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Abstract

The notion of eta invariant is traditionally defined by means of analytic continuation. We
prove, by examining the particular case of the operator curl, that the eta invariant can equi-
valently be obtained as the trace of the difference of positive and negative spectral projections,
appropriately regularised. Our construction is direct, in the sense that it does not involve
analytic continuation, and is based on the use of pseudodifferential techniques. This provides
a novel approach to the study of spectral asymmetry of non-semibounded (pseudo)differential
systems on manifolds which encompasses and extends previous results.
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1 Statement of the problem

The study of spectral asymmetry, namely, the difference in the distribution of positive and negative
eigenvalues of (pseudo)differential operators on manifolds is a well-established area of pure math-
ematics, initiated by Atiyah, Patodi and Singer in their seminal series of papers [1, 2, 3, 4]. The
classical approach to the subject goes as follows. Given a non-semibounded self-adjoint first order
(pseudo)differential operator with (real) eigenvalues {λk}, one introduces the quantity

η(s) :=
∑
λk ̸=0

sgn(λk)

|λk|s
, s ∈ C,

called the eta function of the operator. After showing that the eta function can be defined as
a meromorphic function in the whole complex plane with no pole at s = 0, one declares the
value η(0), called eta invariant of the operator, to be a measure of the spectral asymmetry of the
operator. The motivation underpinning this definition is that for a self-adjoint operator acting in
a finite-dimensional vector space the quantity η(0) is precisely the number of positive eigenvalues
minus the number of negative eigenvalues. Let us mention that one can also define a local version
of the eta function, where each term in the infinite series is weighted by the modulus squared of the
corresponding eigenfuncions, and for which similar results can be proved — see, e.g., [14, 6].

The eta invariant, a geometric invariant, turned out to be an incredibly powerful concept with
far-reaching consequences across analysis, geometry, and beyond. For instance, it features in the
Atiyah–Singer Index Theorem for elliptic operators on manifolds with boundary, to name but one
of its most well-known applications. The existing body of work on the topic is massive, especially
in the case of Dirac and Dirac-type operators, hence we do not even attempt a systematic review
of the literature, which would go beyond the scope of the current paper. We shall just emphasise
that most of the existing approaches hinge on a combination of techniques from complex analysis
(analytic continuation) and differential topology (characteristic classes), often relying on black-box-
type arguments.

This paper completes the analysis initiated in [12], resulting in a new, direct approach to the
study of eta functions (both local and global) and eta invariants through the prism of microlocal
analysis, starting from a less well-studied, yet fundamental, operator: the operator curl. We refer
the reader to [12] for a more detailed review of existing literature.

Let (M, g) be a connected closed oriented Riemannian manifold of dimension d = 3. We denote
by ρ(x) :=

√
det gαβ(x) the Riemannian density and by Ωk = Ωk(M), 0 ≤ k ≤ 3, the space of

real-valued k-forms over M . Furthermore, we denote by ∗, d and δ the Hodge dual, the exterior
derivative (differential) and the codifferential, respectively. Finally, we denote by Riem, Ric and Sc
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the Riemann tensor, the Ricci tensor and scalar curvature1. We refer the reader to [12, Appendix A]
for our differential geometric conventions.

We equip Ωk(M) with the L2 inner product

⟨u, v⟩ :=
ˆ
M
∗u ∧ v =

ˆ
M
u ∧ ∗v , (1.1)

where ∧ is the exterior product of differential forms, and define Hs(M), s > 0, to be the space of
differential forms that are square integrable together with their partial derivatives up to order s.
We do not carry in our notation for Sobolev spaces the degree of differential forms: this will be clear
from the context. Henceforth, to further simplify notation we drop the M and write Ωk for Ωk(M)
and Hs for Hs(M).

Hodge’s Theorem [15, Corollary 3.4.2] tells us that Ωk decomposes into a direct sum of three
orthogonal closed subspaces

Ωk = dΩk−1 ⊕ δΩk+1 ⊕Hk,

where dΩk−1, δΩk+1 and Hk are the Hilbert subspaces of exact, coexact and harmonic k-forms,
respectively.

Definition 1.1. We define curl to be the operator

curl = ∗d : δΩ2 ∩H1 → δΩ2 . (1.2)

Observe that Definition 1.1 makes sense, because ∗d maps coexact 1-forms to coexact 1-forms.
It is well-known — see, e.g., [18, 5] and [12, Theorem 2.1] — that curl as defined by (1.2) is a
self-adjoint operator with discrete spectrum accumulating to both +∞ and −∞. Furthermore, zero
is not an eigenvalue of curl. Note, however, that curl is not elliptic2. Indeed, the formula for the
principal symbol of curl (which happens to coincide with its full symbol) reads

[curlprin]α
β(x, ξ) = −i Eα

βγ(x) ξγ , (1.3)

where the tensor E is defined in accordance with

Eαβγ(x) := ρ(x) εαβγ (1.4)

and ε is the totally antisymmetric symbol, ε123 := +1. A straightforward calculation shows that

det(curlprin) = 0.

The eigenvalues of curlprin are simple and read

h(0)(x, ξ) = 0, h(±)(x, ξ) = ±∥ξ∥ ,
1The Riemann curvature tensor Riem has components Riemκ

λµν defined in accordance with

Riemκ
λµν := dxκ(Riem(∂µ , ∂ν) ∂λ) = ∂µΓ

κ
νλ − ∂νΓ

κ
µλ + Γκ

µηΓ
η
νλ − Γκ

νηΓ
η
µλ ,

the Γ’s being Christoffel symbols. The Ricci tensor is defined as Ricµν := Rα
µαν and Sc := gµν Ricµν is scalar

curvature.
2Recall that, by definition, a matrix (pseudo)differential operator is elliptic if the determinant of its principal

symbol is nonvanishing on T ∗M \ {0}.
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for all (x, ξ) ∈ T ∗M \ {0}, where

∥ξ∥ :=
√
gµν(x) ξµξν .

Consequently, standard elliptic theory does not apply and particular care is required when studying
the spectrum of curl.

Let λj be the eigenvalues of curl and uj its orthonormalised eigenforms. Here we enumerate
using positive integers j for positive eigenvalues and negative integers j for negative eigenvalues, so
that

−∞← . . . ≤ λ−2 ≤ λ−1 < 0 < λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ . . .→ +∞ ,

with account of multiplicities.

Definition 1.2. We define the local eta function for the operator curl as

ηloccurl(x; s) :=
∑

j∈Z\{0}

sgnλj
|λj |s

∗ (uj ∧ ∗uj)(x) , (1.5)

where ∗(uj ∧ ∗uj)(x) = gαβ(x) [uj ]α(x) [uj ]β(x) is the pointwise norm squared of the eigenform uj .
We define the (global) eta function for the operator curl as

ηcurl(s) :=
∑

k∈Z\{0}

sgnλk
|λk|s

. (1.6)

It is not hard to show that the series (1.6) converges absolutely for Re s > 3 and defines
a meromorphic function in C by analytic continuation, with possible first order poles at s =
3, 2, 1, 0,−1,−2, . . . . Furthermore, it is holomorphic at s = 0, see [1, 2, 3, 4]. Similarly, for any fixed
x ∈M , the series (1.5) converges absolutely for Re s > 3 and defines a meromorphic function in C
by analytic continuation, with possible first order poles at s = 3, 2, 1,−1,−2, . . . . It is shown in [7]
that, in fact, s 7→ ηcurl(s) and, for each x ∈ M , s 7→ ηloccurl(x; s) are holomorphic in the half-plane
Re s > −1; in fact, this also follows from the arguments presented in Section 7.

Of course, the local and global eta functions are related via the identity

ηcurl(s) =

ˆ
M
ηloccurl(x; s) ρ(x) dx .

Definition 1.3. We call the real-valued function ηloccurl(x; 0) the local eta invariant for the operator
curl, and we call the scalar ηcurl(0) the eta invariant for the operator curl.

The overall philosophy of our paper is to avoid the “black box” of analytic continuation and
approach the eta invariant intuitively, namely,

ηcurl(0) = #{positive eigenvalues} − #{negative eigenvalues} .

Indeed, for a self-adjoint operator in a finite-dimensional inner product space the quantity η(0) can
be written as

Tr(P+ − P−) (1.7)

where Tr is the operator trace, and P+ and P− are projections onto the direct sums of positive and
negative eigenspaces, respectively.

Curl and the eta invariant
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Trying to give a meaning to (1.7) for the case of non-semibounded operators acting in infinite-
dimensional Hilbert spaces is both the key and the starting point of our approach, whose foundations
were developed in [10, 11, 9, 12] and are summarised below, for the reader’s convenience.

The issue at hand is how to rigorously define (1.7) when the projection operators P+ and P−
have infinite rank, and understand the meaning of the outcome.

Let us go back to the operator curl and let us introduce the following orthogonal projections
acting in Ω1:

P+ :=
+∞∑
j=1

uj⟨uj , · ⟩ , (1.8)

P− :=
+∞∑
j=1

u−j⟨u−j , · ⟩ , (1.9)

P0 := −d∆−1δ , (1.10)

where ∆−1 is the pseudoinverse of the (nonpositive) Laplace–Beltrami operator ∆ := −δd. The
operators P+ and P− are the positive and negative spectral projections, whereas P0 is the orthogonal
projection onto exact 1-forms.

The operators (1.8)–(1.10) are related as

P+ + P− + P0 = Id−PH1 ,

where Id is the identity operator and PH is the orthogonal projection onto the (finite-dimensional)
subspace of harmonic 1-forms. It was shown in [12] that (1.8)–(1.10) are pseudodifferential opera-
tors of order zero, whose full symbol can be explicitly constructed via the algorithm given in [10,
Section 4.3].

In what follows, we denote by Ψs the space of classical pseudodifferential operators of order s
with polyhomogeneous symbols acting on 1-forms. Furthermore, we define

Ψ−∞ :=
⋂
s

Ψs (1.11)

and we write Q = R mod Ψ−∞ if Q − R is an integral operator with infinitely smooth integral
kernel. Recall that a pseudodifferential operator Q ∈ Ψs acting on 1-forms can be written locally
as

Q : uα(x) 7→ vα(x) = (2π)−d

ˆ
ei(x−y)γξγ qα

β(x, ξ)uβ(y) dy dξ . (1.12)

The quantity
qα

β(x, ξ) ∼ [qs]α
β(x, ξ) + [qs−1]α

β(x, ξ) + . . . , (1.13)

is called the (full) symbol of Q. Here ∼ stands for asymptotic expansion [17, § 3.3]. The components
[qs−k]α

β of qαβ are positively homogeneous in momentum ξ:

[qs−k]α
β(x, λ ξ) = λs−k [qs−k]α

β(x, ξ), ∀λ > 0, k = 0, 1, 2, . . . .

Observe that the indices α and β in (1.13) ‘live’ at different points, x and y respectively. When
writing (1.12) we implicitly used the same coordinate system for x and y.

