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Abstract. We study the Pauli operator in a two-dimensional, connected

domain with Neumann or Robin boundary condition. We prove a sharp lower
bound on the number of negative eigenvalues reminiscent of the Aharonov–

Casher formula. We apply this lower bound to obtain a new formula on the

number of eigenvalues of the magnetic Neumann Laplacian in the semi-classical
limit. Our approach relies on reduction to a boundary Dirac operator. We

analyze this boundary operator in two different ways. The first approach
uses Atiyah–Patodi–Singer index theory. The second approach relies on a
conservation law for the Benjamin–Ono equation.

1. Introduction

1.1. Motivation and background. The statics and dynamics of a quantum
mechanical particle are described by the Schrödinger equation. Of particular interest
are bound states, which correspond to eigenvalues of the underlying Schrödinger
operator, and in many applications, both practical and theoretical, one is interested
in computing, or estimating, their number.

The main goal of this paper is to obtain such an estimate on the number of bound
states in the setting of a spin-1/2 charged particle moving in a bounded subset of
the plane in the presence of a magnetic field. At the same time, we will show that
our estimate is best possible in a variety of asymptotic and non-asymptotic cases.

Our main result is related to the celebrated Aharonov–Casher theorem, which
concerns the case of a particle moving in the whole plane. As we will recall
momentarily, this theorem provides an identity for the number of zero eigenvalues
in terms of the normalized flux of the magnetic field. A special case of our findings
is that, if the particle is restricted to a bounded, connected subset by means of
Neumann boundary conditions, then the Aharonov–Casher equality turns into an
inequality for the number of resulting negative eigenvalues. This is remarkable since,
in general, there is no monotonicity under Neumann boundary conditions.

As a consequence we obtain an isochoric inequality: among all simply connected
sets of a given area, the disc has the least number of negative eigenvalues in the
presence of a homogeneous field.

To prove our result we explore deep links between Pauli operators, Atiyah–Patodi–
Singer index theory and a conservation law for the Benjamin–Ono equation. Such
relations are established via tools in complex analysis and pseudodifferential calculus.
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In the remainder of this introduction, we recall some background on Pauli
operators and the Aharonov–Casher theorem before defining the operators of interest
to us. Then we will state our main results and briefly sketch some ideas of the proof.

1.1.1. The Aharonov–Casher theorem for Pauli operators. The Pauli operator in
the plane is the Hamiltonian describing a spin-1/2 charged particle subject to a
magnetic field; it acts on C2-valued functions and is given by(

(−i∇−A)2 −B 0
0 (−i∇−A)2 +B

)
≡ [σ · (−i∇−A)]2, (1.1)

where A = (A1, A2) : R2 → R2 is a vector field, and σ = (σ1, σ2) denotes the vector
of Pauli matrices,

σ1 =

(
0 1
1 0

)
, σ2 =

(
0 −i
i 0

)
.

The magnetic field is the function

B = curlA = ∂1A2 − ∂2A1 .

Under suitable assumptions on A, the Pauli operator is a self-adjoint, non-negative
operator in the Hilbert space L2(R2;C2). The Aharonov–Casher theorem [1] states
that it can have zero as an eigenvalue. In fact, the multiplicity of the zero eigenvalue
is equal to

max{⌈|Φ|⌉ − 1, 0},
where Φ denotes the normalized flux

Φ =
1

2π

∫
R2

B(x) dx

of the magnetic field and where we use the notation

⌈x⌉ := min{z ∈ Z : z ≥ x}. (1.2)

The Aharonov–Casher result has later been extended to also include singular
magnetic fields and to magnetic fields with infinite flux [17, 34, 35, 37, 38]. The
proofs rely on the fact that the elements of the kernel must be (anti)holomorphic
after multiplication with a certain weight. Recently, the number of zero modes for
the Dirac operator in certain two-dimensional manifold were calculated in [18].

1.1.2. Negative eigenvalues for Pauli operators on domains. In this work, we will be
interested in the Pauli operator on a bounded domain Ω.

One natural choice of boundary conditions is that of Dirichlet boundary condition.
This was studied in [16] and a flux effect in the eigenvalue counting-function was
proved, in a certain semi-classical (or strong magnetic field) regime. The result is
similar to the Aharonov–Casher theorem, although the imposed Dirichlet boundary
condition splits the eigenvalues and shifts them upwards [10]. Such a semi-classical
result and its proof relate to the seminal work [30] (see also [31]).

Another natural choice is that of Neumann boundary conditions, and this is
what we are interested in here in this work. The importance of Neumann boundary
conditions is found in its physical relevance, in for instance superconductivity [19].
Such a Pauli operator is not the square of a Dirac operator, which opens up the
possibility of negative eigenvalues.
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1.1.3. A surprising observation. Our work started when we noticed from the figure
in [39] that1 in the case of the disc in a uniform magnetic field of strength β > 0
(i.e., B(x) = β), and with Neumann boundary conditions, it is possible to count the
negative eigenvalues exactly. We have reproduced a version of the graph2 of the
eigenvalues as functions of β > 0 from [39] in Figure 1.1.3, modified for the Pauli
operator.
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Figure 1. Eigenvalues in the case of the unit disc, with a uniform
magnetic field of strength β, where β > 0 is a parameter, as a
function of β. The flux of the magnetic field is given by Φ = β/2.
As β increases, new negative eigenvalue occurs each time Φ passes
an integer.

Working in polar coordinates, the variables separate, and one is led to study a
family of radial operators, indexed by the angular momentum m, and the parameter
β. It turns out that it suffices to considerm ≥ 0, and that the operator corresponding
to angular momentum m has precisely one negative eigenvalue if β/2 > m ≥ 0,
i.e., if Φ > m, and no negative eigenvalue otherwise. Summing up, the number of
negative eigenvalues equals ⌈Φ⌉.

1.1.4. Our aims. We will generalize the observation from Subsection 1.1.3. First,
for radial, nonnegative, nonincreasing (with respect to the radial variable) magnetic
fields in the disc, subject to a Neumann boundary condition, we show that the
number of negative eigenvalues again equals ⌈Φ⌉. For a general smooth domain, and
with Neumann boundary conditions, we prove a lower bound in terms of the flux.

Our methods allow us to handle more generally the case of Robin boundary
conditions and this will yield an effective flux-like term coming from the Robin data.
See Theorem 1.1 below for a precise statement. We emphasize that, even in the case
where the original problem has the more standard Neumann boundary condition,
our proof passes through operators with Robin conditions in intermediate steps, so
it is natural to consider the problem in this generality.

1They consider the magnetic Schrödinger operator and not the Pauli operator, but for uniform

magnetic fields they differ by a shift.
2We used Wolfram Mathematica to do the calculations; the eigenfunctions are Whittaker

functions.
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Our second objective concerns the asymptotics of the number of negative eigen-
values in the semiclassical limit. The Schrödinger (and also Pauli) operator in a
constant magnetic field on the entire plane has spectrum consisting of infinitely
degenerate eigenvalues exactly at the product of the magnetic field strength β
with the odd (even) non-negative integer numbers. The density of states in these

eigenspaces is given by β
2π (times an integer factor in the Pauli case to account for

the varying spin degeneracy). We recognize this as the flux per unit area. Many of
the results on magnetic spectral asymptotics can be seen as based on this fact and
investigating how it responds to different perturbations (non-constant field, external
electric field, boundary conditions) [13, 30, 31, 40, 20, 16]. However, these works
leave open the asymptotics of the counting function exactly at a Landau level. This
is clearly a more difficult case, since the high degeneracy at this energy implies a
discontinuity in the counting function. Our Theorem 1.4 solves this problem in the
most clear-cut case of a constant magnetic field and a Neumann boundary condition.
The main new input to the proof of this theorem is the lower bound to the counting
function from Theorem 1.1.

1.2. The main result. We will now introduce the quantities of interest and state
our main result.

We consider a bounded, open set Ω ⊂ R2 such that Γ := ∂Ω is a finite union of
d+ 1 C∞-smooth curves Γ0, · · · ,Γd. It is no loss of generality to assume that Ω is
connected. Note that if Ω is simply connected, then d = 0.

We assume that B, the magnetic field, is a smooth, real-valued function on Ω.
The magnetic vector potential is a vector field A, assumed smooth in Ω, that satisfies
curlA = B. Note that if Ω is simply connected, then A is unique up to the addition
of a gradient field.

Our main results will be stated in terms of the simpler magnetic Schrödinger
operator (−i∇−A)2−B in L2(Ω), which can be considered as one of the components
of the Pauli operator (1.1). Information about the other component of the Pauli
operator can be retrieved from charge conjugation symmetry (namely, complex
conjugation and flipping the vector components), which implements an anti-unitary
equivalence between the Pauli operator with magnetic field B and −B.

Given a function g ∈ C∞(Γ,R) we impose a Robin3 boundary condition on the
boundary Γ,

ν · (∇− iA)u|∂Ω = gu|∂Ω (u ∈ Dom(HΩ
A,g)). (1.3)

Here ν denotes the unit normal vector field of Γ, pointing towards the interior of Ω.
The operator

HΩ
A,g = (−i∇−A)2 −B

is the self-adjoint operator in L2(Ω), associated with the closed, semi-bounded
quadratic form

u ∈ H1(Ω) 7→ qA,g(u) :=

∫
Ω

(
|(−i∇−A)u|2 −B|u|2

)
dx+

∫
Γ

g|u|2 ds(x).

Let us introduce the magnetic flux on Ω,

Φ :=
1

2π

∫
Ω

B(x) dx =
1

2π

∫
Γ

τ ·A ds(x),

3If A is tangential to the boundary (as in (1.8)), then the magnetic Robin boundary condition
ν · (−i∇−A)u+ igu = 0 coincides with the non-magnetic Robin condition ν · ∇u = gu.
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where τ is the unit tangent vector to Γ, oriented so that (τ, ν) is a direct frame4.
Furthermore, we introduce on each connected component of Γ

Φj :=
1

2π

∫
Γj

τ ·Ads(x) (0 ≤ j ≤ d).

