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ON THE SPECTRUM OF THE MAGNETIC DIRAC OPERATOR

VOLKER BRANDING, NICOLAS GINOUX, AND GEORGES HABIB

ABSTRACT. The magnetic Dirac operator describes the relativistic motion of a charged particle
in a magnetic field. Although this operator got a lot of attention in physics many of its
fundamental mathematical properties remain unexplored and this article is a first step towards
filling this gap. To this end we provide a number of eigenvalue estimates for the magnetic
Dirac operator on closed Riemannian manifolds and explicitly compute its spectrum for specific
choices of the magnetic field on the flat torus and on the three-dimensional round sphere.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Dirac operator is a first-order differential operator which was originally introduced by physi-
cist Paul Dirac to describe electrons, which are spin %—particles, in spacetime. In the presence
of an electromagnetic field, a magnetic potential has to be added to the Dirac operator, turning
it into the so-called magnetic Dirac operator. Over the last few years, a lot of studies have been
devoted to the magnetic Dirac operator, mainly from the perspectives of physics and analysis,
see e.g. [10} Sec. 1] as well as [16], Sec. 1] and references therein for an overview. In particular,
there has been strong interest in the so-called zero modes, which are the elements of the kernel
of the magnetic Dirac operator, see [15] [16], 34], where [34] extends the results [15] [16] from flat
space to arbitrary closed Riemannian spin manifolds.

In this article, we make a decisive contribution to the spectral theory of the magnetic Dirac
operator on closed Riemannian spin manifolds. We mainly focus on the interactions between
the spectrum of that operator and the geometry of the underlying manifold. We derive general
geometric estimates for the smallest eigenvalues of the magnetic Dirac operator and compute
its whole spectrum in two cases. These estimates generalise Friedrich’s and Bér’s resp. Hijazi’s
ones [2], 17, 26] and their limiting cases restrict a lot the geometry of the manifold when the
magnetic field is nowhere zero. We also keep track of the spectral shift occurring when going
from the Dirac to the magnetic Dirac operator. Surprisingly enough, introducing a magnetic
field, even a small one, does not necessarily make the first eigenvalue decrease, as one would
expect from the so-called diamagnetic inequality on the connection level [10, Sec. 2.4].

The article is structured as follows. After a review of the magnetic Dirac operator in Section [2],
we state and prove two general but fundamental estimates for its smallest eigenvalue in Section
Bl see Theorems [B.1] and The equality case of those estimates is carefully studied in the
particular case when the magnetic field is nowhere zero. As a result, it turns out that the
geometry of the manifold restricts to a Sasaki structure and the magnetic vector field is the
corresponding Reeb vector field. This motivates the study in Section [6l when a magnetic field
is a Killing vector field of constant norm. On the way, we notice that, thanks to the conformal
covariance of the Dirac operator, the proof of the main inequality in [34, Theorem 1] can be
considerably simplified, see Remark B3l On surfaces, a fine estimate taking into account the
particular structure of the vanishing set of an eigenvector for the magnetic Dirac operator can
be established, see Theorem The difference between the respective first eigenvalues of the
standard and magnetic Dirac operator is studied in Section [, where we focus on the diamag-
netic inequality comparing both eigenvalues. The main tool for testing that inequality is set up
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in Proposition 1] and relies on the use of the min-max principle applied to an eigenspinor of
the standard Dirac operator as a test spinor. We examine this inequality on Einstein-Sasakian
manifolds. Section [ is devoted to the computation of the complete spectrum of the magnetic
Dirac operator on both the 3-dimensional sphere with standard Sasaki structure and on the flat
n-dimensional torus, see Theorems 5.1l and 5.3l Thanks to this computation, we show that the
diamagnetic inequality can never hold on the sphere and, depending on the choice of the mag-
netic field, it may or may not hold on the flat torus.The particular case where the magnetic field
is Killing of constant length is the topic of Section [6l In this particular setting, the manifold is
locally submerged into a base manifold whose fibers are just the integral curves of the magnetic
vector field. A natural question which arises in this setup is how the spectrum of the magnetic
Dirac operator can be expressed in terms of the geometry of those submersions. For this, we
consider the magnetic Dirac eigenvalues that have so-called basic associated eigenspaces and
show that they can be bounded in a much finer way than in Theorem Bl see Theorem

We underline that the presence of the magnetic field does not reduce to a technical difficulty
when comparing with the standard Dirac operator. It makes its spectral behaviour pointwise
very different, as is exemplified in the diamagnetic inequality mentioned above.

Acknowledgment: This work was carried out during the visit of the third named author to
University of Lorraine as a visiting Professor in November 2024 and July 2025. He would like
to thank IECL and ITHES for the hospitality. The second and the third named authors are
also supported by the International Emerging Action “HOPF” (Higher Order boundary value
Problems for differential Forms) of the French CNRS, which they would like to thank.

2. REVIEW ON THE MAGNETIC DIRAC OPERATOR

In this section, we review some basic facts on the magnetic Dirac operator defined on a spin
manifold. For more details, we refer to [10}, 36} B37].

Let (M, g) be a Riemannian spin manifold of dimension n and let 1 be a real 1-form on M. We
denote by XM its complex spinor bundle. Recall that this bundle is equipped with a Hermitian
product (-, -) and a metric connection V coming from the Levi-Civita connection on (M, g) such
that the Clifford action of any vector field on sections of XM is skew-Hermitian and parallel.
Sections of XM are called spinors. The Clifford action of vector fields on spinors satisfies the
so-called Clifford relations, which read X - Y - o +Y - X - ¢ = —2¢(X,Y )y, for all vector fields
X,Y and any spinor ¢ on M. Recall also that the Dirac operator is the first order differential
n

operator defined as D := Z ek - Ve, where {ej}y=1 . p is any local orthonormal frame of T'M.

k=1
The magnetic Dirac operator D" acts on the spinor bundle XM by the following

D":=D+in-.

It is not difficult to check that the magnetic Dirac operator is an elliptic and essentially self-
adjoint operator when M is complete. Thus, when M is closed, the magnetic Dirac operator
has a discrete spectrum made of real eigenvalues of finite multiplicities, which we denote by
()\Z)k, and the corresponding eigenspaces consist of smooth sections only. Let us define a new
metric connection on XM by the following V% := Vx +in(X). It is easy to check that this
connection is compatible with the Clifford multiplication, that is V% (Y+) = (VxY)-+Y - V%
for any vector fields X,Y € TM and the magnetic Dirac operator can be written in terms of
V7 as D" = >} _;ex - Vd,. When we identify the Clifford module CI(T'M) with the exterior
algebra, we can write D" = d" + 6", with d" = d + inA and 6”7 = § — inf.. In this case, (D")?
is in general not equal to the magnetic Hodge Laplacian A" := d7§" + §"d", since (d")? = idnA
which does not vanish in general [11].
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On the other hand, the magnetic Dirac operator can be seen as the Dirac operator of a spin®
structure whose auxiliary line bundle is trivial and carrying a connection given by 2in. In
particular, when M is simply connected and dn = 0, the spin® connection can be identified with
the spin connection [29, Lem.2.1], that is, we have V7 = e~/ V(e'/) where n = df. Now, one
can easily check that the curvature R" associated with the connection V" is given by

R'(X,Y) = R(X,Y) +i(dn)(X,Y) (2.1)

for any vector fields X,Y € T'M where R is the curvature associated with V. Based on this
identity, the magnetic Schrédinger-Lichnerowicz formula for (D)2 can be stated as follows:

Proposition 2.1. We have
1
(D)% = (VN)*V" + 15 +idn, (2.2)
where S is the scalar curvature of the manifold (M, g). Also, we have
(DM? = D24 idn- +i(dn) - —2iV, + |n|*. (2.3)

Proof. Using the expression of the magnetic Dirac operator, we choose an orthonormal frame
{ex }r which is parallel at some point € M and compute, at x,

(D = Y e Vi(e-Vi)
k=1

n
= E €L € VZkVZl
k=1

n n
1
— E ngvgk + 5 E eL e R"(ek,el)
k=1 k=1

n

n n .
1 ]
@ - ngkvgk + 5 Z €€ R(ek,el) + 5 Z (dn)(ek,el)ek ey
k=1 k=1 k=1
1
= (V)y*V"T+ ZS +idn - .
Identity (Z3) comes from expanding (D7) = (D +in-)? along with D(n-) = (dn+ dn) - —2V,, —
1 - D. This ends the proof. O
In the following, we show the gauge invariance of the magnetic Dirac operator

Proposition 2.2. Let (M™,g) be a Riemannian spin manifold and let n be a differential form

on M. For any n, := ?—Z with T € C*(M,Uy), the magnetic Dirac operators D" and D" are

unitarily equivalent, meaning that

Dt — 7D,
In particular, if M is closed, the operators D" and D" are isospectral for any smooth real-
valued function f.

Proof. For any spinor field ¢, we write
D(ry) = D(m) +itn -9
D) 4 dr - 1)
d
=7 <D%+i,—7 -1/1>
iT
= TD"my.
For the last part, we just take 7 = /. This finishes the proof. O

Proposition 2.3. If the dimension n of a Riemannian spin manifold (M", g) is even, then for
any n € QY(M), the magnetic Dirac operator D" anti-commutes with the Clifford action of the
volume form of M. As a consequence, if M is closed, then D" has symmetric spectrum.
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Proof. 1t suffices to notice that the Riemannian volume form provided by the orientation of M
not only anti-commutes with the Dirac operator of (M™, g) but also with the Clifford action of
1. Therefore, it anti-commutes with D". O

3. EIGENVALUE ESTIMATES FOR THE MAGNETIC DIRAC OPERATOR

In this section, we establish some eigenvalue estimates a la Friedrich [I7] and a la Bdr [2] resp. a
la Hijazi [26] for the magnetic Dirac operator and discuss their limiting cases. It turns out that,
when equality holds in these estimates, the magnetic field n gives rise to a particular geometry
on the manifold which does not necessarily reduce to the case without magnetic field, see the
discussions in Theorems B.1] and

Before stating these results, let us recall some properties of the spinor bundle on a Sasakian
manifold (see [19] for more details). Given a Sasakian spin manifold (M,g,n) of dimension
n = 2m + 1 with Reeb vector field 7, the spinor bundle of M decomposes under the action of
the transversal Kéhler form 2 = %dn into

SM =M, (3.1)

where ¥, M is the eigenbundle associated with the eigenvalue i(2r — m) of 2. The Clifford
action of n on X, M is given by 7, ,, = i(—l)”‘mId‘ZrM. A Sasakian manifold (M?™+1 g, n)
is called n-Einstein if the Ricci curvature satisfies

Ric = ag + Sn®n,

for some a, 8 € C°(M). It was shown in [3I] that, if m > 1, the functions a and f are
constants satisfying o + 5 = 2m and, in this case, the scalar curvature is equal to 2m(a + 1).
On a Sasakian spin manifold the notion of Sasakian quasi-Killing spinor of type (a,b) as being
a solution of the differential equation

Vxy =aX -+ bn(X)n- ¢,

for real numbers a and b was defined in [19]. Moreover, in [I9, Lem. 6.5] it is proven that
the existence of a nonzero Sasakian quasi-Killing spinor of type (i%, b) with b # 0 implies that
the manifold is n-Einstein of constant a« = 2m £ 4b. The case when b = 0 corresponds to
real Killing spinors. Furthermore, [I9, Thm. 6.3] and [19, Thm. 8.4] show that any simply
connected 7-Einstein Sasakian manifold admits a Sasakian quasi-Killing spinor v,, € ¥, M of
type (_71, b). When m is odd, it also has a Sasakian quasi-Killing spinor ¢y € YoM of the same
type. Note that such quasi-Killing spinors will play a crucial role in the characterization of the
equality case of the magnetic Friedrich inequality. With the help of the magnetic Schrédinger-
Lichnerowicz-formula from Proposition 2] we state the magnetic Friedrich inequality (see [25]
and [35, Thm. 2.3] for the corresponding inequalities on spin® manifolds).