The leading homogeneous component of the symbol — a smooth matrix function on T ∗M \ {0}
— is called the principal symbol of Q and denoted by Qprin. We denote by Qsub the subprincipal

Curl and the eta invariant
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symbol of Q — a modification of the subleading homogeneous component of the symbol of Q —
defined in accordance with [12, Definition 3.2]. Observe that principal and subprincipal symbols
are covariant quantities under changes of local coordinates, see [12, Remark 3.3].

Throughout the paper we denote pseudodifferential operators with upper case letters, and their
symbols and homogeneous components of symbols with lower case. At times we will write a pseudo-
differential operator as an integral operator with distributional integral kernel (Schwartz kernel);
namely, we will write (1.12) as

Q : uα(x) 7→
ˆ
M

qα
β(x, y)uβ(y) ρ(y) dy (1.14)

with
qα

β(x, y) =
1

(2π)d ρ(y)

ˆ
ei(x−y)γξγ qα

β(x, ξ) dξ

in a distributional (local) sense and modulo an infinitely smooth contribution. When we do so, we
use lower case Fraktur font for the Schwartz kernel.

The key notion which allows us to tackle (1.7) is that of (pointwise) matrix trace of a pseudo-
differential operator acting on 1-forms.

Definition 1.4. Let Q ∈ Ψs. We call the matrix trace of Q the scalar pseudodifferential operator
trQ of order s defined as

trQ : f(x) 7→
ˆ
M
(tr q)(x, y) f(y) ρ(y) dy , (1.15)

where
(tr q)(x, y) := qα

β(x, y)Zβ
α(y, x)χ(dist(x, y)/ϵ) (1.16)

is the pointwise matrix trace of the distributional kernel q of Q.

In (1.15) Zα
β(x, y) is the linear map (3.6) realising parallel transport of vectors from x to y

along the unique shortest geodesic connecting them, χ : [0,+∞) → R is a compactly supported
smooth scalar function such that χ = 1 in a neighbourhood of zero, dist is the geodesic distance,
and ϵ > 0 is a sufficiently small parameter ensuring that (1.16) vanishes when x and y are far away.
We refer the reader to Section 3 for a more detailed description of these quantities, as well as a
more thorough discussion of the properties of the matrix trace of a (pseudo)differential operator.

Note that in Definition 1.4 we write tr with Fraktur font to emphasise the fact that (1.16) is not
the standard matrix trace tr, but it involves parallel transport.

The essential idea underpinning Definition 1.4 is to decompose the operation of taking the
(operator) trace of an operator acting on 1-forms which is, a priori, not necessarily of trace class,
into two separate steps: first one takes the matrix trace of the original operator, thus obtaining a
scalar pseudodifferential operator, then one takes the operator trace of the resulting scalar operator,
in the hope that cancellations along the way would make the latter operation legitimate.

Remarkably, this turns out to be the case for the operator P+ − P− associated with curl.

Definition 1.5. We define the asymmetry operator to be the self-adjoint scalar pseudodifferential
operator

A := tr(P+ − P−) , (1.17)

where P± are the operators (1.8)–(1.9) and tr is the matrix trace (1.15).

Curl and the eta invariant
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Prima facie, A is an operator of order zero. It was shown in [12, Theorem 1.4] that A is, in fact,
a pseudodifferential operator of order −3 (hence almost of trace class3) with principal symbol

Aprin(x, ξ) = −
1

2∥ξ∥5
Eαβγ(x)∇αRicβ

ρ(x) ξγξρ . (1.18)

A careful analysis of the leading singularity of the integral kernel a of the operatorA— essentially
encoded within (1.18) — allowed us to prove the following result in [12].

Theorem 1.6 ([12, Theorem 1.6]). The integral kernel a(x, y) of the asymmetry operator A is a
bounded function, smooth outside the diagonal. Furthermore, for any x ∈M the limit

ψloc
curl(x) := lim

r→0+

1

4πr2

ˆ
Sr(x)

a(x, y) dSy (1.19)

exists and defines a continuous scalar function ψloc
curl : M → R . Here Sr(x) = {y ∈ M | dist(x, y) =

r} is the sphere of radius r centred at x and dSy is the surface area element on this sphere.

Definition 1.7. We call the function ψloc
curl : M → R the regularised local trace of curl and the

number
ψcurl :=

ˆ
M
ψloc
curl(x) ρ(x) dx

the regularised global trace of curl.

These two quantities are geometric invariants, in that they are determined by the Riemannian
3-manifold and its orientation. In particular, the global regularised trace is a real number measuring
the asymmetry of the spectrum of curl.

In [12] we claimed that ψcurl is precisely the classical eta invariant and that ψloc
curl is the local eta

invariant, only defined in a purely analytic fashion, via microlocal analysis. The main goal of this
paper is to prove this claim.

Notation

Symbol Description

∼ Asymptotic expansion
∗ Hodge dual
∥ · ∥ Riemannian norm
| · | Euclidean norm
A Asymmetry operator, Definition 1.5
A(s) Parameter-dependent asymmetry operator, Definition 2.2

A
(s)
diag, A

(s)
pt Local decomposition of A(s) as per (4.20) and (4.21)

a(x, y) Integral kernel of the asymmetry operator A
a(s)(x, y) Integral kernel of the asymmetry operator A

3Recall that in dimension d = 3 a sufficient condition for a self-adjoint pseudodifferential operator to be of trace
class is that its order be strictly less than −3.

Curl and the eta invariant
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curl The operator curl (1.1)
d Dimension of the manifold M , d ≥ 2

d Exterior derivative
δ Codifferential
∆ := −δd (Nonpositive) Laplace–Beltrami operator
∆ := −(dδ + δd) (Nonpositive) Hodge Laplacian
dist Geodesic distance
εαβγ Totally antisymmetric symbol, ε123 = +1

Eαβγ Totally antisymmetric tensor (1.4)
fxα Partial derivative of f with respect to xα

g Riemannian metric
Γα

βγ Christoffel symbols
ηlocQ (x; s) Local eta function of the operator Q (formula (1.5) for Q = curl)
ηQ(s) Eta function of the operator Q (formula (1.6) for Q = curl)
Hs(M) Generalisation of the usual Sobolev spaces Hs to differential forms
Hk(M) Harmonic k-forms over M
(λj , uj), j = ±1,±2, . . . Eigensystem for curl

θ Heaviside theta function
I Identity matrix
Id Identity operator
(µj , fj), j = 0, 1, 2, . . . Eigensystem for −∆
M Connected closed oriented Riemannian manifold
mod Ψ−∞ Modulo an integral operator with infinitely smooth kernel
P0, P± Orthogonal projections (1.10) and (1.8), (1.9)
p±(x, y) Full symbol of P±

Qprin Principal symbol of the pseudodifferential operator Q
Qsub Subprincipal symbol of Q, for operators on 1-forms see [12, Definition 3.2]
Rλ Resolvent (−∆− λI)−1 of −∆
Ref(s) Reference operator, Definition 6.1
ref(s)(x, y) Scalar function (6.2) and distribution (6.6)
Riem, Ric, Sc Riemann curvature tensor, Ricci tensor, scalar curvature
ρ(x) Riemannian density
Sr(x) Geodesic sphere of radius r centred at x ∈M
tr (Pointwise) matrix trace, Definition 1.4
Tr Operator trace
TM , T ∗M Tangent and cotangent bundle
Ωk(M) Differential k-forms over M
ψloc
curl(x) Regularised local trace of A, Definition 1.7

ψcurl Regularised global trace of A, Definition 1.7

Curl and the eta invariant
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Ψs Classical pseudodifferential operators of order s
Ψ−∞ Infinitely smoothing operators (1.11)
Z Parallel transport map (3.6)

2 Main results

The centrepiece of our paper is the following result.

Theorem 2.1. The regularised local trace of the asymmetry operator coincides with the local eta
invariant and the regularised global trace of the asymmetry operator coincides with the eta invariant.
Namely,

ψloc
curl(x) = ηloccurl(x; 0) ,

ψcurl = ηcurl(0) .

This completes the analysis initiated in [12] and provides a new approach to the study of spec-
tral asymmetry of non-semibounded (pseudo)differential systems on manifolds which possesses the
following main elements of novelty.

• We characterise asymmetry of the spectrum in terms of a pseudodifferential operator of nega-
tive order, as opposed to a single number. The classical geometric invariants can be recovered
by computing the local and global regularised operator traces of the asymmetry operator. In
this sense, our approach encompasses and extends previous results.

• The overarching idea is not specific to curl, but can be deployed for a variety of operators.
For example, we will be applying it to the massless Dirac operator in a separate paper.

• Our construction is direct, in the sense that it does not involve analytic continuation, and is
based on the use of pseudodifferential techniques and explicit computations.

• It implements in a rigorous fashion the intuitive understanding of spectral asymmetry as the
difference between the number of positive and negative eigenvalues.

The strategy for proving Theorem 2.1 is as follows.

Let us introduce a one-parameter family of pseudodifferential operators defined as follows.

Definition 2.2. Let s be a real number. We define the parameter-dependent asymmetry operator
as

A(s) := tr
[
(P+ − P−)(−∆)−s/2

]
, (2.1)

where ∆ is the (nonpositive) Hodge Laplacian acting on 1-forms.

Prima facie, for a given s ∈ R the operator (2.1) is a pseudodifferential operator of order −s.
Furthermore, it is not hard to to see that for s > 3 the operator A(s) is of trace class, and that its
operator trace is the eta function ηcurl(s) — full justification for these claims will be provided in
Section 4.

A deeper analysis reveals that, very much like the asymmetry operator (1.17), A(s) enjoys higher
smoothing properties than initially expected.

Curl and the eta invariant
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Theorem 2.3.

(a) The operator A(s) is a self-adjoint pseudodifferential operator of order −s− 3.

(b) The principal symbol of the operator A(s) reads

(A(s))prin(x, ξ) = −
(s+ 1)(s+ 3)

6 ∥ξ∥s+5
Eαβγ(x)∇αRicβ

ρ(x) ξγξρ . (2.2)

Remark 2.4. Formula (2.2) tells us that the principal symbol of the operator A(s) vanishes at s = −1
and s = −3. In fact, a stronger result is true: the operator A(s) itself vanishes at s = −1 and s = −3.
Indeed, according to formulae (4.1) and (4.3) we have A(−k) = tr(curlk) for odd natural k, whereas
Propositions 3.4 and 3.5 tell us that tr curl = tr(curl3) = 0 .

Theorem 2.3 part (a) allows us to extend our earlier claim about the operator A(s) being trace
class from s > 3 all the way up to s > 0.

Theorem 2.5. Let a(s)(x, y) be the integral kernel of A(s). For s > 0 we have

a(s)(x, x) = ηloccurl(x; s)

and
TrA(s) = ηcurl(s) .

Remark 2.6. Note that s ∈ (0,+∞) is the maximal interval in which A(s) is of trace class. Indeed,
A(0) = A is not of trace class in general, as demonstrated in [12, Sections 6 and 7].

Next, one observes that for s = 0 the operator A(s) turns into the asymmetry operator A —
cf. (1.17) and (2.1). Furthermore, comparing (1.18) with (2.2) we see that

(A(s))prin = f(s)Aprin with f(s) =
(s+ 1)(s+ 3)

3 ∥ξ∥s
.

