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Conformal deformation of a Riemannian metric via an

Einstein-Dirac parabolic flow

Yannick Sire Tian Xu

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), dimM ≥ 3, which aims at finding a metric g̃ in the

given conformal class [g] := {e2fg : f ∈ C∞(M)} such that the scalar curvature Scalg̃ 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, 33, 37, 40] 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

∂tg(t) = −(Scalg(t)−Scalg(t))g(t), g(0) = g0,

where g0 stands for the initial metric and Scalg(t) =
∫

M
Scalg(t) d volg(t) /

∫

M
d volg(t) is the

average scalar curvature of the evolved metric g(t). 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 topological 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 M , not only a

topological one, see [4] for more details on this). For a fixed real constant λ 6= 0, the starting

point is the action functional

W (g, ψ) :=

∫

M

[

Scalg +(Dgψ, ψ)g − λ|ψ|2g
]

d volg (1.1)

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

is denoted by d volg. We use Dg for the Dirac operator derived from the metric g and (·, ·)g for

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

the Einstein and the Dirac equation

Ricg−
1

2
Scalg g =

1

4
T(g,ψ), Dgψ = λψ, (1.2)
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where the energy-momentum tensor T(g,ψ) is given by the formula

T(g,ψ)(X, Y ) = Re(X · ∇g

Y ψ + Y · ∇g

Xψ, ψ)g ∀X, Y ∈ TM

with “·” being the Clifford multiplication and ∇g being the metric connection on S(M, g). The

coupled system (1.2), 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 1
2

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 (1.1) on a given conformal class [g] and using the conformal

covariance of the Dirac operator (cf. [22, 25])

Dgψ = e
m+1

2
fDe2f g

(
e−

m−1
2
fψ

)
, (1.3)

we obtain a functional Φ given by

Φ(u, ψ) := W
(
u

4
m−2 g, u−

m−1
m−2ψ

)
=

∫

M

[

uLgu+ (Dgψ, ψ)g − λu
2

m−2 |ψ|2g
]

d volg

for a positive function u and a spinor field ψ, where Lg = −4(m−1)
m−2

∆g + Scalg is the conformal

Yamabe operator. The corresponding Euler-Lagrange equations are







Lgu =
λ

m− 2
|ψ|2gu

4−m
m−2 ,

Dgψ = λu
2

m−2ψ,

u > 0 (1.4)

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 = µu and ϕ = τψ, with µ, τ > 0,

to transform (1.4) equivalently to







Lgv =
λ

m− 2
τ−2µ

2m−6
m−2 |ϕ|2gv

4−m
m−2 ,

Dgϕ = λµ− 2
m−2 v

2
m−2ϕ,

v > 0.

And hence, by suitably choosing µ and τ , we can see that the specific value of λ in Eq. (1.4)

is rather irrelevant. On the other hand, since the Yamabe operator is involved, one can expect

that the sign of λ would play a role in the analysis of Eq. (1.4), say for instance λ > 0 (or

λ < 0) represents the case of positive (or negative) scalar curvature. The existence problem for

the Einstein-Dirac equation in the form of (1.4) remains largely unexplored. One of the goals of

the present work is specifically to design a parabolic approach to the existence issue for (1.4).

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 (1.4) 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 (1.4) can be viewed as a generalized eigenvalue problem for the Dirac operator Dg.

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 5.1):

∂u
m+2
m−2

∂t
= −m+ 2

m− 2

[

Lgu−
( ∫

M
uLgu d volg

∫

M
u

2
m−2 |ψu|2g d volg

)

|ψu|2gu
4−m
m−2

]

. (1.5)

where ψu stands for the generalized Dirac-eigenspinor along the flow (the corresponding eigen-

value, which is not directly appearing in (1.5), will be denoted by λu). The initial data consist of

a positive function u(0) = u0 on M and an eigenpair (λu(0), ψu(0)) = (λ0, ψ0). 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, σ) be an m-dimensional closed spin manifold, m ≥ 3, with

a fixed spin structure σ : PSpin(M) → PSO(M) and a fixed smooth Riemannian metric g.

Endow the spaceM 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 Dg is said to be a rigid eigenspace if it has

dimension greater or equal than two, and for any two eigenspinors ψ, ϕ with
∫

M
|ψ|2gd volg =

∫

M
|ϕ|2gd volg = 1 then

|ψ(x)|g = |ϕ(x)|g ∀x ∈ M.

Denote C∞+ the set of all positive smooth functions onM and equip it withC∞-topology. For

each u0 ∈ C∞+ , let (λ0, ψ0) with λ0 6= 0 be a nontrivial eigenpair of the generalized eigenvalue

problem

Dgψ = λu
2

m−2

0 ψ for (λ, ψ) ∈ R× Γ(S(M, g)). (1.6)

Our main result is the following

Theorem 1.2. Assume Dg has no rigid eigenspaces. For a generic choice of u0 ∈ C∞+ , the

problem (1.5) with initial data (u0, λ0, ψ0) admits a unique smooth solution in the time interval

[0, T ) for some T > 0.

Here, by “generic” we mean the set of functions u0 ∈ C∞+ for which Theorem 1.2 holds is a

residual set of C∞+ .

The previous theorem provides only the local well-posedness for (1.5) . 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 1.2 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







Lgu =

∫

M
uLgu d volg

∫

M
u

2
m−2 |ψ|2g d volg

|ψ|2gu
4−m
m−2 ,

Dgψ =

∫

M
(Dgψ, ψ)g d volg

∫

M
u

2
m−2 |ψ|2g d volg

u
2

m−2ψ,

u > 0. (1.7)

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

(1.4) and (1.7).

Of course, one would like to get rid of the “rigidity” assumption in Theorem 1.2. This will

be the case in dimension three since the quaternionic rank of the spinor bundle is simple, that is

rankH S(M) = 1 when dimM = 3. Hence, as a specific case, we have

Theorem 1.3. For a generic smooth positive function u0 on a closed spin 3-manifold (M, g, σ),
and an arbitrary choice of (λ0, ψ0) satisfying

Dgψ0 = λ0u
2
0ψ0 (1.8)

with λ0 6= 0 and ψ0 6= 0. There exist T > 0 and a unique smooth triple (u, λu, ψu) : [0, T ) →
C∞+ × R× Γ(S(M, g)) so that u(0) = u0, λu(0) = λ0, ψu(0) = ψ0 and

Dgψu(t) = λu(t)u(t)
2ψu(t) for all time t ∈ [0, T ).

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

∂u

∂t
= −

[

Lgu−
( ∫

M
uLgu d volg

∫

M
u2|ψu|2g d volg

)

|ψu|2gu
]

u−4.

Here we would like to provide an explanation for the generic selection of the initial value

u0 ∈ C∞+ . In fact, our results need to be established upon the basis that λu(t) 6= 0 always

remains a simple eigenvalue of the eigen-problem (1.6) or (1.8). This is because, if at some

time t, λu(t) 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 1.2 and 1.3, which provide the short time existence for the Einstein-Dirac parabolic

flow (1.5).
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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

Lgu := −4(m− 1)

m− 2
∆gu+ Scalg u

where ∆g is the Laplace-Beltrami operator and Scalg is the scalar curvature. The conformal

covariance of Lg reads as

Lgu = e
m+2

2
fLe2f g

(
e−

m−2
2
fu

)
.

For an integer k, and u :M → R smooth enough, we denote by∇k
gu the kth covariant derivative

of u and |∇k
gu| the norm of∇k

gu defined in a local chart by

|∇k
gu| = gi1j1 · · ·gikjk(∇k

gu)i1...ik(∇k
gu)j1...jk

Recall that (∇gu)i = ∂iu while (∇2
g)ij = ∂i∂ju− Γkij∂ku, where Γkij is the Christoffel symbols.

In the sequel, we will denote Ck(M) = {u : M → R | ∇j
gu is continuous for j = 0, 1, . . . , k}

and Ck+ := {u ∈ Ck(M) | u > 0}. The notation u ∈ C∞(M) (respectively u ∈ C∞+ ) will be

understood as u ∈ Ck(M) (respectively u ∈ Ck+) for all k ∈ N. We also denote Hk(M) the

Sobolev spaces on M equipped with the norm

‖u‖Hk(M) =

√
√
√
√

k∑

j=0

∫

M

|∇j
gu|2d volg.

The inner product 〈·, ·〉Hk(M) associated to ‖ · ‖Hk(M) is given by

〈u, v〉Hk(M) =

k∑

j=0

∫

M

〈
∇j

gu,∇j
gv
〉
d volg

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 Hk(M) as subspaces

of Lp(M) for 1 ≤ p ≤ 2m
m−2k

. And the standard Lp-norm will be simply denoted by | · |p.
When (M, g) is equipped additionally with a spin structure, we shall consider S(M) the

canonical spinor bundle overM (see [19]), whose sections are called spinors onM . This bundle

is endowed with a natural Clifford multiplication M, a hermitian metric (·, ·)g and a natural

metric connection∇S(M). The Dirac operator Dg acts on spinors

Dg : Γ(S(M))→ Γ(S(M))

is defined as the composition M ◦ ∇S(M) in the sense that

∇S(M) : Γ(S(M))→ Γ(T ∗M ⊗ S(M)),
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M : Γ(TM ⊗ S(M))→ Γ(S(M)),

where T ∗M ≃ TM have been identified by means of the metric g. We also have a conformal

covariance here:

Dgψ = e
m+1

2
fDe2f g

(
e−

m−1
2
fψ

)
,

see for instance [22,25]. Let us remind here that the Dirac operatorDg on a closed spin manifold

is essentially self-adjoint in L2(M, S(M)), has compact resolvent and there exists a complete

L2-orthonormal basis of eigenspinors {ψi}i∈Z:

Dgψi = λiψi,

and the eigenvalues {λi}i∈Z are of finite multiplicities and are unbounded on both sides of the

real line (i.e. |λi| → +∞ as |i| → +∞). For a spinor ψ ∈ L2(M, S(M)), it has a representation

ψ =
∑

i∈Z

αiψi

with αi ∈ C so that
∑

i |αi|2 < +∞. And for s > 0, we can define the unbounded operator

|Dg|s : L2(M, S(M))→ L2(M, S(M)) by

|Dg|sψ =
∑

i∈Z

αi|λi|sψi.

Let us denoteHs(M, S(M)) the domain of |Dg|s, namely ψ =
∑

i αiψi ∈ Hs(M, S(M)) if and

only if
∑

i∈Z

|αi|2|λi|2s < +∞.

Then Hs(M, S(M)) coincides with the standard Sobolev space W s,2(M, S(M)) (see [1]) and

can be endowed with the inner product

〈ψ, ϕ〉s = Re

∫

M

(
|Dg|sψ, |Dg|sϕ

)

g
d volg +

∫

M

(ψ, ϕ)gd volg .

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

Dgψ = λu
2

m−2ψ, (3.1)

that is perturbed from Dgψ0 = λ0u
2

m−2

0 ψ0 with known eigenvalue and eigenspinor. Here some

basic conventions are in order, such as we will always assume that u0 and u are positive func-

tions, i.e., u0, u ∈ Ck+ for some k ∈ N ∪ {∞}.
In what follows, let us collect all possible eigenvalues of (3.1) as

Σg,u :=
{
λ ∈ R : ker

(
Dg − λu

2
m−2

)
6= {0}

}
,

and we call ker
(
Dg − λu

2
m−2

)
the eigenspace of λ ∈ Σg,u. The main results of this section are

built upon the following observation.
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Proposition 3.1. For each u ∈ Ck+, the following holds:

(1) The set Σg,u is a closed subset of R \ {0} consisting of an unbounded discrete sequence

of eigenvalues, in particular, Σg,u is unbounded on both sides of R.