We also introduce effective flux-like terms from the Robin function g,

Φg :=
1

2π

∫
Γ

g ds(x), Φg,j :=
1

2π

∫
Γj

g ds(x) (0 ≤ j ≤ d). (1.4)

Observe that the magnetic flux on Ω satisfies Φ = Φτ ·A.
Given a self-adjoint operator T and a real number λ, we denote by

N(T, λ) = tr
(
1(−∞,λ)(T )

)
, N(T, λ+) = tr

(
1(−∞,λ](T )

)
,

the number of eigenvalues of T that are less than (or equal) λ.
The following is our main result.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that Ω is bounded, connected and smooth with d+1 boundary
components and that the magnetic field B is smooth in Ω. Let A be a smooth solution
to curlA = B. Then the number of negative eigenvalues of HΩ

A,g satisfies

N(HΩ
A,g, 0) ≥ −d+

d∑
j=0

⌈Φj − Φg,j⌉.

In particular, if Ω is simply connected, then

N(HΩ
A,g, 0) ≥ ⌈Φ− Φg⌉.

Furthermore, if Ω = D(0, R) is a disc of radius R, if g = 0, and if the magnetic
field B ≥ 0 is radial and radially nonincreasing, then

N(HΩ
A,0, 0) = ⌈Φ⌉.

The result for the disc shows that the lower bound in Theorem 1.1 is rather
optimal in the case of the Neumann boundary condition (g = 0). In the simply
connected case, we note that the conclusion of Theorem 1.1 is non-empty only
when Φ − Φg > 0, which holds if for instance B > 0 and we impose Neumann
boundary conditions. The reader should be wary of the fact that when Ω is not
simply connected, the lower bound in Theorem 1.1 depends on A and not just on
B. For Ω simply connected, both N(HΩ

A,g, 0) and the lower bound in Theorem 1.1
only depend on B.

A consequence of Theorem 1.1 is the following magnetic isochoric inequality.
That this was worth recording separately was noted by V. Lotoreichik.

Corollary 1.2. Assume that we have a Neumann boundary condition, g = 0, and
that D(0, R) is the disc with same area as Ω. If Ω is simply connected and the
magnetic field B > 0 is constant, then

N(HΩ
B,0, 0) ≥ N(H

D(0,R)
B,0 , 0),

where N(HΩ
B,0, 0) denotes the number of negative eigenvalues of HΩ

A,0 for any smooth
solution A to B = curlA.

4In particular, if Ω is simply connected, τ turns counterclockwise.
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Remark 1.3. The smoothness condition B ∈ C∞(Ω,R) in Theorem 1.1 can readily
be relaxed to the condition B ∈ Lp(Ω,R), p > 2. We restrict to smooth fields for
ease of presentation but we return to discuss the subtleties arising for B ∈ Lp(Ω,R)
below in Remark 6.7. The only reason for the smoothness assumption on Ω is to
allow us to invoke Atiyah–Patodi–Singer’s index theorem; for further discussion see
Remark 6.8.

We will provide two different proofs of the lower bound on the number of negative
eigenvalues in Theorem 1.1. The key observation underlying the first proof is
that the number of negative eigenvalues is bounded from below by the Fredholm
index of the Pauli–Dirac operator equipped with Atiyah–Patodi–Singer boundary
conditions. Our argument shows that the number of negative eigenvalues of the
Robin realization of a square of a twisted Dirac operator on any compact Riemannian
manifold with boundary is bounded from below by an Atiyah–Patodi–Singer index,
and in dimension 2 the index can be computed in explicit geometric and magnetic
invariants. This approach does not require that our domain is simply connected.

The second proof exhibits a connection with a conservation law for the Benjamin–
Ono equation on the real line and uses the Riemann mapping theorem (so it does
require that our domain is simply connected). This conservation law has the form
of a trace formula that relates spectral data of a certain linear operator to its
coefficient.

We believe that the two proofs are complementary and demonstrate interesting
links between index theory and the trace formula.

1.3. Application: The semi-classical magnetic Neumann Laplacian. With
Neumann boundary condition (g = 0), with uniform magnetic field B ≡ 1, and with
a semi-classical parameter h≪ 1, we obtain interesting results on the semi-classical,
magnetic Neumann Laplacian

Lh := (−ih∇−A)2.

Theorem 1.4. Assume that Ω is bounded, connected and smooth with d+1 boundary
components and that the magnetic field B ≡ 1. Let A be a smooth solution to
curlA = 1. Then the number of eigenvalues of Lh strictly below h satisfies

N(Lh, h) ∼
h→0

|Ω|
2π

h−1.

Proof. The upper bound

N(Lh, h) ≤
|Ω|
2π

h−1 + o(h−1)

in Theorem 1.4 is well known and can be obtained from [20, Thm. 1.4] by a standard
argument of differentiation with respect to the spectral parameter [29, Thm. III.5]
(see [33, Sec. 8.3] for more details). The lower bound is a direct consequence of
Theorem 1.15. □

The asymptotics in Theorem 1.4 is consistent with a previous result for the
square [26, Thm. 1.3].

5We start with HΩ
h−1B,0

with B ≡ 1 and find that Lh − h = h2HΩ
h−1B,0

.
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Remark 1.5. In [21], the second listed author proved that

N(Lh, λh) ∼
h→0

c(λ)|Γ|h−1/2

where λ ∈ (0, 1) is a fixed constant and c(λ) is an explicit constant depending on λ
in such a way that c(λ) → +∞ when λ→ 1−. All the involved eigenfunctions are
localized close to the boundary Γ. Meanwhile, for λ ∈ (1, 3) it is fairly standard to
show that

N(Lh, λh) ∼
h→0

|Ω|
2π

h−1.

In this parameter region, the density of eigenfunctions is evenly distributed over the
entire domain Ω. However, it is not clear from standard methods what the correct
value, or even the correct exponent of h, should be exactly at λ = 1, corresponding
to the first Landau level. Our Theorem 1.4 solves this problem with the conclusion
that there is bulk behavior even at the limiting point λ = 1.

Corollary 1.6. Let the assumptions be as in Theorem 1.4. Then the sum of
eigenvalues of Lh strictly below h satisfies∑

ej<h

ej(Lh) →
h→0

|Ω|
2π

. (1.5)

Proof. In [20], the sum of eigenvalues strictly below h were asymptotically computed
as ∑

ej<h

(
h− ej(Lh)

)
∼

h→0
C1

|Γ|
2π
h1/2.

Here C1 ∈ (0,∞) is the universal constant defined as

C1 :=

∫ ∞

0

(1− µ1(ξ)) dξ,

where µ1(ξ) denotes the lowest eigenvalue of the de Gennes operator −∂2t + (t− ξ)2

on L2(R+) with Neumann conditions. Combined with Theorem 1.4, we deduce (1.5).
□

In the case of the disc, we have seen in Theorem 1.1 thatN(Lh, h) =
|Ω|
2π h

−1+O(1).
Hence, when Ω = D(0, R), the statement of Corollary 1.6 can be refined to a two-term
expansion of the sum of eigenvalues below h,∑

ej<h

ej(Lh) =
h→0

|Ω|
2π

− C1
|Γ|
2π
h1/2 + o(h1/2) =

R2

2
− C1Rh

1/2 + o(h1/2).

To put this into perspective, we note that a two-term expansion for the number of
eigenvalues below λh with λ ̸= 1, 3, 5, . . . was proved in [14] for general domains in
the case of Dirichlet boundary conditions. A similar argument should be possible
in the case of Neumann boundary conditions. However, we do not see how to use
these methods to obtain two-term asymptotics at λh with λ = 1, 3, 5, . . .. The above
results address this for λ = 1 in the case of the disc.
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1.4. Fixing the gauge. Given a magnetic field B ∈ C∞(Ω;R), we consider the
unique magnetic scalar potential ϕ ∈ C∞(Ω) satisfying{

∆ϕ = B in Ω,

ϕ = 0 on Γ.
(1.6)

In terms of the magnetic scalar potential, the vector potential

A(x) = (−∂2ϕ, ∂1ϕ) (1.7)

is a solution to the boundary value problem:

curlA = B, divA = 0, and ν ·A = 0 on Γ . (1.8)

If Ω is simply connected, (1.8) defines A uniquely, and any magnetic potential with
magnetic field B is gauge equivalent to A. If Ω is not simply connected, however,
there are magnetic potentials generating the magnetic field B that are not gauge
equivalent to A.

Remark 1.7. Theorem 1.1 is stated for a general magnetic potential, but we will
throughout the proof make the simplifying assumption that A is defined from (1.7).
With the exception of Section 6, this assumption is purely cosmetic. A less conceptual
approach to the results of Section 6 extending to generalA is discussed in Remark 6.9.

1.5. Overview of the paper. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we
prove the second statement of Theorem 1.1 concerning the disc by means of an
explicit diagonalization of the operator by separation of variables.

We proceed in Section 3 with providing the key ingredient in the proof of
Theorem 1.1: the integration by parts formula given in Proposition 3.1. This
formula links the spectrum of HΩ

A,g to a first-order elliptic operator on the boundary.
Although the analogous formula is well-known in the case of Dirichlet boundary
conditions where the boundary term vanishes, we believe the formula in the setting
of Robin boundary conditions to be new. Both our proofs of the first part of
Theorem 1.1 rely on the formula in Proposition 3.1.

In the first proof of Theorem 1.1, the lower bound on N(HΩ
A,g, 0) is obtained

from restricting the quadratic form of HΩ
A,g to (a fixed factor times) holomorphic

functions. The details of this first lower bound are given in Sections 4 and 5. The
integration by parts formula of Proposition 3.1 provides the crucial link to Atiyah–
Patodi–Singer index theory that we use to finalise the first proof of Theorem 1.1 in
Section 6. Since we are applying Atiyah–Patodi–Singer index theory to a twisted
∂̄-operator in the complex plane, we can keep the presentation at a pedestrian
level and apply the index theorem [4] as a black box. The explicit nature of the
Atiyah–Patodi–Singer index in Section 6 will likely not suprise the experts in the
field of index theory and spin geometry [11, 25, 28], but we nevertheless hope the
direct methods can be appreciated.

