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COUNTING NEGATIVE EIGENVALUES FOR
THE MAGNETIC PAULI OPERATOR

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

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 Schrédinger equation. Of particular interest
are bound states, which correspond to eigenvalues of the underlying Schrodinger
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 C?-valued functions and is given by

((iv()A)z 7 (—iV—(.)A)2+B) Slor v AT .

where A = (A1, Ay) : R? — R? is a vector field, and o = (01, 02) denotes the vector

of Pauli matrices,
(01 (0 —i
a1=\1 0)7 27\ o)

The magnetic field is the function
B =curl A = 81142 — (92141 .

Under suitable assumptions on A, the Pauli operator is a self-adjoint, non-negative
operator in the Hilbert space L?(R?; C?). 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{[|®|] — 1,0},
where ® denotes the normalized flux

1
d=— B(x)d
2 R2 (x) v

of the magnetic field and where we use the notation
[z] =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 §2.

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] that! in the case of the disc in a uniform magnetic field of strength 8 > 0
(i.e.,, B(z) = ), and with Neumann boundary conditions, it is possible to count the
negative eigenvalues exactly. We have reproduced a version of the graph? of the
eigenvalues as functions of 8 > 0 from [39] in Figure 1.1.3, modified for the Pauli
operator.

FIGURE 1. Eigenvalues in the case of the unit disc, with a uniform
magnetic field of strength £, where § > 0 is a parameter, as a
function of 8. The flux of the magnetic field is given by ® = 5/2.
As [ increases, new negative eigenvalue occurs each time ® 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
B. It turns out that it suffices to consider m > 0, and that the operator corresponding
to angular momentum m has precisely one negative eigenvalue if 5/2 > m > 0,
i.e., if ® > m, and no negative eigenvalue otherwise. Summing up, the number of
negative eigenvalues equals [®].

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 [®]. 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 Schrédinger 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 Schrodinger (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 (5
with the odd (even) non-negative integer numbers. The density of states in these
eigenspaces is given by % (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 2 C R? such that I' := 09 is a finite union of
d+ 1 C*°-smooth curves I'g, -+ , 4. It is no loss of generality to assume that € is
connected. Note that if €2 is simply connected, then d = 0.

We assume that B, the magnetic field, is a smooth, real-valued function on €.
The magnetic vector potential is a vector field A, assumed smooth in €, that satisfies
curl A = B. Note that if  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 Schrodinger
operator (—iV—A)?— B in L?(Q2), 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*°(T, R) we impose a Robin® boundary condition on the
boundary I',

v (V —iA)ulog = gulsq (u € Dom(Hy ). (1.3)
Here v denotes the unit normal vector field of I', pointing towards the interior of ).
The operator
HR,=(-IV-A)?-B
is the self-adjoint operator in L?(f2), associated with the closed, semi-bounded
quadratic form

u€ H Q) qa g(u) = / (|(-iV — A)u|? — Blu[?) dz + / glul®ds(z).
Q r
Let us introduce the magnetic flux on €2,

L B($)d$=i/T'AdS(JL‘),
2 T

d = —
271' QO

3If A is tangential to the boundary (as in (1.8)), then the magnetic Robin boundary condition
v-(—iV — A)u + igu = 0 coincides with the non-magnetic Robin condition v - Vu = gu.
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where 7 is the unit tangent vector to I, oriented so that (7,v) is a direct frame®.
Furthermore, we introduce on each connected component of I'

! /FjT-Ads(m) 0<j<d.

i 5
We also introduce effective flux-like terms from the Robin function g,

1 1
T or = <j<d). :
d, o /ngs(x), D, - /1“j gds(z) (0<j<d) (1.4)

Observe that the magnetic flux on (2 satisfies ® = &, A.
Given a self-adjoint operator T and a real number A, we denote by

N(T, )\) = tr (1(,00’)\) (T)), N(T, )\+) = tr (1(,00’)\] (T)),

the number of eigenvalues of T' that are less than (or equal) A.
The following is our main result.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that Q is bounded, connected and smooth with d+1 boundary
components and that the magnetic field B is smooth in Q. Let A be a smooth solution
to curl A = B. Then the number of negative eigenvalues of 9{279 satisfies

d
N(HZ ;,0) > —d+ > [®; — ;]
j=0

In particular, if Q) is simply connected, then
N(H3 4:0) = [@ — D).