Theorem 3.1. (Magnetic Friedrich Inequality) Let (M™, g) be a closed Riemannian spin man-
ifold and let n € QY(M). For any t € R, any eigenvalue A\ of the magnetic Dirac operator
D' satisfies

(A)? > ﬁ inf (5 — 4t ||dn).

If equality occurs, then either we are in the equality case of Friedrich’s inequality (i.e. n =0) or,
up to rescaling the metric, \!' = 5 and the universal cover M of M is a non-Finstein Sasakian
manifold. If furthermore n' is a nontrivial geodesic vector field of constant norm, which thus
can be assumed to be equal to 1 up to rescaling n, and M 1is simply-connected, equality is realized
if and only if M is an n-Einstein non-Einstein Sasakian manifold of constant scalar curvature

(n—1)(n +4t).
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Proof. To prove the estimate, we proceed as in the case without magnetic field. For this, we
define a magnetic twistor operator by

1
Ply :=Viy+—-X-DN
n
for all X € T'M. This operator satisfies the pointwise equality
1
V7P = [P + D,

Together with the magnetic Schrodinger-Lichnerowicz formula ([2.2]) we arrive at

D2 — —— (S| + 4t (idp - d :L/ P dpy > 0.
[ (100 = s (1 + i ) g =~ [ 1P > 0
Recall that in [25, Lemma 3.3] the following estimate

. n. 1

(1Q-9,9) > =[5 219/l

was established for any ¢ € I'(X¥M) and any differential two-form . Here the norm of 2 is

considered as the norm of a differential two-form, that is |Q> = ZQ(ek,el)2. Equality is

k<l
attained when v # 0 if and only if either € vanishes or has maximal rank equal to n if n is even

or ton — 1 if n is odd. Hence, if v is an eigenspinor for the magnetic Dirac operator associated
with the eigenvalue A7, we find

/M (Qtn)? el 4“%Jé’d’7’>> [l2duy > 0

leading to the magnetic Friedrich inequality. Assume now that equality is attained, then we
have equality in all above inequalities. Therefore, the spinor field ¢ satisfies
tn

Vi = 20Xy and dn-y =il 5] Hdnlo. (32
Here, either dn = 0 or dn has maximal rank as stated before. Recall that ¢ corresponds to
a Killing or parallel spinor for the spin® structure with trivial auxiliary bundle of curvature
Q = 2itdn. Thus as mentioned in Section 2] when dn = 0, the spin® connection on the universal
cover of M corresponds to the spin connection and thus we are in the equality case of the
usual Friedrich inequality. Hence, we are left with the case when dn has maximal rank. In the
following, we distinguish two cases: the case when A\ = 0, meaning that ¢ is parallel for the
magnetic connection V", or A" # (0 meaning that ¢ is Killing.

Let us first discuss the case where v is V¥-parallel. When V#71) = 0, the magnetic Schrodinger-
Lichnerowicz formula gives that itdn - ¢ = —%Szb. Therefore from ([B.2]), we deduce that

S = 4t[%ﬁ|dn| > 0. Hence, we get that S = QL%J%|Q| Therefore by [12 Prop. 3.3], the
universal cover of M is isometric to either a spin manifold with parallel spinors, a Kahler-
Finstein manifold of nonnegative scalar curvature or the Riemannian product of a Kéahler-
Einstein manifold of nonnegative scalar curvature with R. Now, the last two cases cannot occur
since Kéhler-Einstein manifolds cannot have Ricci form equal to 2itdn. Indeed, the Ricci form
of a Kahler-Einstein manifold is equal, up to some constant, to the Kahler form of that manifold
which cannot be an exact form. Hence the universal cover should be Ricci-flat and thus, S = 0.
Therefore 2 must vanish, i.e. dnp = 0, which contradicts the fact that dn is of maximal rank.
This shows that the case of ¥ being V#-parallel cannot occur.

Let us now discuss the case when A7 # 0. Hence, by rescaling the metric into the form g = c?g
t . . . _

where ¢ = 2)‘—nn, we obtain A\ € {£5}. Namely taking a metric of the form g = c?g for some

constant ¢ to be determined, the first equation in (3.2) becomes with respect to the metric g

equal to
pLUN——— — DLUE— —
Vxy = Vx = ——Xt —itn(X)y = - X9 —itn(X)y.

cn
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By choosing ¢ such that —<— = +5 L the equation then reduces to
_ 1. - _
Vx¢ = jziX- W —atn(X). (3.3)

Now a simple computation gives that |dn|, = c*|dn|g. Therefore the magnetic Friedrich inequal-
ity — and thus its equality case as well — remain unchanged. Hence, the second equation in (3.2])
becomes

dif ) = ZL 1% |dnlg (34)
where the action of dn is given by dn" =), j dn(ei, €j)€; - €; -. The equality case together with
A e {+2} yields S —4t| %] 2 |dn|g = n(n—1). From [29,~Thm. 4.1], the universal cover (M, )
of M must be a Sasakian manifold. Notice here that M cannot be Einstein, since otherwise
this would imply dn = 0 [29, Prop. 4.2] which would again contradict the maximality of the
rank. This proves the first part of the theorem. To show the second part, where we assume

from now on that n has constant length, we first notice that nfs = c%nﬁg, and therefore, nfs
will stay geodesic of constant norm with respect to the metric g. Up to replacing 7 by %‘ and

t by |n|t, we may assume that 7 is of unit length. To simplify the notations, we will denote
(M,q) by (M,g). Taking the derivative of (B.3]), the curvature of the spinor ¢ is equal to
RX,Y)p =% -X—-X Y) ¢ —itdy(X,Y ). Hence by tracing and using the Ricci identity
formula —3Ric(X) - ¢ =Y € - R(X,e;)9 (see e.g. [21, Lemma 1.2.4]), we deduce that

Ric(X) ¢ = (n— D)X - + 2it(Xdn) - ¥, (3.5)

for all X € TM. As M is Sasakian, we denote by C the corresponding Reeb vector field. Since
Rlc(C) = (n — 1), we get from (FH) that ¢Ldij = 0, where 7 is the pull-back of 7 to M. On
the other hand, we have from the fact that 7% is geodesic of constant norm that 7fs .di = 0.
Hence, as the rank of dn (and thus, of dn) is maximal equal to n — 1 because of n = 2m +1

being odd, we deduce that C must be parallel to 77. Therefore C +n*s. Up to replacing C by

—(, we may assume that C = 1. Using Equation ([3.4) and the fact that M is Sasakian of
dimension n = 2m + 1, we deduce that

dC w—zL |2 \dC]gw—szz/J,

and, thus, Q- 1 = imap, where Q= %dg is the transversal Kéahler form of the Sasakian manifold
M. Here, we use the fact that the norm of the transversal Kahler form is equal to

QP = Qex, @) Zg Jep, 1)’ =m,

k<l

where {ej}r=1, . 2m is a local orthonormal frame of (. ct Hence, according to the decomp081t10n
(B:I]) we deduce that Y E N, M. Therefore, by the identities (X_IQ) = —iX - foral X | C
and C ¥ =11 (for 1/) ey M) we obtain = (X_:d() Y =—iX-— C( )1 for all tangent vectors
X, including X = ¢. Hence (335) becomes

Ric(X) ¢ = (n—1)X -1+ 2it(—2iX -1p — 2((X)0)
= ((n—1446)X — 4{(X)C) - ¥,
for any X € TM. Therefore, the manifold M is n-Einstein with Ricci tensor equal to Ric =

(n—1+4t)g - 4t¢ ® ¢ and, thus, of constant scalar curvature equal to S = (n — 1)(n + 4t).
Note that M must be compact because of Ric > (n—1)g.

To check the converse, we let (M?™*! g 1) to be any simply connected closed n-Einstein
Sasakian spin manifold of constant scalar curvature equal to 2m(2m — 4b + 1) with b € R.
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It is shown in [I9] Thm. 6.3] and [19, Thm. 8.4] that the manifold M admits a Sasakian quasi-
Killing spinor ¥, € X,, M of type (%1, b). Hence v, is an eigenspinor for the Dirac operator

associated with the eigenvalue 2m2+1 — b and we have
2 1
Dtnwm =D¢m+z‘t77-¢m = < m _b_t> Y,
where we use that 7+, , = i(—l)r+m1d|ETM. Hence for b = —t, we get that Zm—;l is an eigenvalue
of the magnetic Dirac operator D¥’. On the other hand, we compute for n = 2m+1 and b = —t
noo. n 1 2m +1 (2m +1)?
7f(5—4t—2d): 2m(2 4t +1) — 8mt) = ————.
Ty (5 - a5 ) (2m(2m + 4t +1) — gmi) = =7

Here, we use the fact that |dn|> = 4m. Therefore, the equality in the magnetic Friedrich
inequality is attained.
O

Simply-connected closed n-Einstein Sasakian spin manifolds can be constructed as circle bun-
dles over simply-connected closed Kahler-Einstein manifolds with positive scalar curvature, see
[19, Example 6.1]. The scalar curvature of such a Sasaki manifold can be adjusted to the form
above up to rescaling the metric on the Kéahler-Einstein base.

