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Conformal deformation of a Riemannian metric via an
Einstein-Dirac parabolic flow
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Abstract

We introduce a new parabolic flow deforming any Riemannian metric on a spin mani-
fold by following a constrained gradient flow of the total scalar curvature. This flow is built
out of the well-known Dirac-Einstein functional. We prove local well-posedness of smooth
solutions. The present contribution is the first installment of more general program on the
Einstein-Dirac problem.
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1 Introduction

The conformally invariant variational problems that arise in geometry and theoretical physics
often exhibit rich and subtle mathematical structures. Uncovering and utilizing these structures
to explore new phenomena can lead to some of the most challenging and interesting problems
in geometric analysis. One of the most famous examples in this context is the Yamabe problem
on a closed Riemannian manifold (M, g), dim M > 3, which aims at finding a metric g in the
given conformal class [g] := {e*/g : f € C°°(M)} such that the scalar curvature Scal; is
constant (this problem has been settled by a series of works of H. Yamabe, N. Trudinger, T.
Aubin and R. Schoen, see for instance [2,133,137.,140] and [31] for a good overview). The major
steps in the resolution of the Yamabe problem have deep links with variational methods, elliptic
partial differential equations, and general relativity.

Let us mention here that there exists a parabolic proof of the Yamabe problem, which is
somehow more desirable, as it focuses on an evolution equation that deforms any Riemannian
metric conformally to a constant scalar curvature one. In his seminal paper [24], R.S. Hamilton
has introduced the so-called Yamabe flow which is given by the following equation

0;g(t) = —(Scaly(r) —Scalyr))g(t), &(0) = g,

where g, stands for the initial metric and Scalyyy = [}, Scalyy) dvolyy) / [,, dvolyy) is the
average scalar curvature of the evolved metric g(¢). And this gave rise to an extensive literature,
see for instance [9,[10,14,[34,41].

In the context of spin geometry, spinor bundles are an important tool in differential geometry
as well as in mathematical physics, where they model fermionic particles. A nonlinear coupling
of the gravitational field with an eigenspinor of the Dirac operator via the energy-momentum
tensor gives rise to an interesting problem, which is to find a Riemannian structure admitting
an eigenspinor such that its energy-momentum tensor satisfies the Einstein equation. More pre-
cisely, let M be a closed manifold of dimension m > 3 and equipped with a fopological spin
structure on M (the term “topological” refers to the fact that the definition does not depend on
a metric; however, we remark here that it does need a differentiable structure on )/, not only a
topological one, see [4] for more details on this). For a fixed real constant A # 0, the starting
point is the action functional

W(g, o) ::/ | Scaly +(Dgty, ), = Al 2] dvol, (L.1)
M

describing the interaction of a spinor field 1) and a gravitational metric g, whose volume element

is denoted by d vol,. We use D, for the Dirac operator derived from the metric g and (-, -), for

the hermitian scalar product on the spinor bundle S(/, g). The Euler-Lagrange equations are

the Einstein and the Dirac equation

i 1 1
Ric, —3 Scal, g = ZT((W), Dgyp = M, (1.2)
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where the energy-momentum tensor 7{, ) is given by the formula
T (X,Y)=Re(X -V +Y - V&, 0), VXY € TM

with “” being the Clifford multiplication and V¢ being the metric connection on S(M, g). The
coupled system (I.2)), henceforth called the Einstein-Dirac equation, has been considered in
physics for a long time in dimension 4 and Lorentzian signature, as it describes the interaction
for a particle of spin % with the gravitation field (cf. [[11,[17]). See also [6,20,27] for some
studies on the Riemannian spin 3-manifolds.

By restricting the functional (I.I]) on a given conformal class [g] and using the conformal
covariance of the Dirac operator (cf. [22,23])

m41

Dgtp = "5 Doy (e 57 ), (1.3)

we obtain a functional ¢ given by

B, ) = W (um2g,u™m2)) = /M uLgu+ (Dgty, )y = A2 |2 dvol,

for a positive function u and a spinor field ¢, where L, = — 4(:;__21) A, + Scal, is the conformal

Yamabe operator. The corresponding Euler-Lagrange equations are

4—m

A 2
Lgu = m|'{/}|gum72’

u>0 (1.4)
2
Dyt = Aum=21),

which is conformally invariant. Such a coupled system has drawn much attention in recent
years, see for instance [8,29] and references therein, where the regularity theorems, Fredholm
theorems and bubbling phenomenon have been investigated in dimension 3.

Let us point out here that one can use the simple scaling v = pu and ¢ = 7, with u, 7 > 0,
to transform equivalently to

_9 2m—6 ) 4—m
T Ium—2 ‘gp‘gvm727

Lyv =

m — 2
Dyp = M m 2wz,

v > 0.

And hence, by suitably choosing . and 7, we can see that the specific value of ) in Eq.
is rather irrelevant. On the other hand, since the Yamabe operator is involved, one can expect
that the sign of A would play a role in the analysis of Eq. (I.4)), say for instance A > 0 (or
A < 0) represents the case of positive (or negative) scalar curvature. The existence problem for
the Einstein-Dirac equation in the form of remains largely unexplored. One of the goals of
the present work is specifically to design a parabolic approach to the existence issue for .
Additionally, we want to propose and develop a parabolic approach to the conformal defor-
mation of Riemannian metrics based on the previous Einstein-Dirac equation. Since the first
equation in (I.4) is elliptic, the naive approach to make it parabolic by flowing both equations
does not provide a suitable parabolic PDE. Indeed, some standard computations to evolve geo-
metric quantities under the flow do not lead to anything useful. On the other hand, the second
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equation in (L4) can be viewed as a generalized eigenvalue problem for the Dirac operator D,.
Using the link with the Yamabe flow which is the gradient flow of the total scalar curvature,
we couple the evolution of scalar curvature via Yamabe flow, under the generalized eigenvalue
equation for the spinor interpreted as a constraint for the flow. It is then natural to relate the flow
with a conformal evolution of the Riemannian metric since the Yamabe operator and the scalar
curvature are involved, just as in the Yamabe problem. And thus, we introduce the following
flow for the Einstein-Dirac equation (which will be formally introduced in Subsection [3.1)):

m+2
Ousss _ _m 49 |:Lgu B ( f]\/[ ngu dVOlg )‘wu@ufn"ﬁ} . (1.5)
ot m— 2 Jar w2 [Pu2 dvoly

where 1), stands for the generalized Dirac-eigenspinor along the flow (the corresponding eigen-
value, which is not directly appearing in (L3, will be denoted by \,). The initial data consist of
a positive function u(0) = ug on M and an eigenpair (A, (0), 1, (0)) = (Ao, ¥o). We shall con-
sider this problem as a model for a parabolic approach to other problems in geometric analysis
that involve a nonlocal term.

In what follows, let (M, g, o) be an m-dimensional closed spin manifold, m > 3, with
a fixed spin structure o : Pspin(M) — Pso(M) and a fixed smooth Riemannian metric g.
Endow the space M of Riemannian metrics over M with the C"*°-topology. In order to provide
a precise description of our result, we recall a “rigidity” condition introduced in [12] for the
Dirac operator.

Definition 1.1. An eigenspace of the Dirac operator D), is said to be a rigid eigenspace if it has
dimension greater or equal than two, and for any two eigenspinors 1, ¢ with [ M |¢|§d vol, =
Jus lel2dvol, = 1 then

[U(z)|, = |@(z)]g Vo€ M.

Denote C$° the set of all positive smooth functions on M and equip it with C'"*°-topology. For
each ug € C°, let (Ao, 1) with Ay # 0 be a nontrivial eigenpair of the generalized eigenvalue
problem

Dy = MiF 2 for (A 4) € R x T(S(M, g)). (1.6)

Our main result is the following

Theorem 1.2. Assume D, has no rigid eigenspaces. For a generic choice of ug € C$°, the
problem (L3)) with initial data (ug, \o, Vo) admits a unique smooth solution in the time interval
[0,T") for some T > 0.

Here, by “generic” we mean the set of functions u, € C3° for which Theorem [.2] holds is a
residual set of C2°.

The previous theorem provides only the local well-posedness for (L3]) . We would like to em-
phasize that global well-posedness does not follow from standard techniques due to the special
structure of our PDE. It is important to notice that the problem we consider is of parabolic-
elliptic nature. Of course, our Theorem [I.2] implies, by standard parabolic arguments, global
well-posedness for small data. More importantly, the convergence of the flow is a difficult prob-
lem. We will address it in a forthcoming work but we would like to point out that if convergence
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holds at infinity we expect that the limit would solve

fM uLgu dvol

Lgu - g ‘ |2um

[y w2 [[2 dvol,

Dy = Ju Dl e V0l o
S um2|¢|2dvol

77L

u > 0. (1.7)

and a direct computation shows that there is a one-to-one correspondence between solutions of

(L.4) and (L.7).

Of course, one would like to get rid of the “rigidity” assumption in Theorem [I.2] This will
be the case in dimension three since the quaternionic rank of the spinor bundle is simple, that is
ranky S(M) = 1 when dim M = 3. Hence, as a specific case, we have

Theorem 1.3. For a generic smooth positive function ug on a closed spin 3-manifold (M, g, o),
and an arbitrary choice of (Ao, V) satisfying

Dg% = )\ougiﬁo (1.8)

with Ao # 0 and 1y # 0. There exist T > 0 and a unique smooth triple (u, Ay, ,,) : [0,T) —
CE xR x I'(S(M, g)) so that u(0) = ug, Ay(0) = Xo, ¥ (0) = g and

Db, (t) = Mu(t)u(t)?*u(t)  forall timet € [0,T).

Furthermore, (u,,) evolves through the following flow equation

L,udvol
u _ —[Lgu— ( Jyy el d ol )W)A?U}u‘ﬁ‘.

ot Jay u?|2 dvol,

Here we would like to provide an explanation for the generic selection of the initial value
up € C3°. In fact, our results need to be established upon the basis that \,(t) # 0 always
remains a simple eigenvalue of the eigen-problem (L&) or (L.8). This is because, if at some
time ¢, A\, () is a multiple eigenvalue, it is unclear whether the corresponding eigenspinor can
smoothly evolve along the Einstein-Dirac flow. Even in the simplest case of matrix operators,
we can easily find examples where the initial matrix, under a smooth perturbation, has a multiple
eigenvalue and its corresponding eigenvector that do not continuously depend on the perturba-
tion. Therefore, this limitation currently restricts us to only obtaining short-time existence of
the Einstein-Dirac flow.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we will briefly introduce some notations
and the Sobolev spaces that will be used later. In Section 3, we will describe the continuous
dependence properties of the solutions to the eigenvalue problem of the Dirac operator under
continuous changes in the Riemannian metric. In Section 4, we will establish existence and
uniqueness for solutions of a linear parabolic equation with non-local term, which will serve as
a fundamental tool for studying the flow problem mentioned earlier. In Section 5, we will prove
Theorems and which provide the short time existence for the Einstein-Dirac parabolic

flow (L.3).
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2 Basic notations

In this section, we shall briefly recall some notations and properties of conformal differential
operators involved, and provide the definitions of the Sobolev spaces that we will be using.