Furthermore, if Q = 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(3X,0) = [®].

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 (¢ = 0). In the simply
connected case, we note that the conclusion of Theorem 1.1 is non-empty only
when ¢ — ®, > 0, which holds if for instance B > 0 and we impose Neumann
boundary conditions. The reader should be wary of the fact that when  is not
simply connected, the lower bound in Theorem 1.1 depends on A and not just on
B. For Q simply connected, both N(J—fg’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 Q. If Q is simply connected and the
magnetic field B > 0 is constant, then

N(#$S4,0) > N(HLO™, 0),

)

where N(J—C%O, 0) denotes the number of negative eigenvalues off}C%,o for any smooth
solution A to B = curl A.

4n particular, if © is simply connected, T turns counterclockwise.
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Remark 1.3. The smoothness condition B € C°°(Q,R) in Theorem 1.1 can readily
be relaxed to the condition B € LP(Q2,R), p > 2. We restrict to smooth fields for
ease of presentation but we return to discuss the subtleties arising for B € LP(Q),R)
below in Remark 6.7. The only reason for the smoothness assumption on 2 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

Eh = (—ihV - A)2

Theorem 1.4. Assume that §2 is bounded, connected and smooth with d+1 boundary
components and that the magnetic field B = 1. Let A be a smooth solution to
curl A = 1. Then the number of eigenvalues of Ly, strictly below h satisfies

Q. _
N(Lp, h) h:O%h L

Proof. The upper bound

Q
N(Ln,h) < %h’l +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. II1.5]
(see [33, Sec. 8.3] for more details). The lower bound is a direct consequence of
Theorem 1.1°. (]

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

5We start with H

@, with B=1and find that £, — h = h2H

h—1B,0"
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Remark 1.5. In [21], the second listed author proved that

N(Ln, M)~ c(\)|T|h1/2

where X € (0,1) is a fixed constant and c¢(\) is an explicit constant depending on A
in such a way that ¢(\) — +o0o when A — 17. All the involved eigenfunctions are
localized close to the boundary I'. Meanwhile, for A € (1, 3) it is fairly standard to
show that
2,

N(Lp, Ah) o ﬁh .
In this parameter region, the density of eigenfunctions is evenly distributed over the
entire domain 2. However, it is not clear from standard methods what the correct
value, or even the correct exponent of h, should be exactly at A = 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 A = 1.

Corollary 1.6. Let the assumptions be as in Theorem 1./. Then the sum of
eigenvalues of Ly, strictly below h satisfies

> ei(ln) = o (1.5)

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

A L], 172
Y (h—ei(Ln) ~ Cig—h'/2.

27
ej<h

Here C; € (0,00) is the universal constant defined as

0y = / T - m(©) de,

where 111 (€) denotes the lowest eigenvalue of the de Gennes operator —9? + (¢ — £)?
on L?(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 that N(Lp, h) = %h_l—FO(l).
Hence, when 2 = D(0, R), the statement of Corollary 1.6 can be refined to a two-term
expansion of the sum of eigenvalues below h,

> ei(Ln) = 0 cl|£|hl/2 +o(h'/?) = L C1RR'? 4 o(h'/?).
— J h—0 27 o2 2

To put this into perspective, we note that a two-term expansion for the number of
eigenvalues below Ah with A # 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 A\h with A =1,3,5,.... The above
results address this for A = 1 in the case of the disc.
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1.4. Fixing the gauge. Given a magnetic field B € C>(Q;R), we consider the
unique magnetic scalar potential ¢ € C°°(Q) satisfying