The second proof of Theorem 1.1 is given in Section 7 and relies on a conservation
law for the Benjamin–Ono equation on the real line [27]. This proof does not extend
beyond simply connected domains but holds hope to extend to lower regularity.
The second proof reduces the problem to the unit disc via the Riemann mapping
theorem and to study a boundary operator that up to a conformal transformation
appears in a Lax pair for the Benjamin–Ono equation. Here the results of [27]
applies. The second proof is conceptually related to the first proof in that the
conservation law from [27] is, in some sense, an analogue for the Benjamin–Ono



NEGATIVE EIGENVALUES FOR THE ROBIN PAULI OPERATOR 9

equation of Levinson’s theorem – an index theorem describing the number of bound
states for Schrödinger operators.

We will throughout the paper use the variational principle, or min-max principle,
in the form of Glazman’s lemma; see, for instance, [22, Theorem 1.25]. It says that
for a selfadjoint, lower semibounded operator T with corresponding quadratic form
t one has

N(T, 0) = sup{dimM : t[ψ] < 0 for all 0 ̸= ψ ∈ M} , (1.9)

where M runs through subspaces of the form domain of T .

2. The disc and radial magnetic fields

In this section we work under the assumption that Ω = D(0, R), and that the
magnetic field B is given by a nonnegative radial function. We abuse the notation a
bit and write here B(x) = B(|x|). It is convenient to switch to polar coordinates,
x1 = r cos θ, x2 = r sin θ. The magnetic vector potential A can be expressed as6

A(r, θ) = a(r) eθ where eθ =

(
− sin θ
cos θ

)
and a(r) =

1

r

∫ r

0

B(ρ)ρdρ.

We will write a(r) = ϕ′(r), where ϕ is the radial function defined by (1.6) (in the
case of the disc).

We restate the second part of Theorem 1.1, which we are about to prove. We
recall that HΩ

A,0 denotes the Neumann realization that we are interested in.

Proposition 2.1. Let Ω = D(0, R), and assume that the magnetic field B = B(r)
is radial, nonnegative and nonincreasing, with flux Φ. Then

N
(
HΩ

A,0, 0
)
= ⌈Φ⌉.

Proof. We perform the usual Fourier series decomposition, and study the family
Hm of operators in L2((0, R); r dr), acting as

Hm = − d2

dr2
− 1

r

d

dr
+
(m
r

− ϕ′(r)
)2

−B(r),

and with Neumann boundary condition at r = R. Then HΩ
A,0 is unitarily equivalent

to the orthogonal sum ⊕m∈ZHm, and we can count the negative eigenvalues of HΩ
A,0

as
N
(
HΩ

A,0, 0
)
=
∑
m∈Z

N
(
Hm, 0

)
.

It suffices to show that each H
Ω,m
β ≥ 0 for all m < 0, and that for non-negative m

they satisfy

N(Hm, 0) =

{
1, 0 ≤ m < Φ,

0, 0 ≤ Φ ≤ m.

We first show that HΩ,m
β ≥ 0 for all m < 0. For this we use the fact that

ϕ′(r) = a(r) =
1

r

∫ r

0

B(ρ)ρdρ ≥ 0.

Therefore, for m < 0,(m
r

− ϕ′(r)
)2

−B(r) ≥ 2

r
ϕ′(r)−B(r) =

2

r2

∫ r

0

(
B(ρ)−B(r)

)
ρ dρ.

6This magnetic potential A is the one that satisfy (1.8).
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Since B is nonincreasing by assumption, this is bounded from below by 0.
We next look for zero eigenvalues of Hm for m ≥ 0. The general solution to the

differential equation Hmu = 0 is given by

u(r) = rme−ϕ
(
c1 + c2

∫ R

r

ρ−1−2me2ϕ(ρ) dρ
)

(m ≥ 0).

To have a solution in the form domain of Hm, we must take c2 = 0, since that term
and its derivative are too singular as r → 0+. Differentiating, we find (with c1 = 1
and m ≥ 0)

u′(R) =
(m
R

− ϕ′(R)
)
Rme−ϕ(R).

We recall further that ϕ(R) = 0, and that ϕ′(R) = Φ/R by the formula for ϕ′ above.
Therefore, u′(R) = (m−Φ)Rm−1. It follows that u satisfies the Neumann boundary
condition if, and only if, m = Φ.

Let us next introduce a variation of the magnetic field. If we replace B by βB
and ϕ by βϕ, then we also replace Hm by an analytic family of operators Hm(β),
which according to the calculations we just did have a zero eigenvalue precisely
when β = m/Φ. This eigenvalue must be the lowest one of each operator, since
the corresponding eigenspaces are spanned by rme−βϕ, with constant sign. The
calculation also shows that the eigenvalue is necessarily simple. We let um be a
normalized such eigenfunction, and also denote by λ(β) the lowest eigenvalue of
Hm(β). The Feynman–Hellmann formula gives

λ′(β) = −
∫ R

0

[
2
(m
r

− βϕ′(r)
)
ϕ′(r) +B(r)

]
|um|2r dr.

In particular, for β = m/Φ the term inside the square brackets equals

2m

Φr
(Φ− rϕ′(r))ϕ′(r) +B(r) =

2mϕ′(r)

Φr

∫ R

r

B(ρ)ρdρ+B(r).

Since B ≥ 0 and ϕ′ ≥ 0, this expression is ≥ 0. Moreover, it is not identically zero,
unless B is identically equal to zero. Since |um|2 is positive in (0, R], we deduce that
at β = m/Φ, where Hm(β) has a zero eigenvalue, the derivative λ′(m/Φ) < 0, unless
B ≡ 0. This implies that if Φ > m then Hm has precisely one negative eigenvalue
and if Φ ≤ m it has no negative eigenvalues. Note that the latter conclusion is
correct in the trivial case B ≡ 0 as well. □

Remark 2.2. The condition that B should be nonincreasing looks artificial, but it
might not be possible to remove. For m = −1, R = 1, B(r) = (r − 1/2)2 + δ, with
δ > 0, the potential (mr − ϕ′(r))2 −B(r) is no longer positive. For r = 1 we get the

value 1− 4/(1 + 12δ)2, which is negative as long as δ < 1/12. The operator might
still be bounded from below by zero.

Remark 2.3. It would be interesting to also count the number of eigenvalues below
higher Landau levels. We will then get contributions from both components of the
Pauli operator. In the case of a disc with a uniform magnetic field, the calculations
can be done explicitly, at least for the second Landau level. We hope to come back
to the problem for more general magnetic fields and domains.



NEGATIVE EIGENVALUES FOR THE ROBIN PAULI OPERATOR 11

3. A useful identity for the quadratic form

We present in this section an identity that links the study of the Schrödinger
operator HΩ

A,g to a boundary operator. The corresponding identity in the case of

Ω = R2 has been used extensively before, for example in the proof of the Aharonov–
Casher theorem [1] or in [17], where it was used to define the Pauli operator for very
singular magnetic fields. In the case of bounded domains Ω, it has been used in the
case of Dirichlet boundary conditions [15], but there the boundary term, which is
crucial for us, vanishes.

For each u ∈ H1(Ω), we introduce the current

jA(u) = Re
〈
u, (−i∇−A)u

〉
C :=

(
Re
〈
u, (−i∂x1

−A1)u
〉
C

Re
〈
u, (−i∂x2

−A2)u
〉
C

)
.

If we write u = ρ eiφ in polar form, which is possible locally away from the zeros of
u, then we observe that jB(u) = ρ2(∇φ−A).

In the following we denote the norm and inner product in L2(Ω) by ∥·∥ and
⟨·, ·⟩ respectively, with the convention that the inner product is linear in the first
entry. We also identify x = (x1, x2) ∈ R2 with z = x1 + ix2 ∈ C, and introduce the
Cauchy–Riemann operators (Wirtinger derivatives)

∂z̄ =
1

2
(∂1 + i∂2) , ∂z =

1

2
(∂1 − i∂2) .

We assume that the magnetic potential A is the one introduced in (1.7).

Proposition 3.1. The quadratic form qA,g, corresponding to HΩ
A,g, can be written

as

qA,g(u) = 4∥e−ϕ∂z̄e
ϕu∥2 +

∫
Γ

(
g|u|2 + τ · jA(u)

)
ds(x), (u ∈ H1(Ω)),

where the jA(u)-term in the boundary integral is the pairing of H1/2(Γ) and
H−1/2(Γ).

Proof. By density it suffices to consider the case u ∈ H2(Ω). Let X1 = −i∂1 −A1

and X2 = −i∂2 −A2, where A = (A1, A2) = (−∂2ϕ, ∂1ϕ), and let v = eϕu. Then

4

∫
Ω

e−2ϕ|∂z̄v|2 dx = ∥X1u∥2 + ∥X2u∥2 − i
(
⟨X1u,X2u⟩ − ⟨X2u,X1u⟩

)
. (3.1)

Integration by parts yields

⟨X1u,X2u⟩ = ⟨u,X1X2u⟩+ i

∫
Γ

u (−i∂2 −A2)u ν1 ds(x),

⟨X2u,X1u⟩, = ⟨u,X2X1u⟩+ i

∫
Γ

u (−i∂1 −A1)u ν2 ds(x),

where ν = (ν1, ν2) := Jτ is the unit inward normal of Γ and J =
(
0 −1
1 0

)
. To finish

the proof, we notice that

X1X2 −X2X1 = i(∂1A2 − ∂2A1) = iB ,

and we take the real part in (3.1). □

Remark 3.2 (Boundary twisted Dirac operator). We denote by L = |Γ| the length
of Γ, and by s the arc-length coordinate along Γ, so that

τ · (−i∇−A)|Γ = −i∂s −Aτ
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is a twisted one-dimensional Dirac operator. Here Aτ (s) := τ ·A|Γ is L-periodic,
and the boundary term in Proposition 3.1 can be expressed as follows

g|u|2 + τ · jA(u) = ⟨(−i∂s −Aτ + g)u, u⟩C.

Remark 3.3 (The disc and uniform magnetic field). Assume that Ω = D(0, 1) and
B = 1. Consider the functions

vm(z) = zm (z = x1 + ix2 and m ∈ N ∪ {0}) .