Let (M, g) be a closed Riemannian m-manifold, m > 3, we denote the conformal Laplacian
(also known as the Yamabe operator) acting on scalar functions by

4(m —1)
2

Lou:=—
g —

Agu + Scal, u
where A, is the Laplace-Beltrami operator and Scal, is the scalar curvature. The conformal
covariance of L, reads as

m—+42

Lyu=e> fLezfg(e_mTﬁfu).

For an integer k, and v : M — R smooth enough, we denote by Véfu the kth covariant derivative
of u and [V¥u/ the norm of V¥u defined in a local chart by

‘V§u| = giljl o glkjk(vl;u)lllk (Vlgu)ﬁjk
Recall that (Vu); = d;u while (V32);; = 0;0;u — I'};0pu, where '}, is the Christoffel symbols.
In the sequel, we will denote C*(M) = {u : M — R|VJu is continuous for j = 0,1,...,k}
and C¥ := {u € C*(M)|u > 0}. The notation u € C>(M) (respectively u € C°) will be

understood as u € C*(M) (respectively u € CF) for all k € N. We also denote H*(M) the
Sobolev spaces on M equipped with the norm

k
lallrany = 4| S / |Viu[2d vol,.
j=0 M

The inner product (-, ) (5 associated to || - || gx(ar) is given by

k
(U, V) iy = Z/M (Viu, Viv) dvol,
=0

where, in the above expression, (-, -) is the inner product on covariant tensor fields associated
to g. Note here that, by the Sobolev embedding theorems, one can look at H*(M) as subspaces
of LP(M) for 1 < p < 22 And the standard LP-norm will be simply denoted by | - |,.
When (M, g) is equipped additionally with a spin structure, we shall consider S(M) the
canonical spinor bundle over M (see [19]), whose sections are called spinors on M. This bundle
is endowed with a natural Clifford multiplication 91, a hermitian metric (-,-), and a natural

metric connection V(™) The Dirac operator D, acts on spinors

Dy - T(S(M)) — I'(S(M))
is defined as the composition 9t o V(M) in the sense that

vE(M) D(S(M)) - T(T"M @ S(M)),
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M: T(TM ®@S(M)) — T(S(M)),

where T*M ~ 'T'M have been identified by means of the metric g. We also have a conformal
covariance here:

Dgtp = emT“fpezfg (e—mT’lfqp)’
see for instance [22,25]]. Let us remind here that the Dirac operator [, on a closed spin manifold
is essentially self-adjoint in L?(M,S(M)), has compact resolvent and there exists a complete

L2-orthonormal basis of eigenspinors {t; };cz:
Dghi = N,

and the eigenvalues {\; };cz are of finite multiplicities and are unbounded on both sides of the
real line (i.e. | \;| — +o00 as |i| — +00). For a spinor ¢ € L?(M,S(M)), it has a representation

Y= Zaﬂ/)i

with o; € C so that ), |a;|* < +00. And for s > 0, we can define the unbounded operator
| Dgl* : L*(M,S(M)) — L*(M,S(M)) by

Dt =~ il il .
i€t

Let us denote H*(M, S(M)) the domain of | D,|*, namely ¢ = > . a;1p; € H*(M,S(M)) if and
only if

D e[ Af* < +o0.

i€l
Then H*(M,S(M)) coincides with the standard Sobolev space W*2(M,S(M)) (see [1]) and
can be endowed with the inner product

W) =Re [ (D0 D) ol + [ (o) voly.

3 Perturbation for a spinorial eigenvalue problem

In this section, we are mainly interested in a generalized eigenvalue perturbation problem for
the Dirac operator. More precisely, we intend to find the eigenvalues and eigenspinors of the
equation
2
Dgp = Aum-21), (3.1)

2

that is perturbed from D,y = Aou(**1hy with known eigenvalue and eigenspinor. Here some
basic conventions are in order, such as we will always assume that u( and u are positive func-
tions, i.e., ug, u € C¥ for some k € NU {oo}.

In what follows, let us collect all possible eigenvalues of as

Seu = {A €R: ker (Dy — Aumz) # {0}},

and we call ker (D, — )\u%) the eigenspace of A € Y, ,,. The main results of this section are
built upon the following observation.
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Proposition 3.1. For each u € C_’ﬁ, the following holds:

(1) The set ¥, ,, is a closed subset of R\ {0} consisting of an unbounded discrete sequence
of eigenvalues, in particular, ¥, ,, is unbounded on both sides of R.

(2) The eigenspace of \ € ¥, is finite-dimensional and consists of eigenspinors in the class
Ck—i—l_

(3) If the new inner product

(¢,¢)§L:Re/ w2 (1h, @)y dvol,

M

is introduced on L*(M,S(M)), then the eigenspaces of all X € ¥, form a complete
orthonormal decomposition of L*(M,S(M)), i.e.,

where the close is taken over with respect to the (-, -)4-norm.

Remark 3.2. There are several ways of dealing with the set X, ,,, and here we point out that the
eigenvalue problem D, = )\u%@D can be conformally transformed into

Do = Ap (3.2)

where g* = we gand ¢ = u_%zﬁ. The new inner product (-, -)4 is actually the standard
L-inner product induced by the metric g". And hence %, ,, is nothing but the spectrum of D,u.
With all these in hand, we find Proposition[3.1lis a direct consequence of the classical spectral
theory of elliptic self-adjoint operators. And for later use, we shall write X, , = {\;(u) : i € Z}
with the ordering

where the eigenvalues are repeated with respect to their multiplicities. We also remark that these
eigenvalues are not necessarily symmetric about the origin, see [23]].

3.1 A quick review on the multiplicity of eigenvalues

When it comes to perturbing the function v in order to describe the behavior of the eigen-
value problem (3.1)), it will be beneficial and simplifying to assume that the eigenvalues and
eigenspinors vary smoothly with respect to the external factors. But things are often more com-
plicated, and here we refer the readers to Kato’s book [26] for a technical report of general per-
turbed eigenvalue problems. In what follows, we give an elementary example of 2 X 2-matrices
to illustrate that perturbation of eigenvectors may have nasty behavior.
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Example 3.3. Let / be the 2 x 2 identity matrix. Then any vector is an eigenvector, and we may
simply set vg = (v/2/2,v/2/2) as one possible candidate with unit length. And if we consider a

small perturbation
e 0
I(e)=1+ (O O) ,

then the unit eigenvectors will be v; = (1,0) and v, = (0, 1) which are independent of ¢.
Clearly, |vg — v1| and |vy — vo| Will never go to zero as € — 0.

From the above example, we can observe that a small perturbation can cause a repeated
eigenvalue to split into distinct new eigenvalues. And additionally, an arbitrary choice of the
unperturbed eigenvector may lead to discontinuity in relation to the perturbation parameter.

Regarding the conformally covariant operators, we are lucky that, in many cases, it has been
shown that the eigenvalues of these operators are generically simple. The main example is the
Laplace operator on smooth functions on a compact manifold, see for instance [5,7,36,38], and
it is generally believed that eigenvalues of these formally self-adjoint operators with positive
leading symbol on SO(m) or Spin(m) irreducible bundles are generically simple.

Now, let us turn back to the equation (3.2), which is conformally equivalent to our target
problem (3.I). We remark here that, when M has dimension m = 3,4,5 (mod 8), the spinor
bundle has a quaternionic structure which commutes with Clifford multiplication [19, Section
1.7] or [28, Page 33, Table III]. Hence, in these cases the eigenspaces of the Dirac operator
are quaternionic vector spaces. So in the sequel when we are talking about the dimension of
an eigenspace, we mean the quaternionic dimension dimy for m = 3,4,5 (mod 8) and the
complex dimension dim¢ for other cases.

For a closed spin m-manifold M and & € NU {oo}, denote by M¥ the space of Riemannian
metrics on M equipped with the C* topology In what follows, for a given g € MF¥, let us
consider the conformal change g" = = m=2g with u € C’“ and the possible splitting of the
eigenvalues of D,. when uis a perturbatlon from some u. We introduce the following

Definition 3.4. An eigenvalue \ of Dgu (i.e., X € X,.,) is said to have the conformal splitting
property in the direction of v € C*(M) if dim ker(Dguo — ) > 1 and there exists at least one
pair of eigenvalues \y1(g) and N2 () of Dguotev, which are continuous functions defined for
small £ > 0 satisfying

(1) X0,1(0) = Ao2(0) = A;

(2) Aoi(e) # Aoale) fore > 0.

The eigenvalues \y1(¢) and X\ 2(€) are said to depart from the unperturbed eigenvalue \ by
splitting at € = 0.

Remark 3.5. Here we emphasize that, since the mapping ¢ — g“ ™= provides a real ana-
lytic parameterization of metrics in M?¥, the perturbation theory developed in [26, Chapter VII]
can be employed. In particular, each A € %, provides a batch of real analytic functions
A01(€)s -y Xou(€) € By ugrew Such that Ao ;(0) = A, j = 1,..., [, and the sum of all multiplic-
ities of \g j(¢)’s equals to the multiplicity of X\. And therefore, if A € ¥, ,,, has the conformal
splitting property in a direction v then the multiplicity of each eigenvalue, which depart from A,
will be strictly less than that of \. Meanwhile, those eigenvalue that has simple multiplicity will
stay simple as ¢ varies.



10 Yannick Sire  Tian Xu

In this setting, we have the following lemma which is due to M. Dahl [15, Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 3.6. On a closed spin 3-manifold, given g € M" and let \ be a non-zero eigenvalue of
D, with dimy ker(D, — X) > 1. Then there exists v € C*°(M) such that X has the conformal
splitting property in the direction of v.

Remark 3.7. (1) Let us point out here that, with an additional rigid assumption on the op-
erator [,, a similar result holds for higher dimensions (see [12] for detailed statements).
And it is unclear whether or not such a rigid assumption can be dropped in general cases.
The reason that one does not need further assumptions in dimension 3 is because the
quaternionic rank of the spinor bundle is simple, that is ranky S(M) = 1.

(2) Due to the conformal covariance of the Dirac operator (see (13)), dimy ker D, is invariant
under the conformal change of the background metric g. This is the reason why we only
focus on non-zero eigenvalues and the associated eigenspaces.

