = Id which is the most standard trans-
mission condition, see e.g. [BB12, Example 7.2.8].

The term of transmission boundary condition has a special meaning in the setting
of Dirac operators with singular potentials. In the next example we will review this
notion and see that this fits into our Definition 7.1.
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Example 7.3. Transmission boundary conditions are models for Dirac operators
in Rd with a singular potential supported on a (d − 1)-dimensional compact sub-
manifold Σ, such that Rd \Σ = Ω+ ⊔Ω− (Ω+ the bounded interior of Σ) This case
has a long history in the mathematical physics literature, going back to [DEŠ89]
for the case where Σ is the sphere. For a pedagogical survey on the case d = 3 with
the simplest (electrostatic) δ-shell interaction, see [OBP21]. We refer to [CLMT22]
and [BHSLS24] for the analysis of general delta-shell potentials in dimensions d = 2
and d = 3, respectively. To make the correspondence with our framework, we take

M1 = Ω+, M2 = Ω−, define M̂ = M1 ⊔ M2 as their disjoint union, and let S
be the trivial spinor bundle on these manifolds. In this case Ω− is unbounded,
but this does not cause any problems in the Euclidean case: a straightforward lo-
calization argument suffices to show that the regularity of a boundary condition
only depends on the behaviour near the compact boundary Σ. For a potential
V ∈ C∞(Σ,EndS|Σ), the boundary condition corresponding formally to DR+V δΣ
is the one ensuring that the jump of the normal derivative across the boundary
cancels the singularity V δΣ. It reads

(u+, u−) ∈ Λ ⇐⇒ −icν(u− − u+) =
1

2
V (u+ + u−),

where we take ν as the outward normal corresponding to Ω+. The most studied
delta-shell potentials are the electrostatic case V = τId and the Lorentz-Scalar case
V = λβ, for β the chirality operator that exists in d = 2, N = 2 and d = 3, N = 4.
The general version studied in [CLMT22, BHSLS24] can be parametrized as

(7.1) V = ηId + τβ + ωcν + iλcνβ, η, τ, ω, λ ∈ R.

In order to bring these boundary conditions into the framework of Definition 7.1
we define A± := ±icν −V/2, so that (u+, u−) ∈ Λ if and only if A+u++A−u− = 0.

This shows that it suffices to take B1 = A†
+ and B2 = A†

−.

Back to the general setting of this section, transmission boundary conditions
are not, strictly speaking, local boundary conditions in the sense of Definition 1.1.
Still, our previous analysis applies to this case by first reducing it to the special
case where M1 = M2. The general case then follows, since the properties of the
boundary condition only depend on the geometric data on the boundary and (the
Clifford multiplication) of its normal vector.

This results in the following theorem.

Theorem 7.4. In the situation described at the beginning of this section, let Λ be a
transmission boundary condition defined via Bi ∈ End(S|Σ) and let ν be a smooth
unit normal field along Σ. Then, the associated Dirac operator DΛ is

(i) symmetric if and only if B†
1cνB1 = B†

2cνB2

(ii) self-adjoint if and only if B†
1cνB1 = B†

2cνB2 and Ker(B1) ∩Ker(B2) = {0}.
(iii) (strongly) regular if and only if for all s ∈ Σ and k ∈ UT ∗

sΣ

image(cν(s)B1(s), B2(s)) ∩ (E+i(a(s, k))⊕ E+i(a(s, k))) = {0}

where (cνB1, B2) is meant as element in End (S|Σ ⊕ S|Σ) and a(s, k) is the
principal symbol of the operator A0 as in (2.1). If B1, B2 are full rank, this
is equivalent to

(7.2) Ker(a(s, k)(B2(s)−B1(s))− i(B2(s) +B1(s))) = {0}.
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Proof. We start with a general construction that will be mapped to a special case of
the theorem: Let S be a Clifford bundle over some compact Riemannian manifold

M̃ with boundary and with Dirac operator D. We consider Ŝ = S ⊕ S. We use

on Ŝ the induced fibrewise hermitian metric and the induced connection. If cw
denotes the Clifford multiplication on S, we set c̃w = diag(cw,−cw) as the Clifford

multiplication on Ŝ. Then Ŝ is again a Clifford bundle over S (with twice the rank

of S). The associated Dirac operator will be denoted by D̃ and equals (D,−D).

Note that S ⊕ S is not the splitting from a chirality operator on Ŝ, since Clifford
multiplication does not interchange the summands. Let Bi ∈ End(S|

∂M̃
), i = 1, 2.

Then Λ = {(B1φ,B2φ) ∈ Ŝ|∂M̃ | φ ∈ S|∂M̃} ⊂ Ŝ|∂M̃ defines a smooth subbundle

of Ŝ|
∂M̃

. Moreover, it is symmetric if and only if

0 =

∫

∂M̃

〈c̃ν

(
B1φ

B2φ

)
,

(
B1ψ

B2ψ

)
〉 =

∫

∂M̃

〈B†
1cνB1φ, ψ〉 − 〈B†

2cνB2φ, ψ〉

for all φ, ψ ∈ C(S|
∂M̃

). This is true if and only if B†
1cνB1 = B†

2cνB2. In this case,
if additionally rankΛ = rankS, DΛ is self-adjoint by Theorem 1.2. This holds if
and only if Ker(B1) ∩Ker(B2) = {0}.