Then ∂z̄vm = 0 and, with um = e−ϕvm,∫
Γ

τ · jA(um) ds(x) =

∫ 2π

0

eimθ

(
−i

d

dθ
− 1

2

)
eimθ dθ = 2π (m− Φ) .

Remark 3.4 (The second component of the Pauli operator). Consider the quadratic
form

qcA,g(u) :=

∫
Ω

(
|(−i∇−A)u|2 +B|u|2

)
dx+

∫
Γ

g|u|2 ds(x)

corresponding to the Robin realization of the second component of the Pauli operator,
(−i∇−A)2 +B. We have an analogous identity to the one in Proposition 3.1,

qcA,g(u) = 4∥eϕ∂ze−ϕu∥2 +
∫
Γ

(
g|u|2 − τ · jA(u)

)
ds(x).

This could be of interest for instance in case of strictly negative magnetic fields.

4. Boundary twisted Dirac operator

Let us assume that Γ is connected (corresponding to Ω being simply connected).
We will discuss later the modifications when Γ has several connected components
(see Remark 4.5 below).

Let V ∈ C(Γ,R). We will later make different choices of V , in terms of Aτ , g,
and the curvature κ. We consider the twisted Dirac operator on L2(Γ) defined via
the arc-length coordinate s ∈ [0, L) along Γ as follows,

DV = −i∂s + V, (4.1)

with domain H1(Γ) = {u ∈ H1
(
(0, L)

)
, u(0) = u(L)}. Here L denotes the length

of Γ. The spectrum of DV is known explicitly.

Proposition 4.1. The spectrum of DV is given by the simple, discrete eigenvalues

µm = µm(V,L) :=
2π

L
(m+ΦV ) , m ∈ Z,

where

ΦV =
1

2π

∫
Γ

V ds.

Moreover, the corresponding eigenfunctions

fm,V (s) := L−1/2 exp

(
iµm(V,L)s− i

∫ s

0

V (ς) dς

)
,

constitute a Hilbert basis of L2(Γ).
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Proof. The spectrum of DV is characterized by the scalars µ for which there is a
non-zero solution to{

−if ′(s) + V (s)f(s) = µf(s), s ∈ (0, L),

f(0) = f(L).

The general solution to the previous differential equation is

f(s) = C exp

(
iµs− i

∫ s

0

V (ς) dς

)
.

Therefore, a non-zero solution satisfying f(0) = f(L) exists if and only if there is
an integer m ∈ Z such that

µL−
∫ L

0

V (ς) dς = 2πm.

The previous condition on µ reads as follows

µ = µm :=
2π

L

(
m+

1

2π

∫ L

0

V (s) ds

)
=

2π

L
(m+ΦV ) . □

Remark 4.2.

(1) It follows from Proposition 4.1 that

dim
(
Ker(DV )

)
=

{
0, if ΦV ̸∈ Z,
1, if ΦV ∈ Z.

(2) We will encounter DV in two typical situations where either
• V = −τ ·A|Γ + g and ΦV = −Φ+ Φg; or
• V = −τ · A|Γ + g − κ, with κ being the curvature along Γ, and
ΦV = −Φ+ Φg + 1.

(3) If V1, V2 ∈ C(Γ;R) such that ΦV2
− ΦV1

∈ Z, then DV1
and DV2

have the
same spectra but the eigenfunctions of DV2

are modified from those of DV1

by a pure phase term.

We define the spectral projection (in L2(Γ))

ΠV := ΠV (0) = 1(−∞,0)(DV ), Π
≤

V := Π
≤

V (0) = 1(−∞,0](DV ), (4.2)

on the eigenspace of DV corresponding to the negative (resp. non-positive) eigen-
values.

Lemma 4.3. Whenever V ∈ C(Γ,R) we define

ΘV (s) :=
2π

L
ΦV s−

∫ s

0

V (ς) dς.

For any α ∈ R, the spectral projections

ΠV (α) := 1(−∞,α)(DV ),

are of the form

ΠV (α) = eiΘV Π0

(
α− 2π

L
ΦV

)
e−iΘV . (4.3)

Moreover, if V ∈ C∞(Γ,R) then ΠV (α) is a classical pseudodifferential operator of
order zero and the principal symbol of Id−ΠV (α) coincides with that of the Calderón
projector of e−ϕ∂z̄e

ϕ.
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Proof. By Proposition 4.1, the eigenfunctions of DV can be written in the form

fm,V (s) = eiΘV (s)fm,0(s).

We conclude (4.3) from the equalities

e−iΘV ΠV (α) eiΘV =
∑

m<Lα/2π−ΦV

m∈Z

⟨·, fm,0⟩fm,0 = Π0

(
α− 2π

L
ΦV

)
.

We will now show that 1 − ΠV (α) is a classical pseudodifferential operator of
order zero when V ∈ C∞(Γ,R). By (4.3), it suffices to consider the case V = 0.
Conjugating by the unitary u(s) := e2πiNs/L we can reduce to the case α ∈ (− 2π

L , 0].
In this case, a computation with the geometric series shows that for f ∈ C∞(Γ)

(1−Π0(α))f(e
is) = lim

r→1−

1

L

∫ L

0

f(eiζ)

1− rei(s−ζ)
dζ. (4.4)

The arc length parametrization defines a diffeomorphism Γ ∼= L
2πS

1 allowing us

to identify C∞(Γ) with C∞( L
2πS

1). Under this identification, (4.4) shows that
1 − Π0(α) is the classical pseudodifferential operator of order zero on the circle
defined from the Cauchy integral that up to lower order terms coincides with the
Calderón projector. □

Recall that (τ, ν) is an orthonormal direct frame along Γ such that ν is the inward
pointing normal. Recall that the curvature along Γ is the scalar function κ defined
by the relation

τ̇ = κν,

where the dot denotes differentiation with respect to the arc-length coordinate.
We introduce the Cartesian components of τ, ν as follows

τ = (τ1, τ2), ν = (ν1, ν2)

and recall that the relation ν =
(
0 −1
1 0

)
τ reads as follows

ν1 = −τ2, ν2 = τ1. (4.5)

There is a nice duality between projections of the type ΠV and Π
≤

V that we explain
below.

Proposition 4.4. Let w ∈ L2(Γ). Then it holds that

w ∈
(
Im(ΠV−κ)

)⊥
if, and only if, the function h := (ν1 − iν2)w satisfies

h ∈
(
Im(ΠV )

)⊥
.

Here and below we denote by Im(T ) the range of a linear operator T .

Proof. We identify the vectors τ and ν with the complex number τ1+iτ2 and ν1+iν2,
respectively. The identities in (4.5) then take the form

τ̇ = iκτ,

which yields that

τ(s) = τ(0) exp

(
i

∫ s

0

κ(ς) dς

)
, ν(s) = iτ(s) = iτ(0) exp

(
i

∫ s

0

κ(ς) dς

)
.
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Assume that h ∈
(
Im(ΠV )

)⊥
. Then, by Proposition 4.1,

h ⊥ fm,V (m ∈ Z, µm(V,L) < 0).

In other words, ⟨w, f̃m,V ⟩ = 0, where f̃m,V (s) = νfm,V (s). Since
∫
Γ
κds = 2π by

the Gauss–Bonnet theorem, it is easy to check that

µm(V,L) = µm+1(V − κ, L)

and

f̃m,V (s) = iτ(0)L−1/2 exp

(
iµm+1(V − κ, L)s− i

∫ s

0

(
V (ς)− k(ς)

)
dς

)
= iτ(0)fm+1,V−κ(s).

This proves that

w ⊥ fm+1,V−κ (m ∈ Z, µm+1(V − κ, L) < 0),

which yields that w ∈
(
Im(ΠV−κ)

)⊥
. In a similar fashion, we can prove that

h ∈
(
Im(ΠV )

)⊥
if we know that w ∈

(
Im(ΠV−κ)

)⊥
. □

Remark 4.5. In the case where Γ consists of d+1 curves (Γj)
d
j=0, with d ≥ 1 (which

corresponds to Ω non-simply connected), we can view the Hilbert space L2(Γ) as the
direct sum ⊕d

j=0L
2(Γj) and introduce the operators DVj on L2(Γj) ∼= L2([0, Lj)),

where we denote by Lj the length of Γj . We introduce the operator DV on L2(Γ)
as the direct sum ⊕d

j=0DVj . We then have

• The spectrum of DV is {µm(Vj , Lj)}m∈Z,0≤j≤d, the union of the spectra of
DVj described in Proposition 4.1, and an orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions
is given by {fm,Vj}m∈Z,0≤j≤d, where fm,Vj , defined initially on Γj , is viewed

in L2(Γ) by extension by 0.
• The spectral projection ΠV = 1(−∞,0)(DV ) is also given as the direct sum

ΠV = ⊕d
j=0ΠVj

• Proposition 4.4 continues to hold.

5. Eigenmodes with holomorphic/anti-holomorphic conditions

5.1. New auxiliary operators. Let us introduce the trace operator

γ0 : u ∈ H1(Ω) 7→ u|Γ ∈ H1/2(Γ)

and the tangential component of the magnetic potential in (1.7),

Aτ = τ ·A|Γ. (5.1)

The trace operator γ0 has been implicit in the presentation so far, but for clarity it
will be important to include it in formulas going forward. In light of Proposition 3.1
and Remark 3.2, we have the following identity,

qA,g(u) = 4∥e−ϕ∂z̄e
ϕu∥2L2(Ω) +

∫
Γ

(−i∂s −Aτ + g)(γ0u)γ0uds, (5.2)

for u ∈ H1(Ω). The boundary term in (5.2) is the pairing of (−i∂s −Aτ + g)(γ0u) ∈
H−1/2(Γ) with γ0u ∈ H1/2(Γ). Let us denote by O(Ω) the space of holomorphic
functions in Ω. The Bergman space

B(Ω) := O(Ω) ∩ L2(Ω)
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is a closed subspace of L2(Ω), and the quadratic form

B(Ω) ∩H1(Ω) ∋ v 7→ qOA,g(v) :=

∫
Γ

(−i∂s −Aτ + g)(γ0v)γ0v ds

is semi-bounded and closed7, so it induces a self-adjoint operator, HO
A,g, in the

Hilbert space B(Ω).
Let us observe that, by (5.2) and the property ϕ = 0 on Γ, we have the identity,

qA,g(u) =

∫
Γ

(−i∂s −Aτ + g)(γ0u)γ0uds = qOA,g(e
ϕu), u ∈ H1(Ω) ∩ e−ϕO(Ω).