(2) The eigenspace of λ ∈ Σg,u is finite-dimensional and consists of eigenspinors in the class

Ck+1.

(3) If the new inner product

(ψ, ϕ)u2 = Re

∫

M

u
2

m−2 (ψ, ϕ)g d volg

is introduced on L2(M, S(M)), then the eigenspaces of all λ ∈ Σg,u form a complete

orthonormal decomposition of L2(M, S(M)), i.e.,

L2(M, S(M)) =
⊕

λ∈Σg,u

ker
(
Dg − λu

2
m−2

)
.

where the close is taken over with respect to the (·, ·)u2-norm.

Remark 3.2. There are several ways of dealing with the set Σg,u, and here we point out that the

eigenvalue problem Dgψ = λu
2

m−2ψ can be conformally transformed into

Dguϕ = λϕ (3.2)

where gu = u
4

m−2 g and ϕ = u−
m−1
m−2ψ. The new inner product (·, ·)u2 is actually the standard

L2-inner product induced by the metric gu. And hence Σg,u is nothing but the spectrum of Dgu .

With all these in hand, we find Proposition 3.1 is a direct consequence of the classical spectral

theory of elliptic self-adjoint operators. And for later use, we shall write Σg,u = {λi(u) : i ∈ Z}
with the ordering

−∞ ← · · · ≤ λ−1(u) ≤ λ0(u) ≤ 0 < λ1(u) ≤ λ2(u) ≤ · · · → +∞

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 u 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× 2-matrices

to illustrate that perturbation of eigenvectors may have nasty behavior.
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Example 3.3. Let I be the 2×2 identity matrix. Then any vector is an eigenvector, and we may

simply set v0 = (
√
2/2,
√
2/2) as one possible candidate with unit length. And if we consider a

small perturbation

I(ε) = I +

(
ε 0
0 0

)

,

then the unit eigenvectors will be v1 = (1, 0) and v2 = (0, 1) which are independent of ε.
Clearly, |v0 − v1| and |v0 − v2| will never go to zero as ε→ 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 (3.1). 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 dimH for m = 3, 4, 5 (mod 8) and the

complex dimension dimC for other cases.

For a closed spin m-manifold M and k ∈ N∪{∞}, denote byMk the space of Riemannian

metrics on M equipped with the Ck-topology. In what follows, for a given g ∈ Mk, let us

consider the conformal change gu = u
4

m−2 g with u ∈ Ck+ and the possible splitting of the

eigenvalues of Dgu when u is a perturbation from some u0. We introduce the following

Definition 3.4. An eigenvalue λ of Dgu0 (i.e., λ ∈ Σg,u0) is said to have the conformal splitting

property in the direction of v ∈ C∞(M) if dim ker(Dgu0 − λ) > 1 and there exists at least one

pair of eigenvalues λ0,1(ε) and λ0,2(ε) of Dgu0+εv , which are continuous functions defined for

small ε ≥ 0 satisfying

(1) λ0,1(0) = λ0,2(0) = λ;

(2) λ0,1(ε) 6= λ0,2(ε) for ε > 0.

The eigenvalues λ0,1(ε) and λ0,2(ε) are said to depart from the unperturbed eigenvalue λ by

splitting at ε = 0.

Remark 3.5. Here we emphasize that, since the mapping ε 7→ gu0+εv provides a real ana-

lytic parameterization of metrics inMk, the perturbation theory developed in [26, Chapter VII]

can be employed. In particular, each λ ∈ Σg,u0 provides a batch of real analytic functions

λ0,1(ε), . . . , λ0,l(ε) ∈ Σg,u0+εv such that λ0,j(0) = λ, j = 1, . . . , l, and the sum of all multiplic-

ities of λ0,j(ε)’s equals to the multiplicity of λ. And therefore, if λ ∈ Σg,u0 has the conformal

splitting property in a direction v then the multiplicity of each eigenvalue, which depart from λ,

will be strictly less than that of λ. Meanwhile, those eigenvalue that has simple multiplicity will

stay simple as ε varies.
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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 ∈Mk and let λ be a non-zero eigenvalue of

Dg with dimH ker(Dg − λ) > 1. Then there exists v ∈ C∞(M) such that λ 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 Dg, 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 rankH S(M) = 1.

(2) Due to the conformal covariance of the Dirac operator (see (1.3)), dimH kerDg 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 (3.1) and (3.2), for given k, n ∈ N, g ∈ Mk, let

us consider the set

Ukg,n :=
{
u ∈ Ck+ : λ is simple for all λ ∈ Σg,u ∩ ([−n, n] \ {0})

}
. (3.3)

Then, in a view of Remark 3.5, we have the following characterization for Ukg,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 Dg̃ has either simple multiplicity or the conformal splitting

property in certain directions, for any g̃ ∈ [g] := {e2fg : f ∈ Ck+}. Then Ukg,n is an open dense

subset of Ck+.

Proof. We only need to show that Ukg,n is dense in Ck+, since the openness follows from the

fact that the eigenvalues of Dg depend continuously on g (see [3, Proposition 7.1]). To this

end, let us fix u∗ ∈ Ck+ \ Ukg,n and let U be an open neighborhood of u∗. Since there exists

λ∗ ∈ Σg,u∗ ∩ ([−n, n] \ {0}) such that

dimH ker(Dgu∗ − λ∗) > 1,

we can use our assumption to obtain v1 ∈ C∞(M) and a conformal deformation gu∗+ε1v1

which decreases the multiplicity of λ∗, for ε1 > 0 suitably small. Clearly, those eigenvalues

in [−n, n] \ {0} that were simple would remain being simple for such ε1 due to the analytic

perturbation theory (see [26]). Let ε1 be small such that u∗ + ε1v1 ∈ U . If u∗ + ε1v1 ∈ Ukg,n,

then we are done. And if not, we can repeat the above procedure finitely many times to get a

function u∗ + ε1v1 + · · ·+ εlvl ∈ U ∩ Ukg,n. Therefore, due to the arbitrariness of u∗ and U , we

have Ukg,n is dense in Ck+ as desired.

3.2 The perturbation

For a given u0 ∈ Ck+, we will now stick to the case that λ0 ∈ Σg,u0 \ {0} is a simple eigenvalue

and ψ0 is a normalized eigenspinor, that is we have

ker
(
Dg − λ0u

2
m−2

0

)
= span{ψ0} and

∫

M

u
2

m−2

0 |ψ0|2gd volg = 1. (3.4)
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Actually, there is no loss of generality if we assume that u0 ∈ Ukg,n0
for some fixed n0 ≥ 1 and

|λ0| ≤ n0, and we shall work under the assumptions of Lemma 3.8. It is clear that L2(M, S(M))
possesses the (·, ·)u02 -orthogonal decomposition L2(M, S(M)) = span{ψ0} ⊕ span{ψ0}⊥.

To proceed, let us introduce the spinor subspaces L̃2(M, S(M)) = spanR{ψ0}⊕span{ψ0}⊥
and H̃1(M, S(M)) = H1(M, S(M)) ∩ L̃2(M, S(M)). That is, we consider the subspaces in

which the ψ0-direction is always real. Furthermore, we will consider the mapping Φ : Ck+×R×
H̃1(M, S(M))→ R× L̃2(M, S(M)) with

Φ(u, λ, ψ) =
( ∫

M

u
2

m−2 |ψ|2gd volg−1, u−
2

m−2Dgψ − λψ
)

. (3.5)

Then, by taking derivatives with respect to λ and ψ, we find

∇(λ,ψ)Φ(u, λ, ψ)[µ, ϕ] =
(

2Re

∫

M

u
2

m−2 (ψ, ϕ)gd volg, u
− 2

m−2Dgϕ− λϕ− µψ
)

.

for µ ∈ R and ϕ ∈ H1(M, S(M)). And in what follows, we are going to use the Implicit

function theorem to characterize the relation between the external factor u and the perturbed

couple (λ, ψ) in the eigenvalue problem (3.1).

Since we have assumed the validity of (3.4) for (u0, λ0, ψ0), we can write ϕ = τψ0 + ϕ⊥

with τ ∈ R and ϕ⊥ ∈ span{ψ0}⊥ for any ϕ ∈ H̃1(M, S(M)) ⊂ L̃2(M, S(M)) with respect to

the inner product (·, ·)u02 . Then we have

∇(λ,ψ)Φ(u0, λ0, ψ0)[µ, ϕ] =
(
2τ, u

− 2
m−2

0 Dgϕ
⊥ − λ0ϕ⊥ − µψ0

)
.

At this moment, by collecting {ϕi}i∈Z the (·, ·)u02 -normalized eigenspinors associated to Σg,u0

(see Proposition 3.1 and Remark 3.2), we can represent for an element φ ∈ L̃2(M, S(M)) with

the Fourier series φ =
∑
αiϕi, where αi ∈ C. Clearly, we have λi0(u0) = λ0 and ϕi0 = ψ0 for

some i0, and hence αi0 = (φ, ψ0)
u0
2 ∈ R. Then, by looking at the equation

∇(λ,ψ)Φ(u0, λ0, ψ0)[µ, ϕ] = (κ, φ)

with κ ∈ R and φ ∈ L̃2(M, S(M)) being arbitrarily given, we can solve it uniquely with

µ = −αi0 and ϕ =
κ

2
ψ0 +

∑

i 6=i0

αi
λi(u0)− λ0

ϕi.

Therefore ∇(λ,ψ)Φ(u0, λ0, ψ0) : R × H̃1(M, S(M)) → R × L̃2(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, n0 ∈ N, let u0 ∈ Ukg,n0
and (λ0, ψ0) satisfies (3.4) with λ0 ∈ [−n0, n0] \

{0}. If u ∈ Ck(M × [0, T ]) with u(·, 0) = u0, then (by narrowing the time interval if necessary)

there exist a Ck mapping [0, T ]→ (λ(t), ψ(t)) such that λ(0) = λ0, ψ(0) = ψ0 and

Φ(u(·, t), λ(t), ψ(t)) ≡ 0 for t ∈ [0, T ]. (3.6)
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Furthermore, apart from the function u and its time-derivatives, the j-th derivatives of λ and ψ
only depend on the first j − 1 derivatives of λ and ψ, where 1 ≤ j ≤ k. In particular, the first

order derivatives of λ and ψ can be formulated as

λ′(t) = − 2λ(t)

m− 2

∫

M

u(·, t) 4−m
m−2∂tu(·, t)|ψ(t)|2g d volg

and

ψ′(t) =
λ′(t)

2λ(t)
ψ(t)− 2λ(t)

m− 2

(
u(t)−

2
m−2Dg − λ(t)

)−1 ◦ (I − Pλ(t))
(
u(t)−1∂tu(·, t)ψ(t)

)

for all t ∈ [0, T ], where Pλ(t) is the L2-eigenprojection associated to λ(t).

4 A nonlocal linear parabolic equation

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

∂tu−A(x, t)∆gu+ L[u] = f(x, t)

u(x, 0) = u0(x)
(4.1)

where A : M × [0,+∞) → 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 L will be given later). Moreover, let

us assume that the function A is uniformly positive, i.e., there exists a positive constant δ > 0
such thatA(x, t) ≥ δ for all x and t. Hence Eq. (4.1) 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 L and to obtain solutions of Eq.