Proving Theorem 2.5, which in turn will imply Theorem 2.1, requires one to carefully examine
the behaviour of the integral kernel of A(s) as s → 0+. Let us emphasise that there are several
nontrivial (and somewhat subtle) obstacles one needs to overcome in order to achieve this. In
particular, one has to find a way to “follow the singularity” of a(s) up to s = 0+ in such a way that
the error terms brought about by the microlocal approach do not grow in an uncontrolled fashion
when the parameter s becomes smaller and smaller.

Structure of the paper

Our paper is structured as follows.
In Section 3 we revisit the notion of matrix trace of an operator, building on the analysis

from [12, Section 4]. In particular, we provide stronger results for differential (as opposed to
pseudodifferential) matrix operators.

In Section 4 we perform a detailed examination of the parameter-dependent asymmetry operator
A(s): we discuss its basic properties, prove that it is a pseudodifferential operator of order −s− 3,
and compute its principal symbol.

Section 5 establishes a precise relationship between the operator A(s) and the local and global
eta functions of the operator curl. This prepares the ground for Section 6, which features a careful

Curl and the eta invariant
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analysis of the leading singularity of the integral kernel of A(s). The latter is achieved by defining a
reference operator which captures the leading singularity and underpins our notion of (regularised)
trace for A(s).

Finally, in Section 7 we give the proof of our main result, Theorem 2.1
Our paper is complemented by a section with concluding remarks, Section 8, and three appen-

dices with auxiliary technical material.

3 The matrix trace of an operator, revisited

In this section we will briefly summarise and revisit the notion of matrix trace of a pseudodifferential
operator acting on 1-forms introduced in [12, Section 4]. We refer the reader to [12, Section 4] for
further details and a broader discussion.

Consider a pseudodifferential operator

Q : uα(x) 7→
ˆ
M

qα
β(x, y)uβ(y) ρ(y) dy

of order s acting on 1-forms, with scalar integral kernel qαβ (Schwartz kernel).
There are two natural notions of trace associated with Q. The first notion is that of operator

trace TrQ, which is well defined when the operator is of trace class. This is the case if s < −d
and the operator is self-adjoint. The second notion is that of matrix trace trQ, introduced in
Definition 1.4. The latter produces a scalar pseudodifferential operator of the same order as the
original operator Q.

It was shown in [12, Section 4] that the matrix trace satisfies the following properties.

(i) The operator trQ is defined uniquely, modulo the addition of a scalar integral operator whose
integral kernel is infinitely smooth and vanishes in a neighbourhood of the diagonal.

(ii) (trQ)∗ = tr(Q∗), where the star refers to formal adjoints with respect to the natural inner
products. In particular, if Q is self-adjoint, then so is trQ.

(iii) If s < −d and the operator Q is self-adjoint then

Tr(trQ) = TrQ . (3.1)

(iv) We have
(trQ)prin = trQprin, (3.2)

(trQ)sub = trQsub . (3.3)

(v) The quantities on the left-hand sides of (3.1)–(3.3) are independent of the parameter ϵ ap-
pearing in formula (1.16).

When Q : uα 7→ Qα
β uβ is a differential operator acting on 1-forms, one has a stronger result.

In order to formulate this result, let us write down the operator Q in local coordinates:

Qα
β =

∑
|κ|≤m

[qκ]α
β(x)

∂|κ|

∂xκ
, (3.4)
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where m is the order of the differential operator, κ = (κ1, . . . , κd) ∈ Nd
0 is a multi-index, |κ| =∑d

j=1 κj and
∂|κ|

∂xκ
=

∂|κ|

∂(x1)κ1 . . . ∂(xd)κd
. Then introduce another differential operator

Rα
β(x) :=

∑
|κ|≤m

[qκ]α
β(x)

∂|κ|

∂yκ
(3.5)

which acts in the variable y, whereas the variable x plays the role of parameter.
Recall that

Z : TxM ∋ uα 7→ uα Zα
β(x, y) ∈ TyM (3.6)

is the linear map realising parallel transport of vectors from x to y along the unique shortest geodesic
connecting x and y. In what follows, we raise and lower indices in the 2-point tensor Zα

β(x, y) using
the Riemannian metric g(x) in the first index and g(y) in the second.

Recall also the identity [12, formula (4.9)]

Zβ
α(y, x) = Zα

β(x, y). (3.7)

Proposition 3.1. Let Q be a differential operator acting on 1-forms and R(x) be the corresponding
parameter-dependent differential operator defined, in local coordinates, in accordance with formula
(3.5). Then trQ is the scalar differential operator

trQ : f(x) 7→ [Rα
β(x)Zβ

α(y, x) f(y)]
∣∣∣
y=x

. (3.8)

Proof. Let U ⊆ M be a coordinate patch and let x be local coordinates in U . We assume that
U is small enough so that for all x, y ∈ U we have χ(dist(x, y)/ϵ) = 1, where ϵ is the parameter
appearing in formula (1.16).

In what follows, without loss of generality, the infinitely smooth 1-form u and scalar function f
are assumed to be compactly supported in U . This is acceptable because differential operators are
local, unlike the more general pseudodifferential operators.

In our coordinate patch and chosen local coordinates the differential operators Qα
β read (3.4).

The operator Q can now be equivalently rewritten in integral form as

Q : uα(x) 7→
1

(2π)d

ˆ
ei(x−y)γξγ qα

β(x, ξ)uβ(y) dy dξ , (3.9)

where
qα

β(x, ξ) =
∑

|κ|≤m

i|κ| [qκ]α
β(x) ξκ

is the (left) symbol of Q. Here ξκ = (ξ1)
κ1 . . . (ξd)

κd .
Formulae (1.14)–(1.16) and (3.9) imply

trQ : f(x) 7→ 1

(2π)d

ˆ
ei(x−y)γξγ qα

β(x, ξ)Zβ
α(y, x) f(y) dy dξ . (3.10)

Examination of formula (3.10) shows that we are looking at (3.8).
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We feel it necessary to provide an alternative equivalent reformulation of Proposition 3.1, one
that avoids the use of the parameter-dependent differential operator (3.5). Let is instead make use
of the amplitude-to-symbol operator

Sleft ∼
+∞∑
k=0

S−k, S0 := ( · )|y=x , S−k :=
1

k!

[(
−i ∂2

∂yγ∂ξγ

)k

( · )

]∣∣∣∣∣
y=x

, (3.11)

see [12, formula (3.13)]. The action of the operator (3.11) on an amplitude q(x, y, ξ) of a (pseudo)differential
operator excludes the y-dependence, i.e. gives the (left) symbol. Note that the operator (3.11) maps
an amplitude polynomial in ξ to a (left) symbol polynomial in ξ.

Proposition 3.2. Let Q be a differential operator acting on 1-forms with (left) symbol qαβ(x, ξ).
Then trQ is the scalar differential operator with (left) symbol

Sleft [qαβ(x, ξ)Zβ
α(y, x)] . (3.12)

Proof. Consequence of formula (3.10) and the definition of the amplitude-to-symbol operator.

Remark 3.3. It is easy to see that if Q is a pseudodifferential operator acting on 1-forms with (left)
symbol qαβ(x, ξ), then trQ is the scalar pseudodifferential operator with (left) symbol given by
formula (3.12). Of course, in the pseudodifferential case symbols are not polynomials in ξ and are
defined modulo O(|ξ|−∞) as |ξ| → +∞.

To conclude this section, we will examine some important examples of matrix trace. In prepara-
tion for this analysis, recall that in geodesic normal coordinates centred at x = 0 the metric admits
the expansion

gαβ(y) = δαβ −
1

3
Riemαµβν(0) y

µyν +O(|y|3) , (3.13)

so that one has det gαβ(y) = 1− 1

3
Ricµν(0) y

µyν +O(|y|3) and

ρ(y) = 1− 1

6
Ricµν(0) y

µyν +O(|y|3) . (3.14)

Furthermore, the parallel transport map Zα
β(x, y) admits the following expansion [12, formula (E.2)]

Zα
β(0, y) = δαβ −

1

6
Riemα

µβν(0) y
µyν +

1

6

∂2Γα
µβ

∂yν∂yρ
(0) yµyνyρ +O(|y|4) . (3.15)

Proposition 3.4. In dimension d = 3 we have

tr curl = 0 . (3.16)

Proof. Formula (3.8) applied to Q = curl gives us

tr curl : f(x) 7→
[
−Eα

βγ(x)
∂

∂yγ
Zβ

α(y, x) f(y)

]∣∣∣∣
y=x

. (3.17)

Let us choose geodesic normal coordinates centred at x = 0. Then formulae (3.17), (1.4), (3.13),
(3.14), (3.7) and (3.15) immediately imply (3.16).
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Proposition 3.5. In dimension d = 3 we have

tr(curl3) = 0 .

Proof. We are looking at the differential operator Q = curl3 ,

Qα
β = −Eα

γρ(x)
∂

∂xρ

(
Eγ

µσ(x)
∂

∂xσ

(
Eµ

βτ (x)
∂

∂xτ

))
. (3.18)

We need to rewrite (3.18) in the form (3.4), i.e. put all the coefficients in front of partial derivatives,
and then form the parameter-dependent differential operator R(x) in accordance with formula (3.5).

Let us choose geodesic normal coordinates centred at x = 0. A somewhat lengthy but straight-
forward calculation shows that in the chosen coordinate system the differential operator R(0) reads

Rα
β(0) =

[
εβρτ Ricαρ(0)−

1

3
εα

βρRicρ
τ (0) +

1

3
εα

τρRicρ
β(0)

]
∂

∂yτ

+ εα
βρ ∂

∂yρ

(
δστ

∂2

∂yσ∂yτ

)
. (3.19)

In writing down (3.19) we used (1.4), (3.13), (3.14) and the elementary identity

εαβγ ε
µνγ = δα

µδβ
ν − δανδβµ.

It only remains to substitute (3.19), (3.7) and (3.15) into the RHS of (3.8) at x = 0.
We consider separately the contributions to (3.8) from the three terms on the RHS of (3.15).
The contribution from the first term on the RHS of (3.15) vanishes because Rα

β(0) δαβ = 0 .
The contribution from the second term on the RHS of (3.15) reads

− 1

3
εα

βρ Ricα β(0)
∂f

∂yρ

∣∣∣∣
y=0

− 1

3
εα

βρ [Riemα
ρβ

σ(0) + Riemασ
βρ(0)]

∂f

∂yσ

∣∣∣∣
y=0

.

The tensors Ricαβ(0) and Riemαρβσ(0)+Riemασβρ(0) are symmetric in α, β, hence the expression
(3) vanishes.

Note that the fact that the second term on the RHS of (3.15) gives a zero contribution to the
RHS of (3.8) at x = 0 can be established without involving the explicit formula (3). In dimension
three the Riemann curvature tensor is expressed via the Ricci tensor, so we are looking at a linear
combination of terms of the form

εαβγ × Ricκλ×
∂f

∂yµ

∣∣∣∣
y=0

.

Here one has to perform contraction of indices to get a scalar. It is easy to see that any such
contraction gives zero.