By recalling the conformal equivalence of and (3.2), for given k,n € N, g € M¥*, let
us consider the set

Uy, = {ueCk: Xissimple forall A € Sy, N ([-n,n] \ {0})}. (3.3)
Then, in a view of Remark [3.5] we have the following characterization for L{;n.

Lemma 3.8. On a closed spin m-manifold with m > 3 and, if m > 3, suppose additionally
that every non-zero eigenvalue of D; has either simple multiplicity or the conformal splitting
property in certain directions, for any g € [g] := {e* g : f € C}. Then U;n is an open dense
subset of C*.

Proof. We only need to show that L{;n is dense in C-’i’ since the openness follows from the
fact that the eigenvalues of D, depend continuously on g (see [3, Proposition 7.1]). To this
end, let us fix u, € C_’ﬁ \ U;n and let U be an open neighborhood of u,. Since there exists
A € 3gu, N ([=n,n]\ {0}) such that

dimpg ker(Dgu. — Ay) > 1,

we can use our assumption to obtain v; € C°°(M) and a conformal deformation g“~+<1*:
which decreases the multiplicity of \,, for €; > 0 suitably small. Clearly, those eigenvalues
in [-n,n] \ {0} that were simple would remain being simple for such ¢; due to the analytic
perturbation theory (see [26]]). Let £; be small such that u, + e;v; € U. If u, + e1v; € U;n,
then we are done. And if not, we can repeat the above procedure finitely many times to get a
function u, + 101 +---+ v, € UN U;n. Therefore, due to the arbitrariness of u, and U, we
have Ug’fn is dense in C% as desired. O

3.2 The perturbation

For a given uy € C¥, we will now stick to the case that Ay € X, \ {0} is a simple eigenvalue
and )y is a normalized eigenspinor, that is we have

2 2
ker (Dg — )\Ou{]’”) = span{t¢y} and / uy? |1/)0|f,d vol, = 1. (3.4)
M
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Actually, there is no loss of generality if we assume that ug € U;no for some fixed ny > 1 and
|A\o| < no, and we shall work under the assumptions of Lemma[3.8] It is clear that L?*(M, S(M))
possesses the (-, -)5°-orthogonal decomposition L?(M,S(M)) = span{ty} @& span{}.

To proceed, let us introduce the spinor subspaces L?(M, S(M)) = spang {1y} ®span{tp}+
and H'(M,S(M)) = H'(M,S(M)) N L*>(M,S(M)). That is, we consider the subspaces in
which the ¢)y-direction is always real. Furthermore, we will consider the mapping ® : C* x R x
HY(M,S(M)) — R x L*(M,S(M)) with

®(u, A\, ) = (/ um [y voly —1, w2 Dy — w). (3.5)
M
Then, by taking derivatives with respect to A and v, we find

Vo) @(u, A, )1, ¢] = (2 Re/ wTE (3, p)gd volg, U2 Dyp — Ap — uw>.

M
for y € Rand ¢ € H'(M,S(M)). And in what follows, we are going to use the Implicit
function theorem to characterize the relation between the external factor » and the perturbed
couple (A, ) in the eigenvalue problem (3.1).

Since we have assumed the validity of (3.4) for (ug, Ao, %), we can write ¢ = Tty + o+
with 7 € R and ¢ € span{ti}* for any ¢ € H'(M,S(M)) C L*(M,S(M)) with respect to
the inner product (-, -)5°. Then we have

2
V ) @ (o, Ao, o) 1, 0] = (27, ug "> D™ — o™ — pitbo).

At this moment, by collecting {¢; };cz the (-, -)5°-normalized eigenspinors associated to ¥, ,,,
(see Proposition 3.1 and Remark 3.2)), we can represent for an element ¢ € L?(M, S(M)) with
the Fourier series ¢ = ) «;;, where «; € C. Clearly, we have \;,(ug) = Ao and ¢;, = 1), for
some iy, and hence a;, = (¢, 1)5° € R. Then, by looking at the equation

v()\,w)q)(u()a )\07 Q/)O)[:U“v ()0] = (K'a ¢)

with x € R and ¢ € L?(M,S(M)) being arbitrarily given, we can solve it uniquely with

KR 4
p=—0;, and @ =ty + Z )\7%

Therefore V(x5 ®(uo, Ao, %0) : R x H'(M,S(M)) — R x L*(M,S(M)) is invertible. And
now, a direct application of the Implicit function theorem gives us the following perturbation
result.

Lemma 3.9. Given k,ng € N, let ug € U;no and (Mg, Vo) satisfies 3.4) with Ay € [—ng, ng| \
{0}. Ifu € C*(M x [0, T]) with u(-,0) = ug, then (by narrowing the time interval if necessary)
there exist a C* mapping [0, T] — (A\(t),(t)) such that \(0) = o, ¥(0) = 1 and

D(u(-,t),\(t),¥(t)) =0 forte[0,T]. (3.6)
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Furthermore, apart from the function u and its time-derivatives, the j-th derivatives of \ and 1)
only depend on the first j — 1 derivatives of A and v, where 1 < j < k. In particular, the first
order derivatives of \ and 1) can be formulated as

N(t) = —% /Mu(-,t)%@u(-,t)w(t)@dvolg
and
(0 = G l0) = o () 72D, = A) ™ o (1 = P (u) B, )00

forallt € [0,T], where Py is the L*-eigenprojection associated to \(t).

4 A nonlocal linear parabolic equation

In this section, we discuss the existence of solutions to a linear equation of the form

atu—A(x>t)Agu+‘C[u] = f(l’,t) 4.1
u(z,0) = ug(x) D
where A : M x [0,4+00) — R are smooth and uniformly bounded with all their derivatives,
and L is a continuous linear operator between some suitable function spaces containing lower
order differential operations (a specific characterization of £ will be given later). Moreover, let
us assume that the function A is uniformly positive, i.e., there exists a positive constant § > 0
such that A(x,t) > ¢ for all x and t. Hence Eq. (4.)) is of parabolic type. This developments in
this section serve as the PDE foundations for the flow we investigate.
In order to give a precise description of the linear operator £ and to obtain solutions of Eq.
@.1)), let us introduce some basic function spaces that are useful in our argument. Let u, v :
M x [0, +00) — R be smooth functions, we set

<“’U>LH5:/O 2 (e, 8), 00, ) uapy dE For k= 0,1,2,...

and
(u, 0) gy, = (u, U>LH& + (O, atU)LHg ;

where @ > 0 is understood to be a positive parameter. We denote LH* and H H, to be the
Hilbert spaces formed by completion of C*°(M x [0, +00)) in the corresponding norms. We also
consider C'2°(M x (0, +00)) as the space of smooth functions which vanish for very large and
very small times, and denote H H,, o the completion of C'>°(M x (0, +00)) in H H,,. Furthermore,
when we come to consider the higher regularity of solutions of Eq. (4.1)), we shall make use of
the following Hilbert space

Pli={u:Mx[0,400) = R: H&guHLHQ(lfj) < o0, j=0,...,1}
and equip it with the inner product

<u,v>p;:2<azu75‘tjv>LH§“*”: > /0 e (O, 0 v) gy

l
j=0 2j+k<21
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We note that P) = LH? and the embedding P! — LH? holds for [ > 1. And we also have the
embedding P!(M) — HH, forl > 1.

Now we turn to characterize the linear operator £ in Eq. (4.1)), and we shall make the follow-
ing three standing assumptions under consideration. For ease of notation, the space of bounded
linear operators from a Banach space X to another Banach space Y is denoted by £ (X, Y').

(A1) L € Z(LH}, LH?), moreover, there exists a time-independent constant C' > 0 such that
|L[u](-, )2 < Cllul-, )| mroa) forallu € LH,.

(A2) Llawu](-,t) = a(t)L[u](-,t) for any smooth function « : [0, +00) — R

(A3) Le L (P, P)forleN
Using the specific form of the operator —A(z,t)A, + £ and integration by parts, we intro-

duce the following bilinear form, which we denote by <7, defined on H'(M) x H'(M) (this
product space is understood as a ¢-fiber of the total space LH! x LH}):

y(u,v) = [ —AvAgu + vL[u|dvol,
M

= [ AV,u -V +0V,A- Veu+vLuldvol,.
M

Then a weak solution of Eq. is defined by a function u € H H, such that u(z,0) = ug(z)
and

<atu7 ¢>LH3 + /0 6_2at'52{t(u7 ¢)dt = <f7 ¢>LH2 (42)

forall p € C°(M x (0, +00)).
Our first existence result is stated as follows.

Proposition 4.1. Let A and L be as above. There exists ag > 0 depending only on A, L and
the background manifold (M, g) such that, if a > ag, then for every f € LH? the equation

Ou — Az, t)Agu+ Llu] = f,  u(-,0) =0 4.3)
has a unique weak solution in H H,, .

Before establishing the proof of Proposition let us recall a variant of the Lax-Milgram
Theorem, which relaxes the continuity assumption on the bilinear form.

Lemma 4.2. Let (H,|| - ||u) be a Hilbert space and (V.|| - ||v/) be an inner-product space
continuously embedded in H. Let ® : H x V — R be a bilinear form with the properties that

(1) the mapping h — ®(h,v) is continuous on H for each fixed v € V,
(2) @ is coercive on'V, i.e., ®(v,v) > B||v||} for some 3 > 0.

If F : 'V — R is a continuous linear functional, then there exists hp € H such that F(v) =
O(hp,v) forall v € V. If, in addition V is dense in H, then hp € H is uniquely determined.



14 Yannick Sire  Tian Xu

Remark 4.3. In Lemma/4.2] we do not assume that (V|| - ||/) is complete. And we also do not
need the bi-continuity of the bilinear form ®, which is a critical hypothesis of the Lax-Milgram
Theorem. We refer the readers to [18, Chapter 10, Theorem 16] and [35) Lemma 3.2] for a
detailed proof of Lemma4.2]

Proof of Propositiond.1l First of all, let us remark that the assumptions on A and £ imply that
a Garding type inequality holds for the operator —A(z, t)A, + L, that is

0
H($,0) 2 5@l — ol (44)

where k£ > 0 is a constant depending continuously on the C'-norm of .4 and on the curvature
tensor of (M, g) and its covariant derivatives. And, by virtue of the assumption (A2), we find
that v is a solution to if and only if w(z, t) = e "u(x,t) solves the equation

ow — Az, ) Agw + yw + Lw] = f(z,t) == e " f(z,1), w(-,0)=0. 4.5)

By choosing v = &, we see that

)
(% +7)(8:6) = (9, 6) +1la = 5l ar)- (4.6)

In the sequel, we will focus on the equivalent problem (4.3)).
To proceed, let us consider a bilinear form on H H, o x C°(M x (0, +00)):

P(w,0) = O, 08) g+ [ (64 ) (w. Do)
0
and a linear functional on C'°(M x (0, +00)):

F(Cb) = <.f’yvat¢>LHg‘

We mention here that the parameter a > 0 will be given later. Clearly, for a fixed ¢ € C°(M X
(0,400)), the bilinear form & is continuous in w with respect to the H H,-norm. And it is
evident that F' is continuous with with respect to the H H,-norm, given that f,, € LH?.