Ap=B inQ
{(b(i() on F7. (1.6)
In terms of the magnetic scalar potential, the vector potential
A(z) = (=020,019) (1.7)
is a solution to the boundary value problem:
curl A = B, divA =0, and v-A=0onl. (1.8)

If Q is simply connected, (1.8) defines A uniquely, and any magnetic potential with
magnetic field B is gauge equivalent to A. If Q 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 general A 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 9—[2_) , 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(Hg’g, 0) is obtained

from restricting the quadratic form of J—CK , 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
O-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
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equation of Levinson’s theorem — an index theorem describing the number of bound
states for Schrodinger 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{dim M : t[)] <0 for all 0 #£ ¢p € 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 Q@ = 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(z) = B(|z|). It is convenient to switch to polar coordinates,
x1 = rcosf, xy = rsinf. The magnetic vector potential A can be expressed as’

) and a(r):i/orB(p)pdp.

We will write a(r) = ¢'(r), where ¢ 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 9{%,0 denotes the Neumann realization that we are interested in.

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

N(HZ ,0) = [®].
Proof. We perform the usual Fourier series decomposition, and study the family
H,n of operators in L2((0, R);rdr), acting as
2
===y — -+ (2 =d0) - B
m=—a5 -+ (- 90) - B,

and with Neumann boundary condition at » = R. Then 3{270 is unitarily equivalent

—sinf

A(r,0) =a(r)ep where ep= ( cos 0

to the orthogonal sum @®,,czH,,, and we can count the negative eigenvalues of U—CX’O
as

N(HZ.0:0) = > N(Hp,0).

mEZ

It suffices to show that each J{X’m > 0 for all m < 0, and that for non-negative m
they satisfy
1, 0<m< 9,
0, 0<®<m.

N(g{ma 0) = {
We first show that }Cg’m > 0 for all m < 0. For this we use the fact that

§(r) = a(r) = - / "Blo)pdp > 0.

Therefore, for m < 0,
(™~ o) B = 26r) ~ Br) = /0 (B(p) - B(r)pdp.

r2

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 H,,, for m > 0. The general solution to the
differential equation H,,u = 0 is given by

R

u(r) = rme® (01 + 02/ p—1—2me2¢(p) dp) (m > 0).
T

To have a solution in the form domain of J,,, we must take co = 0, since that term

and its derivative are too singular as r — 07. Differentiating, we find (with ¢; =1

and m > 0)

W(R) = (% - ¢>’(R)) Rme—¢(R),

We recall further that ¢(R) = 0, and that ¢’'(R) = ®/R by the formula for ¢’ above.
Therefore, ' (R) = (m — ®)R™~1. Tt follows that u satisfies the Neumann boundary
condition if, and only if, m = ®.

Let us next introduce a variation of the magnetic field. If we replace B by 8B
and ¢ by B¢, then we also replace H,,, by an analytic family of operators H,,(8),
which according to the calculations we just did have a zero eigenvalue precisely
when § = m/®. This eigenvalue must be the lowest one of each operator, since
the corresponding eigenspaces are spanned by 7™e~??. with constant sign. The
calculation also shows that the eigenvalue is necessarily simple. We let u,, be a
normalized such eigenfunction, and also denote by A(3) the lowest eigenvalue of
Hn(8). The Feynman—Hellmann formula gives