In the following, we generalize Bér’s [2] and Hijazi’s [26] lower bounds for the smallest Dirac-
eigenvalue to the magnetic Dirac operator, and, simultaneously, extend Reuf}’s inequality [34]
Theorem 1] to nonzero eigenvalues of the magnetic Dirac operator.

Theorem 3.2. Let n € Q' (M,R) be any real one-form on a closed connected spin manifold
(M™,g). Let X be any eigenvalue of the magnetic Dirac operator D".

(1) If n = 2 and the Euler characteristic x(M) of M is nonnegative, then

2mx (M)

N> A co.
N2\ Freaary ~ Il

(3.6)

Moreover, equality is attained if and only if n = 0 and M is either a round 2-sphere or
a flat 2-torus with trivial spin structure.
(2) If n >3 and Y (M, [g]) > 0, then

NIVOL(M™, g) % > \/ Y (M, [g)) — 7]l (3.7)

4(n—1)

where Y (M, [g]) := inf Ju {an d,ugn_Q is the Yamabe invariant of (M, [g])
feC=(MR)\{0} (fof fr2dug) =

and L := 42—3A + S is the Yamabe operator of (M, g). Moreover, equality when X" # 0

and n # 0 can only occur when M is, up to rescaling the metric g, a Sasaki manifold

admitting a real Killing spinor and with corresponding Reeb vector field n. If equality

holds when A" = 0 and n # 0, the manifold M is conformally equivalent to an Finstein

Sasaki manifold of positive scalar curvature whose Reeb vector field is the conformal
e Un
. Il

scalar curvature for some choice of the function u.

change of n, which means that (M,g = e?"qg, ) has to be Einstein-Sasaki of positive
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Proof. Let ¢ € T'(XM). Using the Schrodinger-Lichnerowicz formula for D as well as the
pointwise identity |V|? = |Pyp|? + 1| Dy[? involving the Penrose operator P, we have

1
/!Pw\Qdug = / (!W!z——\Dw\2>dug
M M n
S 1
_ Dol2 — 2ol — 21Dl
/M<! | 4\<p\ n! w!)dug
n—1 S
_ D 2~ 2 d
(P D6l = 510 ) du,

where S is the scalar curvature of (M",g). It can be deduced that

Dyl* — ——S|p* ) d :L/P%z >
[ (106 = gy Sl ) dog = 5 [ 1Pl > 0

for any spinor field ¢ defined on (M, g). Let ¢ € T'(XM) be any A"-eigenspinor for D" i.e.,

Dty = N — in - 1. If, instead of g, we consider any metric § := e?“g in its conformal

class, where u € C*°(M,R) is arbitrary, then setting @ := e_nT_luE and observing that D@ =
e " (\"g — i1 - P), we obtain

—2u _ — - —2 n =1—2
e 2 \1p — i TP — ———S dps > 0
/M< (AT — i~ =1 !w!) fig =

/M TN — im - 1/1\ dpg > ——— e / Se“\wl dpg. (3.8)

Here, we use the fact that dug = e™"dpgy. The key point is now to choose a suitable function u.

that is,

Sd
If n = 2, then choosing u € C*°(M,R) such that Au = —— —|— M which is equivalent to

2Area(M)’
S 2mx(M _
Au=——=+ M by the GauB-Bonnet theorem, and using the identity Se** = S + 2Au,
Area(M)

the inequality (B.8]) becomes

—u . 2 27TX(M) —up 2
/Me N — i dung/Me [ dp,

which yields

’ > 2mx(M)

(A" + [lllzee)? > Avca(M)

and, provided x(M) > 0, also (3.6]). Now, let us assume that equality holds in ([3.6]). Then
Pp = 0 i.e., p must be a twistor-spinor on (M,g = €?“g), the pointwise norm of 7 must be
constant and there must exist some nonnegative real number p such that in -y = —pA"p. If
n # 0, then necessarily p > 0 and A7 £ 0. But the existence of a nowhere vanishing one-form
n on M forces x(M) = 0 and therefore A7 = 0 = || as well by the equality case, which is a
contradiction. Therefore n = 0 on M and the equality case is that of Bér’s inequality, see [2].
This shows part ([l of the Theorem.

When n > 3, we first assume that 1, # 0 for every z € M. Let u = -2 ln(h/}\) ie

g= |1/)|%g = fﬁg, where f := |¢|Z_j Observe then that e~%|¢|? = f2. By an = f'Lf,
the inequality (B.8]) becomes

’7 —n- f2dp, > / JLfdu
J P e > 5 4
By Holder inequality, we have

/ WW! ‘| Fdp, < HA”W— in- WHLn AP 2,
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from which
Lfd
oo —in- ol > il >
e 2 P, C D
and ([B.7) follows in case Y (M,[g]) > 0. As in [16] B34], let us now assume v to possibly have
_4 _4
zeroes on M and set, for any ¢ > 0, Y] .= V]Y|2 +2>0. Let g, := g = [|f g = f" g

as above, where f. := W’e > 0. We handle the left- and the right-hand-side of (3.8)) separately.
For the L.h.s., we can still write

—us g — i P = [ Y . Y22y
/Me ,l/} m w‘ MQ /M‘ ‘¢’6 m ”l/}‘a“fa M97

which is bounded above by (|A7|Vol(M, g)% +nllLe)? - (| f=|1? 2. taking || < |¢|. into account.
Ln—=2
As for the r.h.s. of (B.8), we have

Y(M,[g])

<qQ.u Q. 2us —u TJZ)Q
[ B tobauy = [ sl o,
M M V|2

- v
= S e e
/M S e el

2
= / JeLfe- W}‘ Ty ditg-
M

|¥[2
;ZE - ’;2‘2 =1-—¢e%f. 2(::21)’ <o that
W, dae . y
/ feLfe W? - n—o9 /M<df57d(fa Mg» dﬂg+/MSf6 W}E ”
4(n—1 e
B %2)/ <df57d(f5—52f6 n—2)> dMg

2n-1)
/ SR ) du,

n_l n€2 Q(n 1)
_ 7)/(”71— £ )t dug

n—2 2

_2(n=1)
/Sfe (-2 )dug
2(n—1)
= /feLfad + /fz—: n? ’dfa‘zdﬂg
—82/ Sf;’“2 diig
M

2fMSf€ w d:“g

% e - [ Y (M, ,
> 10 (00D - 39)
Therefore, we get
1 n Sfe = d
(PN, )+ l? = 70" (Y0 g — e ) e

Next, we inspect the only term involving € as ¢ — 0. Obviously, we have ||f¢]| L2 T
E—

2
||f||L 2n >0 with f := |¢| el > 0 and where 1 does not vanish identically. As for e2f. "2, it
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n—2
is sufficient to observe that f. > e»=1 to obtain

2
2 2 2(n—2)
52f€ n—2 < 52 n—1 — g n—1

2
S T n-2 d
ZfMH ffT‘Q Ho — 0 and the inequality B.7) follows from (B.10)
15 on E—>
Ln—=2

in the case of Y (M, [g]) > 0. Assume now ([B.7)) to be an equality. We mimic the proof of [34]

Theorem 22]|. Fix € > 0. Then, for the eigenspinor ¥ and the function f. := ]1/1\% > 0 defined
above, we have by (8.9) that

(NTINOIM, )+ Inlln)* NI, 2 405 ( / JeLf dug + A9)) (3.11)

uniformly on M, so that e

2(n—1)

where A(e) := 411(("71 Jar fe "2 ldfPdpg — €2 [y, Sf T = dpg. Now, replacing the expres-

sion (|A"7[Vol(M, g) + |Inllzn)? by WY(M’ [g]), we observe that

v, [g)) > D SeEledy | A©) g

. Ae)
T el o Ifell? 2n
Ln=2 L n—2

1F<ll? 2
Ln=2

__2
from which A(e) < 0 can be deduced. But, because of €2 [,, Sfe "% dpg = 0 as we have seen
E—

above,

_2(n—-1)
2 [ A g g —0
M e—0

_2
must hold. Note that we have used the inequality | v Sfe "~? dpg > 0 which is a consequence of
n—2
(B10). Now, since A(e) — 0 and f. = f = |¢|»-1 # 0 in any LP-norm, p > 1, the L?-norm
E—r E—r
of df. must remain bounded as ¢ — 0. Namely, (B.11)) implies that

1
72 < (|>\’7|V01(1\4,9)ﬂ+||77\|Ln)2-\|fe\l2zin2

/ S2duy + A)).

whose r.h.s. remains bounded as ¢ — 0. The key argument is now [16, Lemma 9], which
states that, under our assumptions, the function f must be weakly differentiable and that
|df||2, < lirerl}gf\\dfaH%g. Therefore, as ¢ — 0, we obtain from (3.11]) that

n—l

A= \gf2 + Sf2d
M n—2 Hg
1% 20
Ln—=2
A= | df |2 +S £2 dug
1£11? _2n_
Ln—
abe functional and therefore to be positive. This implies that ) has no zero on M. Therefore
we can use the first part of the proof of inequality ([B.7]) where the eigenspinor ¢ is assumed to
have no zero on M.