To see the coerciveness of & on C2°(M x (0, 400)), for an arbitrary ¢ € C'2°(M x (0, +00)),
let us look at

P26, 6) = 06 + / e (4 7) (6, i),

Let I denote the second term on the right hand side, i.e.,
I= [T et 4000
0

- / " ot / (AV 6 - V0i + 10V A - Vb +100u + 016 L[] ) d vol, d.
0 M

By setting
I, = / 6_2‘”/ (.AVggb - V010 + vqﬁ@tgb)dvolg dt
0 M
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and
I, — / ¢t / (DY A - Vo6 + L[] d vol, dt,
0 M

we soon have I = I; + I and

Iy 2 =(|VeAloo + C>/ e 0 ( )2l (-, )l 1 ary it
0

1 VAl + C)?
> ooy - A

where C' > 0 is the constant from the assumption (A1) for the linear operator £ and the last
inequality comes from the Young’s inequality. On the other hand, it follows from partial inte-
gration in time that

o 1
I, = / 6_2‘”/ <aA|Vg<b|2 + av|o|* — 5@A|Vg¢|2>dvolg dt
0 M

) 1
> (amin{,7} = 510Alu0 ) 9]l
Thus, by combining the above two estimates, we obtain

(IVeAlo + C)?
2

1 . 1
P(6.6) 2 51100l + (amin{s.7} = 3104l -
And, when « is chosen so large that

. |0, A0 + (VAo + C)?
2min{d, v} ’

we can guarantee that & is coercive on C'°(M x (0, +o0)) with respect to the H H,-norm.
Therefore we may conclude from Lemma that there is an unique wr € HH,, for which
P(wp, ) = F(¢) forall p € C(M x (0,400)).

We are almost at the stage to deliver the unique weak solution of (4.3)). The problem that
remains is we have only tested (.3)) against functions with zero average over time, that is,
the bilinear form &2 is defined by simply testing (4.3) with the function d;¢. This would
normally mean that the wy obtained above differs from a solution of (4.3) by a time con-
stant function. However, one does not need to worry about this problem. In fact, for any ¢ €
C>(M x (0,400)), we can consider a modified function

Ee

@T(zv t) = @(xat) - @(‘%t - 7_)

where 7 > 0 is large enough such that the support of the second term does not intersect with
that of the first term. Then ¢, can be represented as 0;¢, for some ¢, € C°(M x (0,+00)),
and hence

<ath7 ‘PT>LHg + / 6_2at(f527t + 7) (wF> SDT)dt = <f'yv ‘PT>LH3
0

holds for sufficiently large 7. By taking to the limit 7 — +o0, it follows that

(Ouwr g+ [ ¢ ) e @)t = g
0

Hence wp is indeed the unique weak solution of (4.3)), and this is to say, there exists an unique
solution u € HH,.., ¢ of Eq. provided that f € LH, .. O
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As an immediate consequence of Proposition 4.1 we have an existence and uniqueness
result for more general initial data.

Corollary 4.4. Under the hypotheses of Proposition 1) For every f € LH? and uy € H?*(M),
the equation

Ou — Az, t)Agu+ Llu] = f,  u(-,0) =ug 4.7)

has a unique weak solution in H H,, provided a > aq as in Propositionld.1]
Proof. Let us set 4g(x,t) = e ‘ug(x) and v = u — g. Then we shall consider the equation
o — Az, t)Agv + L[v] =+t + Az, t)Agiig — L]To], v(-,0) = 0. (4.8)

Since ug € H*(M), we soon have g+ .AAiig € LHY. Note also that iy € P}, by virtue of the
assumption (A3) for £, we have L[ug) € P}(M) — P°(M) = LH?. Hence, Proposition 4.1]
implies that for all @ > 0 large enough, there is a unique v € H H, o solving Eq. (4.8), which is
equivalent to say that there is an unique v € H H, solving (4.7). ]

Let us mention here that the above existence result is less than optimal as the natural class
of the initial data is H'(M ). However, these limitations will be addressed and improved by the
estimates proven in our upcoming work. Specifically, our next focus is on the regularity of the
weak solution that has been obtained above. In essence, we aim to establish two main results:
firstly, the weak solution exhibits a level of smoothness determined by the homogeneous term
f and the initial value wug; and secondly, the relationship between the solution u and the homo-
geneous term can be understood as an isomorphism within suitably defined Banach spaces.

Lemma 4.5. For a > k + % ifu € HH, is a weak solution of @1) with f € LH? and
ug € L?(M), then the following estimate holds

1
lullfa < 5(|Uo|§ + 11 Zmg)-
where k > 0 is given in and 6 > 0 is the lower bound of the function A.

Proof. Since u € HH, is a weak solution of (4.7), by using u itself as a test function, we find
that

(Opu, w)p o + / e 2 o, (u,u)dt = (f, U) 1 o - 4.9)
0
Although one should use a compactly supported smooth function to test (4.7)), the above identity

is still possible since the density of C2°(M x (0,+00)) in HH,( suggests us to use x. - u €
HH, as a test function, where x. is a smooth cut-off multiplier given by x.(t) = x(t/¢) with

t>2.

Then, by taking to the limit € “\, 0, one easily obtain (4.9).
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Notice that, for any v € H H, with initial value v(-,0) € L?*(M), we have the identity
(00, V) [ o = / 6_2‘”/ voyvd vol, dt
‘ 0 M

> 1
:a/ 6_2‘”/ v2d vol, dt — 5/ v(-,0)*d vol, (4.10)
0 M M
1

— allvl iy — 510 ( 0)13

Hence, by (4.9), (4.4) and Young’s inequality, we soon deduce that

) 1 1 1
Sl iy + (= 5= 5) Il g < 5luol3 + S1F1 g

Therefore, by choosing a > k + %, we obtain the conclusion. O

The above estimate can be further improved to get higher regularity. In fact, we have the
following P!-version of the usual a priori energy estimate for parabolic equations, whose proof
is postponed to the Appendix[A.2]

Lemma 4.6. For | € NU {0}, ifu € P! is a weak solution of @&7) with f € P! and vy €
H**Y(M), then u € P™*! and

lull B < € (luollzpaes ary + I1£117)

provided a > 0 is large enough in the sense of Proposition 4.1l and Lemma where C > 0
depends only on 1, A, L,V A, 0, A, ..., 0\ A and the manifold M.

The estimates we have just derived can now be utilized to yield the following global exis-
tence result, which is an analogue of [32, Theorem 2.3.5].

Theorem 4.7. If a > 0 is large enough, then for every | € N U {0} the linear map
Ful = (uo, Ou — AAgu + Lu]) 4.11)
where ug = u(-,0), is an isomorphism of P! onto H**Y(M) x P.,

Proof. Since § is linear, the continuity follows immediately from the boundedness of §. The
bound for the second component is much clearer since we have

10 — Algu + Llull| py < |0rull py + [ AAgul[ pr + [[L]ul ]| p
< Cllull e + 1 £ ull] prr
< Cllull pres

where we have used the assumption (A3) for £ in the last inequality. Meanwhile, the continuity
of the first component of § follows directly from the argument in [32].

We next need to show that § has an inverse. This is suffices to show that the equation §[u] =
(ug, f), for arbitrarily given uq and f, is uniquely solvable in the appropriate class. However,
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this was exactly the conclusion of the existence results Proposition 4.1} Corollary 4.4] and the
regularity theory culminating in Lemma

The only remaining loophole is that, when [ = 0, the initial data in Corollary 4.4] was
assumed to be in H*(M). In order to close this, for an arbitrary f € P2, let ug € H'(M)
and let {u(()j )};?il be a sequence of smooth functions on M converging to u, with respect to
the H'-norm. For each j, Corollary &4 returns a function u/) in P! which solves the equation
FuV)] = (u(()j ' f ). Then, by virtue of Lemma [4.6] with [ = 0, we have {u))} converge in P!
to a limit function u. And, by the continuity of §, we have F[u] = (uo, f), i.e. the inverse of F
exists.

Note that the estimate in Lemmal4.6]also implies the inverse of § is continuous, we therefore
conclude that § : P+ — H2+Y(M) x P! is an isomorphism. O

5 An initial-value problem for the Einstein-Dirac equation

5.1 Set up of the problem

Recall that we denote L, = —c,, A, + Scal, the conformal Laplace operator on (M, g) with
_ . _a_ .
Cm = %. For a conformal metric g* = um™—2g, we note that the scalar curvature of g“ is

related to the scalar curvature of g by

_m+2
Scalgu = u~ m=2 Lu.

Hence for g"¥ = vﬁg“ = (uv)ﬁ g, by letting w = uv, we obtain

m—+2 m-+42

Scalguw = v m=2 Lauv = w™ m=2 Low.

and this recovers the conformal covariance
m-+42

Lowv = u”m=2 Ly(uv). (5.1

Given a metric g(0) = g“ € [g], where ug € C% is such that the Dirac operator D,
has a simple eigenvalue A(ug) # 0. By virtue of Section 3l we can assume there is an open
neighborhood Uy of ug in C¥ such that the simple Dirac eigenvalue A : Uy — (0, +00), u
Au := A(u) is well-defined. Then

& = {(u9) € Uy x TA(M,S(M)) : € ker (Dy — Aur2) }

gives rise to a smooth line bundle over U, equipped with the (-, -)4-metric at each u. Building
upon this, we can evolve g(0) through a family of conformal metrics g(t) = g“?, t > 0,
constrained on £ by considering the flow equation

m—+2

Oum—2 m+ 2 uL,u dvol —
el _2{Lgu—< fMLg — )|w|§um2} (5.2)
m fMum*2|2/)|gdvolg

with (u(-,),%(+,t)) € £. We shall refer this equation as the Einstein-Dirac flow.
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Evidently, by setting
v

Va2 vol,

for (u, ) € &, we have 1, is (-, -)4-normalized in the sense that (¢,,,)y = 1 and (5.2) can
be simplified to the following parabolic type equation

y =

m+2

8um m + 2 —m
g :—m_2[Lgu— </MuLgudvolg)|1/)u| um= ] (5.3)
Notice that the map ¢ — g(t) preserves the conformal structure, by denoting
4 9 2(m—1)
1) = ——— [ Sealyiy — (| u( )Lyl ) dvoly Y wult) Pl ) 5]
m—2 M

we can equivalently transform (3.3)) into

m — 2
ou = Tnuu

or the evolution of g as

Org(t) = nug(t).