The proof of Proposition 3.5 has been reduced to examining the contribution to (3.8) coming
from the third term on the RHS of (3.15). Namely, the task at hand is to show that

εα
βρ ∂

∂yρ

(
δστ

∂2

∂yσ∂yτ

)
∂2Γα

µβ

∂yν∂yγ
(0) yµyνyγ = 0 .

But ∂2Γ is expressed via ∇Ric , so we are looking at a linear combination of terms of the form

εαβγ ×∇κRicλµ .

Here one has to perform contraction of indices to get a scalar. It is easy to see that any such
contraction gives zero. This completes the proof of Proposition 3.5.
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Proposition 3.6. In any dimension d ≥ 2 we have

tr∆ = d∆− Sc , (3.20)

where ∆ is the (nonpositive) Hodge Laplacian acting on 1-forms, ∆ is the (nonpositive) Laplace–
Beltrami operator and Sc is scalar curvature.

Proof. The (nonpositive) Hodge Laplacian ∆ acting on 1-forms is defined by formula

∆ = −(dδ + δd) . (3.21)

In local coordinates we have
(dδ)α

β = − ∂

∂xα
ρ−1 ∂

∂xγ
gγβ ρ , (3.22)

(δd)α
β = gαν ρ

−1 ∂

∂xµ

(
gµβ gνγ − gµγ gνβ

)
ρ

∂

∂xγ
. (3.23)

In (3.22) and (3.23) it is understood that partial derivatives act on everything to their right.
We are looking at the differential operator Q = ∆ defined by formulae (3.21)–(3.23). We need

to rewrite it in the form (3.4), i.e. put all the coefficients in front of partial derivatives, and then
form the parameter-dependent differential operator R(x) in accordance with formula (3.5).

As in the proof of Proposition 3.5, let us choose geodesic normal coordinates centred at x = 0.
A straightforward calculation based on the use of formulae (3.13) and (3.14) shows that in the
chosen coordinate system the differential operator R(0) reads

Rα
β(0) = δα

β

(
δµγ

∂2

∂yµ∂yγ

)
− 2

3
Ricα

β(0) . (3.24)

We now substitute (3.24), (3.7) and (3.15) into the RHS of (3.8) at x = 0.
We consider separately the contributions to (3.8) from the first two terms on the RHS of (3.15).

The contribution from the first term on the RHS of (3.15) reads d

(
δµγ

∂2

∂yµ∂yγ

)
− 2

3
Sc(0) ,

whereas the contribution from the second term on the RHS of (3.15) reads −1

3
Sc(0) . Hence, in

geodesic normal coordinates centred at x = 0 we have

[ (tr∆)f ](0) =

[
d

(
δµγ

∂2f

∂yµ∂yγ

)
− Sc f

]∣∣∣∣
y=0

. (3.25)

Comparing (3.25) with the action of the Laplace–Beltrami operator ∆ = ρ−1 ∂

∂yµ
gµν ρ

∂

∂yν
,

we arrive at (3.20).

4 The parameter-dependent asymmetry operator A(s)

In this section we will examine the parameter-dependent asymmetry operator A(s) introduced in
Definition 2.2 and establish its basic properties. In particular, we will prove Theorem 2.3.
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4.1 An alternative representation for A(s)

To start with, let us provide an alternative representation for the operator A(s).
Let

0 = µ0 < µ1 ≤ µ2 ≤ · · · → +∞

be the eigenvalues of the operator −∆ enumerated in increasing order and with account of multi-
plicity, and let fj , j = 0, 1, 2, . . . , be the corresponding orthonormalised eigenfunctions. Here ∆ is
the (nonpositive) Laplace–Beltrami operator.

Recall also that (λj , uj), j ∈ Z \ {0}, is our notation the eigensystem of curl.

Lemma 4.1.

(a) We have
A(s) = tr

[
curl (−∆)−

s+1
2

]
. (4.1)

(b) If s > 3 the operator A(s) is of trace class.

Proof. (a) The family of 1-forms vj := µ
−1/2
j dfj , j = 1, 2, . . . , forms an orthonormal basis for the

Hilbert space dΩ0 with inner product (1.1). Since on a Riemannian 3-manifold the codifferential δ
acts on Ωk as δ = (−1)k ∗ d ∗ , the Spectral Theorem gives us the following representation for the
(nonpositive) Hodge Laplacian (3.21) acting on 1-forms:

∆ = −(dδ + δd) = −
+∞∑
j=1

µj vj⟨vj , · ⟩ −
∑

j∈Z\{0}

λ2j uj⟨uj , · ⟩ . (4.2)

Hence,

(−∆)r = (dδ + δd)r =

+∞∑
j=1

µrj vj⟨vj , · ⟩+
∑

j∈Z\{0}

|λj |2r uj⟨uj , · ⟩ , r ∈ R . (4.3)

Formulae (1.8), (1.9) and (4.3) and Hodge’s decomposition imply

P+ − P− = curl (−∆)−1/2 . (4.4)

Substituting (4.4) into (2.1) we obtain (4.1).
(b) Examination of formula (2.1) or formula (4.1) shows that for s > 3 the order of the pseudo-

differential operator A(s) is strictly less than −3 . But a self-adjoint pseudodifferential operator of
order strictly less than −3 is of trace class (recall that the dimension of M is 3).

Although at first glance the meaning of (4.1) is less transparent than that of (2.1), the repre-
sentation (4.1) will be especially convenient in the forthcoming calculations because it involves the
composition of a power of the Hodge Laplacian with the differential operator curl, as opposed to
the pseudodifferential operator P+ − P−. Indeed, from a microlocal perspective curl possesses the
following nice properties upon which we will rely extensively:

(i) the full symbol of curl coincides with its principal symbol (1.3) and

(ii) the symbol of curl is linear in momentum ξ , so that

∂|κ| [curlprin]α
β

∂ξκ
(x, ξ) = 0 (4.5)

for all multi-indices κ ∈ N3
0 with |κ| ≥ 2.
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4.2 The order of A(s)

The goal of this subsection is to prove part (a) of Theorem 2.3. Namely, we will show that the
operator A(s) is of order −s− 3. This will be achieved in several steps, decreasing the order of A(s)

at each step.

The first step is the simplest, in that it does not require extensive use of the resolvent.

Lemma 4.2. The parameter-dependent asymmetry operator A(s) is a pseudodifferential operator of
order −s− 2.

Proof. The claim is equivalent to the following two statements:

(A(s))prin = 0 , (4.6)

(A(s))sub = 0 . (4.7)

Here the subprincipal symbol of a pseudodifferential operator acting on 1-forms is defined in accor-
dance with [12, Definition 3.2].

Formula (4.6) follows from (4.1), (3.2), (1.3) and the fact that

[(−∆)−
s+1
2 ]prin = ∥ξ∥−

s+1
2 I (4.8)

is proportional to the identity matrix I .
Theorem 3.8 from [12] tells us that

[curl (−∆)−
s+1
2 ]sub = curlprin[(−∆)−

s+1
2 ]sub + curlsub[(−∆)−

s+1
2 ]prin

+
i

2
{{curlprin, [(−∆)−

s+1
2 ]prin}} , (4.9)

where

{{Qprin, Rprin}}αβ :=

(
∂[Qprin]α

κ

∂xγ
− Γα′

γα[Qprin]α′κ + Γκ
γκ′ [Qprin]α

κ′
)
∂[Rprin]κ

β

∂ξγ

− ∂[Qprin]α
κ

∂ξγ

(
∂[Rprin]κ

β

∂xγ
− Γκ′

γκ[Rprin]κ′β + Γβ
γβ′ [Rprin]κ

β′
)

(4.10)

is the generalised Poisson bracket. Furthermore, [12, Lemma 3.6] tells us that

curlsub = 0 (4.11)

and Lemma A.3 tells us that
[(−∆)−

s+1
2 ]sub = 0. (4.12)

Finally, a straightforward calculation involving (1.3), (4.8) and (4.10) gives us

{{curlprin, [(−∆)−
s+1
2 ]prin}} = 0. (4.13)

Substituting (4.11)–(4.13) into (4.9) we obtain

[curl (−∆)−
s+1
2 ]sub = 0 . (4.14)

Formula (4.7) then follows from (4.1), (3.3) and (4.14).
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In view of Lemma 4.2, formula (4.1), and formula (3.2), in order to establish that A(s) is of
order −s − 3 it suffices to compute the homogeneous component of the symbol of the operator
curl (−∆)−

s+1
2 of degree −s− 2 and show that its pointwise matrix trace vanishes.

Let
qα

β(x, ξ) ∼ ∥ξ∥−s−1 δα
β + [q−s−2]α

β(x, ξ) + [q−s−3]α
β(x, ξ) + . . . (4.15)

be the full symbol of the operator (−∆)−
s+1
2 . Then the full symbol tαβ of the operator curl (−∆)−

s+1
2

is given by

tα
β(x, ξ) = Eα

µγ(x)

(
iξµ qγ

β(x, ξ) +
∂qγ

β

∂xµ
(x, ξ)

)
. (4.16)

In writing (4.16) we used (1.3), (4.5), and the fact that, given two pseudodifferential operators A
and B with symbols a and b, the symbol σAB of their composition AB is given by the formula

σAB ∼
∞∑
k=0

1

ikk!

∂ka

∂ξα1 . . . ∂ξαk

∂kb

∂xα1 . . . ∂xαk
, (4.17)

see [17, Theorem 3.4]. The identity (4.16) effectively reduces the task at hand to the analysis of the
symbol of (−∆)−

s+1
2 , the power of an elliptic differential operator.

Let us fix an arbitrary point z ∈ M and work in geodesic normal coordinates centred at z. In
our chosen coordinate system the operator A(s) (modulo Ψ−∞) reads

A(s) : f(x) 7→ 1

(2π)3

ˆ
ei(x−y)µξµ tα

β(x, ξ)Zβ
α(y, x) f(y) dy dξ , (4.18)

where tα
β(x, ξ) is defined in accordance with (4.16) and (4.15).

Next, we observe that (4.18) can be recast as

A(s) = A
(s)
diag +A

(s)
pt , (4.19)

where
A

(s)
diag :=

1

(2π)3

ˆ
ei(x−y)µξµ tα

α(x, ξ) f(y) dy dξ (4.20)

and
A

(s)
pt := A(s) −A(s)

diag. (4.21)

Here the subscript “pt” stands for “parallel transport”. Let us emphasise that the decomposition
(4.19) is not invariant, i.e., it relies on our particular choice of local coordinates. However, it turns
out to be very convenient when carrying out the explicit calculations below.

The following lemma establishes that the contribution from A
(s)
pt to the principal symbol of the

parameter-dependent asymmetry operator A(s) at the point z can be disregarded.