Thus, by Glazman’s lemma (1.9),

N(HΩ
A,g, 0) ≥ N(HO

A,g, 0), (5.3)

and the question of finding a lower bound on the number of negative eigenvalues
of HΩ

A,g, becomes to bound N(HO
A,g, 0) from below. We shall see that the latter

quantity will be bounded from below by the index of a certain Atiyah–Patodi–Singer
realization of the Pauli–Dirac operator (see Remark 6.2).

There is another operator in L2(Γ) obtained from imposing the anti-holomorphic
condition. Consider the closed and semi-bounded quadratic form defined on H1(Ω)
as follows

qcA,g(u) = 4∥eϕ∂ze−ϕu∥2L2(Ω) +

∫
Γ

(i∂s +Aτ + g)(γ0u)γ0uds, (5.4)

(note the ∂z in (5.4) instead of ∂z̄ in (5.2)) and denote by H
Ω,c
A,g its corresponding

self-adjoint operator. Note that, by Remark 3.4 this corresponds to the second
component of the Pauli operator in (1.1); in fact

H
Ω,c
A,g = (−i∇−A)2 +B

with the Robin boundary condition in (1.3).
We can encounter negative eigenvalues of (−i∇ − A)2 + B corresponding to

eigenmodes, u, of the quadratic form such that e−ϕu is antiholomorphic in Ω. More
precisely, we denote by Ō(Ω) the space of anti-holomorphic functions in Ω and
consider the closed, semibounded quadratic form defined as

B̄(Ω) ∩H1(Ω) ∋ v 7→ qŌA,g(v) :=

∫
Γ

(i∂s +Aτ + g)(γ0v)γ0v ds, (5.5)

where B̄(Ω) = Ō(Ω) ∩ L2(Ω) is the space of square integrable, anti-holomorphic

functions. Denote by HŌ
A,g the self-adjoint operator in the Hilbert space B̄(Ω),

corresponding to the foregoing quadratic form. The identity in Remark 3.4 and
Glazman’s lemma (1.9) yield, as above,

N(HΩ,c
A,g, 0) ≥ N(HŌ

A,g, 0).

5.2. Example: The case of the disc. Let us illustrate how an explicit computation
of N(HO

A,g, 0) is more feasible than the number of negative eigenvalues of HΩ
A,g. We

discuss here the case of the unit disc in further detail; its symmetric nature makes
it more tractable for computations.

For the sake of simplicity, we impose a Neumann boundary condition, i.e., we set
g = 0. Combining Proposition 2.1 and Remark 3.3, we get the following proposition.

7It inherits these properties from qA,g , see (3.1).
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Proposition 5.1. If the magnetic field, B, is a non-negative constant and Ω is the
open unit disc, D(0, 1), then

N(HΩ
A,0, 0) = N(HO

A,0, 0) = ⌈Φ⌉, N(HŌ
A,0, 0+) =

{
1 if B = 0,

0 if B > 0,

where ⌈·⌉ is introduced in (1.2) and HΩ
A,0 is the operator with a Neumann boundary

condition.

Proof. If g = 0 and B > 0, then the quadratic form in (5.5) is positive by Remark 3.4,

hence N(HŌ
A,0, 0+) = 0; if B = 0 then the constant functions are the zero-modes of

the quadratic form in (5.5), hence N(HŌ
A,0, 0+) = 1.

For 0 ≤ m < ⌈Φ⌉, the functions e−ϕzm produce negative eigenvalues of HO
A,0.

Therefore, N(HO
A,0, 0) ≥ ⌈Φ⌉. Combining Proposition 2.1 with Equation (5.3) we

have that

⌈Φ⌉ ≤ N(HO
A,0, 0) ≤ N(HΩ

A,0, 0) = ⌈Φ⌉,

and, consequently, N(HΩ
A,0, 0) = N(HO

A,0, 0). □

The proof of Proposition 5.1 indicates an easy way to obtain a lower bound for
N(HΩ

A,0, 0). Even in the case of the unit disc, Ω = D(0, 1), we do not have such
an easy proof for the lower bound stated in Theorem 1.1, unless the tangential
component of the magnetic potential A is constant on the boundary of Ω.

5.3. General domains. There is an interesting relation between the number
N(HO

A,g, 0) of negative eigenvalues of HO
A,g and that of a certain restriction of the

boundary Dirac operator encountered in Section 4. A similar relation exists for the
number N(HŌ

A,g, 0+) of non-positive eigenvalues of HŌ
A,g.

We introduce the boundary potentials

V = g −Aτ , V c = −g −Aτ , (5.6)

where Aτ is introduced in (5.1) and g is the function defining the Robin condition
in (1.3).

We introduce the eigenspaces

EV = Im(ΠV ) = Im(1(−∞,0)(DV )), FV c = Im
(
Id−ΠV c

)
= (EV c)⊥, (5.7)

where Π◦ is the spectral projection defined in (4.2). Note that EV corresponds to the
negative eigenvalues of the operator DV introduced in (4.1), while FV c corresponds
to the non-negative eigenvalues of DV c . Note that these objects are defined as direct
sums in the non-simply connected case (see Remark 4.5). In particular we get,

EV = ⊕d
j=0 Im(1(−∞,0)(DVj

)) = ⊕d
j=0EVj

,

where the last identity defines the subspace EVj
of L2(Γj).

Proposition 5.2. It holds that

N(HO
A,g, 0) ≥ dim

(
EV ∩ γ0(B(Ω))

)
and

N(HŌ
A,g, 0+) ≥ dim

(
FV c ∩ γ0(B̄(Ω))

)
.
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Proof. Notice first that the trace operator γ0 : B(Ω) → H−1/2(Γ) is injective (a
holomorphic function with zero trace on Γ is zero in all of Ω).

By [5, (3.2a) in proof of Proposition 3.1], EV ∩ γ0(B(Ω)) = ker(PC + ΠV − 2)
where PC denotes the Calderón projector of ∂̄. Lemma 4.3 and elliptic regularity
implies that the space EV ∩ γ0(B(Ω)) is a finite-dimensional subspace of H1/2(Γ).
Therefore, if f ∈ EV ∩ γ0(B(Ω)), then f ∈ H1/2(Γ) and there exists F ∈ B(Ω) such
that γ0(F ) = f . Since F is holomorphic in Ω, F ∈ H1(Ω) by elliptic regularity
for ∂z̄. Therefore F is in the form domain of the operator HO

A,g. The proof of the

inequality N(HO
A,g, 0) ≥ dim

(
EV ∩ γ0(B(Ω))

)
now follows by Glazman’s lemma.

In a similar fashion, the inequality N(HŌ
A,g, 0+) ≥ dim

(
FV c ∩ γ0(B̄(Ω))

)
follows.

□

Remark 5.3. It is unclear to us when the opposite inequalities in Proposition 5.2
can be expected to hold true. For instance, a natural question is whether we
have equalities in Proposition 5.2 when B ≥ 0. Let us point at the technical
difficulty. Let N = N(HO

A,g, 0) and consider an orthonormal basis {u1, . . . , uN} of

the eigenspace M = Im
(
1(−∞,0)(H

O
A,g)

)
, corresponding to the negative eigenvalues

of HO
A,g. Then dim

(
γ0(M)

)
= N but we do not necessarily have the inclusion

γ0(M) ⊂ EV ∩ γ0(B(Ω)). Even after projecting again on EV , we do not know
that the set {ΠV γ0(u1), . . . ,ΠV γ0(un)} is linearly independent, or even a subset of
γ0(B(Ω)).

When B is allowed to change sign, the inequalities in Proposition 5.2 can be strict.
Indeed, with Ω = D(0, 1) and B(x) = −4x2 the first inequality in Proposition 5.2 is
strict. In this setup, ϕ(x) = x2

2 (1 − x21 − x22), A(x) = (− 1
2 (1 − x21 − 3x22),−x1x2),

Aτ (s) = − sin(s) and g = 0 (so V (s) = −Aτ (s)), and B has zero flux. Let
v(z) = e−iz/2. Then v is holomorphic in the interior of Ω and

qOB,0(e
ϕv) =

∫ 2π

0

[(
−i∂s + sin(s)

)
v(eis)

]
v(eis) ds

= −1

2

∫ 2π

0

e−isecos s ds

= −πI1(1) < 0,

where I1 denotes the modified Bessel function of the first kind. By Glazman’s
lemma (1.9), this yields that N(HO

A,g, 0) ≥ 1. However, no non-zero linear com-

bintion of the Fourier series of fm,V (s) = eize−iz̄ei(m−1)s is of the form
∑

n≥0 e
ins.

Therefore, no non-zero linear combination of the eigenfunctions of DV ,

fm,V (s) = exp(i(m− 1)s) exp

(
i
eis + e−is

2

)
̸∈ γ0(B(Ω))

is a boundary restriction of a holomorphic function, so dim
(
EV ∩ γ0(B(Ω))

)
= 0.

6. Proof of Theorem 1.1 using index theory

We present the proof of Theorem 1.1 by assuming first that the magnetic potential
A is given by (1.7). The proof in the general case of any smooth magnetic potential
will require a few adjustments that we deal with in Remark 6.9 below.



NEGATIVE EIGENVALUES FOR THE ROBIN PAULI OPERATOR 19

6.1. An intermezzo on Dirac operators. To describe the negative eigenvalues
in terms of index theory, we shall need a suitable formalism. We consider the Dirac
operator

/Dϕ =

(
0 /D

−
ϕ

/D
+
ϕ 0

)
:= 2

(
0 −eϕ∂ze

−ϕ

e−ϕ∂z̄e
ϕ 0

)
acting on functions in Ω. The operator /Dϕ is formally self-adjoint and forms a
“square root” of the full Pauli operator,

/D
2
ϕ =

(
(−i∇−A)2 −B 0

0 (−i∇−A)2 +B

)
.