Clearly, the flow problem (3.3) leads us to consider a quasilinear parabolic scalar equation,
but with an unconventional term involving a concomitant eigenspinor. It will surprise nobody
that such an equation still admit short-time (or even long-time) solutions. Nevertheless, this
does not belong to the standard theory and requires proof.

5.2 The local well-posedness

We construct now the short-time solution to the Einstein-Dirac flow (3.3) with initial data
(ug, o) € €. Our main result in this subsection is as follows.

Proposition 5.1. There exists T' > 0 such that the Einstein-Dirac flow with above initial data
(uo, o) € € has a unique smooth solution in the time interval [0,T).

For [ € Nand T > 0, let us introduce the following Hilbert space
PYT) = {u Mx[0,T]-R: Y / 10wl gyt < +oo}
2j+k<2l
and equip it with the norm

laliy = S / 102 0

2j+k<2l

Clearly, for every T' > 0, there is a natural continuous embedding P! — P!(T') by restricting
all functions on the time interval [0, 7']. And, in the study of short time existence result, it will
be easier to use the space P!(T') instead of the weighted spaces P., a > 0.
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Before we consider our flow problem (3.3), we revisit the equation (.1)) since it will serve
as a linearization of (3.3]). For later use, for a function w € PCZL, the current state of w at time
t € [0, +0o0) will be referred to (¢, w(-, t)) with w(-,t) € P.,, where P!, stands for the function
space at time ¢ (and we will simply call it ¢-fiber of P!). Then, a crucial requirement for the
operator L to ensure the short-term existence result is that the current state of £[u] should never
be affected by the future state of u. In view of this, let us present the following lemma in the
setting of P'(T') spaces.

Lemma 5.2. Under the assumptions (A2) and (A3), for every |l € Nand T > 0, L is a
continuous linear operator on PY(T), i.e., L € L (PYT), P(T)).

Proof. We first claim that

Claim. L is t-fiber preserving on the P\ spaces in the sense that L[u](-,t) € P!, depends only
on the current state of u at time t for all u € P..

And then, we only need to check the boundedness of £ on P!(T'). Let us assume to the contrary
that there exists a P!(T")-bounded sequence of functions {w;}°, such that || £[w;]|| p1(7) — o0
as j — o0.

For each j > 1, let us consider an bounded extension u; € be of the function u; in the sense
that

jlarxory = vy and 4]l pr < Cllugllpyr
where C' > 0 is independent of j. Then, by the assumption (A3) and the above claim, we have
that {L[a,]} is a Pl-bounded sequence satisfying £[a;]|arxjo,r] = L[u;]. On the other hand, it
follows easily that

IE@llz = 3 / 200 0§ L)y o
2j+k<2l v 0

- (5.4)
> G Y / 108 1) 2 apy = Cor | lus]21er,

2j+k<2l

where C, 7 > 0 depends only on a and T". And since we have assumed that || L[w;]|| p1(r) — o0
as j — oo, we can conclude from (5.4) that || L[i;]|| pr — oo, which is absurd. And therefore,
£ must be a bounded linear operator on P'(T).

It remains to check the above claim. And let us point out here that the claim is actually
equivalent to the assumption (A2) imposed before. In fact, due to the linearity of L, it is evident
that the ¢-fiber preserving property of £ implies (A2). And to see the reverse, let us take an
arbitrary function o € C*°(R) so that «(0) = land o« =0on R\ (—1, 1), and define o, .(¢) =
a((t —71)/e) fort > 0 with 7 € [0, +00) and € > 0. Then we can infer from (A2) that

Llu)(-,7) = lim ar o (P)L[u (-, 7) = lim Lo (-, 7).

This, together with the arbitrariness of «, suggests that L[u|(-, 7) depends only on the current
state (7, u(-,7)). ]

Analogous to Theorem we have the following time-localized result in the setting of
PYT) spaces.
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Lemma 5.3. For every T > 0 and | € N U {0}, the map § given by formula @.11)) is an
isomorphism of P (T) onto H***(M) x PY(T).

Proof. With Lemma [5.2] readily available, we can establish the continuity of § by employing
the same reasoning as in Theorem[4.7l Hence, our sole objective is to prove that § is an isomor-
phism.

Given any uy € H?' (M) and f € PYT), let us consider an extension f € P! of the
function f and we set & € P'*! be the solution of the linear problem (@.7) in M x [0, +00).
Clearly, u := @|yr«[o,7) belongs to P1(T') and satisfies F[u| = (ug, f) in M x [0, T]. Suppose
that v € P'"(T) is another function such that F[v] = (ug, f) in M x [0,T], then we set
w = u — v. Now, it is easy to see that w satisfies the equation

ow — AAw+ Llw] =0, w(-,0)=0.

Notice that, by (.4)), we can get
t
/w2(x,t)dvolg:2/ / w(x, s)0yw(x, s)d vol, ds
M 0o Jum
t
= 2/ / w(z, ) [AAw — L[w]](x, s)d voly ds
0o Jm

t t
<=0 [t ) s + 25 [l s) s
0 0

t
SQ/{/ / w?(z, 8)dvoly ds
0o Jum

as w(-,t) € W%2(M) for almost every ¢ € [0, T]. Then, by Gronwall’s inequality, we have that
J3y w?(x, t)d voly is zero for every ¢ € [0, T'. It follows that w is identically zero, and hence u
and v must coincide.

Since § : PY(T) — H?*Y(M) x PY(T) is a continuous bijection, we can conclude from
the open mapping theorem that § is an isomorphism. ]

Remark 5.4. If both ug and f are smooth functions, then the unique solution u of Eq. (4.7)
is guaranteed to be in the space M;>; PY(T). By the Parabolic Sobolev embeddings (see for
instance Proposition[A.1lin the Appendix), for any & € N, we can always find a large [ so that
PY(T) continuously embeds into C*(M x [0,7T]). And hence we can conclude that the solution
u actually belongs to C*°(M x [0, T]) provided that uy and f are smooth.

Now we are nearing the point where we can provide the short time existence result for the
Einstein-Dirac flow (5.3). Before we start the proof, let us denote PL(T') as the positive cone in
P!(T), consisting of all u € P'(T) such that v > 0. We also introduce a subset of P.(T') as

P_lhl(T) = {u < P-li-(T) : u(,O) = ugl,no}

where U, ,, is given by (3.3) with ny > 1 being initially fixed. We will now consider the a
quasilinear elliptic operator given by

m

Olu] = cmu_ﬁAgu — Scal, wnss + (/ uLgu dvolg)|1/)u|§u_m*2,
M
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where ¢,,, = 4("?__21) and 1, (t) € L*(M,S(M)) is the normalized eigenspinor associated to the
simple Dirac eigenvalue A, (¢) # 0 with A\, (0) € [—ng,0) U (0, ne], which exists at least for a
small time interval [0, T,,]. Let us mention that, due to the parabolic Sobolev embeddings (see
for instance [30, Proposition 4.1]), we have P'(T") — C'(M x [0,T]) for [ > ™5 Then,
under the hypothesis of Lemma[3.8] we can see that P} ,(T') is an open dense subset of P} (T').
We also emphasize that the set P_lhl(T) can be regarded as a collection of curves of functions
with their starting point in Z/{glmo. It is possible that for certain curves in this collection, the Dirac
operator associated with the conformal metric g“(+**) at a particular time ¢, > 0 may not possess
a simple eigenvalue. However, thanks to Lemma[3.9] we can always find a P!(T")-neighborhood
U of a given function u € P_lhl(T) (by setting 7" smaller if necessary) so that Q is well-defined
in the sense that ¢t — (A, (¢),%,(t)) exists (at least continuously) for all v € U on [0, T]. And
we shall call U the Q-admissible neighborhood of u. In order to study the short time existence
result of Eq. (3.3), for a given u € P. (7)) and its Q-admissible neighborhood U C PL |(T'),

let us consider

Fv] = (vo, Ov — Qu[v]), Yo €U (5.5)
where vy := v(-,0) and

m

ngvdvolg>|¢v|f, =1

Q. v] == cmv_ﬁAgv — Scal, vm=s V(t) (/

M

with ¥ € C*°([0, +00)) satisfying

<
3 = 1, t<T/2
0, t>3T/4

Once a Q-admissible neighborhood U is fixed, one of our key ingredient here is the obser-
vation that . % : U — H?~1(M) x P'=1(T) is of class C* provided that [ is suitably large (say
[ > (m + 8)/2). In particular, the Fréchet derivative of .% at v € U can be written in the form

D.Zv)(w) = iﬁ"[v + Tw) = (wo, Ow — cmv_ﬁAgw + L,[w])

dr

7=0

for w € PYT), where £, € Z(PYT), PY(T)) depends continuously on v (the explicit for-
mulation of £, will be given later). Notice that we have inserted a cut-off function ¥ in the
formulation of Q,, we can actually extend Q, to act on any positive function v € P(i, a > 0,
such that 7| wmxjo,r) = v € U. And hence the induced operator L; exists as well for such ©. By
taking a cut-off function p € C'*°([0, +00)) so that p(t) = 1 fort < T and p(t) = 0 fort > 27T,
we can introduce an extension of D.% [v] as

Saslw] = (wo, ow — (cmpﬁ_ﬁ +1—p)Aw+ pﬁa[w]) forw € Pé. (5.6)

And then we have §;|pi(7) = D.7 [v]. In case ¥ is a smooth function, the above expression will
make it legitimate to apply Theorem and Lemma to §; and D.Z [v] respectively. All
these will be verified in Appendix [A.3]

The proof of Proposition[5.1] will be divided into two classical steps: the local existence and
the energy inequality.
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Proof of Proposition5.11 local existence. Given ug € NpeyUF

¢ o> let us consider an auxiliary
function

Wy ((1}7 t) = 5.7
with [ € N being necessarily large, ag = ug and ay,...,a,; € C*°(M) to be determined
later. Notice that ay > 0, by virtue of Lemma we can always find 7" > 0 small such that
w, € PL(T) and the eigenpair (Ay, (t), ¥y, (t)) exists on [0, T]. Furthermore, we can take
u, € PY(T) to be the unique solution of the linear problem

m—6

4
O = cpws " Agu — Scalg w40 - (/ w, Lyw, dvolg ) Y.
M

—__m _
m—2
*

u(z,0) = ug(x).