Y (M, [g]),

such that Y (M, [g]) = Ju

actually holds, which shows f to minimize the Yam-

We first handle the case Where Al 75 0. Since (3.7) is an equality, P = 0 must first hold for the
conformal metric g = [¢)|»—1T lg = fn 2gon M ie., p= ﬁ is a twistor-spinor on (M, ). Observe

that, since P is a twistor-spinor of constant length 1 on (M,g), it must be either a parallel spinor
or the sum of two real (nonparallel) Killing spinors for opposite Killing constants. Actually
P must be a parallel or real Killing spinor. Namely, equality in the Minkowski inequality

[P o] — - %HL" < |A"Vol(M, g)% +||n||z» implies the existence of a nonnegative real number
pon M such that in - ¢ = —pA"p on M. If n vanishes at some point, then p or A" vanishes as
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well and thus n = 0 on M, such that the equality case is just that of Hijazi’s inequality for the
standard Dirac operator. Otherwise, necessarily p > 0, the function |n| = p|A"7| > 0 is constant
on M and

il = ey (3.12)
Inl

must hold on M, where ¢ = —sgn(A7) € {£1}. In turn, this implies that i} = ¢ = ¢|njp =
epu|N"[@ = —pA"% holds as well. But then DB = e " (\N"@ — i * %) = A(1 + p)e ", which
implies with Pp = 0 that

AL+ p)e™

— 1 —
Vxp=-——X"Dop=- Xgp

for all tangent vectors X to M. By [26, Cor. 3.6], such an identity implies the function u to
be constant and therefore ¥ to be a real Killing spinor on (M,g). Because u (and hence |v])
is constant on M, the spinor ¥ must be a real Killing spinor on (M, g). Up to rescaling v,
we may assume that [/ = 1 on M. It remains to note that, up to rescaling g so as to make
In| = 1, the identity ([B.I2]) provides a Sasaki structure on (M, g), in particular M must be odd-
dimensional. This must be long known, but we write down an elementary proof for the sake of
being self-contained. Up to replacing n by en, it can be assumed that ¢ = 1 in (312]). Note
that 7 is a unit Killing vector field then because it coincides (up to sign) with the Killing vector
field which is naturally associated with . Up to rescaling the metric ¢ — and n accordingly —
on M, it can be assumed that ¢ is an §-Killing spinor on (M, g) for some € € {£1}. Then, for
every tangent vector X on M, we have :Vxn -y +in-Vxy =eVx that is,

Vxn - =e(g(X,n)p —iX -¢) (3.13)
on M. Replacing X by Vxn, it follows that, for all X € nt,
VVXUTI : w =-X- 1/}7

meaning that (Vn)? = —Id,,. holds on nt € TM. Tt remains to notice that Vx(Vn)(Y) =
g(Y,n)X — ¢g(X,Y)n holds for all X,Y € TM, which follows from differentiating (3:13) again.
Namely, for all tangent vectors X,Y on M,

VxVyn-¢ = Vx(Vyn-¢¥)—Vyn Vxi
= e(g(VxY,n)+g(Y,Vxn)—ieVxY -9
e (g(Yim) =iV V= SVyn - X ¥

= g(VxY,n) — ieVxY - +e( gV, Vxn) + (X, Vy) v
]

1 7 €
oYX - = oY - X+ 5 X - Vyn- ¢

= eg(VxY, ¢ —ieVxY - +g(Y,n)X -y — %(Y'X+X Y) -y
= eg(VxY.n) —ieVxY -9+ g(Y,n)X - +ig(X,Y),
so that, recalling that in - ¥ = 1, we obtain
Vx(Vi)(Y) ¢ = VxVyn ¢ —Vyyn ¢
= eg(VxY.ny —ieVxY -+ g(Y,n)X - +ig(X,Y)y
—e(g(VxY,my —iVxY - ¢)
= g(Y,n)X - —g(X,Y)n- 4.

Therefore, (M, g,n) must be a Sasaki manifold.
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Assume now equality is realized for A7 = 0, we then have as before that P is a twistor spinor
2

of length 1. The manifold (M,g) has to be Einstein of scalar curvature vol(M™,g) =Y (M, [g]).

Namely, the scalar curvature of g has to be equal to

4in—1) D>  4(n—1)

5= o
n TP n

e 2|n|? = const, (3.14)

since we have Dp = —ie %% - ». From the fact that ||n|» = \/Ll(n—"_l)Y(M, [g]), we deduce

that this constant must be vol(M",g)f%Y(M, [9]). If S is zero, then 7 must be zero which is
a contradiction. Hence S is positive, meaning that 1 cannot have any zero. In this case, @ is
a sum of two Killing spinors of different constants. Indeed, @ can be written as ¥ = ¢4 + p_
where
1 1— 1 i
pr =@+ -DP)=5(@F 1" 9).
27 e 7]

2
Here, we have ¢ := 4(2—51) = e %|n| and Dp = —ie "5~ B. The spinors o are Killing spinors
associated with the Killing numbers :Fm. Moreover, an easy computation shows that

n
77 o+ = Filn|ps.

Hence, we are in the same case as before. Therefore, (M,7, \_ZLl) has to be Einstein-Sasaki of
positive scalar curvature. O

Note that two further inequalities can be deduced from (B.8]) in case n > 3: on the one hand,

n sup  inf(Se?"),

A+ nll=)* = 7=
(AT + [l o= ) 4(n —1) ueC>=(MR) M

on the other hand

U 2>

where pq is the smallest eigenvalue of L. Those inequalities, along with ([8.7]), extend Hijazi’s
inequalities [26] to the magnetic Dirac operator. Remark in particular that (8.7) is a conformal

lower bound for the normalized quantity |[\7|Vol(M", g)=.

Remark 3.3. We give a simple proof of Reuf’s result [34] Theorem 1]. Let ¢ # 0 be a spinor
satisfying D"y = 0. Assume first that 1 has no zeroes and let us make the conformal change of

the metric g := ||?g = e?*g. As above, we let B := 67%1“@ and obtain
Dg = —ie™ " % = —iln| 77 %.

Therefore, by the min-max principle, we find that

2 _ Ju [D@2dug [y Inl 20517 dug

()\n,ﬁ) = —12 - —|2
R S [@2dpg

=1.

Thus, by the standard Hijazi inequality, we deduce that

n ° 1 1

Ty () < IV 5) < Vol )% =
which is the inequality of [34, Theorem 1]. Note that this still works in dimension n = 2 up to
replacing ﬁY(M, [g]) by 2mx(M). If now n does have zeroes on M, then as before we let

n

Inle == +/(In|? + &2) for any ¢ > 0 and set g, := |n|2g on M. If D" = 0 on M, then we let
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P = |77|€_nT_IE As above, D% = —|n|-1i% * % holds and, by the min-max principle, we obtain
i DI dpig,
Jar [@Pdpg,
Jur % ’@’2d/@5
Jar 1217 dpig,
2 Ju %dl‘ﬁs
7 Ju PP,

)

N (D)*

IN

= 1

< 1

so that, by Bér’s resp. Hijazi’s inequality in dimension n = 2 resp. n > 3, we obtain
2mx (M) forn =2

2 — N2
e 2. = Vol(M,7.)3 > NI(D)2Vol(M,5.)3 > { X

3.15
WY(M7 [g]) formn > 3. ( )

It remains to notice that, since |||n]: — |n|| ;o — 0, we have Inl:l12. — [nl|%. and the same
e— e—

inequality follows. Note that this enhances inequality (B.6]) in dimension n = 2 and for A7 = 0

since we now have ||n||z2 instead of ||| fee.

It is essential here to point out that inequality
2mx (M)
A\ )2 > AV
(V1 ) 2

which is a reformulation of (B:6]) without the square root, is actually trivial when the genus of

M is positive (including for the 2-torus), because then (M) < 0. When M = §?, it turns out

that 0 cannot be a D"-eigenvalue. To see that, we consider the general case of a Kéahler spin

manifold (M?™, g, .J). Recall that the action of the Kihler form Q(-,-) = g(J-,-) splits the spinor
m

bundle XM into XM = EB ¥ M, where 3, M is the eigenspace associated with the eigenvalue

r=0
i(2r —m) of Q for each r € {0,...,m}. Moreover, for any X € TM, p_(X)-X,M € ¥,_1 M and
p+(X) -5, M € £,41 M, where pi(X) := 1(X FiJX) is the standard projector onto pointwise
+i-eigenspaces of J. Also, we have that ¥4 M = @ oM and X_M = @ .M.

r even r odd

Proposition 3.4. Let (M?™, g,.J) be a Kdhler spin manifold. Then for any n € QY(M) and
smooth function f, we have
DY — of pre=/ (3.16)
on YoM. The same identity holds on ¥, M by replacing f by —f on the r.h.s. In particular,
on S?, we have ker(D") = ker(D) = {0}.
Proof. For any section 1y € YoM we have
DMy = DM + i Jdf - py where Dy € T'(31 M)

= DMy +ipy(Jdf) - 1o since p_(Jdf ) - o =0

= D"y — p4(df) - tho because p4 (Jdf) = ip4(df)

= DMy — df - 1o since p_(df) - o =0

= efD"(effz/Jo).
The computation of D" /%4, is similar. To prove the second part, we use the Hodge de-
composition theorem. Namely, there exists h € C®(M,R) as well as w € Q?(M) such
that 7 = dh + 0w (there is no nonzero harmonic 1-form on S?). By Proposition 2] since
D¥+0w and D% are unitarily equivalent, it is sufficient to assume that n = dw is co-exact,

hence n = §(fvoly) = =V fivol, = —Jdf for some real-valued function f, where J is the
natural Kéhler structure on M provided by its orientation. Let ¢ € ker(D"). By writing
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Y =pg+ 1 € T(ZoM @ X1 M), we get 1 and 1 € ker(D~/4). Hence, from [BI6), we deduce
efypy and e~T1py are in ker(D) = {0}. Thus, ¢9 = 1/1 = 0 and therefore, ¥» = 0. O

Apart from generalizing Friedrich’s inequality we also present an estimate for the eigenvalues
of the magnetic Dirac operator that involves the nodal set of the corresponding eigenspinors
which is based on the ideas presented in [0} [7]. More precisely, we have the following

Theorem 3.5. Let (M, g) be a closed spin surface and )\i be the k-th eigenvalue of the magnetic
Dirac operator (D")2. Then the following eigenvalue estimate holds

2 2mx(M) Jas ldnldpg 41 Ny,
2 ol(Mog)  vol(Mg) T vol(M,g)’

where x (M) is the Euler characteristic of M and Ny denotes the sum of the order of the zeros
of an eigenspinor Yy, belonging to the k-th eigenvalue of the magnetic Dirac operator, that is

(3.17)

N, = max ooy (3.18)
PEM, || (p)=0

In the case that ¢ € T'(XFM) is in the kernel of the magnetic Dirac operator we have

No(v) = —@-

Proof. By the main result of [4] we know that on a two-dimensional manifold the zero-set of
any eigenspinor of the magnetic Dirac operator is discrete. In the following we will make use of
the energy-momentum tensor 7"(X,Y") associated with the magnetic Dirac operator, which is
defined as follows

TNX,Y) = (X -V +Y - Vi, ),

where X,Y € I'(T'M).
The following equation is a version of [20, Lemma 4.2] adapted to the case of the magnetic
Dirac operator, i.e.

(D) 5 1 dn,0) | [T7P (D, d(log [41?) - ¥)
W T4 2 P Ayt |9]? ’
which holds away from the zero-set of 1, see also [7, Lemma 2.1]. Note that a different sign

convention for the Laplace operator was used in [6, [7]. In order to establish (3.19) we define a
new magnetic connection on the spinor bundle by

Vit = Vi — 20(X ) — B(X) - — X - ¢

with a one-form « and a symmetric (1, 1)-tensor 8 which are given by

o= dW}P _Tn('f).