We next introduce a realization /D
+
ϕ,APS,V of /D

+
ϕ , in L

2(Ω), whose index can be
calculated with the Atiyah–Patodi–Singer index theory [4, 11, 25, 32]. The domain

of the operator /D
+
ϕ,APS,V is

Dom
(
/D
+
ϕ,APS,V

)
= DV (Ω) := {u ∈ H1(Ω) : γ0(u) ∈ EV }, (6.1)

where V is the potential introduced in (5.6) and EV is the eigenspace from (5.7).

Proposition 6.1. The operator /D
+
ϕ,APS,V is a Fredholm operator. Its adjoint

( /D
+
ϕ,APS,V )

∗ is the differential operator /D
−
ϕ on Ω with the domain

Dom
(
( /D

+
ϕ,APS,V )

∗) := {u ∈ H1(Ω) : γ0(u) ∈ (EV−κ)
⊥}.

Furthermore, the boundary restriction γ0 implements isomorphisms

ker
(
/D
+
ϕ,APS,V

) ∼= EV ∩ γ0(B(Ω)), and (6.2)

ker
(
( /D

+
ϕ,APS,V )

∗) ∼= (EV−κ)
⊥ ∩ γ0(B̄(Ω)).

Remark 6.2. By Propositions 5.2 and 6.1, the index of /D
+
ϕ,APS,V satisfies

ind( /D
+
ϕ,APS,V ) ≤ N(HO

A,g, 0).

Proof of Proposition 6.1. By Lemma 4.3, the projection Π⊥
V only differs from the

Calderón projector for /D
+
ϕ—the Cauchy integral operator—by an operator compact

on H1/2(Γ) and H−1/2(Γ). It follows from [7, Theorem 4] (see also [8, Theorem

7.20] and [9]) that /D
+
ϕ,APS,V is a Fredholm operator, and even regular.

We now compute the adjoint of /D
+
ϕ,APS,V . Take u in the domain of ( /D

+
ϕ,APS,V )

∗.

For all v in the domain of /D
+
ϕ,APS,V we have

⟨u, /D+
ϕ,APS,V v⟩ = ⟨( /D+

ϕ,APS,V )
∗u, v⟩.

Integration by parts yields

⟨u, /D+
ϕ,APS,V v⟩ = ⟨ /D−

ϕ u, v⟩ − ⟨(ν1 − iν2)u, v⟩L2(Γ),

hence u is in the domain of ( /D
+
ϕ,APS,V )

∗ if, and only if, (ν1 − iν2)γ0(u) ⊥ γ0(v). By

Proposition 4.4 we conclude that γ0(u) ∈ (EV−κ)
⊥.

A direct verification shows that γ0 induces the isomorphisms stated in (6.2). □
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6.2. Reduction to standard APS-index. We now compute the index of /D
+
ϕ,APS,V

introduced in Theorem 6.1 by using a relative index theorem that realizes the index

as a flow of eigenvalues. It suffices to consider the operator /D
+
APS,V , with action

/D
+
APS,V := /D

+
ϕ |ϕ=0 = 2∂z̄,

and with domain DV (Ω) from (6.1). In fact, the identity (6.2) in Proposition 6.1

implies that ind( /D
+
ϕ,APS,V ) is independent of ϕ (since the right hand side of (6.2) is

independent of ϕ) and we have the identity

ind( /D
+
ϕ,APS,V ) = ind

(
/D
+
APS,V

)
. (6.3)

Recall that the boundary Γ consists of d + 1 curves and can be disconnected

(when d ≥ 1). For all λ⃗ ∈ Rd+1, we introduce the operator

/D
+
APS,V (λ⃗) := 2∂z̄,

Dom
(
/D
+
APS,V (λ⃗)

)
:= {u ∈ H1(Ω) : γ0(u) ∈ EV (λ⃗)},

}
(6.4)

where EV (λ⃗) := Im
(
ΠV (λ⃗)

)
is the subspace defined by the spectral projection

ΠV (λ⃗) := ⊕d
j=01(−∞,λj)(DVj

),

and notice that, in the simply connected case, d = 0, the previous formula reduces
to

ΠV (λ) := 1(−∞,λ)(DV ).

In terms of the orthogonal projection on (EV (λ⃗))
⊥, Π⊥

V (λ⃗) := Id−ΠV (λ⃗) =

⊕d
j=01[λj ,+∞)(DVj ), we can express the domain of /D

+
APS,V (λ⃗) as follows

Dom
(
/D
+
APS,V (λ⃗)

)
= {u ∈ H1(Ω) : Π⊥

V (λ⃗)γ0(u) = 0}.

Using that the index is invariant by homotopy, we will now prove that we can reduce
from computing the index with V = g −Aτ to V = 0, but with the flux appearing
in the spectral parameter Φ̃V = ( 2πL0

ΦV0
, · · · , 2π

Ld
ΦVd

) ∈ Rd+1 (it is a vector in the

non-simply connected case, see Remark 4.5). If Ω is simply connected, Φ̃V has only
one component which is 2π/L times the scalar ΦV introduced in (1.4).

Proposition 6.3. It holds that

ind
(
/D
+
APS,V

)
= ind

(
/D
+
APS,0(−Φ̃V )

)
.

Proof. Recall that L2(Γ) ∼= ⊕d
j=0L

2(Γj) and that DV = ⊕d
j=0DVj

. By Proposi-
tion 4.1, the eigenfunction fm,Vj of DVj can be written on the component Γj

∼= [0, Lj)
in the form

fm,Vj (s) = eiΘVj
(s)fm,0(s), where ΘVj (s) =

2π

Lj
ΦVjs−

∫ s

0

Vj(ς) dς (0 ≤ s ≤ Lj).

For all t ∈ [0, 1], we introduce the orthogonal projection

Pt := ⊕d
j=0Pt,j , Pt,j :=

∑
m≥−ΦVj

m∈Z

⟨·, fm,tVj
⟩L2(Γj)fm,tVj

,

on the closure of the space spanned by

StV := ⊕d
j=0StVj

, StVj
:= {fm,tVj

: m ∈ Z,m ≥ −ΦVj
}.
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Notice that

P0,j = Π⊥
0

(
−2π

Lj
ΦVj

)
, P1,j = Π⊥

Vj
(0),

Pt,j = eitΘVjP0,je
−itΘVj = Π⊥

tVj

(
(t− 1)

2π

Lj
ΦVj

)
.

Appealing to Lemma 4.3, we have that [0, 1] ∋ t 7→ Pt,j is a smooth family of
pseudodifferential operators of order 0 on Γ. The family t 7→ Pt,j differs from
the Calderón projector by a family of compact operators and so is constant up to
compact operators. Therefore, for any t ∈ [0, 1], the operator

/D
+
Pt

= 2∂z̄, Dom( /D
+
Pt
) = {u ∈ H1(Ω) : Ptγ0(u) = 0},

is a regular realization of the elliptic operator 2∂z̄. Therefore, [7, Theorem 8.5]
implies that

ind( /D
+
P1
) = ind( /D

+
P0
).

To finish the proof, we notice that /D
+
P1

= /D
+
APS,V and /D

+
P0

= /D
+
APS,0(−Φ̃V ). □

Proposition 6.4. It holds that

ind
(
/D
+
APS,0(−Φ̃V )

)
= ind

(
/D
+
APS,0(0)

)
+

d∑
j=0

⌈−ΦVj
⌉.

Proof. We use a relative index theorem (see [7, 11, 32] for a detailed description of

the underlying theory). The boundary condition in the definition of /D
+
APS,0(λ⃗) is

defined by the eigenspace E0(λ⃗) (see (6.4)).
Step 1. (Simply connected case.)

In this case Φ̃V = 2πΦV /L and we identify λ⃗ with its single component λ. Recall
that E0(λ) is the eigenspace of D0 = −i∂s corresponding to eigenvalues less than λ,
and it is explicitly known from Proposition 4.1 (with V = 0).

If we have Φ̃V ≤ 0 then E0(0) ⊂ E0(−Φ̃V ); consequently (see for instance [6,
Lemma 4.5])

ind( /D
+
APS,0(−Φ̃V ) = ind( /D

+
APS,0(0)) + dim

(
E0(−Φ̃V )/E0(0)

)
.

Now, by Proposition 4.1, we have

dim
(
E0(−Φ̃V )/E0(0)

)
= #

(
{m ∈ Z : 0 ≤ m < −ΦV }

)
= ⌈−ΦV ⌉.

The case Φ̃V > 0 is proven analogously using E0(0) ⊃ E0(−Φ̃V ) and interchanging

the role of /D
+
APS,0(−Φ̃V ) and /D

+
APS,0(0) in the relative index theorem.

Step 2. (Non-simply connected case.)
By the argument in Step 1:

ind
(
/D
+
APS,0(−Φ̃V )

)
= ind

(
/D
+
APS,0

(
0,−2π

L1
ΦV1

, · · · ,−2π

Ld
ΦVd

))
+ ⌈−ΦV0⌉.

Iterating this we get the formula in Proposition 6.4. □
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6.3. Computing the APS-index. Now we are reduced to the computation of

ind( /D
+
APS,0(0)) for a general bounded, connected C∞-domain. We can start from

the case of the unit disc.

Proposition 6.5 (Disc domain). For the unit disc Ω = D(0, 1), we have that

ind( /D
+
APS,0(0)) = 0.

Proof. By Fourier series, we have for the unit disc

γ0(B(Ω)) =
{∑
n≥0

√
n+ 1 ane

ins : (an)n≥0 ⊂ ℓ2(C)
}
,

γ0(B̄(Ω)) =
{∑
n≤0

√
|n|+ 1 ane

ins : (an)n<0 ⊂ ℓ2(C)
}
.