Lemma 4.3. Let a(s)pt (x, ξ) ∼
∑+∞

j=0(tpt)−s−j(x, ξ) be the full symbol of the operator A(s)
pt . We have

(a
(s)
pt )−s−j(z, ξ) = 0 for j = 0, 1, 2, 3 . (4.22)

Proof. The claim (4.22) for j = 0 and j = 1 follows at once from (3.15) and (3.7). The claim
(4.22) for j = 2 and j = 3 can be proved following the strategy from [12, subsection 6.2]. Detailed
arguments are given in Appendix B.
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Let us further prepare the ground for the final step in the proof of Theorem 2.3, part (a).
In what follows we assume, for simplicity, that

s > −1 . (4.23)

The general case s ∈ R can be handled by means of [17, Proposition 10.1].
Let Rλ := (−∆− λ Id)−1 be the resolvent of −∆. For fixed (x, ξ) ∈ T ∗M \ {0} and ρ =

ρ(x, ξ) < ∥ξ∥2, let Γ = Γ(x, ξ) = Γ1 ∪ Γ2 ∪ Γ3 be the contour in the complex plane defined by

Γ1 := {λ ∈ C | λ = reiπ, ρ < r < +∞},

Γ2 := {λ ∈ C | λ = ρ eiθ, −π < θ < π},

Γ3 := {λ ∈ C | λ = re−iπ, ρ < r < +∞},

with orientation prescribed as in the Figure 1.

Figure 1: Contour of integration.

The classical theory of complex powers of elliptic pseudodifferential operators (see, e.g., [16],
[17, § 10]) tells us that under the assumption (4.23)

(−∆)−
s+1
2 =

i

2π

ȷ
Γ
λ−

s+1
2 Rλ dλ , (4.24)

so that, arguing as in [17, § 11.2, formula (11.10)], we have

[q−s−j−1]α
β(x, ξ) =

i

2π

ȷ
Γ
λ−

s+1
2 [r−2−j ]α

β(x, ξ, λ) dλ , j = 0, 1, 2, . . . , (4.25)

where

rα
β(x, ξ, λ) ∼

+∞∑
j=0

[r−2−j ]α
β(x, ξ, λ), [r−2−j ]α

β(x, tξ, t2λ) = t−2−j [r−2−j ]α
β(x, ξ, λ) ∀t > 0 ,

(4.26)
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is the full symbol of Rλ as a pseudodifferential operator depending on the parameter λ. Here the
branch of λ−

s+1
2 is determined by making a cut along the negative real semi-axis and requiring that

λ−
s+1
2 = 1 when λ = 1.

Formula (4.25) reduces the the analysis of the symbol of (−∆)−
s+1
2 to the analysis of the symbol

of Rλ .

It is easy to see that

[(Rλ)prin]α
β(x, ξ, λ) = [r−2]α

β(x, ξ, λ) =
1

∥ξ∥2 − λ
δα

β . (4.27)

Note that (Rλ)prin(x, ξ, λ) is holomorphic in {|λ| ≤ ρ} ⊂ C.

The following is an auxiliary lemma which will prove to be useful in subsequent calculations.

Lemma 4.4. We have
i

2π

ȷ
Γ

λ−
s+1
2

(∥ξ∥2 − λ)n
dλ = Cn(s) ∥ξ∥−s−2n+1 ,

where

Cn(s) :=



1 for n = 1,
s+1
2 for n = 2,

(s+1)(s+3)
8 for n = 3,

(s+1)(s+3)(s+5)
48 for n = 4,

(s+1)(s+3)(s+5)(s+7)
384 for n = 5.

Proof. The claim is a straightforward consequence of Cauchy’s residue theorem.

We are now in a position to state the main result of this subsection.

Proposition 4.5. The parameter-dependent asymmetry operator A(s) is a pseudodifferential oper-
ator of order −s− 3.

The proof of Proposition 4.5 consists of a careful examination of the symbol of the operator (4.1)
in geodesic normal coordinates by means of formulae (4.15), (4.16), Lemma 4.3, formulae (4.24)–
(4.26), and the results from Appendix A. To keep the paper to a reasonable length, we decided to
omit this rather long and technical proof, on the basis that it is very similar in spirit to the proof
of part (b) of Theorem 2.3, which we will give in full in the next subsection. The latter will provide
a ‘quantitative version’ of the arguments required to prove Proposition 4.5.

4.3 The principal symbol of A(s)

The goal of this subsection is to prove part (b) of Theorem 2.3. The precise expression for the
principal symbol of A(s) will play a crucial role in the proof of the main result of our paper. This
warrants providing a detailed proof.

Proof of Theorem 2.3, part (b). As in the previous subsection, in what follows we assume to have
chosen geodesic normal coordinates centred at z = 0. In view of Lemma 4.3, proving (2.2) reduces
to showing that, in the chosen coordinate system, we have

[t−s−3]α
α(0, ξ) = −(s+ 1)(s+ 3)

6 |ξ|s+5
εαβγ ∇αRicβ

ρ(0) ξγξρ , (4.28)
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where tα
β(x, ξ) is defined in accordance with (4.16) and (4.15).

It is not hard to convince oneself that A(s) should be proportional to the covariant derivative
of the Ricci tensor and the totally antisymmetric tensor E, see, e.g., [12, Remark 6.8]. Therefore,
without loss of generality one can assume that the metric admits the following Taylor expansion in
geodesic normal coordinates:

gαβ(x) = δαβ −
1

6
(∇σ Riemαµβν)(0)x

σ xµ xν +O(|x|4). (4.29)

Namely, one can assume that all components of curvature (but not their covariant derivatives)
vanish at the centre of the normal coordinate system z = 0. Formula (4.29) immediately implies

ρ(x) = 1− 1

12
(∇σ Ricµν)(0)x

σ xµ xν +O(|x|4).

Under this assumption, the symbol of the Hodge Laplacian admits the expansion given in The-
orem A.1 with a1 = 0 and a0 = 0.

To start with, let us note the following expressions for the partial derivatives in momentum ξ of
(Rλ)prin (4.27) of order ≤ 3 :

[(∥ξ∥2 − λ)−1]ξµ = − 2gµσξσ
(∥ξ∥2 − λ)2

, (4.30a)

[(∥ξ∥2 − λ)−1]ξµξν = − 2gµν

(∥ξ∥2 − λ)2
+

8gµσgνρξσξρ
(∥ξ∥2 − λ)3

, (4.30b)

[(∥ξ∥2 − λ)−1]ξµξνξκ = 8
gµνξκ + gµκξν + gνκξµ

(∥ξ∥2 − λ)3
− 48ξµξνξκ

(∥ξ∥2 − λ)4
. (4.30c)

In formula (4.30c) and some subsequent formulae we employ, for the sake of brevity, the notation

ξα := gαβξβ .

Using formulae (4.17) and (4.27) one obtains

[(Rλ(−∆− λ))−1]α
β =

1

∥ξ∥2 − λ
[h1]α

β + (∥ξ∥2 − λ)[r−3]α
β − i[(∥ξ∥2 − λ)−1]ξµ(∥ξ∥2 − λ)xµ ,

where [h1]α
β is defined in accordance with (A.1), (A.4) and (A.5) and [r−3]α

β comes from (4.26).
Formula (4.30a) and the identity Rλ(−∆− λ) = Id then imply

[r−3]α
β = − 1

(∥ξ∥2 − λ)2
[h1]α

β − 2i

(∥ξ∥2 − λ)3
gµγξγ(∥ξ∥2)xµ δα

β .

The latter, combined with (4.25) and Lemma 4.4, in turn gives us

[q−s−2]α
β = − s+ 1

2∥ξ∥s+3
[h1]α

β − i(s+ 1)(s+ 3)

4∥ξ∥s+5
gµγξγ(∥ξ∥2)xµ δα

β , (4.31)

where [q−s−2]α
β comes from (4.15).

Similar arguments give us
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[r−4]α
β = − 1

(∥ξ∥2 − λ)2
[h0]α

β

− 1

(∥ξ∥2 − λ)3
[
2igµσξσ([h1]α

β)xµ + gµν(∥ξ∥2)xµxνδα
β
]

+
4gµσgνρξσξρ
(∥ξ∥2 − λ)4

(∥ξ∥2)xµxνδα
β +O(|x|2|ξ|−4) , (4.32)

[q−s−3]α
β = − s+ 1

2∥ξ∥s+3
[h0]α

β

− (s+ 1)(s+ 3)

8∥ξ∥s+5

[
2igµσξσ([h1]α

β)xµ + gµν(∥ξ∥2)xµxνδα
β
]

+
(s+ 1)(s+ 3)(s+ 5)gµσgνρξσξρ

12∥ξ∥s+7
(∥ξ∥2)xµxνδα

β +O(|x|2|ξ|−s−3) , (4.33)

[r−5]α
β =

1

(∥ξ∥2 − λ)3
(
−2iξµ([h0]αβ)xµ − gµν([h1]αβ)xµxν

)
+

1

(∥ξ∥2 − λ)4

(
4ξµξν([h1]α

β)xµxν − 8i

3
(gµνξσ + gµσξν + gνσξµ)(∥ξ∥2)xµxνxσ δα

β

)
+

16iξµξνξσ

(∥ξ∥2 − λ)5
(∥ξ∥2)xµxνxσ δα

β +O(|x||ξ|−5) , (4.34)

[q−s−4]α
β =

(s+ 1)(s+ 3)

8|ξ|s+5

(
−2iξµ([h0]αβ)xµ − gµν([h1]αβ)xµxν

)
+

(s+ 1)(s+ 3)(s+ 5)

48|ξ|s+7

(
4ξµξν([h1]α

β)xµxν − 8i

3
(gµνξσ + gµσξν + gνσξµ)(∥ξ∥2)xµxνxσ δα

β

)
+
i(s+ 1)(s+ 3)(s+ 5)(s+ 7)ξµξνξσ

24|ξ|s+9
(∥ξ∥2)xµxνxσ δα

β +O(|x||ξ|−s−4) . (4.35)

To simplify (4.32)–(4.35) we used the facts that

h1 = O(|x|2|ξ|), h0 = O(|x|) ,

which follow from (4.29) and Theorem A.1. Observe also that

r−3 = O(|x|2|ξ|−3), r−4 = O(|x||ξ|−4) .

We now just need to put the various pieces together. Indeed, (4.16) tells us that

[t−s−3]α
α(0, ξ) = εα

µγ

(
iξµ [q−s−4]γ

α(0, ξ) +
∂[q−s−3]γ

α

∂xµ
(0, ξ)

)
. (4.36)

Differentiating (4.33) with respect to x and relabelling the indices we get

([q−s−3]γ
α)xµ(x, ξ) = − s+ 1

2|ξ|s+3
([h0]γ

α)xµ︸ ︷︷ ︸
(∗)
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− (s+ 1)(s+ 3)

8|ξ|s+5

2iξρ([h1]γα)xρxµ + gρσ(∥ξ∥2)xρxσxµδγ
α︸ ︷︷ ︸

(∗)


+

(s+ 1)(s+ 3)(s+ 5)ξρξσ

12|ξ|s+7
(∥ξ∥2)xρxσxµδγ

α︸ ︷︷ ︸
(∗)

+O(|x||ξ|−s−3) . (4.37)

For convenience, let us also relabel the indices in (4.35) to obtain

[q−s−4]γ
α =

(s+ 1)(s+ 3)

8|ξ|s+5
(−2iξρ([h0]γα)xρ − gρσ([h1]γα)xρxσ)

+
(s+ 1)(s+ 3)(s+ 5)

48|ξ|s+7

4ξρξσ([h1]γ
α)xρxσ − 8i

3
(gµνξσ + gµσξν + gνσξµ)(∥ξ∥2)xµxνxσ δγ

α︸ ︷︷ ︸
(∗)


+
i(s+ 1)(s+ 3)(s+ 5)(s+ 7)ξµξνξσ

24|ξ|s+9
(∥ξ∥2)xµxνxσ δγ

α︸ ︷︷ ︸
(∗)

+O(|x||ξ|−s−4) . (4.38)

It is not hard to see that the terms marked by (*) in (4.37) and (4.38) vanish when substituted
into (4.36). This happens because in each case we are looking at a contraction of the totally
antisymmetric symbol ε with a rank 3 tensor symmetric in a pair of indices.