(4.1), let us introduce some basic function spaces that are useful in our argument. Let u, v :
M × [0,+∞)→ R be smooth functions, we set

〈u, v〉LHk
a
=

∫ ∞

0

e−2at 〈u(·, t), v(·, t)〉Hk(M) dt for k = 0, 1, 2, . . .

and

〈u, v〉HHa
= 〈u, v〉LH1

a
+ 〈∂tu, ∂tv〉LH0

a
,

where a > 0 is understood to be a positive parameter. We denote LHk
a and HHa to be the

Hilbert spaces formed by completion ofC∞(M×[0,+∞)) in the corresponding norms. We also

consider C∞
c (M × (0,+∞)) as the space of smooth functions which vanish for very large and

very small times, and denoteHHa,0 the completion ofC∞
c (M×(0,+∞)) inHHa. Furthermore,

when we come to consider the higher regularity of solutions of Eq. (4.1), we shall make use of

the following Hilbert space

P l
a :=

{
u :M × [0,+∞)→ R : ‖∂jtu‖LH2(l−j)

a
< +∞, j = 0, . . . , l

}

and equip it with the inner product

〈u, v〉P l
a
=

l∑

j=0

〈
∂jtu, ∂

j
t v
〉

LH
2(l−j)
a

=
∑

2j+k≤2l

∫ ∞

0

e−2at
〈
∂jtu, ∂

j
t v
〉

Hk(M)
dt.
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We note that P 0
a = LH0

a and the embedding P l
a →֒ LH2l

a holds for l ≥ 1. And we also have the

embedding P l
a(M) →֒ HHa for l ≥ 1.

Now we turn to characterize the linear operator L 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 L (X, Y ).

(A1) L ∈ L (LH1
a , LH

0
a), moreover, there exists a time-independent constant C > 0 such that

|L[u](·, t)|2 ≤ C‖u(·, t)‖H1(M) for all u ∈ LH1
a .

(A2) L[αu](·, t) = α(t)L[u](·, t) for any smooth function α : [0,+∞)→ R

(A3) L ∈ L (P l
a, P

l
a) for l ∈ N

Using the specific form of the operator −A(x, t)∆g + L and integration by parts, we intro-

duce the following bilinear form, which we denote by At, defined on H1(M) × H1(M) (this

product space is understood as a t-fiber of the total space LH1
a × LH1

a):

At(u, v) =

∫

M

−Av∆gu+ vL[u]d volg

=

∫

M

A∇gu · ∇gv + v∇gA · ∇gu+ vL[u]d volg .

Then a weak solution of Eq. (4.1) is defined by a function u ∈ HHa such that u(x, 0) = u0(x)
and

〈∂tu, φ〉LH0
a
+

∫ ∞

0

e−2at
At(u, φ)dt = 〈f, φ〉LH0

a
(4.2)

for all φ ∈ C∞
c (M × (0,+∞)).

Our first existence result is stated as follows.

Proposition 4.1. Let A and L be as above. There exists a0 > 0 depending only on A, L and

the background manifold (M, g) such that, if a > a0, then for every f ∈ LH0
a the equation

∂tu−A(x, t)∆gu+ L[u] = f, u(·, 0) = 0 (4.3)

has a unique weak solution in HHa,0.

Before establishing the proof of Proposition 4.1, let us recall a variant of the Lax-Milgram

Theorem, which relaxes the continuity assumption on the bilinear form.

Lemma 4.2. Let (H, ‖ · ‖H) be a Hilbert space and (V, ‖ · ‖V ) be an inner-product space

continuously embedded in H . Let Φ : H × V → R be a bilinear form with the properties that

(1) the mapping h 7→ Φ(h, v) is continuous on H for each fixed v ∈ V ,

(2) Φ is coercive on V , i.e., Φ(v, v) ≥ β‖v‖2V for some β > 0.

If F : V → R is a continuous linear functional, then there exists hF ∈ H such that F (v) =
Φ(hF , v) for all v ∈ V . If, in addition V is dense in H , then hF ∈ H is uniquely determined.
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Remark 4.3. In Lemma 4.2, we do not assume that (V, ‖ · ‖V ) is complete. And we also do not

need the bi-continuity of the bilinear form Φ, 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 Lemma 4.2.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. First of all, let us remark that the assumptions on A and L imply that

a Gårding type inequality holds for the operator −A(x, t)∆g + L, that is

At(φ, φ) ≥
δ

2
‖φ‖2H1(M) − κ|φ|22 (4.4)

where κ > 0 is a constant depending continuously on the C1-norm of A and on the curvature

tensor of (M, g) and its covariant derivatives. And, by virtue of the assumption (A2), we find

that u is a solution to (4.3) if and only if w(x, t) = e−γtu(x, t) solves the equation

∂tw −A(x, t)∆gw + γw + L[w] = fγ(x, t) := e−γtf(x, t), w(·, 0) = 0. (4.5)

By choosing γ = κ, we see that

(At + γ)(φ, φ) = At(φ, φ) + γ|φ|2 ≥
δ

2
‖φ‖2H1(M). (4.6)

In the sequel, we will focus on the equivalent problem (4.5).

To proceed, let us consider a bilinear form on HHa,0 × C∞
c (M × (0,+∞)):

P(w, φ) = 〈∂tw, ∂tφ〉LH0
a
+

∫ ∞

0

e−2at(At + γ)(w, ∂tφ)dt,

and a linear functional on C∞
c (M × (0,+∞)):

F (φ) = 〈fγ , ∂tφ〉LH0
a
.

We mention here that the parameter a > 0 will be given later. Clearly, for a fixed φ ∈ C∞
c (M ×

(0,+∞)), the bilinear form P is continuous in w with respect to the HHa-norm. And it is

evident that F is continuous with with respect to the HHa-norm, given that fγ ∈ LH0
a .

To see the coerciveness of P onC∞
c (M×(0,+∞)), for an arbitrary φ ∈ C∞

c (M×(0,+∞)),
let us look at

P(φ, φ) = ‖∂tφ‖2LH0
a
+

∫ ∞

0

e−2at(At + γ)(φ, ∂tφ)dt.

Let I denote the second term on the right hand side, i.e.,

I =

∫ ∞

0

e−2at(At + γ)(φ, ∂tφ)dt

=

∫ ∞

0

e−2at

∫

M

(
A∇gφ · ∇g∂tφ+ ∂tφ∇gA · ∇gφ+ γφ∂tφ+ ∂tφL[φ]

)
d volg dt.

By setting

I1 =

∫ ∞

0

e−2at

∫

M

(
A∇gφ · ∇g∂tφ+ γφ∂tφ

)
d volg dt
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and

I2 =

∫ ∞

0

e−2at

∫

M

(
∂tφ∇gA · ∇gφ+ ∂tφL[φ]

)
d volg dt,

we soon have I = I1 + I2 and

I2 ≥ −(|∇gA|∞ + C)

∫ ∞

0

e−2at|∂tφ(·, t)|2‖φ(·, t)‖H1(M)dt

≥ −1
2
‖∂tφ‖2LH0

a
− (|∇gA|∞ + C)2

2
‖φ‖2LH1

a

where C > 0 is the constant from the assumption (A1) for the linear operator L and the last

inequality comes from the Young’s inequality. On the other hand, it follows from partial inte-

gration in time that

I1 =

∫ ∞

0

e−2at

∫

M

(

aA|∇gφ|2 + aγ|φ|2 − 1

2
∂tA|∇gφ|2

)

d volg dt

≥
(

amin{δ, γ} − 1

2
|∂tA|∞

)

‖φ‖LH1
a
.

Thus, by combining the above two estimates, we obtain

P(φ, φ) ≥ 1

2
‖∂tφ‖2LH0

a
+
(

amin{δ, γ} − 1

2
|∂tA|∞ −

(|∇gA|∞ + C)2

2

)

‖φ‖LH1
a
.

And, when a is chosen so large that

a >
|∂tA|∞ + (|∇gA|∞ + C)2

2min{δ, γ} ,

we can guarantee that P is coercive on C∞
c (M × (0,+∞)) with respect to the HHa-norm.

Therefore we may conclude from Lemma 4.2 that there is an unique wF ∈ HHa,0 for which

P(wF , φ) = F (φ) for all φ ∈ C∞
c (M × (0,+∞)).

We are almost at the stage to deliver the unique weak solution of (4.3). The problem that

remains is we have only tested (4.5) against functions with zero average over time, that is,

the bilinear form P is defined by simply testing (4.5) with the function ∂tφ. This would

normally mean that the wF obtained above differs from a solution of (4.5) by a time con-

stant function. However, one does not need to worry about this problem. In fact, for any ϕ ∈
C∞
c (M × (0,+∞)), we can consider a modified function

ϕτ (x, t) = ϕ(x, t)− ϕ(x, t− τ)
where τ > 0 is large enough such that the support of the second term does not intersect with

that of the first term. Then ϕτ can be represented as ∂tφτ for some φτ ∈ C∞
c (M × (0,+∞)),

and hence

〈∂twF , ϕτ 〉LH0
a
+

∫ ∞

0

e−2at(At + γ)(wF , ϕτ )dt = 〈fγ, ϕτ 〉LH0
a

holds for sufficiently large τ . By taking to the limit τ → +∞, it follows that

〈∂twF , ϕ〉LH0
a
+

∫ ∞

0

e−2at(At + γ)(wF , ϕ)dt = 〈fγ , ϕ〉LH0
a
.

Hence wF is indeed the unique weak solution of (4.5), and this is to say, there exists an unique

solution u ∈ HHa+γ,0 of Eq. (4.3) provided that f ∈ LH0
a+γ .
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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 4.1. For every f ∈ LH0
a and u0 ∈ H2(M),

the equation

∂tu−A(x, t)∆gu+ L[u] = f, u(·, 0) = u0 (4.7)

has a unique weak solution in HHa, provided a > a0 as in Proposition 4.1.

Proof. Let us set ũ0(x, t) = e−tu0(x) and v = u− ũ0. Then we shall consider the equation

∂tv −A(x, t)∆gv + L[v] = f + ũ0 +A(x, t)∆gũ0 − L[ũ0], v(·, 0) = 0. (4.8)

Since u0 ∈ H2(M), we soon have ũ0+A∆gũ0 ∈ LH0
a . Note also that ũ0 ∈ P 1

a , by virtue of the

assumption (A3) for L, we have L[ũ0] ∈ P 1
a (M) →֒ P 0

a (M) = LH0
a . Hence, Proposition 4.1

implies that for all a > 0 large enough, there is a unique v ∈ HHa,0 solving Eq. (4.8), which is

equivalent to say that there is an unique u ∈ HHa 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 H1(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 u0; 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 ≥ κ + 1
2
, if u ∈ HHa is a weak solution of (4.7) with f ∈ LH0

a and

u0 ∈ L2(M), then the following estimate holds

‖u‖2LH1
a
≤ 1

δ

(
|u0|22 + ‖f‖2LH0

a

)
.

where κ > 0 is given in (4.4) and δ > 0 is the lower bound of the functionA.

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

that

〈∂tu, u〉LH0
a
+

∫ ∞

0

e−2at
At(u, u)dt = 〈f, u〉LH0

a
. (4.9)

Although one should use a compactly supported smooth function to test (4.7), the above identity

is still possible since the density of C∞
c (M × (0,+∞)) in HHa,0 suggests us to use χε · u ∈

HHa,0 as a test function, where χε is a smooth cut-off multiplier given by χε(t) = χ(t/ε) with

χ(t) =

{

0, t ≤ 1,

1, t ≥ 2.