Thus, we get from Proposition 4.1,

E0 ∩ γ0(B(Ω)) = span
(
{fm,0 : m ∈ Z,m ≥ 0, µm(0, 2π) < 0}

)
= {0},

E⊥
−1 ∩ γ0(B̄(Ω)) = span

(
{fm,−1 : m ∈ Z,m ≤ 0, µm(−1, 2π) ≥ 0}

)
= {0}.

Now it follows by Proposition 6.1

ind
(
/D
+
APS,0(0)

)
= dim

(
E0 ∩ γ0(B(Ω))

)
− dim

(
E⊥

−1 ∩ γ0(B̄(Ω))
)
= 0. □

With Proposition 6.5 in hand we can apply a general index theorem to deal with
arbitrary bounded, connected domains.

Proposition 6.6 (General connected domain). If Ω ⊆ C is a bounded, connected
domain with smooth boundary Γ consisting of d+ 1 simple closed curves, then

ind( /D
+
APS,0(0)) = −d.

In particular, if Ω is simply connected, ind( /D
+
APS,0(0)) = 0.

Proof. The direct frame (τ, ν) gives us natural coordinates (s, xn) valid in a collar
neighborhood of the boundary, where s denotes the arc-length coordinate along Γ
and xn is the normal variable, so that xn = 0 defines the boundary, and inside the
Ω we have xn > 0 (see e.g., [19, Appendix F])).

The operator /D
+
APS,0(0) = 2∂z̄ can be expressed in the coordinates (s, xn) as

2∂z̄ = ∂1 + i∂2 = τ
(
(1− xnκ(s))

−1∂s
)
+ ν(∂xn

)

where τ, ν are viewed as the complex numbers τ1+iτ2, ν = ν1+iν2 and ∂1, ∂2 denote
the partial differentiation with respect to the Cartesian coordinates. Recalling that
ν = iτ by (4.5), we eventually get8

2∂z̄ = iτ
(
∂xn

− i(1− xnκ(s))
−1∂s

)
.

So the condition in [25, Eq. (1.4)] holds, and we can apply Grubb’s APS index
formula [25, Theorems 1.2 & 1.3]. Since we are using the flat metric on C, it follows
that

ind( /D
+
APS,0(0)) =

∫
Γ

b0 ds−
η(0) + dimker(−i∂s)

2
,

8Note also that a function u in the domain ind( /D
+
APS,0(0)) must obey the condition Π≥0γ0(u) =

0 where, in the notation of [25, Eq. (1.2)], Π≥0 is the orthogonal projection on the eigenspace

defined by the non-negative eigenvalues of the boundary operator −i∂s.
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where b0 is a local term defined from universal invariant polynomial in the second
fundamental form and its covariant derivatives along the normal to the boundary,
and η(0) is the η invariant of D0 = −i∂s, defined as follows. For Re(a) > 1, we let

η(a) =
∑

λm ̸=0

sgn(λm)|λm|−a,

and extend by meromorphicity to the complex plane. Here λm are the eigenvalues of
D0 which can be retrieved from Proposition 4.1 by observing that D0 = ⊕d

j=0D0|Γj
,

where (Γj)
d
j=0 are the connected components of Γ. Since the spectrum of each D0|Γj

is symmetric around the origin, we find η(a) = 0 for Re(a) > 1 by evaluating the
sum defining η(s) on each connected component separately. In particular, η(0) = 0.
Moreover, we have (in L2(Γ) ∼= ⊕d

j=0L
2(Γj))

dimker(−i∂s) = 1 + d.

Finally, from scaling considerations, it follows that there is a universal real constant
c such that b0 = c κ, where κ denotes the curvature of Γ. The universality of c
means that it is independent of the domain. By the Gauss–Bonnet theorem, we
have ∫

Γ

κ(s) ds =

∫
Γ0

κ(s) ds+

d∑
j=1

∫
Γj

κ(s) ds = 2π − 2πd,

where Γ0 is the outer boundary of the domain Ω; the negative term is due to the
positive orientation in the interior boundary where ν points inward Ω (so outward
the domain enclosed by the curve Γj).

Therefore, summing all contributions, we obtain

ind( /D
+
APS,0(0)) = 2π(1− d)c− 1 + d

2
.

Universality of the constant c implies, after comparison with the case of the unit
disc, Proposition 6.5, that c = 1/4π. Substituting into the foregoing index formula
finishes the proof. □

Now we conclude the paper by finishing the proof of our main theorem.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. As we mentioned earlier, we assume that the magnetic po-
tential A is given by (1.7) and refer to Remark 6.9 below for the general case.

By (5.3) and Remark 6.2, we have that

N(HΩ
A,g, 0) ≥ ind( /D

+
ϕ,APS,V )

with V = g −Aτ and Aτ introduced in (5.1).
We next collect (6.3) and the conclusions in Propositions 6.3 and 6.4, to obtain

ind( /D
+
ϕ,APS,V ) = ind( /D

+
APS,0(0)) +

d∑
j=0

⌈−ΦVj⌉,

where ind( /D
+
APS,0(0)) = −d by Proposition 6.6. Thus, remembering the definition

of V above, we get that

N(HΩ
A,g, 0) ≥ −d+

d∑
j=0

⌈−ΦVj
⌉ = −d+

d∑
j=0

⌈Φj − Φg,j⌉. □
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Remark 6.7. The proof above extends to the case B ∈ Lp(Ω,R) for p > 2. Elliptic
regularity implies that ϕ ∈W 2,p(Ω,R), and so A ∈W 1,p(Ω,R2). The trace theorem

implies that Aτ := τ ·A|Γ ∈W 1− 1
p ,p(Γ,R) and by the Sobolev embedding theorem,

Aτ ∈ C(Γ,R) if p > 2.
The results in Section 3, 4, and 5 carry through ad verbatim for B ∈ Lp(Ω,R),

p > 2, and Aτ ∈ C(Γ,R). Section 6 is a bit more subtle, where Proposition 6.1
and 6.3 uses some regularity. Their proofs extend since eiΘAτ ∈ C1(Γ,R) and it
is sufficient that eiΘAτ ∈ C1/2+ϵ(Γ,R) for [Π0(0), e

iΘAτ ] to be compact on Hs(Γ)
for s ∈ (−1/2− ϵ, 1/2 + ϵ) [24, Theorem 1.4], and in particular Π⊥

V differs from the

Calderón projector by an operator compact on H1/2(Γ) and H−1/2(Γ) by Lemma 4.3.

Remark 6.8. Extending the index theoretical proof of Theorem 1.1 to the case when
Ω is non-smooth is harder. This is due to the fact that Atiyah–Patodi–Singer index
theory has only been developed in sufficiently large degree of regularity of ∂Ω. We
note that Lemma 7.1 below can be combined with the discussion above to show
that Theorem 1.1 holds when Ω is simply connected with Dini-smooth boundary
and B ∈ Lp(Ω) for p > 2.

Remark 6.9. As discussed in Remark 1.7, the proof of Theorem 1.1 above extends
to general A ∈ C∞(Ω,R2). The generalization depends on replacing e−ϕ∂z̄e

ϕ with

/D
+
A := ∂z̄ − iA, which since it does not change the principal symbol affects little

in the general theory of first order elliptic differential operators we are invoking.
Indeed, the proof of Proposition 3.1 extends ad verbatim when replacing e−ϕ∂z̄e

ϕ

with /D
+
A. If we further replace the Bergman space B(Ω) with the L2-kernel of /D

+
A

in the discussions in Subsections 5.1, 5.3 and 6.1, analogous statements as in (5.3)
and Remark 6.2 lead to the lower bound

N(HΩ
A,g, 0) ≥ ind( /D

+
A,APS,V )

Here /D
+
A,APS,V denotes the differential operator /D

+
A equipped with the APS-

boundary condition (6.1) defined from EV (see (5.7)) where V = g− τ ·A. To prove
Theorem 1.1 for general A, it therefore suffices to have the index formula

ind( /D
+
A,APS,V ) = −d+

d∑
j=0

⌈Φj − Φg,j⌉. (6.5)

Using homotopy invariance and relative index theory as in Subsection 6.2, we can
without loss of generality assume g = 0.

While less conceptual than the proof above for the Dirichlet gauge, the index
formula (6.5) follows from Grubb’s APS-index formula [25]. The latter implies that

ind( /D
+
A,APS,V ) =

1

2π

∫
Ω

B dx+

∫
Γ

b0 ds(x)−
ηDV

(0) + dimkerDV

2
, (6.6)

where the η-invariant ηDV
(0) is the value at s = 0 of the meromorphic function

ηDV
, defined for Re s > 1 by

ηDV
(s) :=

∑
λ∈Spec(DV )\{0}

sign(λ)|λ|−s,

with eigenvalues counted by multiplicity. Moreover, b0 is a local term defined from
a universal invariant polynomial in the second fundamental form and curvatures.
By well known techniques from invariance theory [23], degree reasons and the low
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dimensionality we know that b0 = cκ+ c′∂xn
(dxn¬(B dx1 ∧ dx2)), where κ denotes

the curvature of Γ and c, c′ are universal constants. The value c = 1/4π is deduced
from Lemma 6.6 and c′ = 0 can be computed from Proposition 5.1. In particular,
we have

∫
Γ
b0 ds(x) = (1− d)/2 by the Gauss–Bonnet theorem. A computation with

Hurwitz zeta functions [3, p. 264, p. 268] and Proposition 4.1 implies that

ηDV
(0) + dimkerDV

2
=

1 + d

2
+

d∑
j=0

(Φj − ⌈Φj⌉) .

Summing up the terms in (6.6) and using Φ =
∑d

j=0 Φj we conclude (6.5).

7. Proof of Theorem 1.1 using a trace identity

In this section we provide an alternative proof of the first part of Theorem 1.1
in the simply connected case. It is based on the identity from Proposition 3.1, but
instead of index theory we use a trace identity for the Benjamin–Ono equation. In
this approach the simple connectivity of Ω is used and is assumed throughout this
section.