Such solution exists by Lemma [5.3] and it is smooth by Remark [5.4] as u( and w, are smooth
(thus the eigenspinor 1, is also smooth).
By narrowing the time interval [0, 7] (if necessary), we have u, € P ,(T') and

Flu] = (uo, O — Qufun]) =: (uo, )

where f, has the explicit expression

f* = Cm(w*

3

_4 __4 m—6 m—6
T ’”’z)Agu* — Scal, (wi”’2 —ug )

+ 9 - (/ w*ng*alvolg>|¢w*|§w>k e
M

—- (/ u*Lgu*dvolg)W;u*@u*_%‘
M

If we compute the Fréchet derivative of the map .# at u, € C*(M x [0,T]), in the “direc-
tion” w € PY(T), we obtain

DFu,)(w) = (wo, Oyw — cptis ﬁAgw + Ly, [w])

where wg := w(+,0) and

4Cm _ m+2 m — 6 _ 4
L, |[w] = us " wAgu, — —— Scaly uy, " w
m— 2 m — 2

m

+ 20 - (/ wLgyu, dvol, ) |thu, [Fus ™
M

+20- ( / oLt dvoly ) Re(t., Gy gt m-2
M

m _2m-—2
_m . (/ u*Lgu*dvolg>\wu* 2,
M

m— 2
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and

acalt) = = [ (DRl Ol 0 v,

M

And we can find that D.Z [u,](w) = (2, f) € H*71(M) x P'=}(T) is equivalent to the linear
problem
4
Orw — Cmus " Agw + Loy, [w] = f (5.8)
w(z,0) = z(x)
which coincides with our model problem on M x [0,T].

By applying Lemma [5.3] we can see that D.Z [u,] : P(T) — H?~1(M) x P=YT) is an
isomorphism. And, in other words, there exists a unique solution w, ; of Eq. (5.8) for every
pair (2, f) € H¥=Y(M) x P'=}(T'). Now, by virtue of the inverse function theorem, we find the
map .7 is a diffeomorphism from a neighborhood U C P, ;(T') of u. onto a neighborhood V' C
H2=Y(M) x P'=(T) of (uq, f.). Particularly, U can be chosen as a Q-admissible neighborhood
of u,.

Next, we can consider a sequence of time-shifted functions f, x : M x [0,7] — R given by

0 if0<t<1/k,

fer(z,t) = {f*(%t —1/k) if1/k<t<T.

Assuming for the moment that
8gf*|t:0 = 0 and vﬁaff*lt:o =(0forany j=0,1,...,l—1andp € N. (5.9

We can then directly deduce Vé’@fﬁhk € C(M x10,T]) forevery j =0,1,...,l—1andp € N.
Moreover, it follows easily that

VP fue — VPO frin LP(M x [0,T]) for j = 0,1,...,1— 1and 2j +p < 2(I — 1),

and hence f, — f. in P'=1(T). From this point of view, there is ky € N such that (uq, f.. ko)
lies in the neighborhood V' of .7 [u.] = (uo, f.) and f.x, = 0 on M x [0, 1/ko]. Since .# is
a diffeomorphism between U and V, we can find a function u. , € U such that Z[u, x| =
(0, feko)- Clearly, such u,, € P (1/ko) will be a solution of the Einstein-Dirac flow (5.3)
on M x [0,1/ko). By taking Ty < 1/ko, the parabolic regularity implies that u, 5, € C*°(M X
[07 TO])

It remains to verify (5.9), which is strongly depending on the choice of those functions
ai,...,a;— in (3.7). Notice that we have set ag = 1y € Nien Z/{g no» let us defined a; via the
recurrence formula

. __4 m— 6
a; =0 [cmw* "% Agu, — Scaly wy”

249 (/ w*ng*dV01g>|¢w*|§w*_%i|
M

for7 > 1. Observe that the right-hand side above contains time-derivatives at ¢ = 0 of w,, V,w,,

t=0

L,w, and A,u, only up to order ¢ — 1, hence it depends only on the functions ay, ..., a;—;. In
this way, we get the precise details of the functions ay,...,a,; € C°(M). Following on
this clue, we point out that a; = dw,|i—g = Oluy|—o for i = 0,1,...,1 — 1. And hence

f« € C=(M x [0,T)) satisfies as was required. O
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Having disposed of the local existence result, we will now turn to consider the uniqueness
of a solution and the continuous dependence on its initial data. Actually, we shall mention here
that the proof above gives us more. In fact, once the uniqueness is settled, the solution of the
Einstein-Dirac flow (5.3)) with initial data (ug, Ao, ¥0) € Nien L{é'jno X (—ng,ng) X ker (Dg —
)\oug/ (m—2)) can be characterized by u = % !(uy,0) restricted on M x [0, Ty]. Assuming
ujo — up in C>®°(M) as j — oo, we also have u; 5 — ug in H?~1(M) for all [ € N, and hence
for j large enough we have u; = .7 ' (u;0,0) € P} ,(Tp) is the unique solution with initial data
(40, Ajo,¥j0)- By recalling the continuity of perturbed Dirac eigenvalue problem mentioned
in Section[3] the eigenpair (\; ¢, ¢;0) can be chosen so that \; o — Ao and 1; o — 1. Therefore,
we have u; — u in P!(Tp)-topology, which is nothing but the continuous dependence on the
initial data. In what follows, let us verify the uniqueness result of the Einstein-Dirac flow.

Proof of Proposition[3.1l: energy inequality. Suppose that we have two P_lhl(To)—solutions U
and v of (3.3) on M x [0, Tp] with u(-,0) = v(-,0) = ug, Au(0) = A, (0) and ¥, (0) = ,(0),
where [ is suitably large. By setting w = v — v, we find that

d
E/ IV, w|?dvol, = 2/ Vw - V0w dvol,
M M
= 2/ Vow - Vg (Qu] — Qv])d vol,
M
= —2/ Agw - (Qu] — Q[v])d vol,
M
= —QCm/ u_ﬁ|Agw|2dvolg
M
—QCm/ Agw - ((u‘ﬁ —v_ﬁ)Agv)dvolg
M

m—6

+2/ Agw - Scal, (u% —vm=2)dvol,
M

—2/MAgw- (S[u] — S[v])d vol,,

where

Slz] = (/Mngzdvolg)wzgz_ﬂgn?

for z = worv.

Here we need to be careful because the well-definedness of S[u| and S[v] do not imply the
existence of S[su+ (1 — s)v] forall s € [0,1] on M x [0, T,]. However, since we have assumed
u(-,0) = v(-,0) = uy, it is possible to find 7 € (0,75 and a Q-admissible neighborhood
U C P. (1) of u|arxjoq such that (su + (1 — $)v)|mxjor € U forall s € [0,1]. Indeed,
we can first find a C*-neighborhood O of ug so that O C Uy, and u(-,t),v(-,t) € O for
all t € [0, 7]. Then, by Lemma[3.9] and the parabolic Sobolev embedding Proposition [A.1 we
have S can be defined on any ¢-parameterized trajectory of functions in 0. Notice that we have
(su+(1=s)v)(-,t) € Oforallt € [0,7]and s € [0, 1], we can thus ensure (su+(1—5)v)|rrx[0,7
lies in a Q-admissible neighborhood of u| Mx[o,7]- And therefore, we can consider the map s —
S[su+ (1 — s)v] on M x [0, 7] for all s € [0, 1].
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Let’s go back to the previous computation. By setting [ large enough (so that Lemma [A.4]
applies), the positiveness and boundedness of v and v imply that

| T awlvel, 5 [ |Aufdvol,
M M

4

/ Agw - (w72 — v_%)Agv)dvolg < C/ |Agw||u — v|dvol,
M M
:C'/ |Agw||w|d vol,
M

Sa/ |Agw\2dvolg+C€/ |w|?dvolg,
M M

/ A(g,w-Scalg-(uZ:S —v%)dvolg SE/ |Agw|2dvolg+05/ [w|*d vol,,
M M M
and
/ Agw - (S[u] — S[v])d vol, Se/ |Agw|2dvolg+C'€/ |S[u] —S[U]deolg
M M M
Sa/ \Agw|2dvolg+6'€/ ‘DS[U+9w](w)‘2dvolg
M M

§5/ |Agw|2dvolg+05/ (IVqw|* + Jw[*)d vol,,
M M

where in the last estimate we have designated DS as the Fréchet derivative of S : PJlﬁl(T) D
U — P!(7) (which exists due to Lemma and satisfies assumption (A1) as is indicated by
Corollary [A.3). By fixing ¢ small, we get

d )
—/ |V w|?dvol, < ——/ |Agw|2dvolg+0/ (IVqw|* + Jw]*)d vol, . (5.10)
Next, using similar idea as above, we can compute
d 2
— | |wfdvol, = 2 [ w-(Qlu]— Qv])dvol,
= QCm/ u_ﬁwAgw dvol,
M
—|—2cm/ w - ((u_% — v_ﬁ)Agv)dvolg
M
—2/ w - Scal, (u% - U%)dvolg
M
+2/ w - (S[u] — S[v])dvol,
M

Se/ |Agw|2dvolg+05/ (IVqw|* + |w|*)d vol, .
M M
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By fixing ¢ small and putting the above estimate together with (3.10), we obtain

L (Vg + [wP)dvol, < c/ (V] + [wP)d vol, 5.11)
dt Jy M
for some constant C' > 0 on the time interval [0, 7].

Finally, from (5.11)), we can conclude that the quantity [, (|V,w|? + [w|?)d vol, is identi-
cally zero on [0, 7] since we have w(-,0) = 0. Moreover, by repeating the above argument, it
follows that if [, (|V,w[* + |w|?)d vol, is zero at some time o, then it must be zero for every
time ¢ € [tg, To). The proof is hereby completed. O

A Appendix

A.1 Parabolic Sobolev embeddings

We present here some embedding results that were used in the context. For a proof of the
following proposition, we refer the readers to [30, Proposition 4.1].

Proposition A.1. Let u € PY(T). Then, for j, k € N with 2j + k < 2l, we have

. 11 2A—k—2j
10]V | aqarxo,ry) < Cllull prry lfg =5 Tmxs > 0;
| 11 2A—k—2j
||agvku||Lfl(M><[0,T}) < Cllul| prery lf& =T Tmra2 Oand1 < g < +o0;

the function 85 V*u is continuous and

. 11 20—-k—25
||at]vku||C(M><[0,T}) < Cllullprry lfg =5 Tmr2 <0,

where the constant C > 0 is independent of u.

A.2 Regularity theory for the linear problem

In the following discussion, we will demonstrate that a weak solution u of equation pos-
sesses higher-order derivatives by obtaining estimates for its difference quotients.