Then, by taking to the limit εց 0, one easily obtain (4.9).
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Notice that, for any v ∈ HHa with initial value v(·, 0) ∈ L2(M), we have the identity

〈∂tv, v〉LH0
a
=

∫ ∞

0

e−2at

∫

M

v∂tvd volg dt

= a

∫ ∞

0

e−2at

∫

M

v2d volg dt−
1

2

∫

M

v(·, 0)2d volg

= a‖v‖2LH0
a
− 1

2
|v(·, 0)|22.

(4.10)

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

δ

2
‖u‖2LH1

a
+
(

a− κ− 1

2

)

‖u‖2LH0
a
≤ 1

2
|u0|22 +

1

2
‖f‖2LH0

a
.

Therefore, by choosing a ≥ κ+ 1
2
, we obtain the conclusion.

The above estimate can be further improved to get higher regularity. In fact, we have the

following P l
a-version of the usual a priori energy estimate for parabolic equations, whose proof

is postponed to the Appendix A.2

Lemma 4.6. For l ∈ N ∪ {0}, if u ∈ P l
a is a weak solution of (4.7) with f ∈ P l

a and u0 ∈
H2l+1(M), then u ∈ P l+1

a and

‖u‖2
P l+1
a
≤ C

(
‖u0‖2H2l+1(M) + ‖f‖2P l

a

)

provided a > 0 is large enough in the sense of Proposition 4.1 and Lemma 4.5, where C > 0
depends only on l,A,L,∇gA, ∂tA, . . . , ∂ltA 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 l ∈ N ∪ {0} the linear map

F[u] =
(
u0, ∂tu−A∆gu+ L[u]

)
(4.11)

where u0 = u(·, 0), is an isomorphism of P l+1
a onto H2l+1(M)× P l

a.

Proof. Since F is linear, the continuity follows immediately from the boundedness of F. The

bound for the second component is much clearer since we have

‖∂tu−A∆gu+ L[u]‖P l
a
≤ ‖∂tu‖P l

a
+ ‖A∆gu‖P l

a
+ ‖L[u]‖P l

a

≤ C‖u‖P l+1
a

+ ‖L[u]‖P l+1
a

≤ C‖u‖P l+1
a

where we have used the assumption (A3) for L in the last inequality. Meanwhile, the continuity

of the first component of F follows directly from the argument in [32].

We next need to show that F has an inverse. This is suffices to show that the equation F[u] =
(u0, f), for arbitrarily given u0 and f , is uniquely solvable in the appropriate class. However,



18 Yannick Sire Tian Xu

this was exactly the conclusion of the existence results Proposition 4.1, Corollary 4.4 and the

regularity theory culminating in Lemma 4.6.

The only remaining loophole is that, when l = 0, the initial data in Corollary 4.4 was

assumed to be in H2(M). In order to close this, for an arbitrary f ∈ P 0
a , let u0 ∈ H1(M)

and let {u(j)0 }∞j=1 be a sequence of smooth functions on M converging to u0 with respect to

the H1-norm. For each j, Corollary 4.4 returns a function u(j) in P 1
a which solves the equation

F[u(j)] = (u
(j)
0 , f). Then, by virtue of Lemma 4.6 with l = 0, we have {u(j)} converge in P 1

a

to a limit function u. And, by the continuity of F, we have F[u] = (u0, f), i.e. the inverse of F

exists.

Note that the estimate in Lemma 4.6 also implies the inverse of F is continuous, we therefore

conclude that F : P l+1
a → H2l+1(M)× P l

a is an isomorphism.

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

5.1 Set up of the problem

Recall that we denote Lg = −cm∆g + Scalg the conformal Laplace operator on (M, g) with

cm = 4(m−1)
m−2

. For a conformal metric gu = u
4

m−2 g, we note that the scalar curvature of gu is

related to the scalar curvature of g by

Scalgu = u−
m+2
m−2Lgu.

Hence for guv = v
4

m−2 gu = (uv)
4

m−2 g, by letting w = uv, we obtain

Scalguv = v−
m+2
m−2Lguv = w−m+2

m−2Lgw.

and this recovers the conformal covariance

Lguv = u−
m+2
m−2Lg(uv). (5.1)

Given a metric g(0) = gu0 ∈ [g], where u0 ∈ Ck+ is such that the Dirac operator Dg(0)

has a simple eigenvalue λ(u0) 6= 0. By virtue of Section 3, we can assume there is an open

neighborhood U0 of u0 in Ck+ such that the simple Dirac eigenvalue λ : U0 → (0,+∞), u 7→
λu := λ(u) is well-defined. Then

E :=
{

(u, ψ) ∈ U0 × L2(M, S(M)) : ψ ∈ ker
(
Dg − λuu

2
m−2

)}

gives rise to a smooth line bundle over U0 equipped with the (·, ·)u2-metric at each u. Building

upon this, we can evolve g(0) through a family of conformal metrics g(t) = gu(·,t), t ≥ 0,

constrained on E by considering the flow equation

∂u
m+2
m−2

∂t
= −m+ 2

m− 2

[

Lgu−
( ∫

M
uLgu d volg

∫

M
u

2
m−2 |ψ|2gd volg

)

|ψ|2gu
4−m
m−2

]

(5.2)

with (u(·, t), ψ(·, t)) ∈ E . We shall refer this equation as the Einstein-Dirac flow.
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Evidently, by setting

ψu =
ψ

√
∫

M
u

2
m−2 |ψ|2gd volg

for (u, ψ) ∈ E , we have ψu is (·, ·)u2-normalized in the sense that (ψu, ψu)
u
2 ≡ 1 and (5.2) can

be simplified to the following parabolic type equation

∂u
m+2
m−2

∂t
= −m+ 2

m− 2

[

Lgu−
(∫

M

uLgu d volg

)

|ψu|2gu
4−m
m−2

]

. (5.3)

Notice that the map t 7→ g(t) preserves the conformal structure, by denoting

ηu(·, t) = −
4

m− 2

[

Scalg(t)−
( ∫

M

u(·, t)Lgu(·, t) d volg
)

|ψu(t)|2gu(·, t)−
2(m−1)
m−2

]

,

we can equivalently transform (5.3) into

∂tu =
m− 2

4
ηuu

or the evolution of g as

∂tg(t) = ηug(t).

Clearly, the flow problem (5.3) 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 (5.3) with initial data

(u0, ψ0) ∈ E . 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

(u0, ψ0) ∈ E has a unique smooth solution in the time interval [0, T ).

For l ∈ N and T > 0, let us introduce the following Hilbert space

P l(T ) :=
{

u :M × [0, T ]→ R :
∑

2j+k≤2l

∫ T

0

‖∂jtu‖2Hk(M)dt < +∞
}

and equip it with the norm

‖u‖2P l(T ) =
∑

2j+k≤2l

∫ T

0

‖∂jt u‖2Hk(M)dt.

Clearly, for every T > 0, there is a natural continuous embedding P l
a →֒ P l(T ) by restricting

all functions on the time interval [0, T ]. And, in the study of short time existence result, it will

be easier to use the space P l(T ) instead of the weighted spaces P l
a, a > 0.



20 Yannick Sire Tian Xu

Before we consider our flow problem (5.3), we revisit the equation (4.1) since it will serve

as a linearization of (5.3). For later use, for a function w ∈ P l
a, the current state of w at time

t ∈ [0,+∞) will be referred to (t, w(·, t)) with w(·, t) ∈ P l
a,t, where P l

a,t stands for the function

space at time t (and we will simply call it t-fiber of P l
a). Then, a crucial requirement for the

operator L to ensure the short-term existence result is that the current state of L[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 l(T ) spaces.

Lemma 5.2. Under the assumptions (A2) and (A3), for every l ∈ N and T > 0, L is a

continuous linear operator on P l(T ), i.e., L ∈ L (P l(T ), P l(T )).

Proof. We first claim that

Claim. L is t-fiber preserving on the P l
a spaces in the sense that L[u](·, t) ∈ P l

a,t depends only

on the current state of u at time t for all u ∈ P l
a.

And then, we only need to check the boundedness of L on P l(T ). Let us assume to the contrary

that there exists a P l(T )-bounded sequence of functions {uj}∞j=1 such that ‖L[uj]‖P l(T ) → ∞
as j →∞.

For each j ≥ 1, let us consider an bounded extension ũj ∈ P l
a of the function uj in the sense

that

ũj|M×[0,T ] = uj and ‖ũj‖P l
a
≤ C‖uj‖P l(T )

where C > 0 is independent of j. Then, by the assumption (A3) and the above claim, we have

that {L[ũj]} is a P l
a-bounded sequence satisfying L[ũj]|M×[0,T ] = L[uj]. On the other hand, it

follows easily that

‖L[ũj]‖2P l
a
=

∑

2j+k≤2l

∫ ∞

0

e−2at‖∂jtL[ũj]‖2Hk(M)dt

≥ Ca,T
∑

2j+k≤2l

∫ T

0

‖∂jtL[ũj]‖2Hk(M)dt = Ca,T‖L[uj]‖2P l(T )

(5.4)

where Ca,T > 0 depends only on a and T . And since we have assumed that ‖L[uj]‖P l(T ) →∞
as j → ∞, we can conclude from (5.4) that ‖L[ũj]‖P l

a
→ ∞, which is absurd. And therefore,

L must be a bounded linear operator on P l(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 t-fiber preserving property of L implies (A2). And to see the reverse, let us take an

arbitrary function α ∈ C∞(R) so that α(0) = 1 and α ≡ 0 on R \ (−1, 1), and define ατ,ε(t) =
α((t− τ)/ε) for t ≥ 0 with τ ∈ [0,+∞) and ε > 0. Then we can infer from (A2) that

L[u](·, τ) = lim
ε→0

ατ,ε(τ)L[u](·, τ) = lim
ε→0
L[ατ,εu](·, τ).

This, together with the arbitrariness of α, suggests that L[u](·, τ) depends only on the current

state (τ, u(·, τ)).

Analogous to Theorem 4.7, we have the following time-localized result in the setting of

P l(T ) spaces.
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Lemma 5.3. For every T > 0 and l ∈ N ∪ {0}, the map F given by formula (4.11) is an

isomorphism of P l+1(T ) onto H2l+1(M)× P l(T ).

Proof. With Lemma 5.2 readily available, we can establish the continuity of F by employing

the same reasoning as in Theorem 4.7. Hence, our sole objective is to prove that F is an isomor-

phism.

Given any u0 ∈ H2l+1(M) and f ∈ P l(T ), let us consider an extension f̃ ∈ P l
a of the

function f and we set ũ ∈ P l+1
a be the solution of the linear problem (4.7) in M × [0,+∞).

Clearly, u := ũ|M×[0,T ] belongs to P l+1(T ) and satisfies F[u] = (u0, f) in M × [0, T ]. Suppose

that v ∈ P l+1(T ) is another function such that F[v] = (u0, f) in M × [0, T ], then we set

w = u− v. Now, it is easy to see that w satisfies the equation

∂tw −A∆gw + L[w] = 0, w(·, 0) = 0.

Notice that, by (4.4), we can get

∫

M

w2(x, t)d volg = 2

∫ t

0

∫

M

w(x, s)∂tw(x, s)d volg ds

= 2

∫ t

0

∫

M

w(x, s)
[
A∆gw − L[w]

]
(x, s)d volg ds

≤ −δ
∫ t

0

‖w(·, s)‖2H1(M)ds+ 2κ

∫ t

0

|w(·, s)|22ds

≤ 2κ

∫ t

0

∫

M

w2(x, s)d volg ds

as w(·, t) ∈ W 2,2(M) for almost every t ∈ [0, T ]. Then, by Gronwall’s inequality, we have that
∫

M
w2(x, t)d volg is zero for every t ∈ [0, T ]. It follows that w is identically zero, and hence u

and v must coincide.