R
m
X(B) = —/ [2(™ ~ 56/(1)) &) + B)] e r .
0 T
In particular, for 8 = m/® the term inside the square brackets equals

ma' (r R
@ =rd )¢+ B0) = 22 [ Bp)pap+ B,

2m
or

Since B > 0 and ¢’ > 0, this expression is > 0. Moreover, it is not identically zero,
unless B is identically equal to zero. Since |u,,|? is positive in (0, R], we deduce that
at 8 = m/®, where H,,(5) has a zero eigenvalue, the derivative A'(m/®) < 0, unless
B = 0. This implies that if ® > m then J,, has precisely one negative eigenvalue
and if ® < 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)? + 6, with
§ > 0, the potential (2 — ¢/(r))? — B(r) is no longer positive. For v = 1 we get the
value 1 — 4/(1 + 125)2, which is negative as long as § < 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.
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3. A USEFUL IDENTITY FOR THE QUADRATIC FORM

We present in this section an identity that links the study of the Schrédinger
operator 3{27 , to a boundary operator. The corresponding identity in the case of
Q2 = R? 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 §2, 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 € H'(Q), we introduce the current

Re<u, (=10, — Al)u>c>
Re(u, (—i0y, — Ag)u>C '

If we write u = pe’® in polar form, which is possible locally away from the zeros of
u, then we observe that jp(u) = p?(Ve — A).

In the following we denote the norm and inner product in L?(Q) by |-| and
(-, -) respectively, with the convention that the inner product is linear in the first
entry. We also identify x = (21, 22) € R? with z = 21 + ize € C, and introduce the
Cauchy—Riemann operators (Wirtinger derivatives)

ja(u) = Re(u, (—iV — A)u). = (

1 1
8525(81 +182), 8225(61_182)
We assume that the magnetic potential A is the one introduced in (1.7).

Proposition 3.1. The quadratic form qa 4, corresponding to j{X,g: can be written
as

tng(w) = ale 0l + [ (gl + 7 jalw) o), (e HI(E))
r

where the ja(u)-term in the boundary integral is the pairing of HY?(T) and
H-Y2(T).
Proof. By density it suffices to consider the case u € H?(Q). Let X; = —id; — A
and Xy = —i0y — Ay, where A = (A, Ay) = (=02, 016), and let v = e®u. Then

4/ e 2?1002 dz = || X u|® + || Xoul* — i((X1u, Xou) — (Xou, Xqu)). (3.1

Q

Integration by parts yields

(Xq1u, Xou) = (u, X1 Xou) +i/ u(—i0y — Ax)u vy ds(z),
r

(Xou, Xqu), = (u, Xo Xqu) +i/ u(—i0y — Ay)uve ds(z),
r

where v = (v1,v) := J7 is the unit inward normal of ' and J = ({ 7} ). To finish
the proof, we notice that

X1 X9 — X0 X = 1(81A2 — 82A1) =iB,
and we take the real part in (3.1). O

Remark 3.2 (Boundary twisted Dirac operator). We denote by L = |T'| the length
of I'; and by s the arc-length coordinate along I', so that

T (—1V = A)fp = —i0, — A,
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is a twisted one-dimensional Dirac operator. Here A, (s) := 7 - A|r is L-periodic,
and the boundary term in Proposition 3.1 can be expressed as follows
glul> + 7 -ja(u) = (=0, — A, + g)u, u)c.

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

Um(2) =2 (z2=x1 +ize and m e NU{0}).

Then 95vy, = 0 and, with u,, = e~ %v,,,

27
/FT “ja(um)ds(z) = /o em? <1(f€ — ;) eimf df = 27 (m — @) .

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

qa () ::/Q(|(—iV—A)u\2—|—B|u|2) dx—|—/rg|u|2ds(x)

corresponding to the Robin realization of the second component of the Pauli operator,
(—iV — A)? + B. We have an analogous identity to the one in Proposition 3.1,

G, (u) = 4e?D.e%ul + / (glul® — 7 - 5a(w)) ds(2).
I

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

4. BOUNDARY TWISTED DIRAC OPERATOR

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

Let V € C(I',R). We will later make different choices of V, in terms of A, g,
and the curvature x. We consider the twisted Dirac operator on L?(T") defined via
the arc-length coordinate s € [0, L) along I' as follows,

Dy = —ids +V, (4.1)
with domain H*(I') = {u € H'((0,L)), w(0) = u(L)}. Here L denotes the length
of I'. The spectrum of Dy is known explicitly.