Let us now substitute (4.37) and (4.38) into (4.36), drop the terms marked by (∗), and examine
the contribution from the remaining term proportional to

(s+ 1)(s+ 3)(s+ 5)

|ξ|s+7
. (4.39)

Dropping the factor (4.39), we have

i

12
εα

µγξµξ
ρξσ([h1]γ

α)xρxσ

∣∣∣∣
x=0

=
1

72
εα

µγξµξτξ
ρξσ [∇γ Riem

τ
ρ
α
σ(0)− 3∇ρRiem

τ
γ
α
σ(0) + 5∇σ Riem

τ
ρ
α
γ(0)

+∇γ Riem
τ
σ
α
ρ(0)− 3∇σ Riem

τ
γ
α
ρ(0) + 5∇ρRiem

τ
σ
α
γ(0)]

=
1

72
εα

µγξµξτξ
ρξσ [−3∇ρRiem

τ
γ
α
σ(0)− 3∇σ Riem

τ
γ
α
ρ(0)]

= − 1

12
εα

µγξµξτξ
ρξσ∇ρRiem

τ
γ
α
σ(0) =

1

12
εµαγξµξ

ρξτξσ∇ρRiemτγασ(0)

=
1

24
εµαγξµξ

ρξτξσ [∇ρRiemτγασ(0)−∇ρRiemταγσ(0)]

=
1

48
εµαγξµξ

ρξτξσ [∇ρRiemτγασ(0)−∇ρRiemταγσ(0) +∇ρRiemσγατ (0)−∇ρRiemσαγτ (0)]

= 0 . (4.40)

Hence, the term from (4.38) proportional to (4.39) does not contribute to (4.36).
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We claim that the only surviving term in (4.37) does not contribute to (4.36) either. Indeed,
dropping the factor (s+ 1)(s+ 3)|ξ|−s−5 , we have

− i
4
εα

µγξρ([h1]γ
α)xρxµ

∣∣∣∣
x=0

= − 1

24
εα

µγ ξρξτ [∇γ Riem
τ
µ
α
ρ(0)− 3∇µRiem

τ
γ
α
ρ(0) + 5∇ρRiem

τ
µ
α
γ(0)

+∇γ Riem
τ
ρ
α
µ(0)− 3∇ρRiem

τ
γ
α
µ(0) + 5∇µRiem

τ
ρ
α
γ(0)]

= − 1

24
εα

µγ ξρξτ [∇γ Riem
τ
µ
α
ρ(0)− 3∇µRiem

τ
γ
α
ρ(0) + 5∇ρRiem

τ
µ
α
γ(0)− 3∇ρRiem

τ
γ
α
µ(0)]

= − 1

24
εα

µγ ξρξτ [−4∇µRiem
τ
γ
α
ρ(0) + 8∇ρRiem

τ
µ
α
γ(0)]

= −1

3
εα

µγ ξρξτ∇ρRiem
τ
µ
α
γ(0) =

1

3
εµαγ ξρξτ∇ρRiemτµαγ(0)

=
1

3
ξρξτ [∇ρ (E

µαγ Riemτµαγ)]|x=0 . (4.41)

But the first (algebraic) Bianchi identity tells us that the 1-form Eµαγ Riemτµαγ is identically zero,
hence, the quantity (4.41) vanishes. Alternatively, one can avoid the use of the Bianchi identity by
expressing the Riemann tensor in terms of the Ricci tensor according to [12, formula (6.24)].

We have established that the only term contributing to (4.36) is the first term from the right-
hand side of (4.38). Thus, working in geodesic normal coordinates and assuming that curvature
vanishes at the origin, we have arrived at the formula

(A(s))prin(0, ξ) = [t−s−3]α
α(0, ξ)

=
(s+ 1)(s+ 3)

8|ξ|s+5
εα

µγ [2ξµξ
ρ([h0]γ

α)xρ − iξµgρσ([h1]γα)xρxσ ]|x=0 . (4.42)

Here [h0]γ
α is defined in accordance with (A.2), (A.3) and (A.6), whereas [h1]γ

α is defined in
accordance with (A.1), (A.4) and (A.5).

Straightforward calculations give us

−i εαµγξµ gρσ([h1]γα)xρxσ |x=0 = −
8

3
εαβγ∇αRicβ

ρ(0) ξγξρ (4.43)

and
2εα

µγξµξ
ρ([h0]γ

α)xρ |x=0 =
4

3
εαβγ∇αRicβ

ρ(0) ξγξρ . (4.44)

Substituting (4.43) and (4.44) into (4.42) we arrive at (4.28). This concludes the proof of Theo-
rem 2.3, part (b).

5 From A(s) to ηcurl(s)

Let us make the relation between A(s) and ηcurl(s) more explicit.

Resorting to the spectral representation (4.2) for the Hodge Laplacian we get

curl (−∆)−
s+1
2 =

∑
j∈Z\{0}

λ−s uj⟨uj , · ⟩ . (5.1)
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But then, for s > 3, (5.1) and (4.1) immediately imply that

a(s)(x, x) = ηloccurl(x; s) ,

ˆ
M

a(s)(x, x)dx = ηcurl(s) . (5.2)

The condition s > 3 ensures that the series expansions over the eigensystem of curl converge
absolutely.

Formula (5.2) tells us that a good understanding of the behaviour of a(s)(x, y) as a function
of s would enable us to prove our main result. In particular, in order to go to the limit as s→ 0+

we need an explicit description of the leading singularity of the parameter-dependent asymmetry
operator A(s).

6 The leading singularity of the integral kernel of A(s)

In this section we define a reference integral operator which captures the leading singularity of the
parameter-dependent asymmetry operator A(s).

Consider the exponential map expx : TxM → M . In a neigbourhood of x the exponential map
has an inverse exp−1

x : M → TxM . Of course, the inverse exponential map can be expressed in
terms of the distance function as

[exp−1
x (y)]α = −1

2
gαβ(x) [dist2(x, y)]xβ . (6.1)

Put

ref(s)(x, y) := [dist(x, y)]s−2Eαβ
γ(x)∇αRicβσ(x) [exp

−1
x (y)]γ [exp−1

x (y)]σ χ(dist(x, y)/ϵ) (6.2)

for x ̸= y and ref(s)(x, y) := 0 for x = y. Here s ∈ (−3,+∞) is a parameter, χ : [0,+∞) → R
is a compactly supported infinitely smooth scalar function such that χ = 1 in a neighbourhood of
zero and ϵ is a small positive number which ensures that ref(s)(x, y) vanishes when x and y are not
sufficiently close.

Definition 6.1. We call the scalar integral operator

Ref(s) :=

ˆ
M

ref(s)(x, y) ( · ) ρ(y) dy (6.3)

the reference operator.

Theorem 6.2. The reference operator is a pseudodifferential operator of order −s−3 with principal
symbol

(Ref(s))prin(x, ξ) = c(s) ∥ξ∥−s−5Eαβγ(x)∇αRicβ
σ(x) ξγξσ , (6.4)

where

c(s) :=


−4π Γ(s+4)

s(s+2) sin πs
2 if s ̸= 0,−2,

−6π2 if s = 0,

−π2 if s = −2.
(6.5)

Proof. Let us fix a point x ∈M . The scalar function (6.2) defines a distribution

ref(s)(x, y) : f(y) 7→
ˆ

ref(s)(x, y) f(y) ρ(y) dy (6.6)
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in the variable y. This distribution depends on the parameter x.
In what follows we use the same notation ref(s)(x, y) for the scalar function and the distribution.

The meaning will be clear from the context.
Let us choose geodesic normal coordinates ỹ centred at x. Then for x = 0 and ỹ ̸= 0 the scalar

function (6.2) reads

ref(s)(0, ỹ) = εαβγ ∇αRicβσ(0)
ỹγ ỹσ

|ỹ|−s+2
χ(|ỹ|/ϵ) . (6.7)

We observe that replacing
ỹγ ỹσ

|ỹ|−s+2
7→

ỹγ ỹσ − 1
3δ

γσ|ỹ|2

|ỹ|−s+2
(6.8)

does not affect the RHS of (6.7), because εαβγ ∇αRicβγ(0) = 0 due to the symmetries of the
geometric quantities involved.

Formulae (6.7), (6.8) and Proposition C.1 tell us that for fixed x ∈ M and in chosen geodesic
normal coordinates ỹ centred at x the distribution (6.6) can be written, modulo C∞, as

ref(s)(0, ỹ) : f(ỹ) 7→ (2π)−3 c(s)ˆ
e−iỹτ ξ̃τ |ξ̃|−s−5 εαβγ ∇αRicβ

σ(0) ξ̃γ ξ̃σ (1− χ(|ξ̃|)) f(ỹ) ρ(ỹ) dỹ dξ̃ , (6.9)

where
ρ(ỹ) = 1 +O(|ỹ|2) (6.10)

is the Riemannian density in geodesic normal coordinates.
Let us now switch to arbitrary local coordinates y . Then our geodesic normal coordinates ỹ are

expressed via y as ỹ = ỹ(x, y) , ỹ(x, x) = 0 . Recall that the choice of geodesic normal coordinates
is unique up to a gauge transformation — an x-dependent 3-dimensional Euclidean rotation. This
gauge can be chosen so that the map x, y 7→ ỹ is smooth.

Let us define the x-dependent invertible linear map ξ 7→ ξ̃ by imposing the condition

ỹτ ξ̃τ = (y − x)τξτ +O(|y − x|2 ∥ξ∥) . (6.11)

The above condition defines the x-dependent invertible linear map ξ 7→ ξ̃ uniquely. Note also that

|ξ̃| = ∥ξ∥ (6.12)

because ∥ξ∥ incorporates the metric tensor at the point x.
Put

µ(x, y) := det(∂ỹκ/∂yλ) , ν(x) := det(∂ξ̃κ/∂ξλ) , (6.13)

so that
dỹ = µ(x, y) dy , dξ̃ = ν(x) dξ . (6.14)

Note that formulae (6.11) and (6.13) imply

µ(x, y) ν(x) = 1 +O(|y − x|) . (6.15)

In view of (6.14), (6.11) and (6.12), the distribution (6.9) can now be written, modulo C∞, as

ref(s)(x, y) : f(y) 7→ (2π)−3 c(s)ˆ
e−iỹτ ξ̃τ ∥ξ∥−s−5Eαβγ(x)∇αRicβ

σ(x) ξγξσ (1− χ(∥ξ∥)) f(y) ρ(ỹ)µ(x, y) ν(x) dy dξ , (6.16)
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where ỹ is a given function of x and y and ξ̃ is a given function of x and ξ, the latter being linear
in ξ. Combining formulae (6.3), (6.16), (6.10), (6.11) and (6.15), and applying standard microlocal
arguments [17, §3 and §4], we conclude that our reference operator is a pseudodifferential operator
and that its principal symbol is given by formula (6.4).