Lemma A.2. If u € HH, is a weak solution of @) with f € LH? and uop € H'(M) and
a > 0 is suitably large, then v € LH? and the following estimate holds

lullzaz < C(llwollF o + I I170)
where C' > 0 depends only on A, L,V ,A and the manifold M.

Proof. For r > 0, let us denote B,.(0) C R™ the open ball of radius r centered at the origin.
Since M is compact, we can choose r < inj(M)/3 (where inj(M) > 0 represents the injec-
tivity radius of M) and {(U;, ¥;)}, as a family of smooth local coordinate system on M such



28 Yannick Sire  Tian Xu

that ¥; : B,(0) — U; C M is a diffeomorphism and UY ,U; = M. Let 7 be a smooth cut-off

function on R™ satisfying
1 ze€ B.(0),
n(z) = m( )
0 ze€R™\ By (0).
We also denote U = W;(Bs,.(0)).
Given some k£ € N, let us assume that we already have the estimate for v in LH, fl“, for each
l=0,....k—1,1ie,
ull g < C(lellzpan + 111 2mg)-
Evidently, Lemma4.5] suggests the above estimate holds for &k = 1. To proceed, for h € R\ {0},
let us set ¢ = AF, (n*AFu) in U7, where 7 and the finite difference operator

_ w(r + hey) — w(z)

Apw =
" h
are lifted to M using the coordinate map ¥; and AF means acting Ay, for k times. In the above
formulation, e, is an arbitrarily fixed element of the local frame {ey, ..., e, }. Outside U} we

simply extend ¢ to be zero. At this moment, although we don’t have uniform estimate in / for
the norms of ¢, the function is at least as regular as u.
Testing with ¢, we obtain

(O, &) o + / 2y, O)dt = (f,6) g (A1)

Shifting difference operators with the discrete analogue of partial integration in space, we soon
deduce that

(On( D), P Afw) | o — / e 2 [ Az (AFu)n* Afudvol, dt
a 0 M

(A.2)
+ (=1 (Ll @) iy = (1) {f, &) o + E
where we have set
LIS 00 : :
E = (j) / e~ 20t / A%Az_jAg(Ai_yu)n‘lAﬁu dvol, dt.
st 0 M
Additional explanation may be necessary: the function A3(-,-), j = 0, ..., k, which is given by
A (x,t) = A(z + jhes, t), arises through an application of the discretised product rule
Ap(wz)(z) = w(r + hes) Apz(z) + 2(z) Apw(x).
Since we have assumed that .4 is smooth, the functions A, . . ., A} share all pointwise proper-
ties.
Focusing on E, we have
|E|<C / e 2at / D IV (A7) (Ve (n* Apu)| + [ Aful)d vol, dt
0 M -1 (A.3)

< Cellull g + elln* V(A s
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where we have used [21, Lemma 7.23] in the last inequality, ¢ > 0 is a small constant whose
value will be given later and C. > 0 depends on ¢ and the L°°-norm of derivatives of the
coefficients A7, ..., A; (they are also controlled by the corresponding norms of .4). Regarding
the remaining terms in (A.2), we can address the first term on the left using (4.10), that is

1
<at(/r/2A;€Lu)7 nzAIZU>LHg = a||772AfLu||%Hg - §|772A2U0|§- (A4)
And for the elliptic part, we have

E* = / —2at Ak [ AFu)n* Ay d vol, dt
= [ e ] 4Ak (M) - Vy(Abu) + T, (A7) - Vo Abu) Abu)dvol, dt
> [T [ (AL - 9 — O (A Al vol, dr

where C' > 0 depends only on the gradient of n.A;. And so, using the ellipticity of A} and
Young’s inequality, we find

. 5
E* 2 60l Vo(Apu)llmy — 7 1m*Ve(Arw) |1y — Col ApullLmg

25 (A.5)
> PV (AL g — Collwl L

where we have used [21, Lemma 7.23] again in the last inequality. Now, let us consider the two
remaining terms in (A.2). Actually, the estimates can be easily obtained if we now explicitly
take k = 1:

| (L], ) o | < CellullmsIn Apull Lo (A.6)
where C; > 0 comes from the assumption (A1) for £, and meanwhile,

| (f, ) o | < N1 fllLagll An (" Apw)|| g A
< || fllzaglln* Anull Loy

Combining (A.3)-(A.7), we have

30 1
ZIIUZVg(AhU)Hng = Cillulli gy < CellullLa + elln*Ve(Anu) g + §|?724hu()|3
+ Ccllull gl Anull g + 1 F Nl gl An]| s

Thus, by choosing ¢ < §/4, invoking Lemma.5]and recalling the hypothesis that ug € H' (M),

we have ) ) ) ) )
In Vg(Ah“)HLHg < C(HUOHHl(M) + HUHLH(; + ||fHLHg)

< O(lluollFragary + 1117 ar0)

where C' > 0 depends only on A, £ and V,.A. And hence, we have an uniform LH;-bound in h
for all the difference quotients of first order in the open set U;, which therefore converge weakly
to the weak derivatives satisfying the estimate

||V2u||LH0 < C(HuOHHl(M + ||f||LH0)
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Here we use LH?(U;) to symbolize the corresponding function space on U;. Finally, by sum-
ming over all coordinate charts, we obtain the desired result. [l

As a direct consequence of LemmalA.2l v is smooth enough that we pointwisely have 0,u =
[+ AAgu — L[u] € LHY. This, together with the fact LH) = P2, gives us an estimate for the
time derivative of u:

Corollary A.3. If u € HH, is a weak solution of @) with f € P° and ug € H'(M), then
u € P! and

lull®y < C(luollzn + 1£11E)

provided a > 0 is large enough in the sense of Proposition 4.1l and Lemma where C' > (0
depends only on A, L,V , A and the manifold M.

Now we are ready to give the P!-version of the a priori energy estimate for parabolic equa-
tion (4.7)).

Proof of Lemmal4.6 In this case, let us take a smooth cut-off function 7 as in the proof of
Lemma[A.Z]and choose ¢ = A%, (1 AZ+*y) for h # 0 as the test function in (A.I). Then we
can proceed almost the same as before. The difference here lies in the bounds for the integrals,
which come from the homogeneous term f and the linear term £[u]. Indeed, we have

| (f, ¢>LHg | = ‘ <A%lfa Alih(UA‘AinU»LHg ‘ < HfHLHgl||A]ih(n4Ail+ku)HLHg
< f I AF | g

and, by recalling the hypothesis that v € P! and the embedding P! — LH?, we have L[u] €
LH?" and hence

[ (Llu), @) pyo | = [ (AT LIu], ALy (" A5 0)) o | < L[l oz 7" A7 ]| e
< |\l pulln* A7 ul| e < Crgllull pelln* A )| as-
Therefore, very similar to what have done in the proof of LemmalA.2, we can deduce that
30 1
Z||U2Vg(42l+ku)’\%ﬂg < Ce||u||ngl+k + el V(AT W) |17 g + 5\7724;21”%0@

+ Crallullplln* A8l g+ 1Ll ezl A7 ull g

(A.8)

And, by taking ¢ < §/4, k = 0 and invoking the embedding P[i — LH 31 , we first find that
17V o (AR W|7 10 < C (lluoll3rz gy + Nlullze + 1 £11 )

where C' > 0 is independent of h. Hence, by taking to the limit ~ — 0 and summing over all
coordinate charts, we obtain

ull? o < C (ol Fparary + Nl + 1F11) (A9)

with C' > 0 depends only on [, A, £, V,A and the manifold M. Next, let us take £ = 1 in (A.8)
and use Young’s inequality to obtain

In*V (AT )Ly < C (lluollFpavssary + ullZ graves + el + 117122
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Once again, by taking to the limit 4 — 0 and summing over all coordinate charts, we soon get

lull gz < C (ol any + Null v + ullpy + 112 m2)

(A.10)
< C(lluollrae ary + lullpy + 1117 a20)

where the last inequality follows from (A.9).
So much for the spatial regularity, and we shall turn to consider the time derivatives. Notice
that we have assumed u € P! is a solution to d,u = f + AA,u — L[u], thus we have J;u exists

almost everywhere in LHg(l_s) fors =0,...,land

107 0l oy < Co (10 I s + 107 LTII2 oy + D 10l i)

Jj<s

< Cu (1113 + lulldy + D N3l e )

J<s

with Cs > 0 depends on the L>-norms of A, 0,4, . . ., 07 A. Now, starting from Corollary [A.3]
(A.10), s = 0 and iterating up to s = [, we obtain the desired conclusion. O

A.3 Technical results

In this section, let us collect some basic properties of the map .# defined in (5.3)), which are
crucial in the proof of our short time existence result.

Lemma Ad. Forl € N, | > (m +6)/2 and T > 0 small, let w € PL)(T) be such that
F is well-defined. It holds that F[u] € H?TY (M) x PYT). Moreover, for a Q-admissible
neighborhood U of u, the map .F is of class C* on U.

Proof. Note that the first component of .%, i.e., the map v — v(+, 0) is linear and bounded from
PHYT) to H*FY(M). As a resul, it falls within the class C*. Additionally, the map v — Ov
is also linear and bounded, by taking functions from P!*1(T) to P!(T'). Therefore, it is likewise
of class C'. Now, it remains to show that the following two maps

4 —6
Q1 [v] := v ™2 Agv — Scal, vm2

and

Qov] = </Mngv dvolg)|¢v|gv_ﬁ

belong to C* (U, P'(T')) for some neighborhood U C P (T') of .

The analysis for the C'*-property of the operator Q; can be found in [30, Lemma 2.5], where
we only need to assume that [ > m/4 to obtain Q; € C'(PLY(T), PY(T)). Hence, in what
follows, we will focus on the operator Q,, for which we have to pay more attention on the Dirac
eigenspinor. To proceed, let U C Pf:sl (T') be an open and bounded neighborhood of the given
function u so that the simple eigenvalue ¢ — \,(t) is well-defined for all v € U, then our first
step is to prove that Q, € C(U, P'*1(T)).

Let us fix v € U. In order to show that Qy[v] € P(T'), we need to establish some basic
estimates for derivatives of the eigenspinor 1,,.. For this purpose, let us go back to Lemma 3.9,
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where the derivation of the eigenpair (\,(t),,(t)) is presented, and we shall firstly consider
the growth of )\, (¢) with respect to ¢.

In general cases, let ¢(¢) be an eigenspinor of v(-, t)_ﬁDg with eigenvalue A(t) so that
A0) € [—ng,n0] \ {0}. Using the expression of )\’ in Lemma 3.9 it follows from the P'*!-
boundedness of v and the parabolic Sobolev embedding P*H(T') — C*(M x [0,T1]) for [ >
(m + 2)/4 that there exists a positive constant C' > 0 (independent of v € U) such that

V()] < CIA®)| fort € [0, 7).