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

2
pm = i (V, L) ::%T(m—i-q)v)7 m € Z,

where

1
(I’V = — V ds.
2 T

Moreover, the corresponding eigenfunctions
S
fmv(s) = L7 exp (ium(V, L)s — i/ V(s) d§> )
0

constitute a Hilbert basis of L?(T).
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Proof. The spectrum of Dy is characterized by the scalars p for which there is a
non-zero solution to

{—if’(S) +V(s)f(s) = uf(s), se(0,L),
£(0) = f(L).

The general solution to the previous differential equation is

£(5) = Cexp (ius - i/os V(s) d§) .

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

L
puL — / V(s)ds = 2mm.
0

The previous condition on u reads as follows

2 1 [* 2
M’um'L<m+2w/ V(s)ds)L(m+<I>v). O

Remark 4.2.
(1) Tt follows from Proposition 4.1 that

. 0, if 3% ¢ Za
dim (Ker(Dy)) =
im (Ker(Dv)) {L if &y € 7.

(2) We will encounter Dy in two typical situations where either
o V=—7-Ar+gand oy = -2+ P,; or
oV = —7.A|r + g — k, with kK being the curvature along I', and
Oy = -0+, + 1.
(3) If V1, V5 € C(T;R) such that @y, — Py, € Z, then Dy, and Dy, have the
same spectra but the eigenfunctions of Dy, are modified from those of Dy,
by a pure phase term.

We define the spectral projection (in L*(T'))
< <
Iy =11y (0) = 1(—c0,0(Dv), Iy =y (0) = L(—eo,0(Dv), (4.2)

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

Lemma 4.3. Whenever V € C(T, R) we define

@V(S) —‘I’Vs — / V
For any a € R, the spectral projections

HV(O‘) = 1(_00_&)(@\/),
are of the form
. 2 .
HV(O{) = el®VH0 (Oé — ;(I)V> e_lev. (43)

Moreover, if V€ C(T,R) then Iy (a) is a classical pseudodifferential operator of
order zero and the principal symbol of Id —I1y () coincides with that of the Calderdn
projector of e~ ?0ze?.
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Proof. By Proposition 4.1, the eigenfunctions of Dy, can be written in the form
Frnv(s) = €V fro 0 (s).
We conclude (4.3) from the equalities

—i i 27
OV ()e® = S0 (4 fmolfmo = 1y (“ B L‘I’V> ‘
m<La/2n—dy
meZ

We will now show that 1 — Iy («) is a classical pseudodifferential operator of
order zero when V € C>°(T',R). By (4.3), it suffices to consider the case V = 0.
Conjugating by the unitary u(s) := e>™*V*/L we can reduce to the case o € (—2%, 0].
In this case, a computation with the geometric series shows that for f € C(T")
. LR )
— 18\ — ] — -~ 7
(1 Mo(a)) f(e™*) = lim /0 ) ac (4.4)

r—1- L

The arc length parametrization defines a diffeomorphism I" = %S L allowing us
to identify C>°(T') with C>°(£S'). Under this identification, (4.4) shows that
1 — IIp(e) 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
Calderén projector. O

Recall that (7,v) is an orthonormal direct frame along I" such that v is the inward
pointing normal. Recall that the curvature along I" is the scalar function x defined
by the relation

T = KV,
where the dot denotes differentiation with respect to the arc-length coordinate.
We introduce the Cartesian components of 7, v as follows
T=(r,72), v=(v1,12)
and recall that the relation v = ((1) _é)T reads as follows
Vi =—Ty, Va=Ti. (4.5)

There is a nice duality between projections of the type Iy, and H‘S/ that we explain
below.