Theorem 6.2 warrants a number of remarks.

• The structure of formulae (6.2) and (6.4) is the same. It is just a matter of replacing the inverse
exponential map exp−1

y (x) with momentum ξ, replacing a power of the distance function with
an appropriate power of momentum and introducing a scaling factor c(s).

• We have
c(0) = lim

s→0
c(s) , c(−2) = lim

s→−2
c(s) .

Furthermore, the function c : (−3,+∞)→ R is infinitely smooth.

• We have
c(2k) = 0 , k = 1, 2, . . . ,

which is not surprising because for positive even values of s the integral kernel (6.2) is infinitely
smooth.

• Examination of formulae (2.2) and (6.4) shows that the principal symbols of the operators
A(s) and Ref(s) differ by a scaling factor. As c(s) ̸= 0 for s ∈ (−3, 2), we can use the reference
operator Ref(s) for describing the leading singularity of the parameter-dependent asymmetry
operator A(s) in the range s ∈ (−3, 2).

The reference operator possesses the following important property which plays a crucial role in
our analysis.

Proposition 6.3. Let a, b ∈ R be such that −2 < a < b. Then we have

lim
r→0+

1

4πr2

ˆ
Sr(x)

ref(s)(x, y) dSy = 0 , (6.17)

where the limit is uniform over s ∈ [a, b] and x ∈M .

Recall that Sr(x) = {y ∈M |dist(x, y) = r} is the sphere of radius r centred at x and dSy is the
surface area element on this sphere.

Proof of Proposition 6.3. Let us fix an arbitrary x ∈M and work in geodesic normal coordinates y
centred at x. In our chosen coordinate system the geodesic sphere is the standard round 3-sphere,
whereas the surface area elements of the geodesic sphere and the standard round sphere differ by a
factor 1 +O(r2) with remainder uniform over x ∈M . This reduces the proof of the proposition to
showing that ˆ

Sr
εαβγ ∇αRicβσ(0) y

γ yσ dS = 0 , (6.18)

where y are Cartesian coordinates in R3 , Sr is the standard round sphere, dS is its surface area
element and εαβγ = εαβγ . But the fact that ∇αRicβσ = ∇αRicσβ and the elementary identity

ˆ
Sr
yγ yσ dS =

4πr2

3
δγσ

immediately imply formula (6.18).

Curl and the eta invariant



Matteo Capoferri and Dmitri Vassiliev Page 28

Corollary 6.4. Let a, b ∈ R be such that −1 < a < b. Then we have

lim
r→0+

1

4πr2

ˆ
Sr(x)

ref(s)(y, x) dSy = 0 , (6.19)

where the limit is uniform over s ∈ [a, b] and x ∈M .

Note that in formulae (6.17) and (6.19) the arguments of ref(s) come in opposite order. Note also
that condition a > −1 in Corollary 6.4 is more restrictive than condition a > −2 in Proposition 6.3.

Proof of Corollary 6.4. Examination of formula (6.2) shows that

ref(s)(x, y)− ref(s)(y, x) = O(dists+1(x, y))

uniformly over s ∈ [a, b] and x, y ∈M , and the required result immediately follows.

The issue with the reference operator defined in accordance with formulae (6.1)–(6.3) is that it
is, generically, not self-adjoint because the variables x and y appear in a non-symmetric fashion.
Hence, in subsequent analysis it is natural to work with its symmetrised version

Ref(s)sym :=
1

2
[Ref(s)+(Ref(s))∗] =

ˆ
M

ref(s)sym(x, y) ( · ) ρ(y) dy ,

ref(s)sym(x, y) :=
1

2
[ref(s)(x, y) + ref(s)(y, x)] .

Of course, the symmetrised reference operator has the same princiapl symbol as the original one,

(Ref(s)sym)prin(x, ξ) = c(s) ∥ξ∥−s−5Eαβγ(x)∇αRicβ
σ(x) ξγξσ . (6.20)

Furthermore, Proposition 6.3 and Corollary 6.4 imply that, given a, b ∈ R such that −1 < a < b,
we have

lim
r→0+

1

4πr2

ˆ
Sr(x)

ref(s)sym(x, y) dSy = 0 , (6.21)

where the limit is uniform over s ∈ [a, b] and x ∈M .

7 Proof of Theorem 2.1

Let s ∈ (−3, 2). Put

Ã(s) := A(s) +
(s+ 1)(s+ 3)

6 c(s)
Ref(s)sym , (7.1)

where the parameter c(s) is given by formula (6.5). The advantage of working with the operator Ã(s)

rather than with the original parameter-dependent asymmetry operator A(s) is that Ã(s) has lower
order. Namely, Theorem 2.3 and formula (6.20) imply that Ã(s) is a self-adjoint pseudodifferential
operator of order −4− s, which means, in particular, that it is of trace class for s > −1.

The integral kernel ã(s)(x, y) of the operator Ã(s) is continuous as a function of the variables
x, y ∈M and s ∈ (−1, 2). Formulae (1.19) and (6.21) imply that

ψloc
curl(x) = ã(0)(x, x) .

But
ã(0)(x, x) = lim

s→0+
a(s)(x, x) ,
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where a(s)(x, y) is the integral kernel of the original parameter-dependent asymmetry operator A(s).
Hence, in order to prove Theorem 2.1 it is sufficient to prove that

a(s)(x, x) = ηloccurl(x; s) for s ∈ (0, 1) . (7.2)

Let us fix an x ∈ M and examine the behaviour of the quantities a(s)(x, x) and ηloccurl(x; s) as
functions of the real variable s.

Observation 1 For s > 3 we have a(s)(x, x) = ηloccurl(x; s), see (5.2).
Observation 2 The function a(s)(x, x) is real analytic for s ∈ (0,+∞). Indeed, we are looking

at a parameter-dependent integral operator with continuous integral kernel, an operator constructed
explicitly, and in this construction the parameter s appears in analytic fashion. The full symbol of
the pseudodifferential operator A(s) is analytic in the variable s and the infinitely smooth part of
A(s) (the part not described by the symbol) is analytic in s as well.

Combining Observations 1 and 2 we conclude that a(s)(x, x) = ηloccurl(x; s) for all s ∈ (0,+∞).
This implies (7.2) and completes the proof of Theorem 2.1.

8 Concluding remarks

Before concluding our paper, let us briefly comment on the potential implications of our results on
the study of eta functions more broadly.

The key tool in our analysis was the use of the parameter-dependent asymmetry operator A(s), an
invariantly defined scalar pseudodifferential operator. We established that for s > 0 our operator
A(s) and eta function ηcurl(s) are related in accordance with Theorem 2.5. Furthermore, as per
Remark 2.4 we have A(−1) = A(−3) = 0. This makes one wonder whether the eta function itself
vanishes at s = −1, or s = −3, or both.

It appears to be a known fact [13] that for the special case of the Berger sphere the eta function
ηcurl(s) vanishes at s = −1. However, identifying zeros of the eta function for general Riemann
manifolds would require very delicate analysis of analytic continuation to negative values of s.
Regarding s = −3 one faces the additional impediment of circumventing the pole that generically
exists at s = −2.

Transforming the above intuitive arguments into rigorous mathematical analysis is beyond the
scope of the current paper.
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Appendix A Symbol of the Hodge Laplacian

Theorem A.1. Let
hα

β(x, ξ) ∼ ∥ξ∥2δαβ + [h1]α
β(x, ξ) + [h0]α

β(x, ξ)

be the (left) symbol of the operator −∆. Then in geodesic normal coordinates centred at x = 0 we
have

[h1]α
β(x, ξ) = i

(
[a1]α

βγ
µ + [b1]α

βγ
µν x

ν
)
ξγ x

µ +O(|ξ| |x|3) , (A.1)

[h0]α
β(x) = [a0]α

β + [b0]α
β
ν x

ν +O(|x|2) , (A.2)

Curl and the eta invariant



Matteo Capoferri and Dmitri Vassiliev Page 30

where
[a0]α

β := Ricα
β(0), (A.3)

[a1]α
βγ

µ := Ricγ µ(0) δα
β − 2

3

(
Riemγ

µ
β
α(0) + Riemβ γ

αµ(0)
)
, (A.4)

[b1]α
βγ

µν :=

[
1

2
∇µRic

γ
ν −

1

12
∇γ Ricµν

]
δα

β

− 1

6

[
∇αRiem

γ
µ
β
ν − 3∇µRiem

γ
α
β
ν + 5∇ν Riem

γ
µ
β
α

]
, (A.5)

[b0]α
β
ν := −1

6
∇β Ricαν +

1

2
∇αRic

β
ν +

1

2
∇ν Ricα

β . (A.6)

Remark A.2. Note that the (left) symbol of −∆ was computed — under the special assumption that
Riem(0) = 0 — in [12, Appendix F]. Theorem A.1 agrees with [12, Lemma F.2] when Riem(0) = 0.
To ease the comparison, let us point out that in [12] the symbol h was denoted by q, the quantity
b1 by a, and the quantity b0 by b.

Lemma A.3. We have4

[(−∆)−
s+1
2 ]sub = 0 . (A.7)

Proof. Let us fix z ∈ M and choose geodesic normal coordinates centred at z = 0. Since the
subprincipal symbol is a covariant quantity under changes of local coordinates, it is enough to show
that

[(−∆)−
s+1
2 ]sub(0, ξ) = 0 .

Since, clearly, in the chosen coordinate system we have

[(−∆)−
s+1
2 ]prin(x, ξ) = |ξ|−

s+1
2 I +O(|x|2|ξ|−

s+1
2 ),

formula [12, Definition 3.6] implies

[(−∆)−
s+1
2 ]sub(0, ξ) = q−s−2(0, ξ) ,

where we are using notation from (4.15). But formulae (4.31) and (A.1) immediately give us

q−s−2(0, ξ) = 0 , (A.8)

which concludes the proof.

Remark A.4. Of course, formula (A.7) can be equivalently rewritten as

[(−∆)r]sub = 0, r ∈ R.
4Recall that the subprincipal symbol of a pseudodifferential operator acting on 1-forms is defined in accordance

with [12, Definition 3.2].
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Appendix B Proof of Lemma 4.3

The following two lemmata complete the proof of Lemma 4.3. Recall that we have fixed a point
z ∈M and chosen geodesic normal coordinates centred at z.

Lemma B.1. We have
(a

(s)
pt )−s−2(z, ξ) = 0.