The solution of this differential inequality leads to the following bound for the growth of the
perturbed eigenvalues:
IA(t) = A(0)] < mg(e“" —1), te[0,T].
Let us write Ag1 < Ag2 < -+ < Agj, for all the simple eigenvalues of v(, 0)_% D, that
belong to [—ng, no| \ {0}. Let dy, . .., d;, > 0 be such that the intervals I; = [\ ; —d;, Ao ; +d;]
forj =1,..., jo are disjoint. Set \o _ for the biggest eigenvalue in (—oo, —ng) and A ; for the

smallest eigenvalue in (ng, +00). By taking d; and d;, smaller if necessary, we can assume that
Mo,— & I and \o + & I;, (see Fig.[I).

dy dj djo
—nNyg —~ —— ~ = Ny
P @ I P ] I P | —@ | P
L 1 L 1 L 1
Ao, Ao a Ao,j \ a A0.jo Ao+
Ao, (t)

Figure 1: Simple eigenvalues of v(-, t)_ﬁDg that belong to (Ao —, Mo.+) \ {0}

To ensure that, for each j = 1, ..., jo, the perturbed eigenvalue \ ;(¢) belongs I;, we only
need to narrow the time interval [0, 7'] so that

Mo (t) — Aoyl < mo(e“T —1) <dj forallj=1,...,j.

And, by [3| Proposition 7.1], we can also ensure that none of the perturbations of the eigenvalues
that initially belonged to R \ [—ng, no] coincide with \g (%), ..., A j, (). Therefore, once the
initial datum A, (0) € {Xo1, ..., Ao, } N [—n0,n0] \ {0} is given for a function v € U, we can
find a constant C', > 0 (independent of v and ¢) such that
2 -1
| (v(-,8) 2Dy = A(t)) " o (I = Pru

))HL2—>L2 S C* (All)

Hence, from Lemma 3.9} we find v/ (-) exists and is L?*-uniformly bounded with respect to all
v € U. Actually the above proof gives us more, namely we can conclude from the elliptic
regularity of Dirac operator that the map ¢ — v, (¢) induces a C''-curve in the space of spinors.

Taking into account a function v € U C P"!(T) has weak time-derivatives up to order
[ + 1, in order to prove that Q, € C'(U, P'*1(T)), we need to show that the map

v 8592[21]
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belongs to C'(U, L2([0, T], H*(M))) whenever j = 0,1,...,l+1and 2j + k < 2(1 + 1).
We can assume from now on that k; > 1 is the biggest integer so that P'*1(T) — C*k (M x
[0, T7). By the parabolic Sobolev embeddings (see Proposition[A.T), it follows easily that

= [22)

where [r] stands for the largest integer that doesn’t exceed r € (0, +00). To estimate the time-
derivatives of Qs [v], we have to show that the corresponding derivatives of v, exist and possess
some necessary regularity. In this direction, we can first apply Lemma [3.9]to obtain the time-
derivatives of v, up to order k; which are all continuous in ¢. To go further, it can be seen from
an induction argument that, up to certain constants, 8t’ Q,[v] is a summation of functions in the
form of

( / (atalv)Lg(ﬁva)dvolg) Re (070, 070,) - (67) (@) - (B]70) " (A1)
M

where ay, oz, 1, 32, 71, - - ., Tn, are non-negative integers with a; +ay + 51 + 3, 3 iy =
and o > 0. And it is easy to see that, for each j € {k; + 1,...,l + 1}, there exists at most
one element in {ay, as, 51, B2, n;} that is greater than % And we remark here that, when [ is
suitably large (say at least [ > (m + 4)/2), there holds ”Tl < k.

If max{ay, s} > k;, then we can assume without loss of generality that o; > k; (since
the conformal Laplace operator L, is self-adjoint, we can always interchange the places of o
and a3). And in this case, by using Holder’s inequality, we find that the function in has
the same integrability as ;"' v since the remaining factors are all L>°-bounded. In particular, we
have

/ )/Maal (070)

where

Mt < C(qay ||U||caz+2(Mx 0,7] )||8OC1 ||%231 (Mx[0,T])

e o)t 22—+ ay >0,
foa = any finite number 1fmT—l+a1:O,

and the coefficient C'(qq,, ||U||ca2+2(Mx[o 7)) > 0 depends only on g, and ||v||cest2(arxo,17)-
Notice that ay > kj+1land oy +an < 5 < + 1, we can deduce ay < [m+2] Since we have
assumed [ > (m + 6)/2, we find that k; > [T 2] + 2. This implies as + 2 < k; and, therefore,
[Vl gas+2arxfo,ry) < +00.

If nj > ki, then we get the corresponding exponent ,,, = 1. And similar to the previous
case, we once again conclude that the function in has the same integrability as 9;” v since
the remaining factors are all L>°-bounded. It remains to consider the case max{5, 2} > ki,
and we can also assume without loss of generality that 5, > k;. In order to study the integrability
of 71, let us go back to (3.3) and consider the identity (3.6) because this is where v, and its
derivatives originate. Clearly, the derivatives of )\, will be also involved as was pointed out in
Lemma[3.9

Suppose that the time-derivatives of A, and 1), exist up to order s € NU{0} and, in particular,
there holds

A e L¥([0,T]) and 9¢xp, € L*([0,T), H* V=241 (M S(M))) (A.13)
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where A" stands for the s-th derivative of A,, and A" = A, To consider the (s 4 1)-th deriva-
tives, we need to look at the mapping

t = (Vo @0, 1), A(t), (1)) Kt (1), dusa (2],

where k¢ is a summation of functions in the form of
Re [ (0M) (@) - Qs (0 bus 0170,) vl
M

with vy +vo + >0 ip; = s + 1, max{wy,1»} < sand p19 € R, and ¢, is a summation of

spinors in the form of

)\1()0) - (VP)(B)P - - (@fSH)PdsH 01y

and
() @) -+ (01 0) o D2,

with o +w+ 3% ip; = s+ 1, max{o,w} < s, 04+ 34 ix; = s+ 1,0 < s and po, xo € R.
Then, once is satisfied, we can deduce that A\ ™" and 05 ), exist and satisfy

)‘1()8+1) = _(¢8+17 @Dv)g S L2([0’ T])

and

K __2 -
Oy = =y + (0D = ) o (1= P)dun

c Lz([O,T], H2(l+1)_2(8+1)+1(M,S(M))).

Notice that, by using the elliptic regularity of the Dirac operator, is valid for s = 0.
Therefore, by an induction argument, the above analysis indicates that (A.13)) is valid for all
s=0,1,..., 0+ 1.

Now, let us turn back to (A.I2). By using Holder’s inequality, an immediate consequence
of the above arguments is that 3] Qs[v] € L*([0,T], L*(M)) ~ L*(M x [0,T]) and the map
v — 8/ Qy[v] belongs to C(U, L*(M x [0,T])) for j = 0,1,...,1 + 1. We also notice that,
the space or mixed space-time derivatives 0! V*Q,[v] with 2§ + k < 2(I 4 1) can be treated
similarly, by observing that the function & Vv has the same integrability of &} "*/*v from the
view point of the embeddings in Proposition This will suggest that Q, € C(U, P*Y(T))
as was desired.

To see that the Fréchet derivative D Qs exits and belongs to C(U, £ (P*Y(T), PI(T))),
we shall first look at the Gateaux derivative

(v,w) = dQs(v,w) = dii_Qg[v + Tw]

forv € U and w € P*(T). A direct computation, together with Lemma[3.9] shows that

=0

dQs(v, w) = 2(/ vL,w dvolg>\¢v\gv—% + 2(/ ULgvdvolg> Re(thy, b))~ 7
M M

m _2m=2
—72</Mngvdvolg>|wv|§v =2

m —

(A.14)
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where
o) = 220 1) = 22D (4 1y D0 (1)) 0 (0 Prago) (o1, 11 0)
with 5

mv,w(t):—m/Mv(-,t)%w(-,t)wv(t)@dvolg.

Then it is easy to see that dQy (v, w) is linear in w. And it is clear, since w € P'+1(T'), that the
same estimates used to show the continuity of Q, can be repeated here to prove dQs(v, ) €
L (PHYT), P*Y(T)). Moreover, an analogous reasoning also applies to the continuity of v —
dQs(v, -). Therefore, the Fréchet derivative of Q5 exits with D Qs [v] = dQs (v, -), forall v € U,
which completes the proof. L

By computing the Fréchet derivative of . atv € U C Pffsl(T), we find that

= (wo, ow — cmv_ﬁAgw + L, [w])

7=0

D.Zv](w) = %ﬂ[v + Tw)

forw € P*Y(T), where £, € Z(PY(T), P1(T)) is given by

4 m _m _6 _— =
L,w] = mc_ 5V mtgwAgv - — Scalg v 2w

+ 29 </MngvdV01g>|¢U|§v_mm2
(A.15)

m

+20- ( / VLgw dvoly ) Re(th, Gy) g0 77
M

My, (/ vLgv dvolg)|¢v|§v_2$:22w
M

m— 2
with
ut) = "2 Wy 1)
= 2l oty 2D, = A(B) o (= Pro) (o) 000)
and ) -
o) = =2 [ ol Rl Ol 0 v,

The following result is a direct consequence of Lemmal[A.4l

Corollary A.5. If 7 is C' on U C PN(T), for some |l € N, and v € UNC>®(M x [0,T7]),
then L, satisfies

(1) [Lo[w](-, )|z < Cllw(:, )| a1 (ary for some constant C' > 0;
(2) Lylaw](-,t) = a(t)L,[w](-, t) for any smooth function o : [0, T] — R;
(3) L, € L(P/(T),PI(T)) forall j € N.
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Proof. Clearly, the validity of (2) follows directly from the linearity of £,. And, by repeating
the arguments of Lemma[A.4] we can easily check (3) is satisfied as v is smooth. So we only
need to confirm that £, satisfies (1).

In fact, using the smoothness and positiveness of v on M x [0, T, the L?-norm of L, [w](-, t)
can be estimated via (A.13) as

£uful( 0l < (Ol +| [ wloodvol, | +16,u(0))

< C(lwC B2+ lw( )llman + 1¢ow(t)]2)

where we have used

‘/ wLgvdvol, | = ’/ (cmVew - Vv + Scaly vw)dvoly | < Cllw(-, t)|| a2 ar)

M M

with C' > 0 independent of w and ¢. Notice that, by , we have ¢, ,(t)|2 < Clw(-, 1)l
Therefore, we obtain (1) as was asserted. ]
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