2092 2092
A direct calculation then shows that
0 < |V [2 =V + 2|02 [gl* + |82 1* — da(e)(VEw, ¥)

+2(4, Blei) - VEU) + 2(D", o - 1))

Now, direct calculations using (2.2]) show that

VI = = Aghl? + (o, (DY) = 1l — (widn - ),

|d|y?|?
AR

+ Alog || — (3.19)

B

a(e) (VI ¥) =[a|y]* =
|
A2’

(Blei) - Vi, 4) =
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Moreover, recall that on a closed Riemannian surface we have that if the zero set of |¢] is
discrete and [¢| does not vanish identically, then the following equality holds

pv.(Aloglyl) =2 Y ny, (3.20)

pEM,[|(p)=0
where p.v. stands for the Cauchy principal value of the distribution and n, is the order of ||
at the point p, see [0] for a proof. As a next step we apply ([B.I9) for ¢ being an eigenspinor

of (D")? in which case we can also estimate the energy-momentum tensor by 772 > 2)2|¢|%.
Thus, from (BI9) we obtain

K
N> o dn| + 24 log ],
where K denotes the Gaussian curvature of M. The first claim now follows from integrating
the above inequality and application of the Gauss-Bonnet theorem.
Regarding the second claim on the zero-set of spinors in the kernel of the magnetic Dirac

operator we assume that ¢ € I'(X+ M) is in the kernel of the magnetic Dirac operator D" such
that we get

Alogly| = K 4 Llidn-vip) VP 1 |y
2 2 [P LA
which follows by a direct calculation using (2.2]). Now, since ¢ € I'(X+*M) is harmonic with
respect to the magnetic Dirac operator D" we can use the same strategy as in [6, Proposition

3.2] to establish that ‘d|1/)|2‘2 = 2[|?|V™)|2. Moreover, using the skew-symmetry of both dn
and Clifford multiplication we find

(dn) - =2ey - e2 - (dn)(e1,e2)p = —2dn(ey, e)iwe - .
By assumption we have that 1 € I'(X*M) such that we are left with

K
—Alog|y| = - £ di(er, e2)
and the claim follows by integrating over M. (]

4. DIAMAGNETIC INEQUALITY

In this section, we give an obstruction for the diamagnetic inequality to hold. Recall that
this inequality relates the eigenvalues of the magnetic Dirac operator to those with vanishing
magnetic field. We also investigate this inequality on Einstein Sasakian manifolds.

Proposition 4.1. Let (M",g) be a closed Riemannian spin manifold, n € QY (M) and 1 be an
etgenspinor of the Dirac operator associated with the eigenvalue A. Then, for any t € R, we

have
<)\2_th d77 Tzz)_vab ¢> ,ug
T

where § resp. N denote the imaginary resp. real parts of a complex number. In particular, if
fM (dn - —2Vp,h)dpg > 0, for some eigenspinor 1, then

AT < AL

(A)? + 8 mll3

holds for small positive parameter t.

Proof. Using the min-max principle, we compute for any eigenspinor field ¢ the following

fM<(Dm)2T/J Y)dpg

(A =<
1 [
3 Rildn - — 2V, )d
D e JuRildn 0 =200 )ity 0
o
S(dn - =2V, ) dp
Ep A o s | o,

e
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Hence, if fM S(dn - — 2V p,h)dpg > 0, we deduce that, for small ¢, the r.h.s. of the above
inequality is less than A2. U

We now state the following

Corollary 4.2. Let (M?™* g.n) with m > 1 be any simply connected closed n-Einstein
Sasakian spin manifold of constant scalar curvature equal to 2m(2m — 4b+ 1) with (b < %)
or (b > % and m is odd). For any small positive t, we have

2 1
X < |
In particular, when b = 0, we deduce that
2m +1
|)\1¥7| < = |>‘1|a

meaning that the diamagnetic inequality does not hold on simply connected closed FEinstein
Sasakian manifolds.

Proof. As mentioned at the beginning of Section [3, any simply connected 7-Einstein Sasakian
manifold admits a Sasakian quasi-Killing spinor ¢, of type (—%, b) with b € R. The same holds
for 19 € ¥ogM when m is odd. Hence 1)y, (resp. 1o when m is odd) is an eigenspinor associated
with the eigenvalue % — b. Hence, we compute

[t v =2 i iy = [ Qi = 2= + 0 b, o)t
M M

= (2m+1- 2b)/ [t 2 dpg > 0,
M

when b < # In the last equality, we use the fact that 7 - ¥, = i¥,,. When m is odd, we

have using a similar strategy

/ S(dn - Yo — 2Vo, Yo)dpg = —(2m + 1 — Qb)/ |vho|*dpug.
M M

Hence the condition in Proposition {1l is satisfied and, therefore we deduce, for small positive
t, the required inequality. The last part comes from the fact that % is the lowest eigenvalue
of the Dirac operator in absolute value. O

For the 3-dimensional case, we have the following

Corollary 4.3. Let S? be the 3-dimensional sphere with metric of the form g := 3277@”74-390‘"L

for some s € (0,00), where n is the Reeb one-form and go is the standard round metric of
constant sectional curvature 1. Denote by S its (constant) scalar curvature. Then, for any
sufficiently small positive parameter t, the following estimate holds

3 S
M < 1=+ 2.
A< T+l

Proof. As before, it is shown in [I9] Thm. 8.4] that there exist two Sasakian quasi-Killing spinors
1o and Y1 on YoM and X1 M of type (—%, % — % ). Hence, both 1y and 1; are eigenspinors of
the Dirac operator for the eigenvalue % + %S . As before, we have
3 1
[ st i =25y = G+1S) [Py,
M M
and [, S{dn - o — 2Vtbo, vo)dpg = —(3 + 15) [y |tol>dpg. This concludes the proof. O

5. COMPUTATIONS OF THE SPECTRUM

In this section, we compute explicitly the spectrum of the magnetic Dirac operator on the round
3-sphere and on the n-dimensional flat torus.
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5.1. The 3-dimensional round sphere. The spectrum of the magnetic Dirac operator on the
3-dimensional round sphere associated with the Reeb vector field can be described as follows,
see also [14] for a related computation.

Theorem 5.1. Let S? be the round sphere equipped with the metric of curvature 1. Let n be
the Reeb vector field that defines the Hopf fibration. Then, for any t € R, the spectrum of the
magnetic Dirac operator D' is given by

3 1
§:|:t—|—k‘,§:|:\/(1—|—t—|-2p—k‘)2—|-4(k‘—p)(p+1),

forp,k e N with 0 < p < k.

Proof. Recall that the Hopf vector field on the round sphere S? C C? equipped with the metric
g of curvature 1 is given by n = Z?Zl(—yjawj +x;0y,). Next, we follow the computations done
in [11] for the spectrum of the magnetic Laplacian (see also [32]). We let Y5 = n,Y3,Y) to be
the Killing vector fields given by

Y, = —ylﬁxl + xl(?yl — y2(9$2 + $28y2,
Y3 = —420;, — 220y, + Y10z, + 110y,,
Y, = $2(9$1 — y2(9y1 — xlam + ylayQ.

They form a direct orthonormal basis of T(zth)S‘3 at every point (21, 22) = (x1 +y10, 22 +y2i) €
S3. An easy computation shows that the Christoffel symbols of the Levi-Civita connection of g
are expressed as

Vy,Yi = oY (5.1)
With {], kﬁ,l} = {2,3,4} fOI‘ k‘ 75 j, O'jj =0 and 093 — —094 — —1, 032 = 043 — — 034 — — 0492 — 1.

Recall now that the eigenvalues of the scalar Laplacian are given by k(k + 2) for k € NU {0}
with multiplicity (k + 1)2. Each eigenspace Ej, can be decomposed as

Er, = Vi (ao,00) © Vi(ar,1) © -+ @ Vi (ag,b0) (5.2)

with any arbitrary choice of pairwise non-collinear vectors (a;,b;) € C\ {(0,0)}, where

_ k k—1 k-1 |k
Vk7(a,b) — Span(c{ua,ba ua,b Ua,b’ e aua,bva,b ’va,b}’

Ugp(21, 22) = az1 + bza, ap(21,22) 1= bZ — aZy,

for (a,b) € C*\{(0,0)}, see [32} Zerlegungssatz I11.6.2]. For short, we write u := ), v 1= v(qp)
for some (a,b) # (0,0) and, for p € {0,...,k}, we consider

Ok p = uPoFP.
We also set ¢, = 0 for all other choices of p. These functions ¢, are spherical harmonics,
that is, they are restrictions of harmonic homogeneous polynomials on C? to the unit sphere
S?. Then we have Vj, (45 = spanc{¢o, ..., ¢r}. A straightforward computation yields (see [27,
p. 30] or [32] Lemma III1.7.1])

Yo(orp) = i(2p —k)opp,
Y3(orp) = ipdrp—1+i(k —p)Prpt1,
Yi(orp) = —porp-1+ (k—D)brpt1-

It is shown in [19, Theorem 8.4] that the spinor bundle of S? is trivialised by —%—Killing spinors
which are pointwise eigenvectors for the Clifford action of 7, all terms — including that involving
the Clifford action of the differential of the function ¢, — can be explicitly computed. Let
o, 11 be —%—Killing spinors of unit length on S* with in - ¢; = (=1)7¢;, j = 0,1. We can
assume that Y3-1g = 1. Indeed, the spinor Y3 -1 is in 31 M which is also a —%—Killing spinor.
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To see this, we compute
Vo(Yz-tho) = VyYs-vo+ Yz Vyth
EI) 1
= —Y4'¢0—5Y:3'77'7/)0

. 1
—iY3 - ¥ — Y51+ 1o
= vivo=—2-vs-0
= 2377 0 = 277 3 ¥o-

In this computation, we use the fact that Yy - 99 = Y3 - g, since Yy = JY3, where J is the
complex structure on n+. In the same way, we compute

Vy,(Ys-10) = Vy Y3199+ Ys- Vit
w0 —%Y?, - Y3 - 1o,
and
Vyv,(Ys-19) = Vy, Y3199+ Ys- Vy,1
(W)

1
?7'1/10—53/3'3/4'%
1
= —5Ya Y3

In the last equality, we use the fact that n -y = Y3 - Yy - ¢ since the volume form —n - Y3 - Yy-
acts by the identity on ¥S3. As the space of —%—Killing spinors in 31 M is one-dimensional, we
deduce that Y3 -1 is collinear to 1. Hence up to rescaling 1y, we can assume that Y31y = 1.
For j € {0,1}, we have that D"; = D, +itn-1; = (% +(—1)7t)4p; and, therefore, we compute

(D = 2)Grts) = GrpD — )y + g ¥

= Qkp (g ( )]t_ _> Vi + dogp - j

= (L4 (=1Yt)0np5 + dony - 5.
Now, we explicitly compute dgy, , - 1;. From (5.3]), we have that

dor,p = i1(2p — K)ok pn + i(pdr,p—1 + (K — p)Okp+1)Y3 + (K — p)kpt1 — PPrp—1)Ya,
and for both 7 = 0,1 we find
dorp ;= 120 — k)drpn - Y5 + i(PPrp—1 + (K — )Pk p+1)Y3 - ;
+((k = p)Pkpr1 — POk p—1)Ya - j
= (=17 2p = K)ok pj + (=1 i(pdrp1 + (k = P)drps1) )41
+i((k = P)Pkpr1 — PPk p—1)Vj+1
1Y (2p — k)brpth
+i (L4 (D)) (k= p)drpr1 + (1)) = Dporp-1) bjs1,
where the index j + 1 is to be understood mod 2. Note that we have used the fact that
Yy - g = 1Y3 - g = iyp1. Thus, it holds that
dorp o = (2p — K)ok ptbo + 2i(k — p) bk pr1¢1,
dorp -1 = —(2p — k) pib1 — 2ipdk p-1¢0.