Proposition 4.4. Let w € L?(T"). Then it holds that
we (Im(My_,))"
if, and only if, the function h == (v1 — ive)w satisfies
he (Im(Tly)) ™.
Here and below we denote by Im(7T') the range of a linear operator T.

Proof. We identify the vectors 7 and v with the complex number 7, +i7s and vq +ivs,
respectively. The identities in (4.5) then take the form

T = iKkT,

which yields that

7(s) = 7(0) exp (i /0 () dc> . w(s) = ir(s) = ir(0) exp <i /O () dc) .



NEGATIVE EIGENVALUES FOR THE ROBIN PAULI OPERATOR 15

Assume that h € (Im(HV))L. Then, by Proposition 4.1,
hJ—fm,V (mGZ, Mm(V7L) <O)

In other words, (w, fm,v> = 0, where fmy(s) = Vfm v (s). Since fr kds = 27 by
the Gauss—Bonnet theorem, it is easy to check that

Nm(‘/v L) = /Lerl(V — R, L)

and
fm,v(s) = i7'(O)L—1/2 exp (i,umH(V —k,L)s — i/os (V(g) - k:(g)) dg)

=17(0) frnt1,v - (s)-
This proves that
w L fm+1,V—f-€ (m € Z?,um-'rl(v - K7L) < 0)7

which yields that w € (Im(HV,K))L. In a similar fashion, we can prove that
h e (Im(Hv))L if we know that w € (Im(HV,H))L. O

Remark 4.5. In the case where I' consists of d + 1 curves (I‘j)?zo, with d > 1 (which
corresponds to  non-simply connected), we can view the Hilbert space L?(T') as the
direct sum ®7_,L*(T';) and introduce the operators Dy, on L*(T';) = L*([0, L)),
where we denote by L; the length of I';. We introduce the operator Dy on L?(I")
as the direct sum @?:ODV].. We then have

e The spectrum of Dy is {pm (V}, L) }mez,0<j<d, the union of the spectra of
Dy, described in Proposition 4.1, and an orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions
is given by { fm,v; }mez,0<j<d, where fp, v;, defined initially on I';, is viewed
in L?(T") by extension by 0.

e The spectral projection Iy = 1(_ )(Dv) is also given as the direct sum

Iy = ®f_lly,

e Proposition 4.4 continues to hold.

5. EIGENMODES WITH HOLOMORPHIC/ANTI-HOLOMORPHIC CONDITIONS
5.1. New auxiliary operators. Let us introduce the trace operator
Yo :u € HYQ) — ulr € HY*(I)
and the tangential component of the magnetic potential in (1.7),
A =71-Alr. (5.1)

The trace operator vy 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,

qag(u) = 4He_¢85e¢u||%2(m + /F(—iaS — A + g)(you)youds, (5.2)

for u € H'(Q2). The boundary term in (5.2) is the pairing of (—ids — A, + g)(You) €
H~Y2(T) with you € HY?(T). Let us denote by O(Q) the space of holomorphic
functions in 2. The Bergman space

B(Q) = O(Q) N L2(R)
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is a closed subspace of L?(Q), and the quadratic form
BOQNHY(Q) 30— qgg(v) = /(—i@s — A, + g)(vov)yuds
r

is semi-bounded and closed’, so it induces a self-adjoint operator, 9{2 4o 1n the
Hilbert space B(12).
Let us observe that, by (5.2) and the property ¢ = 0 on I', we have the identity,

qa.g(u) = /(_ias — A +9) (o) Touds = 48 ,(e?u), we H'(Q)Ne *O(Q).
r
Thus, by Glazman’s lemma (1.9),
N(HZ 4,0) = N(HR ,,0), (53)

and the question of finding a lower bound on the number of negative eigenvalues
of HY .g» becomes to bound N(HQ ¢+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 L?(T") obtained from imposing the anti-holomorphic
condition. Consider the closed and semi-bounded quadratic form defined on H?'(£2)
as follows