Since F : P l+1(T ) → H2l+1(M) × P l(T ) is a continuous bijection, we can conclude from

the open mapping theorem that F is an isomorphism.

Remark 5.4. If both u0 and f are smooth functions, then the unique solution u of Eq. (4.7)

is guaranteed to be in the space ∩l≥1P
l(T ). By the Parabolic Sobolev embeddings (see for

instance Proposition A.1 in the Appendix), for any k ∈ N, we can always find a large l so that

P l(T ) continuously embeds into Ck(M × [0, T ]). And hence we can conclude that the solution

u actually belongs to C∞(M × [0, T ]) provided that u0 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 P l
+(T ) as the positive cone in

P l(T ), consisting of all u ∈ P l(T ) such that u > 0. We also introduce a subset of P l
+(T ) as

P l
+,1(T ) :=

{
u ∈ P l

+(T ) : u(·, 0) ∈ U1
g,n0

}

where U1
g,n0

is given by (3.3) with n0 > 1 being initially fixed. We will now consider the a

quasilinear elliptic operator given by

Q[u] = cmu
− 4

m−2∆gu− Scalg u
m−6
m−2 +

(∫

M

uLgu d volg

)

|ψu|2gu−
m

m−2 ,
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where cm = 4(m−1)
m−2

and ψu(t) ∈ L2(M, S(M)) is the normalized eigenspinor associated to the

simple Dirac eigenvalue λu(t) 6= 0 with λu(0) ∈ [−n0, 0) ∪ (0, n0], which exists at least for a

small time interval [0, Tu]. Let us mention that, due to the parabolic Sobolev embeddings (see

for instance [30, Proposition 4.1]), we have P l(T ) →֒ C1(M × [0, T ]) for l > m+6
4

. Then,

under the hypothesis of Lemma 3.8, we can see that P l
+,1(T ) is an open dense subset of P l

+(T ).
We also emphasize that the set P l

+,1(T ) can be regarded as a collection of curves of functions

with their starting point in U1
g,n0

. It is possible that for certain curves in this collection, the Dirac

operator associated with the conformal metric gu(·,t∗) at a particular time t∗ > 0 may not possess

a simple eigenvalue. However, thanks to Lemma 3.9, we can always find a P l(T )-neighborhood

U of a given function u ∈ P l
+,1(T ) (by setting T smaller if necessary) so thatQ is well-defined

in the sense that t 7→ (λv(t), ψv(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. (5.3), for a given u ∈ P l
+,1(T ) and its Q-admissible neighborhood U ⊂ P l

+,1(T ),
let us consider

F [v] = (v0, ∂tv −Q∗[v]), ∀v ∈ U (5.5)

where v0 := v(·, 0) and

Q∗[v] := cmv
− 4

m−2∆gv − Scalg v
m−6
m−2 + ϑ(t)

(∫

M

vLgv d volg

)

|ψv|2gv−
m

m−2 ,

with ϑ ∈ C∞([0,+∞)) satisfying

ϑ(t) =

{

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 F : U → H2l−1(M)× P l−1(T ) is of class C1 provided that l is suitably large (say

l > (m+ 8)/2). In particular, the Fréchet derivative of F at v ∈ U can be written in the form

DF [v](w) =
d

dτ
F [v + τw]

∣
∣
∣
τ=0

=
(
w0, ∂tw − cmv−

4
m−2∆gw + Lv[w]

)

for w ∈ P l(T ), where Lv ∈ L (P l(T ), P l(T )) depends continuously on v (the explicit for-

mulation of Lv will be given later). Notice that we have inserted a cut-off function ϑ in the

formulation of Q∗, we can actually extend Q∗ to act on any positive function ṽ ∈ P l
a, a > 0,

such that ṽ|M×[0,T ] = v ∈ U . And hence the induced operator Lṽ exists as well for such ṽ. By

taking a cut-off function ρ ∈ C∞([0,+∞)) so that ρ(t) = 1 for t ≤ T and ρ(t) = 0 for t ≥ 2T ,

we can introduce an extension of DF [v] as

Fṽ[w] =
(
w0, ∂tw − (cmρṽ

− 4
m−2 + 1− ρ)∆gw + ρLṽ[w]

)
for w ∈ P l

a. (5.6)

And then we have Fṽ|P l(T ) = DF [v]. In case ṽ is a smooth function, the above expression will

make it legitimate to apply Theorem 4.7 and Lemma 5.3 to Fṽ and DF [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 Proposition 5.1: local existence. Given u0 ∈ ∩k∈N Ukg,n0
, let us consider an auxiliary

function

w∗(x, t) =
l−1∑

i=0

ai(x)t
i

i!
(5.7)

with l ∈ N being necessarily large, a0 = u0 and a1, . . . , al−1 ∈ C∞(M) to be determined

later. Notice that a0 > 0, by virtue of Lemma 3.9, we can always find T > 0 small such that

w∗ ∈ P l
+,1(T ) and the eigenpair (λw∗

(t), ψw∗
(t)) exists on [0, T ]. Furthermore, we can take

u∗ ∈ P l(T ) to be the unique solution of the linear problem






∂tu = cmw
− 4

m−2
∗ ∆gu− Scalg w

m−6
m−2
∗ + ϑ ·

(∫

M

w∗Lgw∗ d volg

)

|ψw∗
|2gw

− m
m−2

∗

u(x, 0) = u0(x).

Such solution exists by Lemma 5.3 and it is smooth by Remark 5.4, as u0 and w∗ are smooth

(thus the eigenspinor ψw∗
is also smooth).

By narrowing the time interval [0, T ] (if necessary), we have u∗ ∈ P l
+,1(T ) and

F [u∗] = (u0, ∂tu∗ −Q∗[u∗]) =: (u0, f∗)

where f∗ has the explicit expression

f∗ = cm
(
w

− 4
m−2

∗ − u−
4

m−2
∗

)
∆gu∗ − Scalg

(

w
m−6
m−2
∗ − u

m−6
m−2
∗

)

+ ϑ ·
(∫

M

w∗Lgw∗ d volg

)

|ψw∗
|2gw

− m
m−2

∗

− ϑ ·
(∫

M

u∗Lgu∗ d volg

)

|ψu∗|2gu
− m

m−2
∗ .

If we compute the Fréchet derivative of the map F at u∗ ∈ C∞(M × [0, T ]), in the “direc-

tion” w ∈ P l(T ), we obtain

DF [u∗](w) =
(
w0, ∂tw − cmu

− 4
m−2

∗ ∆gw + Lu∗[w]
)

where w0 := w(·, 0) and

Lu∗[w] =
4cm
m− 2

u
−m+2

m−2
∗ w∆gu∗ −

m− 6

m− 2
Scalg u

− 4
m−2

∗ w

+ 2ϑ ·
(∫

M

wLgu∗ d volg

)

|ψu∗|2gu
− m

m−2
∗

+ 2ϑ ·
(∫

M

u∗Lgu∗ d volg

)

Re(ψu∗ , φu∗,w)gu
− m

m−2
∗

− m

m− 2
ϑ ·

(∫

M

u∗Lgu∗ d volg

)

|ψu∗|2gu
− 2m−2

m−2
∗ w

with

φu∗,w(t) =
κu∗,w(t)

2
ψu∗(t)

− 2λu∗(t)

m− 2

(
u∗(·, t)−

2
m−2Dg − λu∗(t)

)−1 ◦ (I − Pλu∗(t))
(
u∗(·, t)−1w(·, t)ψu∗(t)

)
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and

κu∗,w(t) = −
2

m− 2

∫

M

u∗(·, t)
4−m
m−2w(·, t)|ψu∗(t)|2gd volg .

And we can find that DF [u∗](w) = (z, f) ∈ H2l−1(M) × P l−1(T ) is equivalent to the linear

problem
{

∂tw − cmu
− 4

m−2
∗ ∆gw + Lu∗ [w] = f

w(x, 0) = z(x)
(5.8)

which coincides with our model problem (4.1) on M × [0, T ].
By applying Lemma 5.3, we can see that DF [u∗] : P

l(T ) → H2l−1(M) × P l−1(T ) is an

isomorphism. And, in other words, there exists a unique solution wz,f of Eq. (5.8) for every

pair (z, f) ∈ H2l−1(M)×P l−1(T ). Now, by virtue of the inverse function theorem, we find the

map F is a diffeomorphism from a neighborhood U ⊂ P l
+,1(T ) of u∗ onto a neighborhood V ⊂

H2l−1(M)×P l−1(T ) of (u0, f∗). Particularly, U can be chosen as aQ-admissible neighborhood

of u∗.
Next, we can consider a sequence of time-shifted functions f∗,k :M × [0, T ]→ R given by

f∗,k(x, t) =

{

0 if 0 ≤ t < 1/k,

f∗(x, t− 1/k) if 1/k ≤ t ≤ T.

Assuming for the moment that

∂jt f∗|t=0 = 0 and∇p
g∂

j
t f∗|t=0 = 0 for any j = 0, 1, . . . , l − 1 and p ∈ N. (5.9)

We can then directly deduce∇p
g∂

j
t f∗,k ∈ C(M × [0, T ]) for every j = 0, 1, . . . , l−1 and p ∈ N.

Moreover, it follows easily that

∇p
g∂

j
t f∗,k →∇p

g∂
j
t f∗ in L2(M × [0, T ]) for j = 0, 1, . . . , l − 1 and 2j + p ≤ 2(l − 1),

and hence f∗,k → f∗ in P l−1(T ). From this point of view, there is k0 ∈ N such that (u0, f∗,k0)
lies in the neighborhood V of F [u∗] = (u0, f∗) and f∗,k0 = 0 on M × [0, 1/k0]. Since F is

a diffeomorphism between U and V , we can find a function u∗,k0 ∈ U such that F [u∗,k0] =
(u0, f∗,k0). Clearly, such u∗,k0 ∈ P l

+,1(1/k0) will be a solution of the Einstein-Dirac flow (5.3)

on M × [0, 1/k0]. By taking T0 < 1/k0, the parabolic regularity implies that u∗,k0 ∈ C∞(M ×
[0, T0]).