= (=

Therefore, we get

(D™ — %)((ﬁk,p%) = (1+t)drptho+ (20 — k)drpto + 2i(k — p)dppr191
= (L+t+2p—k)orpo + 2i(k — p)dr pr191,
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and similarly

(D"~ %)wk,pwl) = (L=t =2p+ k)i ptr — 2ipdrp-1t0-

1
Note that, even if neither ¢y ;41 nor ¢ _; are defined, we still have (D”’ — 5)(@27,?1/;0) =

1
(1+t + k)rrbo when p = k and (D" — 3)(@rot1) = (1 =t + k)dpovr when p = 0. Note
also that, when p < k resp. p > 0, the spinor field ¢y, ;10 resp. ¢ p11 is not an eigenvector for

tn _ 1
D 3

Now, for 0 < p < k. let i, 1= (Id & —=ls (D" — §))(64,t0), where fo(k.p.1) i= (L4 1+

2p — k)2 + 4(k — p)(p + 1) > 0. Because of

(D= 22 (Grgtin) = (D= 3) (1442 = K)ugtbo + 20(k = p)onpiith)

= (14 t4 2= B — ) (nyt0)

$2i(k — p)(D" — ) (Gkpirth)
= (I+t+2p—k) (1 +t+2p—k)dgptho + 2i(k — p)Pr p+191)
+2i(k —p) (1 =t = 2(p + 1) + k)dg pr101 — 2i(p + 1)@ ptbo)
= ((L+t+20— k) +4(k—p)(p+1)) drpo
= fo(k,p,t)¢rptbo,

the spinor fields wino # 0 satisfy (D — %)gpip,o = im(pino' Similarly, one could define
cpf;pJ = (Id + \/ﬁ(Dt” — D) (Grptn) for all 0 < p < k, where fi(k,p,t) :== (1 —t—2p+

k)2 +4p(k—p+1). A fundamental remark is that <p;€t,p,1 is a scalar multiple of <p;§p71,0: namely
filk,p,t) = fo(k,p — 1,t) by definition and the matrix expressing the pair (go,f’pvo, Qpim—l,l) in
terms of (¢r pto, Pk p+191) has rank at most 1. On the whole, we have found three families of

eigenvectors and eigenvalues for D — %:

{deivo |k €N}, {drovi |k €N} and {pp,q[pk €N,0<p <k}

with the respective eigenvalues being 1 +t + k, 1 — t + k and ++/fo(k,p,t). Note that
(1+t+k)? = folk,k,t) and (1 —t+ k)? = fo(k,—1,t), so that all eigenvalues actually have
the same expression. The union of those three families forms an orthogonal Hilbert basis of
L*(XM) since the family {@x %0, dxptb1} does. This shows the spectrum of D as described
in the theorem.

It remains to determine the multiplicity of each eigenvalue. Since, for each p,k € N with
0 < p < k, the functions ¢, — which depend on u and v and therefore also on (a,b) € C*\{(0,0)}
— form a (k + 1)-dimensional space, as we have seen above, each of the above eigenvalue has
multiplicity at least £ + 1. Beware here that goinO is uniquely determined by ¢ o and that
the eigenvalues of two of the three families may coincide for particular values of ¢. For instance,
folk,p,t) = fo(k',p',t) for k,p, k', p' as above if and only if (14+t+4+2p—k)? +4(k—p)(p+1) =
(1+t+2p — k)2 +4(K — p')(p' + 1), which is equivalent to (t +p + p’ — k+Tk/ +1)(p—p —
EE)Y+ (k=p)p+1) — (K = p)(' +1) = 0. I p—p' = 5E ie, ¥ = k+2(p/ — p) then
(k=p)(p+1) = (K —p")(p' + 1) = 0 is equivalent to (k —p)(p+1) — (k+p' —2p)(p' + 1) =0,
which amounts to (p — p')(k + 1 — p + p') = 0, from which either p = p’ and then k = &’
follows, or k = p — p’ — 1, which is a contradiction because of p — p’ — 1 < p < k. Therefore, if
(k,p) # (K',p), then p—p' # k_Tk/ and there exists a unique solution t to fo(k,p,t) = fo(k',p,t)




20 VOLKER BRANDING, NICOLAS GINOUX, AND GEORGES HABIB

which is given by

(=)0 + 1) = (= p)p+1) | k+K
p—p =i~ 2

t= p—p —1.

The other cases are analogous. For ¢ = 0, the multiplicity of the eigenvalue 1 4 k of D — % is
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FIGURE 1. Eigenvalues of D' on S? as functions of t: 2 +k+1t, 2 +k—t, 5+ /fo(k,p,1)

(k+2)(k +1) as expected [3|, Sec. 2] since there is a k + 1-dimensional contribution from each

of the eigenvectors ¢y, 10, dr 01, gpg’pp, 0<p<k.
O

Let us make some comments concerning the eigenvalue estimates discussed in the previous
sections.

Remark 5.2.

(1) The magnetic Friedrich inequality in Theorem B cannot be optimal on the round
sphere, since the latter is an Einstein Sasakian manifold. However, we can check this by
. t
the computation of the spectrum done for S3. Namely, for ¢ €]0, %], we have [\]"| = % —t
and

Ty (s = L ) = 23— 41)
which is clearly strictly less than (2 — ¢)2.

(2) The inequality [A{"] < [A\1] = 3 from Corollary B2 holds for any ¢t € R\ {0} and not only
for small ¢. Indeed, the eigenvalue % —t of D' satisfies that inequality for all ¢ € (0, 3).
But so does % —t for all t € (1,4). Inductively, it can be shown that the D'’-eigenvalue
3 + k — t satisfies that inequality for all ¢ € (k, k + 3). Therefore, A < [A\L] = 3 holds
for all positive ¢. Replacing ¢ by —t and using the D"-cigenvalues % + k + t, the same
holds for all negative t, hence the conclusion.
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(3) The inequality (E?_ZI) is an equality for AY" if and only if t € [—3,3]. Note that

ltnllssy = |t|w$, where w3 denotes the volume of the round 3-sphere (S%,g). On

Pl 1
the other hand, \/4(3—?’71)5/(83, [9]) = \/2-3-2-w = 3wi. Therefore, (37 is an equal-
ity if and only if |A}"] 4 |t] = 3. For t € [0,3], A = 3 —t, so that I+ |t = 3.
Analogously, for t € [—3,0], A = 3+, so that I+ [t] = 3. For [t| > 32, obviously
I+ |t > 3 holds and therefore (3.7) cannot be an equality. Note that [\ < 1 for
all [t| > 2, see e.g. figure[ll

(4) When M := Ss/f with round metric g of sectional curvature 1, where I' is any finite
subgroup of SUs, there exists a spin structure for which the space of %—Killing spinors is
complex 2-dimensional and that of —%—Killing spinors 0-dimensional; and a spin struc-
ture for which the same holds true where the constants :I:% are swapped [I], Cor. 5.2.5].
Since, as mentioned above, the spinor bundle of S? is trivialised by —%—Killing spinors
which are pointwise +1-eigenvectors of in- [19, Theorem 8.4], there exists a spin struc-
ture on M for which the spinor bundle XM is trivialised by —%—Killing spinors on M
which are pointwise +1-eigenvectors of .. Note that 7 is anyway I'-invariant since I'
acts on C? by wunitary (thus complex-linear) isomorphisms. That spin structure being
fixed, we obtain D¢y = 0 for any such —%—Killing spinor ¥ and for t € {:I:%} Therefore,
after using Vol(M, g) = “’ﬁ, B0 becomes

V(S o)

Y (S, [g]) < .
la <

(5.3)

When I' = {#1} i.e., when M is the 3-dimensional real projective space RP3, it is known
though nontrivial that (53) is an equality [8]. Therefore, [317) is also an equality on
M = RP3, in particular S? is not the only closed Riemannian 3-manifold on which (B.7))
is an equality, in spite of the claim of [34, Remark 25]. For further groups T', it is still
an open question whether (53] is an equality or not.

We end this section by pointing out that the claim of [I5] Theorem 1.1] in dimension 3 — as
well as of [I5] Theorem 1.3] in higher dimensions — is likely to be implied by [25, Lemma 3.4]
using a stereographic projection to map R” into S™ and the conformal covariance of the Dirac
operator as above.

5.2. The flat torus. In this section, we compute the spectrum of the spin® Dirac operator on
the flat torus T™, the case of the flat three torus was already studied in [28] and the spectrum
of the spin Dirac operator on flat T" was computed in [I8]. We start with the case where the
auxiliary one-form is parallel, the case where that one-form is only assumed to be closed being
discussed after the proof of Theorem B3l We emphasize that, because every spin® structure
on the torus actually reduces to a spin structure, spin® Dirac operators on T" coincide with
magnetic Dirac operators. The notations needed to understand the statement of Theorem [5.3]
will be introduced in its proof.