Proof. Substituting (3.15) and (3.7) into (4.18), subtracting the diagonal contribution (4.20), and
integrating by parts, we obtain

(a
(s)
pt )−s−2(z, ξ) =

1

6
Riemα

µκν(z)
∂2[t−s]α

κ(z, ξ)

∂ξµ∂ξν
=

1

6
Riemαµκν(z)

∂2[iεαγκξγ |ξ|−s−1]

∂ξµ∂ξν
, (B.1)

where | · | is the Euclidean norm. By the symmetries of the Riemann tensor we have

Riemαµκν =
1

2
(Rαµκν +Riemκναµ). (B.2)

Since
∂2[iεαγκξγ |ξ|−s−1]

∂ξµ∂ξν
(B.3)

is symmetric in the pair of indices µ and ν, we can replace (B.2) in (B.1) with its symmetrised
version

Riemαµκν =
1

2
(Riemαµκν +Riemκναµ+Riemανκµ+Riemκµαν). (B.4)

But the quantity (B.4) is symmetric in the pair of indices α and κ, whereas (B.3) is antisymmetric
in the same pair of indices. Therefore (B.1) vanishes.

Lemma B.2. We have
(a

(s)
pt )−s−3(z, ξ) = 0.

Proof. First of all, let us observe that formulae (A.8), (4.15), (4.16), and the fact that

∥ξ∥ = |ξ|+O(|x|2|ξ|)

imply
[t−s−1]α

β(z, ξ) = 0 ,

where the t−s−k, k = 0, 1, 2, . . . , are the positively homogeneous of degree −s − k components of
the full symbol t of the operator curl (−∆)−

s+1
2 . Hence, on account of the expansion (3.15) and

formula (3.7), integration by parts gives us

(a
(s)
pt )−s−3(z, ξ) = −

i

6

∂2Γα
σκ

∂xµ∂xν
(z)

∂3[t−s]α
κ(z, ξ)

∂ξσ∂ξµ∂ξν
= − i

6
δαβ

∂2Γβ
σκ

∂xµ∂xν
(z)

∂3[iεαγκξγ |ξ|−s−1]

∂ξσ∂ξµ∂ξν
. (B.5)

Next, let us notice that in formula (B.5) one can replace the quantity δαβ
∂2Γβ

σκ

∂xµ∂xν
(z) with its

symmetrised version in the three indices σ, µ and ν. It is well known [8, Eqn. (11.9)] that the latter
is equal to

1

2
∇ν Riemασµκ(z) . (B.6)
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Using the symmetries of the Riemann curvature tensor, the expression (B.6) can be equivalently
rewritten as

1

2
∇ν Riemασµκ =

1

4
[∇ν Riemασµκ+∇ν Riemµκασ]. (B.7)

Now, when contracted with
∂3[iεαγκξγ |ξ|−s−1]

∂ξσ∂ξµ∂ξν
, (B.8)

the quantity (B.7) can be replaced with its symmetrised version in the pair of indices µ and σ:

1

8
[∇ν Riemασµκ+∇ν Riemµκασ +∇ν Riemαµσκ+∇ν Riemσκαµ] . (B.9)

But the quantity (B.9) is now symmetric in the pair of indices α and κ, whereas (B.8) is anti-
symmetric in the same pair of indices. Therefore (B.5) vanishes.

Appendix C Auxiliary proposition on the leading singularity

Let us work in Euclidean space R3 equipped with Cartesian coordinates yα, α = 1, 2, 3. Let
χ : [0,+∞) → R be a compactly supported infinitely smooth scalar function such that χ = 1 in a
neighbourhood of zero. We define a family of functions [f (s)]αβ : R3 → R as

[f (s)]αβ(y) :=


0 if y = 0,

yαyβ − 1
3δ

αβ|y|2

|y|2−s
χ(|y|) if y ̸= 0,

α, β = 1, 2, 3. (C.1)

Here s is a real parameter.
For s > 0 the functions [f (s)]αβ are continuous. For s ∈ (−3, 0] the functions [f (s)]αβ are

discontinuous at the origin, but the singularity is integrable. In what follows we assume that
s ∈ (−3,+∞) and examine the Fourier transforms

[f̂ (s)]αβ(ξ) :=

ˆ
R3

e−iyγξγ [f (s)]αβ(y) dy (C.2)

of the functions (C.1). In the RHS of (C.2) we lowered indices in f (s) using the Euclidean metric
which, in Euclidean space, doesn’t change anything. It is easy to see that the [f̂ (s)]αβ : R3 → R are
bounded infinitely differentiable functions.

Note that the functions [f (s)]αβ and [f̂ (s)]αβ , α, β = 1, 2, 3, have the following special properties:

[f (s)]αβ δαβ = 0 , [f̂ (s)]αβ δ
αβ = 0 ,ˆ

|x|<r
[f (s)]αβ(y) dy = 0 ,

ˆ
|ξ|<r

[f̂ (s)]αβ(ξ) dξ = 0 , ∀r > 0.

The following proposition is the main result of this appendix.

Proposition C.1. We have

[f̂ (s)]αβ(ξ) = c(s)
ξαξβ − 1

3δαβ|ξ|
2

|ξ|5+s
+O(|ξ|−∞) as |ξ| → +∞ , (C.3)

where c(s) is defined in accordance with (6.5) and the remainder, together with its partial derivatives
in ξ of any order, is uniform in s over any closed bounded interval

[a, b] ⊂ (−3,+∞). (C.4)
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The proof of Proposition C.1 relies on the following two auxiliary lemmata. The ξ in these two
lemmata is 1-dimensional, i.e. a real number. Furthermore, we assume that ξ > 0.

Lemma C.2. Let t > −2. Then

ˆ +∞

0
yt sin(yξ)χ(y) dy =

{
1

ξt+1Γ(t+ 1) cos
(
πt
2

)
if t ̸= −1,

π
2 if t = −1,

+O(ξ−∞) as ξ → +∞ , (C.5)

where the remainder, together with its derivatives in ξ of any order, is uniform in t over any closed
bounded interval [a, b] ⊂ (−2,+∞).

Proof. We have

ˆ +∞

0
yt sin(yξ)χ(y) dy = lim

ϵ→0+

ˆ +∞

0
yt sin(yξ)χ(y) e−ϵy dy

= lim
ϵ→0+

ˆ +∞

0
yt sin(yξ) e−ϵy dy + lim

ϵ→0+

ˆ +∞

0
yt sin(yξ) (χ(y)− 1) e−ϵy dy . (C.6)

Straightforward integration by parts gives us

lim
ϵ→0+

ˆ +∞

0
yt sin(yξ) (χ(y)− 1) e−ϵy dy = O(ξ−∞) as ξ → +∞ , (C.7)

where the remainder, together with its derivatives in ξ of any order, is uniform in t over any closed
bounded interval [a, b] ⊂ (−2,+∞). We also have

ˆ +∞

0
yt sin(yξ) e−ϵy dy =


(
ξ2 + ϵ2

)− t+1
2 Γ(t+ 1) sin

(
(t+ 1) arctan

(
ξ
ϵ

))
if t ̸= −1,

arctan
(
ξ
ϵ

)
if t = −1.

(C.8)

Substituting (C.7) and (C.8) into (C.6), we arrive at (C.5).

Lemma C.3. Let t > −4. Then

ˆ +∞

0
yt (sin(yξ)− yξ cos(yξ)) χ(y) dy

=


t+2
ξt+1Γ(t+ 1) cos

(
πt
2

)
if t ̸= −1,−2,−3,

π
2 if t = −1,
ξ if t = −2,
π
4 ξ

2 if t = −3,

+O(ξ−∞) as ξ → +∞ ,

where the remainder, together with its derivatives in ξ of any order, is uniform in t over any closed
bounded interval [a, b] ⊂ (−4,+∞).

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma C.2, hence omitted.
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Proof of Proposition C.1. The quantity (C.2) is covariant under Euclidean rotations and reflections,
so it suffices to prove (C.3) in the special case

ξα = λ δα
3 , λ→ +∞ . (C.9)

When α ̸= β both the LHS and RHS of (C.3) vanish, so it suffices to deal with the special cases

α = β = 1, (C.10)

α = β = 2, (C.11)

α = β = 3. (C.12)

Case (C.10) reduces to case (C.11) by means of Euclidean rotations and reflections, so further on
we deal with (C.11) and (C.12).

Assuming (C.9) and (C.11), and performing the change of variables

(y1, y2, y3) 7→ (
√
r2 − y2 − z2, y, z)

in (C.2), we obtain

[f̂ (s)]22(λ) =

ˆ +∞

0

2

ˆ r

−r
cos(λz)

2

ˆ √
r2−z2

0

y2 − 1
3r

2√
r2 − z2 − y2

dy︸ ︷︷ ︸
= π

12
(r2−3z2)

 dz

 rs−1 χ(r) dr

=
π

3

ˆ +∞

0


ˆ r

−r
(r2 − 3z2) cos(λz) dz︸ ︷︷ ︸

=−4[3rλ−2 cos(λr)+(r2λ−1−3λ−3) sin(λr)]

 rs−1 χ(r) dr

= −4π

3

ˆ +∞

0

(
r2λ−1 sin(λr) + 3rλ−2 cos(λr)− 3λ−3 sin(λr)

)
rs−1 χ(r) dr . (C.13)

A similar argument for the case (C.9) and (C.12) gives us

[f̂ (s)]33(λ) =
8π

3

ˆ +∞

0

(
r2λ−1 sin(λr) + 3rλ−2 cos(λr)− 3λ−3 sin(λr)

)
rs−1 χ(r) dr . (C.14)

By combining formulae (C.13) and (C.14) with Lemmata C.2 and C.3 one arrives at (C.3).
Finally, let us explain why the remainder in formula (C.3), together with its partial derivatives

in ξ of any order, is uniform in s. The argument presented above establishes only uniformity under
differentiations along |ξ|, i.e. in the radial direction, so we need to deal with mixed derivatives.
Uniformity under mixed differentiations follows from the observation that the remainder term in
formula (C.3) is covariant under Euclidean rotations. Indeed, the remainder term in formula (C.3)
can be written as a composition of a function of |ξ| with an orthogonal matrix describing the rotation
(this matrix appears twice in the composition, acting separately on the tensor indices α and β).
And the orthogonal matrix describing the rotation can be expressed, say, in terms of Euler angles or
Cardan angles (pitch, yaw, and roll). In the end, any mixed derivative of the remainder in formula
(C.3) can be written as a linear combination of radial derivatives.
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Remark C.4. One might think that a simpler way of proving Lemma C.1 would be to consider the
function |y|2+s χ(|y|) , compute its Fourier transform and then recover (C.3) by performing two
partial differentiations in y. However, such an approach does not to lead to uniformity in s of the
remainder as s→ 0. The problem here is that the Fourier transform of the function |y|2 χ(|y|) has
asymptotic expansion O(|ξ|−∞), namely, it is superpolynomially decaying. Of course, superpoly-
nomial decay at s = 0 can be avoided by switching from |y|2 χ(|y|) to |y|2 ln |y|χ(|y|) , but this
would mean working with a function given by two different formulae depending on the value of the
parameter s: |y|2+s χ(|y|) for s ̸= 0 and |y|2 ln |y|χ(|y|) for s = 0. This clearly destroys uniformity
of the remainder as s→ 0.
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