It remains to verify (5.9), which is strongly depending on the choice of those functions

a1, . . . , al−1 in (5.7). Notice that we have set a0 = u0 ∈ ∩k∈N Ukg,n0
, let us defined ai via the

recurrence formula

ai = ∂i−1
t

[

cmw
− 4

m−2
∗ ∆gu∗ − Scalg w

m−6
m−2
∗ + ϑ ·

(∫

M

w∗Lgw∗ d volg

)

|ψw∗
|2gw

− m
m−2

∗

]∣
∣
∣
t=0

for i ≥ 1. Observe that the right-hand side above contains time-derivatives at t = 0 ofw∗,∇gw∗,

Lgw∗ and ∆gu∗ only up to order i − 1, hence it depends only on the functions a0, . . . , ai−1. In

this way, we get the precise details of the functions a1, . . . , al−1 ∈ C∞(M). Following on

this clue, we point out that ai = ∂itw∗|t=0 = ∂itu∗|t=0 for i = 0, 1, . . . , l − 1. And hence

f∗ ∈ C∞(M × [0, T ]) satisfies (5.9) as was required.
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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 (u0, λ0, ψ0) ∈ ∩k∈N Ukg,n0
× (−n0, n0) × ker

(
Dg −

λ0u
2/(m−2)
0

)
can be characterized by u = F−1(u0, 0) restricted on M × [0, T0]. Assuming

uj,0 → u0 in C∞(M) as j →∞, we also have uj,0 → u0 in H2l−1(M) for all l ∈ N, and hence

for j large enough we have uj = F−1(uj,0, 0) ∈ P l
+,1(T0) is the unique solution with initial data

(uj,0, λj,0, ψj,0). By recalling the continuity of perturbed Dirac eigenvalue problem mentioned

in Section 3, the eigenpair (λj,0, ψj,0) can be chosen so that λj,0 → λ0 and ψj,0 → ψ0. Therefore,

we have uj → u in P l(T0)-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 5.1: energy inequality. Suppose that we have two P l
+,1(T0)-solutions u

and v of (5.3) on M × [0, T0] with u(·, 0) = v(·, 0) = u0, λu(0) = λv(0) and ψu(0) = ψv(0),
where l is suitably large. By setting w = u− v, we find that

d

dt

∫

M

|∇gw|2d volg = 2

∫

M

∇gw · ∇g∂tw d volg

= 2

∫

M

∇gw · ∇g

(
Q[u]−Q[v]

)
d volg

= −2
∫

M

∆gw ·
(
Q[u]−Q[v]

)
d volg

= −2cm
∫

M

u−
4

m−2 |∆gw|2d volg

−2cm
∫

M

∆gw ·
((
u−

4
m−2 − v− 4

m−2

)
∆gv

)
d volg

+2

∫

M

∆gw · Scalg ·
(
u

m−6
m−2 − vm−6

m−2

)
d volg

−2
∫

M

∆gw ·
(
S[u]− S[v]

)
d volg,

where

S[z] =
(∫

M

zLgz d volg

)

|ψz|2gz−
m

m−2

for z = u or v.

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] for all s ∈ [0, 1] on M × [0, T0]. However, since we have assumed

u(·, 0) = v(·, 0) = u0, it is possible to find τ ∈ (0, T0] and a Q-admissible neighborhood

U ⊂ P l
+,1(τ) of u|M×[0,τ ] such that (su + (1 − s)v)|M×[0,τ ] ∈ U for all s ∈ [0, 1]. Indeed,

we can first find a C1-neighborhood O of u0 so that O ⊂ U1
g,n0

and u(·, t), v(·, t) ∈ O for

all t ∈ [0, τ ]. Then, by Lemma 3.9 and the parabolic Sobolev embedding Proposition A.1, we

have S can be defined on any t-parameterized trajectory of functions in O. Notice that we have

(su+(1−s)v)(·, t) ∈ O for all t ∈ [0, τ ] and s ∈ [0, 1], we can thus ensure (su+(1−s)v)|M×[0,τ ]

lies in a Q-admissible neighborhood of u|M×[0,τ ]. And therefore, we can consider the map s 7→
S[su+ (1− s)v] on M × [0, τ ] for all s ∈ [0, 1].
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Let’s go back to the previous computation. By setting l large enough (so that Lemma A.4

applies), the positiveness and boundedness of u and v imply that

∫

M

u−
4

m−2 |∆gw|2d volg ≥ δ

∫

M

|∆gw|2d volg,

∫

M

∆gw ·
((
u−

4
m−2 − v− 4

m−2

)
∆gv

)
d volg ≤ C

∫

M

|∆gw||u− v|d volg

= C

∫

M

|∆gw||w|d volg

≤ ε

∫

M

|∆gw|2d volg +Cε
∫

M

|w|2d volg,
∫

M

∆gw · Scalg ·
(
u

m−6
m−2 − vm−6

m−2

)
d volg ≤ ε

∫

M

|∆gw|2d volg +Cε
∫

M

|w|2d volg,

and

∫

M

∆gw ·
(
S[u]− S[v]

)
d volg ≤ ε

∫

M

|∆gw|2d volg +Cε
∫

M

∣
∣S[u]− S[v]

∣
∣
2
d volg

≤ ε

∫

M

|∆gw|2d volg +Cε
∫

M

∣
∣DS[v + θw](w)

∣
∣2d volg

≤ ε

∫

M

|∆gw|2d volg +Cε
∫

M

(
|∇gw|2 + |w|2

)
d volg,

where in the last estimate we have designated DS as the Fréchet derivative of S : P l
+,1(τ) ⊃

U → P l(τ) (which exists due to Lemma A.4 and satisfies assumption (A1) as is indicated by

Corollary A.5). By fixing ε small, we get

d

dt

∫

M

|∇gw|2d volg ≤ −
δ

2

∫

M

|∆gw|2d volg +C
∫

M

(
|∇gw|2 + |w|2

)
d volg . (5.10)

Next, using similar idea as above, we can compute

d

dt

∫

M

|w|2d volg = 2

∫

M

w ·
(
Q[u]−Q[v]

)
d volg

= 2cm

∫

M

u−
4

m−2w∆gw d volg

+2cm

∫

M

w ·
((
u−

4
m−2 − v− 4

m−2

)
∆gv

)
d volg

−2
∫

M

w · Scalg ·
(
u

m−6
m−2 − vm−6

m−2

)
d volg

+2

∫

M

w ·
(
S[u]− S[v]

)
d volg

≤ ε

∫

M

|∆gw|2d volg +Cε
∫

M

(
|∇gw|2 + |w|2

)
d volg .
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By fixing ε small and putting the above estimate together with (5.10), we obtain

d

dt

∫

M

(
|∇gw|2 + |w|2

)
d volg ≤ C

∫

M

(
|∇gw|2 + |w|2

)
d volg (5.11)

for some constant C > 0 on the time interval [0, τ ].
Finally, from (5.11), we can conclude that the quantity

∫

M

(
|∇gw|2 + |w|2

)
d volg is identi-

cally zero on [0, τ ] since we have w(·, 0) = 0. Moreover, by repeating the above argument, it

follows that if
∫

M

(
|∇gw|2 + |w|2

)
d volg is zero at some time t0, then it must be zero for every

time t ∈ [t0, T0]. The proof is hereby completed.

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 ∈ P l(T ). Then, for j, k ∈ N with 2j + k ≤ 2l, we have

‖∂jt∇ku‖Lq(M×[0,T ]) ≤ C‖u‖P l(T ) if
1

q
=

1

2
− 2l − k − 2j

m+ 2
> 0;

‖∂jt∇ku‖Lq(M×[0,T ]) ≤ C‖u‖P l(T ) if
1

q
=

1

2
− 2l − k − 2j

m+ 2
= 0 and 1 ≤ q < +∞;

the function ∂jt∇ku is continuous and

‖∂jt∇ku‖C(M×[0,T ]) ≤ C‖u‖P l(T ) if
1

q
=

1

2
− 2l − k − 2j

m+ 2
< 0,

where the constant C > 0 is independent of u.

A.2 Regularity theory for the linear problem (4.7)

In the following discussion, we will demonstrate that a weak solution u of equation (4.7) pos-

sesses higher-order derivatives by obtaining estimates for its difference quotients.

Lemma A.2. If u ∈ HHa is a weak solution of (4.7) with f ∈ LH0
a and u0 ∈ H1(M) and

a > 0 is suitably large, then u ∈ LH2
a and the following estimate holds

‖u‖2LH2
a
≤ C

(
‖u0‖2H1(M) + ‖f‖2LH0

a

)
,

where C > 0 depends only on A,L,∇gA and the manifold M .

Proof. For r > 0, let us denote Br(0) ⊂ Rm 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 {(Ui,Ψi)}Ni=1 as a family of smooth local coordinate system on M such
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that Ψi : Br(0) → Ui ⊂ M is a diffeomorphism and ∪Ni=1Ui = M . Let η be a smooth cut-off

function on Rm satisfying

η(x) =

{

1 x ∈ Br(0),

0 x ∈ R
m \B2r(0).

We also denote U∗
i = Ψi(B3r(0)).

Given some k ∈ N, let us assume that we already have the estimate for u in LH l+1
a , for each

l = 0, . . . , k − 1, i.e.,

‖u‖2
LHl+1

a
≤ C

(
‖u‖2H1(M) + ‖f‖2LH0

a

)
.

Evidently, Lemma 4.5 suggests the above estimate holds for k = 1. To proceed, for h ∈ R\{0},
let us set φ = ∆k

−h(η
4∆k

hu) in U∗
i , where η and the finite difference operator

∆hw =
w(x+ hes)− w(x)

h

are lifted to M using the coordinate map Ψi and ∆k
h means acting ∆h for k times. In the above

formulation, es is an arbitrarily fixed element of the local frame {e1, . . . , em}. Outside U∗
i we

simply extend φ to be zero. At this moment, although we don’t have uniform estimate in h for

the norms of φ, the function is at least as regular as u.

Testing (4.7) with φ, we obtain

〈∂tu, φ〉LH0
a
+

∫ ∞

0

e−2at
At(u, φ)dt = 〈f, φ〉LH0

a
. (A.1)

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

deduce that

〈
∂t(η

2∆k
hu), η

2∆k
hu

〉

LH0
a
−

∫ ∞

0

e−2at

∫

M

A∗
k∆g(∆

k
hu)η

4∆k
hu d volg dt

+ (−1)k 〈L[u], φ〉LH0
a
= (−1)k 〈f, φ〉LH0

a
+ E

(A.2)

where we have set

E =

k∑

j=1

(
k
j

)∫ ∞

0

e−2at

∫

M

∆j
hA∗

k−j∆g(∆
k−j
h u)η4∆k

hu d volg dt.

Additional explanation may be necessary: the functionA∗
j(·, ·), j = 0, . . . , k, which is given by

A∗
j(x, t) = A(x+ jhes, t), arises through an application of the discretised product rule

∆h(wz)(x) = w(x+ hes)∆hz(x) + z(x)∆hw(x).

Since we have assumed that A is smooth, the functions A∗
0, . . . ,A∗

k share all pointwise proper-

ties.

Focusing on E, we have

|E| ≤ C

∫ ∞

0

e−2at

∫

M

k∑

j=1

|∇g(∆
k−j
h u)|

(
|∇g(η

4∆k
hu)|+ |η4∆k

hu|
)
d volg dt

≤ Cε‖u‖2LHk
a
+ ε‖η4∇g(∆

k
hu)‖2LH0

a
,

(A.3)
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where we have used [21, Lemma 7.23] in the last inequality, ε > 0 is a small constant whose

value will be given later and Cε > 0 depends on ε and the L∞-norm of derivatives of the

coefficients A∗
1, . . . ,A∗

k (they are also controlled by the corresponding norms of A). Regarding

the remaining terms in (A.2), we can address the first term on the left using (4.10), that is

〈
∂t(η

2∆k
hu), η

2∆k
hu

〉

LH0
a
= a‖η2∆k

hu‖2LH0
a
− 1

2
|η2∆k

hu0|22. (A.4)

And for the elliptic part, we have

E∗ := −
∫ ∞

0

e−2at

∫

M

A∗
k∆g(∆

k
hu)η

4∆k
hu d volg dt

=

∫ ∞

0

e−2at

∫

M

(
η4A∗

k∇g(∆
k
hu) · ∇g(∆

k
hu) +∇g(η

4A∗
k) · ∇g(∆

k
hu)∆

k
hu

)
d volg dt

≥
∫ ∞

0

e−2at

∫

M

(
η4A∗

k∇g(∆
k
hu) · ∇g(∆

k
hu)− Cη2|∇g(∆

k
hu)||∆k

hu|
)
d volg dt,

where C > 0 depends only on the gradient of ηA∗
k. And so, using the ellipticity of A∗

k and

Young’s inequality, we find

E∗ ≥ δ‖η2∇g(∆
k
hu)‖2LH0

a
− δ

4
‖η2∇g(∆

k
hu)‖2LH0

a
− Cδ‖∆k

hu‖2LH0
a

≥ 3δ

4
‖η2∇g(∆

k
hu)‖2LH0

a
− Cδ‖u‖2LHk

a
,

(A.5)

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[u], φ〉LH0
a
| ≤ CL‖u‖LH1

a
‖η4∆hu‖LH1

a
(A.6)

where CL > 0 comes from the assumption (A1) for L, and meanwhile,

| 〈f, φ〉LH0
a
| ≤ ‖f‖LH0

a
‖∆−h(η

4∆hu)‖LH0
a

≤ ‖f‖LH0
a
‖η4∆hu‖LH1

a
.