Let −icν(∂t + At) be the decomposition of D near the boundary as in (2.1)

and let a(s, k) ∈ End(Ss) be the principal symbol of A0. Then the one of D̃ is
−i diag(cν(∂t +At),−cν(∂t −At)). Hence, the induced Dirac-type operator on the
boundary is diag(A0,−A0) with principal symbol ã(s, k) = diag(a(s, k),−a(s, k)).
Thus, E−i(ã(s, k)) = E−i(a(s, k)) ⊕ Ei(a(s, k)). Since {cν, a(s, k)} = 0, we have
cν : E−i(a(s, k)) → Ei(a(s, k)). Hence, the Shapiro-Lopatinski condition translates
to im(cνB1, B2) ∩ Ei(a(s, k))⊕ Ei(a(s, k)) = {0}.

If B1 and B2 are full rank, this condition is equivalent to w = 0 being the only
solution of the system {

a(s, k)cνB1w = icνB1w

a(s, k)B2w = iB2w

Using a(s, k)cν = −cνa(s, k) (recall that a(s, k) = cνck) and summing and sub-
tracting the equations gives

{
a(s, k)(B2 −B1)w = i(B1 +B2)w

a(s, k)(B1 +B2)w = i(B2 −B1)w.

Since a(s, k)2 = −1, this shows that the second equation follows from the first one.

The above can be mapped to the special case of the situation in the theorem
where Σ divides M into two isometric parts M1 and M2 such that there is an
orientation reversing isometry from M1 →M2 that lifts to the Clifford bundle.

For the general case we note that the conditions on being symmetric or self-
adjoint or being strongly regular only depends on the boundary spinor bundle S|∂M̂
(including the Clifford multiplication cν of the normal vector). Hence, it is enough

to consider M̂ = M1

⊔
M2 with f : ∂M1 → M2 an orientation reversing isometry

that lifts to the Clifford bundles. �

Remark 7.5. In the special case B2 = Id, the conditions in the last theorem read
as follows: The boundary condition is
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(i) symmetric/self-adjoint if and only if B†
1cνB1 = cν .

(ii) (strongly) regular if and only if Ker{B1, a(s, k)} ∩ Ei(a(s, k)) = {0}.

In particular, for B1 = B2 = Id from Example 7.2 we recover that the standard
transmission boundary condition is self-adjoint and strongly regular.

Example 7.6. Now, we study the delta-shell potentials from Example 7.3. For
the δ-shell potentials, B1 = −icν − V †/2, B2 = icν − V †/2 satisfy the symmetry

condition if and only if V = V † (which is satisfied for the V considered here).
Indeed, we compute

B†
1cνB1 = cν

(
1 + V V †/4

)
+ i/2

(
V − V †

)

B†
2cνB2 = cν

(
1 + V V †/4

)
− i/2

(
V − V †

)
.

In this case, we also have B2 = B†
1. Hence, self-adjointness requires the kernel of

B1 (hence also the kernel of B2) to be trivial. To study this condition we rewrite
the equation B2w = 0 in the form

Mτ,λ,ωw := ((ω − 2i)cν + τβ + iλcνβ)w = −ηw.

For the case d = N = 2, this matrix is traceless and squares to

M2
τ,λ,ω =

(
(ω − 2i)2 + τ2 + λ2

)
Id,

hence its eigenvalues are ±
√
(ω − 2i)2 + τ2 + λ2.

For the case d = 3, N = 4, it seems most convenient to write out Mτ,λ,ω in some
basis and compute det(Mτ,λ,ω + ηId). This gives again

det(Mτ,λ,ω − ηId) =
(
η2 − τ2 − λ2 − (ω − 2i)2

)2
.

We conclude that, for both d = 2, 3, the boundary condition is self-adjoint if and
only if

η2 − τ2 − λ2 − (2i− ω)2 6= 0.

Next, we study their regularity. Since B1, B2 are full rank, we study the equiv-
alent characterization in (7.2). Replacing B1 and B2 by their definition gives
2ia(s, k)cνw = −iV w. Using a(s, k)cν = −ck allows to rewrite the system as
(V − 2ck)w := Lτ,λ,ω,kw = 0. We fix a basis such that ν = ê1. In the case d = 2,
this gives two possibilities for k = ±ê2. We write

Lτ,λ,ω,±ê2 =

(
η + τ ω + iλ± 2i

ω − iλ∓ 2i η − τ

)

and conclude that the criterion is satisfied if

(7.3)
(
η2 − τ2 − ω2 − (λ− 2)2

) (
η2 − τ2 − ω2 − (λ+ 2)2

)
6= 0.

In dimension 3, we can choose a basis such that k = ê2, which gives

Lτ,λ,ω,k =




η + τ 0 0 ω + i(λ− 2)
0 η + τ ω + i(λ+ 2) 0
0 ω − i(λ+ 2) η − τ 0

ω − i(λ − 2) 0 0 η − τ




Its determinant equals precisely the left-hand side of (7.3), and so we arrive at the
same conclusion.
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