Theorem 5.3. For a positive integer n let I' C R™ be a lattice and T" := P\Rn the corresponding
n-dimensional flat torus. Let Py, — M be a fized U;-bundle and let a square root of that bundle
be given. Fir a basis (y1,...,vn) of I' and 61,...,6, € {0,1}. Denote by 61,...,0, € [0,1]
the real numbers fixing the square root of Py, — M. Let A be a parallel one-form on T".
Then the spectrum of the Dirac operator of T™ endowed with the induced flat metric and the
spin-structure provided by (d1,...,0,) and (01,...,0,) is given by

n

{iQW"Y +§2(5j+9j)7j+gfa v el }7
.]:
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where T'* := {6 € (R™)* |0(I") C Z} is the dual lattice and (77, ...,7,) the basis of I'* dual to
(Y1s--- 7). If non-zero, the eigenvalue provided by ~v* has multiplicity at least 251-1 Further-
more, 0 is an eigenvalue if and only if there exists v* € T'* such that A = —4n(v* + % Z;L:l(éj +

n
2

HJ-)W;) and, in that case, its multiplicity is exactly 23] and the corresponding eigenspace consists
of VA-parallel spinors.

Proof. Let Py, — T™ be any auxiliary U;-bundle on T, which can be described by a group-
homomorphism S: I' — U;. A spin® structure on T™ with associated Uj-bundle provided
by [ is then fully described by a group-homomorphism B: I' — Spin{ such that, for ev-
ery v € I, we have n°(8(7)) = (1,8(7)). Here n°: Spin¢ — SO, x Uy, is the nontrivial
2-fold covering. The reason for the first component of the group-homomorphism (1,53) to
be 1 is that I' acts trivially on the tangent bundle of R", since it consists of translations
only. Now recall that Spin{ = Spin,, X UI/Z2 via the surjective map Spin,, x U; — Spin;,
(u,z) +— zu with kernel {£(1,1)}; and that, via that identification, n°([(u,2)]) = (n(u),2?)
for all (u,z) € Spin,, x Uj, where n: Spin,, — SO,, is the nontrivial twofold covering. Fix
v € I and write 8(y) = [(u(v),2(v))] for some u(y) € Spin, and z(y) € U;. Then the
identity 7°(6(7)) = (1,8(7)) is equivalent to n(u(y)) = 1 and z(7)% = B(v). But because
of ker(n) = {£1}, the identity n(u(y)) = 1 is equivalent to u(y) € {£1} C Spin,,. There-

~

fore, 8 can be written in two ways. Either a square-root B: T — Uy of 3 is fixed and then
B(v) = [(e(3), B(7))] for all v € T and some group-homomorphism e: I' — {#1}; or the first
component of 3 is fixed to 1 i.e., 5(7) = [(1, 8'(%))] for all 4 € T and some group-homomorphism
B': T — U; which is a square-root of 3. One way or the other, there are as many spin® structures
on T™ with auxiliary Uj-bundle given by ( as group-homomorphisms I' — {£1}. In particular,
there are 2" such spin® structures on T" since I' has a basis consisting of n linearly independent
vectors of R™. Note that the existence of a square-root of 3 is anyway ensured by I" being finitely

generated (define the square-root on a chosen basis and extend it as a group-homomorphism on

the whole I').

As a consequence, any spin® structure on T™ reduces to a spin structure via the above map
Spin,, x U; — Spin;,. In the former description where the square-root 3 of B is fixed, the spin®
structures on T" stand in one-to-one correspondence with spin structures on T", a square-root-
bundle of the auxiliary bundle being fixed. In the latter description where the Spin,,-component
of B is fixed to 1, the spin® structures on T" stand in one-to-one correspondence to the trivial
spin structure cross a square-root-bundle of the auxiliary bundle.

Let the square-root 3: I' = Uy of 8 be fixed and let e: I' — {£1} describe the spin® structure
on T". Then a spinor field ¢ on T" may be identified with a spinor field ¢ on R" satisfying, in
the above notations,

¢z +7) = e(MB(1)e(),
for all x € R™ and v € T

Let (71, ...,7) be a fixed basis of the lattice I and denote €27 := §(v;) for §; € [0,1] and 1 <
j <mn. Foralll<j<nletB(y;):=e™ and define §; € {0,1} via (—1)% := (v;). Denoting
by I'* the dual lattice (those 1-forms on R™ with integral values on I') and by (o1,...,0n) an
orthonormal basis of ¥, = CV (where N := 2[%]), we let, for any v* € I'*,

* 1 - * *
b=y 3 Y0 0 € )"
j=1
where (77,...,7;) denotes the dual basis to (y1,...,7,). Fixing a real valued 1-form A on T"
or, equivalently, a I'-invariant 1-form on R", we consider the induced connection 1-form iA on

the auxiliary U;-bundle. Then the Levi-Civita covariant derivative V4 on spinors induced by
the metric and A is given by Vﬁ(b = Vx¢ + 5A(X)¢, for all vector fields X and spinor fields
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¢ on T™. Here, V denotes the Levi-Civita covariant derivative on spinors, which exists because
of the existence of a reduction of the spin® structure to Spin,, x Uy, as explained above.

Now let, for v* € I'* and ¢ € {1,...,N},

qu/*j = 62“1—07* O‘(

This defines a spinor field on T™: for any 7' € I" and any x € R",
Gypp(z+9) = Xt g,

—  Zimb *('y’)(bfy Z( )
= 2m( (V)5 oy (840 (v )¢ < o(x)
— 2myt(Y) .(_1)Zj:1 575 (1) | gim Xjma ﬂ;‘(v/)%*’g(x)

~—
1

= c(Y)B(Y) by ().
Letting 9;* =0y + % € (R™)*, we compute, for any vector field X on T",
| A(X) |
V‘;‘(gbv% = 7 (&,* (X)+ i > Gyr g = 2271'9:/* (X) Py 0.
As a consequence, for the associated Dirac operator D4 = 2?21 ej - V?j, we have
DAGpe g = 2imbl - P . (5.4)
If 9;* = 0, which happens iff A = —47f,~ (and is in particular constant i.e., parallel), then

¢+ ¢ € ker(D?). But in that case ker(D?) consists of V4-parallel spinor fields because of the
Schrédinger-Lichnerowicz formula

g .
(DAY = (VA VA + Z1d + %dA-

and the fact that S = 0 (the metric is flat, thus scalar-flat) and dA = 0 since A is then parallel.

Therefore, if 6. = 0, then ker(D4) is exactly N = 2[%]_dimensional and spanned by the ¢+ g,

1 < ¢ < N (recall that v* is fixed here). If ny* # 0, we have to pay attention to the fact that
ny* may vanish pointwise because A is not assumed to be constant. At those points where ny*

does not vanish, we may split
_Id> @ker< ] +Id>

3, = ker
('9/

In dimension n = 1, only one of those subspaces is nonzero, and then complex 1-dimensional,
which forces the other one to vanish. This means that, still at those points where 9’7* does

not vanish, ¢, is a D“-eigenspinor associated to the eigenvalue 27|07 | or —27|6/.[. In di-
mension n > 2, both subspaces have to be exactly %—dimensional since the Clifford action
of any (pointwise) nonzero tangent vector which is orthogonal to 9;* (such a vector exists if
n > 2) anti-commutes with the Clifford action of #/. and hence exchanges both subspaces iso-

morphically. Then the original constant basis (o1, ...,0n) of X, can be replaced by a pointwise
0
basis (Jf, . ,UJ&,Uf, ...,0y ) consisting of 1-eigenvectors of the Clifford action i 7.1 The
2 2 *

problem is now that the identities above for V4 and hence D4 do not hold any longer since

af yenn ,JJ&,af ,...,0y now do depend on the base-point and hence are not a priori constant,

2 2
except for instance if A is. We conclude that this splitting does not allow us to make further
progress in the general case which is different to the spin case.

If A is parallel, then so is 9’* and, letting (be* E 210 oj for 1 </ < 5 N oand € € {£1}, we
deduce from (5.4]) that
DA¢E. , = 2me|0,.

'y N4
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forall1 </¢< % and both £ € {#1}. This provides the spectrum of D in that case but beware
that it is not necessarily symmetric about 0 any longer since —v* — Z;‘L:1(5j + Hj)ﬁ does not
belong to I'* any more because of 6; € [0, 1] (except when 6; = 0 for all j of course). U

In case A is closed, the Hodge decomposition yields A = h + df for some real function f and
harmonic 1-form h, which is actually parallel by the Bochner formula because of the torus being
Ricci-flat. Then, from Proposition 2.2], the operators D# and D" are unitarily equivalent and
therefore have the same spectrum.

Remark 5.4. We notice that the diamagnetic inequality for the magnetic Dirac operator may
or may not hold on T" according to the choice of 7, at least when the underlying spin structure
is nontrivial; recall that 0 lies in the Dirac spectrum when the spin structure on T" is trivial
i.e.,, when §y = ... =4, = 0. Namely if §; = ... = 6, = 0 (the auxiliary Uj-bundle should be
trivial) and at least one 0; = 1, then the smallest Dirac-eigenvalue in absolute value is given

1 n
by |\1] = 27]v* + 3 Z5jﬁ| > 0 for some v* € I'* (we keep the notations of Theorem [5.3]).
j=1
But choosing n = % to be a positive multiple of v* 4 %Z?:1 5]'7;, the smallest positive D-
eigenvalue will be strictly larger than || for small positive ¢t. Conversely, if n = % is a negative
multiple of v* + % 27:1 d;7;, then the smallest positive D'_eigenvalue will be strictly smaller

than |A\;| for small positive ¢.

6. KILLING MAGNETIC FIELD

In this section, we consider the particular case when the magnetic field is a Killing vector field
of constant norm. This gives rise to local Riemannian submersions with one-dimensional fibers
given by the integral curves of the magnetic field. We will then estimate a part of the spectrum
of the corresponding magnetic Dirac operator in terms of the geometry of those submersions.
In the following, we review some basic facts on spin Riemannian flows, which can be found in
[9, 22, 24], 33}, 38].