(A.7)

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

3δ

4
‖η2∇g(∆hu)‖2LH0

a
− Cδ‖u‖2LH1

a
≤ Cε‖u‖2LH1

a
+ ε‖η2∇g(∆hu)‖2LH0

a
+

1

2
|η2∆hu0|22

+ CL‖u‖LH1
a
‖η4∆hu‖LH1

a
+ ‖f‖LH0

a
‖η4∆hu‖LH1

a
.

Thus, by choosing ε ≤ δ/4, invoking Lemma 4.5 and recalling the hypothesis that u0 ∈ H1(M),
we have

‖η2∇g(∆hu)‖2LH0
a
≤ C

(
‖u0‖2H1(M) + ‖u‖2LH1

a
+ ‖f‖2LH0

a

)

≤ C
(
‖u0‖2H1(M) + ‖f‖2LH0

a

)
,

where C > 0 depends only onA,L and∇gA. And hence, we have an uniform LH1
a-bound in h

for all the difference quotients of first order in the open set Ui, which therefore converge weakly

to the weak derivatives satisfying the estimate

‖∇2
gu‖2LH0

a(Ui)
≤ C

(
‖u0‖2H1(M) + ‖f‖2LH0

a

)
.
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Here we use LH0
a(Ui) to symbolize the corresponding function space on Ui. Finally, by sum-

ming over all coordinate charts, we obtain the desired result.

As a direct consequence of Lemma A.2, u is smooth enough that we pointwisely have ∂tu =
f +A∆gu− L[u] ∈ LH0

a . This, together with the fact LH0
a = P 0

a , gives us an estimate for the

time derivative of u:

Corollary A.3. If u ∈ HHa is a weak solution of (4.7) with f ∈ P 0
a and u0 ∈ H1(M), then

u ∈ P 1
a and

‖u‖2P 1
a
≤ C

(
‖u0‖2H1(M) + ‖f‖2P 0

a

)

provided a > 0 is large enough in the sense of Proposition 4.1 and Lemma 4.5, where C > 0
depends only on A,L,∇gA and the manifold M .

Now we are ready to give the P l
a-version of the a priori energy estimate for parabolic equa-

tion (4.7).

Proof of Lemma 4.6. In this case, let us take a smooth cut-off function η as in the proof of

Lemma A.2 and choose φ = ∆2l+k
−h (η4∆2l+k

h u) for h 6= 0 as the test function in (A.1). 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 L[u]. Indeed, we have

| 〈f, φ〉LH0
a
| =

∣
∣
〈
∆2l
h f,∆

k
−h(η

4∆2l+k
h u)

〉

LH0
a

∣
∣ ≤ ‖f‖LH2l

a
‖∆k

−h(η
4∆2l+k

h u)‖LH0
a

≤ ‖f‖LH2l
a
‖η4∆2l+k

h u‖LHk
a

and, by recalling the hypothesis that u ∈ P l
a and the embedding P l

a →֒ LH2l
a , we have L[u] ∈

LH2l
a and hence

| 〈L[u], φ〉LH0
a
| =

∣
∣
〈
∆2l
h L[u], ∆k

−h(η
4∆2l+k

h u)
〉

LH0
a

∣
∣ ≤ ‖L[u]‖LH2l

a
‖η4∆2l+k

h u‖LHk
a

≤ ‖L[u]‖P l
a
‖η4∆2l+k

h u‖LHk
a
≤ CL,l‖u‖P l

a
‖η4∆2l+k

h u‖LHk
a
.

Therefore, very similar to what have done in the proof of Lemma A.2, we can deduce that

3δ

4
‖η2∇g(∆

2l+k
h u)‖2LH0

a
≤ Cε‖u‖2LH2l+k

a
+ ε‖η2∇g(∆

2l+k
h u)‖2LH0

a
+

1

2
|η2∆2l+k

h u0|22
+ CL,l‖u‖P l

a
‖η4∆2l+k

h u‖LHk
a
+ ‖f‖LH2l

a
‖η4∆2l+k

h u‖LHk
a
.

(A.8)

And, by taking ε ≤ δ/4, k = 0 and invoking the embedding P l
a →֒ LH2l

a , we first find that

‖η2∇g(∆
2l
h u)‖2LH0

a
≤ C

(
‖u0‖2H2l(M) + ‖u‖2P l

a
+ ‖f‖2P l

a

)

where C > 0 is independent of h. Hence, by taking to the limit h → 0 and summing over all

coordinate charts, we obtain

‖u‖2
LH2l+1

a
≤ C

(
‖u0‖2H2l(M) + ‖u‖2P l

a
+ ‖f‖2P l

a

)
(A.9)

with C > 0 depends only on l,A,L,∇gA and the manifold M . Next, let us take k = 1 in (A.8)

and use Young’s inequality to obtain

‖η2∇g(∆
2l+1
h u)‖2LH0

a
≤ C

(
‖u0‖2H2l+1(M) + ‖u‖2LH2l+1

a
+ ‖u‖2P l

a
+ ‖f‖2LH2l

a

)
.
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Once again, by taking to the limit h→ 0 and summing over all coordinate charts, we soon get

‖u‖LH2l+2
a
≤ C

(
‖u0‖2H2l+1(M) + ‖u‖2LH2l+1

a
+ ‖u‖2P l

a
+ ‖f‖2LH2l

a

)

≤ C
(
‖u0‖2H2l+1(M) + ‖u‖2P l

a
+ ‖f‖2LH2l

a

) (A.10)

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 l
a is a solution to ∂tu = f +A∆gu−L[u], thus we have ∂stu exists

almost everywhere in LH
2(l−s)
a for s = 0, . . . , l and

‖∂s+1
t u‖2

LH
2(l−s)
a

≤ Cs

(

‖∂st f‖2LH2(l−s)
a

+ ‖∂stL[u]‖2LH2(l−s)
a

+
∑

j≤s

‖∂jtu‖2LH2(l+1−j)
a

)

≤ Cs

(

‖f‖2P l
a
+ ‖u‖2P l

a
+
∑

j≤s

‖∂jtu‖2LH2(l+1−j)
a

)

with Cs > 0 depends on the L∞-norms of A, ∂tA, . . . , ∂stA. Now, starting from Corollary A.3,

(A.10), s = 0 and iterating up to s = l, we obtain the desired conclusion.

A.3 Technical results

In this section, let us collect some basic properties of the map F defined in (5.5), which are

crucial in the proof of our short time existence result.

Lemma A.4. For l ∈ N, l > (m + 6)/2 and T > 0 small, let u ∈ P l+1
+,s (T ) be such that

F is well-defined. It holds that F [u] ∈ H2l+1(M) × P l(T ). Moreover, for a Q-admissible

neighborhood U of u, the map F is of class C1 on U .

Proof. Note that the first component of F , i.e., the map v 7→ v(·, 0) is linear and bounded from

P l+1(T ) to H2l+1(M). As a result, it falls within the class C1. Additionally, the map v 7→ ∂tv
is also linear and bounded, by taking functions from P l+1(T ) to P l(T ). Therefore, it is likewise

of class C1. Now, it remains to show that the following two maps

Q1[v] := cmv
− 4

m−2∆gv − Scalg v
m−6
m−2

and

Q2[v] :=
(∫

M

vLgv d volg

)

|ψv|2gv−
m

m−2

belong to C1(U, P l(T )) for some neighborhood U ⊂ P l+1
+,s (T ) of u.

The analysis for the C1-property of the operatorQ1 can be found in [30, Lemma 2.5], where

we only need to assume that l > m/4 to obtain Q1 ∈ C1(P l+1
+ (T ), P l(T )). Hence, in what

follows, we will focus on the operatorQ2, for which we have to pay more attention on the Dirac

eigenspinor. To proceed, let U ⊂ P l+1
+,s (T ) be an open and bounded neighborhood of the given

function u so that the simple eigenvalue t 7→ λv(t) is well-defined for all v ∈ U , then our first

step is to prove thatQ2 ∈ C(U, P l+1(T )).
Let us fix v ∈ U . In order to show that Q2[v] ∈ P l+1(T ), we need to establish some basic

estimates for derivatives of the eigenspinor ψv. For this purpose, let us go back to Lemma 3.9,
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where the derivation of the eigenpair (λv(t), ψv(t)) is presented, and we shall firstly consider

the growth of λv(t) with respect to t.

In general cases, let ψ(t) be an eigenspinor of v(·, t)− 2
m−2Dg with eigenvalue λ(t) so that

λ(0) ∈ [−n0, n0] \ {0}. Using the expression of λ′ in Lemma 3.9, it follows from the P l+1-

boundedness of v and the parabolic Sobolev embedding P l+1(T ) →֒ C1(M × [0, T ]) for l >
(m+ 2)/4 that there exists a positive constant C > 0 (independent of v ∈ U) such that

|λ′(t)| ≤ C|λ(t)| for t ∈ [0, T ].

The solution of this differential inequality leads to the following bound for the growth of the

perturbed eigenvalues:

|λ(t)− λ(0)| ≤ n0

(
eCt − 1

)
, t ∈ [0, T ].

Let us write λ0,1 < λ0,2 < · · · < λ0,j0 for all the simple eigenvalues of v(·, 0)− 2
m−2Dg that

belong to [−n0, n0]\{0}. Let d1, . . . , dj0 > 0 be such that the intervals Ij = [λ0,j−dj, λ0,j+dj]
for j = 1, . . . , j0 are disjoint. Set λ0,− for the biggest eigenvalue in (−∞,−n0) and λ0,+ for the

smallest eigenvalue in (n0,+∞). By taking d1 and dj0 smaller if necessary, we can assume that

λ0,− 6∈ I1 and λ0,+ 6∈ Ij0 (see Fig. 1).

λ0,−

−n0

λ0,1 · · · λ0,j · · · λ0,j0

n0

λ0,+
[ ][ ] [ ]

︷ ︸︸ ︷
d1

︷ ︸︸ ︷

dj
︷ ︸︸ ︷

dj0

λ0,j(t)

Figure 1: Simple eigenvalues of v(·, t)− 2
m−2Dg that belong to (λ0,−, λ0,+) \ {0}

To ensure that, for each j = 1, . . . , j0, the perturbed eigenvalue λ0,j(t) belongs Ij , we only

need to narrow the time interval [0, T ] so that

|λ0,j(t)− λ0,j| ≤ n0

(
eCT − 1

)
≤ dj for all j = 1, . . . , j0.

And, by [3, Proposition 7.1], we can also ensure that none of the perturbations of the eigenvalues

that initially belonged to R \ [−n0, n0] coincide with λ0,1(t), . . . , λ0,j0(t). Therefore, once the

initial datum λv(0) ∈ {λ0,1, . . . , λ0,j0} ∩ [−n0, n0] \ {0} is given for a function v ∈ U , we can

find a constant C∗ > 0 (independent of v and t) such that

∥
∥
(
v(·, t)− 2

m−2Dg − λv(t)
)−1 ◦ (I − Pλv(t))

∥
∥
L2→L2 ≤ C∗. (A.11)

Hence, from Lemma 3.9, we find ψ′
v(·) exists and is L2-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 t 7→ ψv(t) induces a C1-curve in the space of spinors.