7.1. Reduction to the unit disc. By the Riemann mapping theorem, there is
a biholomorphic F : D(0, 1) → Ω. When Ω has sufficiently smooth boundary, F

together with its derivatives extends continuously to D(0, 1), and this extension
induces a C1-diffeomorphism f : ∂D(0, 1) → Γ = ∂Ω (see [36, Thm. 2.1]). Define

B̃ := |F ′|2 (B ◦ F ) : D(0, 1) → R , g̃ := |f ′| (g ◦ f) : ∂D(0, 1) → R . (7.1)

Then, by a change of variables,

1

2π

∫
Ω

B(x) dx =
1

2π

∫
D(0,1)

B̃(x) dx ,
1

2π

∫
Γ

g ds =
1

2π

∫
∂D(0,1)

g̃ ds .

The following lemma uses these identities to show that the number of negative
eigenvalues does not change when passing from the triple (Ω, B, g) to the triple

(D(0, 1), B̃, g̃).

Lemma 7.1. If Ω ⊆ R2 is bounded, simply connected domain bounded by a simple
closed Dini-smooth Jordan curve, then we have

N(HΩ
A,g, 0) = N(H

D(0,1)

Ã,g̃
, 0),

where B̃ and g̃ are defined as in (7.1) from the Riemann mapping theorem.

Proof. First, for the continuous extension of the Riemann mapping F to a map
from D(0, 1) to Ω, it suffices that Ω is bounded by a simple closed Jordan curve,
and in this case the extension of F maps ∂D(0, 1) homeomorphically to Γ = ∂Ω.
Next, by [36, Theorem 3.5], if Ω is bounded by a simple closed Dini-smooth Jordan
curve, then F ′ extends continuously to the boundary.

We set

Ã := (DF )T(A ◦ F ) ,
where DF is the 2× 2 Jacobi matrix of F . A computation based on the Cauchy–
Riemann equations for F shows

curl Ã = B̃ .
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Given ψ ∈ H1(Ω), let

ψ̃ := ψ ◦ F .
Then a simple computation shows that ψ̃ ∈ H1(D(0, 1)) and (−i∇ − Ã)ψ̃ =
(DF )T(((−i∇−A)ψ) ◦ F ), and so, by the Cauchy–Riemann equations,

|(−i∇− Ã)ψ̃|2 = |F ′|2(|(−i∇−A)ψ|2 ◦ F ).

Thus, by a change of variables,∫
Ω

|(−i∇−A)ψ|2 dx =

∫
D(0,1)

|(−i∇− Ã)ψ̃|2 dx .

Similarly, B̃|ψ̃|2 = |F ′|2((B|ψ|2) ◦ F ) implies∫
Ω

B|ψ|2 dx =

∫
D(0,1)

B̃|ψ̃|2 dx .

Applying Glazman’s lemma (1.9) twice, once with T = HΩ
A,g and once with T =

H
D(0,1)

B̃,g̃
, we obtain the claimed equality. □

Remark 7.2. Further conditions in terms of Hölder regularity of F are given by the
Kellogg–Warschawski theorem [36, Theorem 3.6].

7.2. Analysis on the boundary of the unit disc. The conclusion of Lemma 7.1
is that it suffices to prove the first part of Theorem 1.1 for the unit disc. Thus, from
now on we assume that Ω = D(0, 1) and we write B and g instead of B̃ and g̃.

We denote by P+ the projection in L2(∂D(0, 1)) onto the Hardy space, that is,
onto the space spanned by the functions eims with m ≥ 0. We consider the operator

P+DV P+ = P+(−i∂s + V )P+

in L2(∂D(0, 1)) with V = g −Aτ . We claim that

N(HΩ
A,g, 0) ≥ N(P+DV P+, 0) . (7.2)

This is the statement of Proposition 5.2, but we briefly recall the argument in the cur-
rent setting. The inequality follows by another application of Glazman’s lemma (1.9).
Indeed, we denote by E the extension operator from ImP+ to B(D(0, 1)), defined
by Eeim·(z) = zm for m ≥ 0. Then for v ∈ Im(1(−∞,0)(P+DV P+)), we have9

Ev ∈ H1(D(0, 1)) ∩B(D(0, 1)) and, by Proposition 3.1,

qA,g(Ev) = ⟨P+DV P+v, v⟩L2(∂D(0,1)) ≤ 0 .

The inequality is strict if v ̸= 0. Therefore, the assertion (7.2) follows from Glazman’s
lemma (1.9) with T = HΩ

A,g and M = Im(E1(−∞,0)(P+DV P+)), together with the
fact that E is injective on ImP+. The proof of the first part of Theorem 1.1 is
therefore complete, once we have shown the following lemma.

Lemma 7.3. N(P+DV P+, 0) ≥ ⌈−ΦV ⌉.

We note that the lemma is obvious if V is a constant, because then the quadratic
form of P+DV P+ is negative on the subspace spanned by eims with 0 ≤ m < −V =
−ΦV , which has dimension ⌈−ΦV ⌉.

9The operator P+DV P+ is bounded from below, so v ∈ Im(1(−c,0)(P+DV P+)) ⊂ H1(Γ),

where c is some positive constant.
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Proof. We first prove a variant of the lemma on the line. We denote by Π+ the
orthogonal projection in L2(R) onto the Hardy space of functions whose Fourier
transform vanishes on (−∞, 0). We consider the operator Π+(−i∂+W )Π+ in L2(R).
This is an operator that appears in the Lax pair for the Benjamin–Ono equation. A
trace formula for this equation reads

N(Π+(−i∂ +W )Π+, 0)−
1

(2π)2

∫ ∞

0

|β(λ)|2 dλ

λ
= − 1

2π

∫
R
W (t) dt ;

see, e.g., [27, Equation (113)]. Here β is a certain scattering coefficient whose
definition is irrelevant for us. From this trace formula, it follows immediately that
N(Π+(−i∂ +W )Π+, 0) ≥ −(2π)−1

∫
RW (t) dt.

Now we transfer the result from the line to the circle. We first note that, if W
on R and V on ∂D(0, 1) are related by

W (t) =
2

1 + t2
V

(
i− t

i+ t

)
,

then ∫
R
W (t) dt =

∫
∂D(0,1)

V (s) ds .

(Here we slightly abuse notation and do not distinguish between V (s) and V (eis).)
This follows by a standard change of variables. Further, we claim that the number
of negative eigenvalues of P+(−i∂s + V )P+ coincides with the number of negative
eigenvalues of Π+(−i∂t +W )Π+. This follows by Glazman’s lemma (1.9), similarly
as in the previous subsection, provided one notes that if ψ ∈ L2(∂D(0, 1)) and
Ψ ∈ L2(R) are related by

Ψ(t) = ψ

(
i− t

i+ t

)
,

then ψ ∈ ImP+ if and only if Ψ ∈ ImΠ+, and∫
∂D(0,1)

ψ(−i∂s)ψ ds =

∫
R
Ψ(−i∂t)Ψdt ,

∫
∂D(0,1)

W |ψ|2 dθ =
∫
R
V |Ψ|2 dt .

This concludes the proof of the lemma. □

Remark 7.4. The trace formulas for the Benjamin-Ono equation have been exten-
sively studied and are widely recognized in the field. Furthermore, by incorporating
the methods presented in [41], it is possible to provide additional details and
strengthen the proof presented in [27] and clarify the regularity required on V . For
further details on the Benjamin-Ono equation and its trace formulas see [12, 2].

Remark 7.5. It would have been more efficient, but probably less intuitive, if we
would have mapped Ω conformally onto the upper half-plane C+. Then we could
have directly appealed to the result for the Benjamin–Ono equation on R, without
doing another conformal transformation.

Acknowledgement

The authors take the opportunity to thank the Knuth and Alice foundation
(grant KAW 2021.0259) for the possibility to host A. Kachmar in Lund for six
months. The first listed author was supported by the grant 0135-00166B from
the Independent Research Fund Denmark. The second listed author was partially
supported by the grant DMS-1954995 from the US National Science Foundation



28 S. FOURNAIS, R. L. FRANK, M. GOFFENG, A. KACHMAR, AND M. SUNDQVIST

and grant EXC-2111-390814868 from the German Research Foundation. The third
listed author was supported by the Swedish Research Council Grant VR 2018-0350.
SF and AK acknowledge CAMS-AUB where part of this work was carried out.

References

[1] Y. Aharonov and A. Casher. Ground state of a spin- 1
2
charged particle in a two-dimensional

magnetic field. Phys. Rev. A (3), 19(6):2461–2462, 1979.
[2] R. L. Anderson and E. Taflin. The Benjamin-Ono equation—recursivity of linearization

maps—Lax pairs. Lett. Math. Phys., 9(4):299–311, 1985.

[3] T. M. Apostol. Introduction to analytic number theory. Undergraduate Texts in Mathematics.
Springer-Verlag, New York-Heidelberg, 1976.

[4] M. F. Atiyah, V. K. Patodi, and I. M. Singer. Spectral asymmetry and Riemannian geometry.
I. Math. Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc., 77:43–69, 1975.

[5] J. Avron, R. Seiler, and B. Simon. The index of a pair of projections. J. Funct. Anal.,
120(1):220–237, 1994.

[6] L. Bandara. The relative index theorem for general first-order elliptic operators. J. Geom.

Anal., 33(1):Paper No. 10, 20, 2023.

[7] L. Bandara, M. Goffeng, and H. Saratchandran. Realisations of elliptic operators on compact
manifolds with boundary. Adv. Math., 420:Paper No. 108968, 123, 2023.

[8] C. Bär and W. Ballmann. Boundary value problems for elliptic differential operators of first
order. In Surveys in differential geometry. Vol. XVII, volume 17 of Surv. Differ. Geom., pages
1–78. Int. Press, Boston, MA, 2012.

[9] C. Bär and L. Bandara. Boundary value problems for general first-order elliptic differential
operators. J. Funct. Anal., 282(12):Paper No. 109445, 69, 2022.

[10] J.-M. Barbaroux, L. Le Treust, N. Raymond, and E. Stockmeyer. On the semiclassical spectrum

of the Dirichlet-Pauli operator. J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS), 23(10):3279–3321, 2021.
[11] B. Booß Bavnbek and K. P. Wojciechowski. Elliptic boundary problems for Dirac operators.

Mathematics: Theory & Applications. Birkhäuser Boston, Inc., Boston, MA, 1993.
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