Let (M™,g,() be a closed oriented Riemannian manifold together with a unit Killing vector
field ¢, that is L;g = 0. In this case, { defines a Riemannian foliation, called Riemannian flow,
whose leaves are given by the integral curves of ¢. In the following we denote by Q = ¢+ the
normal bundle of the flow. Locally, a Riemannian flow is given by a Riemannian submersion
whose fibers are the leaves of the foliation and the normal bundle corresponds to the tangent
space of the base manifold. It is known that the bundle @) carries a natural covariant derivative

V¥ given for all Y € T(Q) by

r([C.Y]) i X =¢,

vy =

m(VxY) if X e T(Q),
where V is the Levi-Civita connection on M and 7: TM — (@ is the orthogonal projection.
This connection V€ is compatible with the induced metric 9|, On Q@ and has a free torsion given
by TV(X,Y) := V?(W(Y) - Vgﬂ'(X) —7n([X,Y]) for all X, Y € I'(T'M). An easy computation
gives the relation between V and V& through the formulas

VY = VY +h(Y),

VxY = VY —g(h(X),Y)C,

for all X,Y € I'(Q), where h := V( is a skew-symmetric endomorphism on 7'M called the
O’Neill tensor [30]. Now assume that M is spin and let us denote by XM its spinor bundle.
Since TM = R{ & @, the bundle ) carries also a spin structure and its spinor bundle Q)
can be canonically identified with the one on M when n is odd and when n is even, we have
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XM ~XQ®XQ. Also the Clifford multiplication on M and ) can be identified by Y g =Y -¢

when 7 is odd and, when n is even, we have Y - (- o = (Y .9 & —Y-Q)p for all Y € I'(Q). The

Clifford action of i¢ is given by Ids+g @ —Idy-¢ if n is odd and by (- = 0 ldsg if
Idsg O

n is even. The spinorial connections of X and XM are related by

Vep= V% +10-¢,
(6.1)
Vyp= Vi%o+1¢-h(Y) o,

for all Y € I'(Q). Here Q := %d{" is the two-form that is associated to h via Q(Y,Z) :=
g(h(Y),Z), for any Y, Z € T'(Q)). Notice that the notion of the Lie derivative of any spinor in the
direction of ¢ defined in [5] is just the covariant derivative V?Q. Namely, by [5, Prop. 17], the Lie
derivative of a spinor field ¢ is expressed by the formula Vo = Lo+ %d{ >. . Hence using that
d¢’ = 2Q and by comparing with @1, we get Lo = V?Qcp. Therefore basic spinors, i.e. those
spinors ¢ satisfying V?Qgp = (), correspond to the so-called projectable spinors. The transversal

Dirac operator is the first-order differential operator defined by Dg := ZZ;% ek -Q VEkQ on
I'(XQ), where {ej}r=1,..n—1 is a local orthonormal frame of I'(Q)). It is a transversally elliptic
and self-adjoint operator when restricted to basic spinors, in particular it has a discrete spectrum
[13]. This is called the basic Dirac operator and is often denoted by Dj. Now, with the help of
(&T), the Dirac operator D on M is related to the transversal Dirac operator D¢ by [24]

DQ‘%C'Q'-FC'V?Q if n is odd,
D= (6.2)
¢ (Dg @ (—Dgq)) — %C -Q-4C- V?Q@EQ if n is even.

It is shown in [24) Lem. 2.6] that the Dirac operator D preserves the set of basic spinors

I'y(XQ) and, thus, it decomposes as an L?-orthogonal sum D|Fb(EQ) & D|F =t when n is odd.
b
An analogous decomposition holds when n is even. Therefore, the spectrum of D consists of

cigenvalues of the form {A;}52, U {1 }72, that correspond to the restriction of D to L*(T(2Q))
and L?(T,(2Q))* .

We set = ¢” to be the one-form on M associated to the vector field ¢ by the musical isomor-
phism and consider the magnetic Dirac operator D' = D + itn-, for t € R. Since by [22] p.71]
(see also [24, Lem. 2.2]) we have [ViQ,n-] = 0, for any vector field X € I'(T'M), the mag-
netic Dirac operator preserves the set of basic spinors as well as its L?-orthogonal complement.
Therefore, we shall denote by {)\?7};-‘;1 U {uzn}zo:l the set of eigenvalues corresponding to this
decomposition. In the following, we will give estimates for the eigenvalues {)\?7}]9‘;1. For this,
we need the following lemma:

Lemma 6.1. Let (M™,g,() be a closed Riemannian spin manifold of odd dimension n equipped
with a unit Killing vector field (. Let ¢ be a basic eigenspinor of the magnetic Dirac operator
D' associated with an eigenvalue A\, we have

: 1 )
3 [ R ety =5 [ (@ pieddug v [ oPdu, (6.3)
M M M

Proof. Using the fact that [ViQ, n] = 0 for any X € I'(T'M) and the identification of the Clifford
multiplications between M and @ as n is odd, we can easily deduce that Dy(¢-) = —( - Dy. We
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compute for any basic spinor ¢

/ (Dpp,iC - @) dpug
M

/ (2 iDy(C - )ty

M

= —/ (p,1¢ - Dypp)dpg
M

= —/ (i€ - ¢, Dpp)dpy.
M

Hence, we deduce that fM R(Dpep,iC-p)dpg = 0 for any spinor field . When ¢ is an eigenspinor
of the magnetic Dirac operator, we use (6.2)) to deduce (6.3)). O

Now, we state the main result of this section:

Theorem 6.2. Let (M",g,() be a closed Riemannian spin manifold with nonnegative scalar
curvature S. We assume that M carries a unit Killing vector field . Then any eigenvalue of
the Dirac operator D restricted to basic spinors (or equivalently projectable spinors) satisfies,

forn > 3,
n—171
220219 n—1
tn >- _[ 2 ]2’ 2 2
|\ |_11?/1f< — 1 t +74(n_2)(5—|—2|§2|)

and, for n =3, the first positive eigenvalue )\in satisfies

. b 1
)\?7 > 1;1} (5 +4/t2 + 5(5 + 2b2)> )
where h = bJ is the O’Neill tensor.

Proof. The key point of the proof is to define the transversal twistor operator as follows: For
all X € T'(Q) and ¢ € T',(XQ)

1
¥

An easy computation shows that P9[> = [V¥Qp|? — L | Dyp|2. Therefore, with the help of

the transversal Schrodinger-Lichnerowicz identity Dg =V*V+ %S Q where S9 is the transversal
scalar curvature [23], we deduce that

n—2 1
/ | PP dpy = _1/ | Dyspl*dprg — Z/ S%ol*dpg. (6.4)
M n M M

Let us first consider the case when n is odd. Let ¢ be a basic spinor which is also eigenspinor
for D' associated with the eigenvalue A\*7. Identity (6.4]) reduces to

n—1
0< PRy|%d

n—1
= [ |DyplPdpy — —— | S9p%d
/M\ bl dpg 4(n—2)/M le|"dpg

@/M <()‘m)2‘<,0‘2+%’Q'QPP—FZ?Q‘QO‘Z—)\m%(<Q'QP7C'QP>)—Qt)\tn%(i@-tp,(p»

. n—1
—tR(Q - %w>>d#g T I =2) /M S| dpg

@3) 1 n—1
= / ((At")zlsol2 + 419 @* = el = NTR(Q - o, so>)> dyig — e / S€e|?dpg.
M n—2) )y

The case when n is even gives also the same inequality as above. Namely, the spinor bundle of
M can be identified with ¥Q ® XQ and we write any eigenspinor of D as ¢ = @1 + 2. Now
the equation D¢ = A can be equivalently written as

Dy = Mgy —it¢ -1 and Dy = \py — it - po.
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Therefore, using ([6.2]), we get the following expressions for the basic Dirac operator of ¢; and
¥2

1 ) 1 .
Dbtpl = —)\tnc -9 + 59 s 1 — 1t and Db<p2 = )\tnc c 1 — 59 -9 + 1two. (6.5)

Applying Inequality (6.4]) to p; gives that

1
0 S/ ((At”)Q\wz\Q + 712 @1 + £l = ATR(Q - 01,C - 02)) (6.6)
M

n—1
+ 2L ((C - 2, 1)) — ESUQ - 1, <P1>)> dprg — =2 /M S%1 [P dpg.

By taking the Hermitian inner product of the first equation in (6.5) with ¢ and identifying the
imaginary parts, we get that

1
)\tn/ S(C - 2, 01))dpg — 5/ SU2 -1, 01))dpg = —t/ o1 [Pdpg-
M M M

Replacing this last identity into (6.6)) gives that

1 n—1
0< / A0 4+ 110 12— 2l — ATR(Q- 1,C - a)) ) — L / 591 Pdug.

Now, we do the same computations as before by applying inequality (6.4 to 2 and find after
adding both inequalities

1 n—1
0< / A2 + =19 o — 2l — NTR((Q - ,¢ - ) | dpg — 7/ S92 dpug.

In the following, we will distinguish the cases when n = 3 and n > 3. When n = 3, the O’Neill
tensor h can be written as h = bJ for some real valued function b : M — R, where J is the
complex structure on the bundle ). In this case, we have Q- ¢ = b( - ¢. Hence the above
inequality reduces to

b2 1
o< | ((AW T —SQ) (oldug
u 4 2

b 1 b 1
-/, (”" -5y 5SQ> (”" -5y 55Q> ol

Recall now that the following relation S? = S + 2|Q|? holds [30]. Thus, if S > 0, then S is
also nonnegative and we can write

1 1 b
\/t2 +589 = \/t2 + S IR =9 = b > £5.

Hence the first positive eigenvalue satisfies

. b / 1

When n > 3, we use the pointwise estimate | - ¢| < [%]%\Q]\w\ which can be proven in the
same way as in [25, Lem. 3.3] to obtain

1n-—1 n—1 -1
< ny2 4 02 — 42 tn T Q@ 2

n—111 n—11%
_ my o, ]2 18 s, -1l g m, U290, n=1 o) e
/M <y>\ | + 5 + 4/t +4(n_2)S AT 4+ 5 t +4(n_2)S lo|“dpg,

which gives the estimate

n—17%

=219 n—1
my s e (21219 2, "1 g
[A |_1]1{14f< 5 + t+4(n_2)5

1 n
Lol
OB




28 VOLKER BRANDING, NICOLAS GINOUX, AND GEORGES HABIB

as required. Notice that, when the parameter ¢ is big enough, this lower bound is positive. [

Remark 6.3. When M = S? equipped with the metric of curvature 1, we take b = 1 and,
therefore, the estimate in Theorem becomes

1
A > 5+ VR4

This lower bound appears in the set of eigenvalues studied in Theorem [E.1l Also, on the round
sphere (S", g,n) with n =2m 4 1 > 3 and 7 is the Reeb vector field, the lower bound obtained
in B7) is [A\"7] > % —t. However, the lower bound in Theorem [6.2] is

A > (=

n—1 (n—1)2(n+1)
7R VL S o

Hence, for t > % the above lower bound is better than § — ¢.
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