Taking into account a function v ∈ U ⊂ P l+1(T ) has weak time-derivatives up to order

l + 1, in order to prove thatQ2 ∈ C(U, P l+1(T )), we need to show that the map

v 7→ ∂jtQ2[v]
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belongs to C(U, L2([0, T ], Hk(M))) whenever j = 0, 1, . . . , l + 1 and 2j + k ≤ 2(l + 1).
We can assume from now on that kl ≥ 1 is the biggest integer so that P l+1(T ) →֒ Ckl(M ×

[0, T ]). By the parabolic Sobolev embeddings (see Proposition A.1), it follows easily that

l =
[m+ 2

4

]

+ kl

where [r] stands for the largest integer that doesn’t exceed r ∈ (0,+∞). To estimate the time-

derivatives ofQ2[v], we have to show that the corresponding derivatives of ψv exist and possess

some necessary regularity. In this direction, we can first apply Lemma 3.9 to obtain the time-

derivatives of ψv up to order kl which are all continuous in t. To go further, it can be seen from

an induction argument that, up to certain constants, ∂jtQ2[v] is a summation of functions in the

form of
(∫

M

(∂α1
t v)Lg(∂

α2
t v)d volg

)

· Re
(
∂β1t ψv, ∂

β2
t ψv

)

g
· (v−γ0)(∂tv)γ1 · · · (∂nj

t v)
γnj (A.12)

where α1, α2, β1, β2, γ1, . . . , γnj
are non-negative integers with α1+α2+β1+β2+

∑nj

i=1 iγi = j
and γ0 ≥ 0. And it is easy to see that, for each j ∈ {kl + 1, . . . , l + 1}, there exists at most

one element in {α1, α2, β1, β2, nj} that is greater than l+1
2

. And we remark here that, when l is

suitably large (say at least l ≥ (m+ 4)/2), there holds l+1
2
≤ kl.

If max{α1, α2} > kl, then we can assume without loss of generality that α1 > kl (since

the conformal Laplace operator Lg is self-adjoint, we can always interchange the places of α1

and α2). And in this case, by using Hölder’s inequality, we find that the function in (A.12) has

the same integrability as ∂α1
t v since the remaining factors are all L∞-bounded. In particular, we

have
∫ T

0

∣
∣
∣

∫

M

(∂α1
t v)Lg(∂

α2
t v)d volg

∣
∣
∣

qα1

dt ≤ C(qα1 , ‖v‖Cα2+2(M×[0,T ]))‖∂α1
t v‖

qα1

Lqα1 (M×[0,T ])

where

qα1 =

{
m+2
2

(m−2
4
− l + α1)

−1 if m−2
4
− l + α1 > 0,

any finite number if m−2
4
− l + α1 = 0,

and the coefficient C(qα1 , ‖v‖Cα2+2(M×[0,T ])) > 0 depends only on qα1 and ‖v‖Cα2+2(M×[0,T ]).

Notice that α1 ≥ kl + 1 and α1 + α2 ≤ j ≤ l + 1, we can deduce α2 ≤ [m+2
4

]. Since we have

assumed l ≥ (m+ 6)/2, we find that kl ≥ [m+2
4

] + 2. This implies α2 + 2 ≤ kl and, therefore,

‖v‖Cα2+2(M×[0,T ]) < +∞.

If nj > kl, then we get the corresponding exponent γnj
= 1. And similar to the previous

case, we once again conclude that the function in (A.12) has the same integrability as ∂
nj

t v since

the remaining factors are all L∞-bounded. It remains to consider the case max{β1, β2} > kl,
and we can also assume without loss of generality that β1 > kl. In order to study the integrability

of ∂β1t ψv , let us go back to (3.5) and consider the identity (3.6) because this is where ψv and its

derivatives originate. Clearly, the derivatives of λv will be also involved as was pointed out in

Lemma 3.9.

Suppose that the time-derivatives of λv and ψv exist up to order s ∈ N∪{0} and, in particular,

there holds

λ(s)v ∈ L2([0, T ]) and ∂stψv ∈ L2([0, T ], H2(l+1)−2s+1(M, S(M))) (A.13)
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where λ
(s)
v stands for the s-th derivative of λv, and λ

(0)
v = λv To consider the (s+ 1)-th deriva-

tives, we need to look at the mapping

t 7→
(
∇(λ,ψ)Φ(v(·, t), λv(t), ψv(t))

)−1
[κs+1(t), φs+1(t)],

where κs+1 is a summation of functions in the form of

Re

∫

M

(vµ0)(∂tv)
µ1 · · · (∂rs+1

t )µrs+1
(
∂ν1t ψv, ∂

ν2
t ψv

)

g
d volg

with ν1 + ν2 +
∑rs+1

i=1 iµi = s + 1, max{ν1, ν2} ≤ s and µ0 ∈ R, and φs+1 is a summation of

spinors in the form of

λ(σ)v · (vρ0)(∂tv)ρ1 · · · (∂
ds+1

t )ρds+1∂ωt ψv

and

(vχ0)(∂tv)
χ1 · · · (∂bs+1

t v)χbs+1Dg∂
θ
t ψv

with σ+ω+
∑ds+1

i=1 iρi = s+1, max{σ, ω} ≤ s, θ+
∑bs+1

i=1 iχi = s+1, θ ≤ s and ρ0, χ0 ∈ R.

Then, once (A.13) is satisfied, we can deduce that λ
(s+1)
v and ∂s+1

t ψv exist and satisfy

λ(s+1)
v = −(φs+1, ψv)

v
2 ∈ L2([0, T ])

and

∂s+1
t ψv =

κs+1

2
ψv +

(
v−

2
m−2Dg − λv

)−1 ◦ (I − Pλv)φs+1

∈ L2([0, T ], H2(l+1)−2(s+1)+1(M, S(M))).

Notice that, by using the elliptic regularity of the Dirac operator, (A.13) is valid for s = 0.

Therefore, by an induction argument, the above analysis indicates that (A.13) is valid for all

s = 0, 1, . . . , l + 1.

Now, let us turn back to (A.12). By using Hölder’s inequality, an immediate consequence

of the above arguments is that ∂jtQ2[v] ∈ L2([0, T ], L2(M)) ≃ L2(M × [0, T ]) and the map

v 7→ ∂jtQ2[v] belongs to C(U, L2(M × [0, T ])) for j = 0, 1, . . . , l + 1. We also notice that,

the space or mixed space-time derivatives ∂jt∇kQ2[v] with 2j + k ≤ 2(l + 1) can be treated

similarly, by observing that the function ∂rt∇pv has the same integrability of ∂
r+p/2
t v from the

view point of the embeddings in Proposition A.1. This will suggest that Q2 ∈ C(U, P l+1(T ))
as was desired.

To see that the Fréchet derivative DQ2 exits and belongs to C(U,L (P l+1(T ), P l+1(T ))),
we shall first look at the Gateaux derivative

(v, w) 7→ dQ2(v, w) :=
d

dτ
Q2[v + τw]

∣
∣
∣
τ=0

for v ∈ U and w ∈ P l+1(T ). A direct computation, together with Lemma 3.9, shows that

dQ2(v, w) = 2
(∫

M

vLgw d volg

)

|ψv|2gv−
m

m−2 + 2
(∫

M

vLgv d volg

)

Re(ψv, φv,w)gv
− m

m−2

− m

m− 2

(∫

M

vLgv d volg

)

|ψv|2gv−
2m−2
m−2 w

(A.14)
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where

φv,w(t) =
κv,w(t)

2
ψv(t)−

2λv(t)

m− 2

(
v(·, t)− 2

m−2Dg−λv(t)
)−1 ◦(I−Pλv(t))

(
v(·, t)−1w(·, t)ψv(t)

)

with

κv,w(t) = −
2

m− 2

∫

M

v(·, t) 4−m
m−2w(·, t)|ψv(t)|2gd volg .

Then it is easy to see that dQ2(v, w) is linear in w. And it is clear, since w ∈ P l+1(T ), that the

same estimates used to show the continuity of Q2 can be repeated here to prove dQ2(v, ·) ∈
L (P l+1(T ), P l+1(T )). Moreover, an analogous reasoning also applies to the continuity of v 7→
dQ2(v, ·). Therefore, the Fréchet derivative ofQ2 exits withDQ2[v] = dQ2(v, ·), for all v ∈ U ,

which completes the proof.

By computing the Fréchet derivative of F at v ∈ U ⊂ P l+1
+,s (T ), we find that

DF [v](w) =
d

dτ
F [v + τw]

∣
∣
∣
τ=0

=
(
w0, ∂tw − cmv−

4
m−2∆gw + Lv[w]

)

for w ∈ P l+1(T ), where Lv ∈ L (P l+1(T ), P l+1(T )) is given by

Lv[w] =
4cm
m− 2

v−
m+2
m−2w∆gv −

m− 6

m− 2
Scalg v

− 4
m−2w

+ 2ϑ ·
(∫

M

wLgv d volg

)

|ψv|2gv−
m

m−2

+ 2ϑ ·
(∫

M

vLgv d volg

)

Re(ψv, φv,w)gv
− m

m−2

− m

m− 2
ϑ ·

(∫

M

vLgv d volg

)

|ψv|2gv−
2m−2
m−2 w

(A.15)

with

φv,w(t) =
κv,w(t)

2
ψv(t)

− 2λv(t)

m− 2

(
v(·, t)− 2

m−2Dg − λv(t)
)−1 ◦ (I − Pλv(t))

(
v(·, t)−1w(·, t)ψv(t)

)

and

κv,w(t) = −
2

m− 2

∫

M

v(·, t) 4−m
m−2w(·, t)|ψv(t)|2gd volg .

The following result is a direct consequence of Lemma A.4.

Corollary A.5. If F is C1 on U ⊂ P l+1
+,s (T ), for some l ∈ N, and v ∈ U ∩ C∞(M × [0, T ]),

then Lv satisfies

(1) |Lv[w](·, t)|2 ≤ C‖w(·, t)‖H1(M) for some constant C > 0;

(2) Lv[αw](·, t) = α(t)Lv[w](·, t) for any smooth function α : [0, T ]→ R;

(3) Lv ∈ L (P j(T ), P j(T )) for all j ∈ N.
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Proof. Clearly, the validity of (2) follows directly from the linearity of Lv. 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 Lv satisfies (1).
In fact, using the smoothness and positiveness of v on M× [0, T ], the L2-norm of Lv[w](·, t)

can be estimated via (A.15) as

|Lv[w](·, t)|2 ≤ C
(

|w(·, t)|2 +
∣
∣
∣

∫

M

wLgv d volg

∣
∣
∣ + |φv,w(t)|2

)

≤ C
(
|w(·, t)|2 + ‖w(·, t)‖H1(M) + |φv,w(t)|2

)

where we have used

∣
∣
∣

∫

M

wLgv d volg

∣
∣
∣ =

∣
∣
∣

∫

M

(
cm∇gw · ∇gv + Scalg vw

)
d volg

∣
∣
∣ ≤ C‖w(·, t)‖H1(M)

with C > 0 independent of w and t. Notice that, by (A.11), we have |φv,w(t)|2 ≤ C|w(·, t)|2.
Therefore, we obtain (1) as was asserted.
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