(1) = A0 ul )+ [ 60+ A, +g)ouyTonds, ()
r

(note the 9, in (5.4) instead of 95 in (5.2)) and denote by fHﬁ’; 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

HYC = (—iV—A)P?+B
with the Robin boundary condition in (1.3).
We can encounter negative eigenvalues of (—iV — A)? 4+ B corresponding to
eigenmodes, u, of the quadratic form such that e~%u is antiholomorphic in €. More

precisely, we denote by O(f2) the space of anti-holomorphic functions in Q and
consider the closed, semibounded quadratic form defined as

BQ) N HY(Q) 50 ¢, (v) = /F (10 + Ar + g)(yov)iouds, (5.5

where B(Q) = O(Q) N L?(Q) is the space of square integrable, anti-holomorphic
functions. Denote by J—CO the self-adjoint operator in the Hilbert space B(),
corresponding to the foregomg quadratic form. The identity in Remark 3.4 and
Glazman’s lemma (1.9) yield, as above,

N(HZC,0) > N(HS ,,0).

5.2. Example: The case of the disc. Let us illustrate how an explicit computation
of N (5{27 4»0) is more feasible than the number of negative eigenvalues of 9{27 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.

"It inherits these properties from ga 4, see (3.1).
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Proposition 5.1. If the magnetic field, B, is a non-negative constant and ) is the
open unit disc, D(0,1), then

1 if B=0,

N(}Cg,mo) = N(Hgmo) = [(I)“’ N(}Cg,()ao-i-) = {0 ’LfB >0

where [-] is introduced in (1.2) and 9{2_’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 (3{20, 04+) = 0; if B =0 then the constant functions are the zero-modes of
the quadratic form in (5.5), hence N(U{g,o, 04)=1.

For 0 < m < [®], the functions e~?2™ produce negative eigenvalues of U—Cg)o.
Therefore, N(ﬂ{gﬁo,O) > [®@]. Combining Proposition 2.1 with Equation (5.3) we
have that

@] < N(HG 0,0) < N(33.0,0) = [@],

and, consequently, N(H ,0) = N(Hg ,,0). O

The proof of Proposition 5.1 indicates an easy way to obtain a lower bound for
N(J—CXO, 0). Even in the case of the unit disc, = 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 (2.

5.3. General domains. There is an interesting relation between the number
N(HQ ,,0) of negative eigenvalues of Hg , and that of a certain restriction of the
boundary Dirac operator encountered in Section 4. A similar relation exists for the
number N (HE > 04) of non-positive eigenvalues of 3—(27 o

We introduce the boundary potentials

V=¢g-—A, Vi=—-g-—A, (5.6)

where A, is introduced in (5.1) and g is the function defining the Robin condition
in (1.3).
We introduce the eigenspaces

EV = Im(Hv) = Im(l(_OQO)(‘Dv)), FVc =1Im (Id — Hvu) = (Evu)l, (57)

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

Ey = ®9_Im(1(_c0)(Dy,)) = ®I_oEv;,
where the last identity defines the subspace Ey, of L*(T;).
Proposition 5.2. It holds that
N(HR 4.0) = dim(Ey N70(B(1))

and
N(g'fg,gaOJr) > dim(Fye N(B(€))).
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Proof. Notice first that the trace operator vy : B(Q) — H~/2(I') is injective (a
holomorphic function with zero trace on I is zero in all of Q).

By [5, (3.2a) in proof of Proposition 3.1], Eyv N~(B(Q)) = ker(FPe + Iy — 2)
where Pe denotes the Calderén projector of 0. Lemma 4.3 and elliptic regularity
implies that the space Ey N~o(B(Q)) is a finite-dimensional subspace of H/2(T").
Therefore, if f € By Ny(B(Q)), then f € H'/?(T) and there exists F' € B() such
that vo(F) = f. Since F is holomorphic in Q, F € H'(Q) by elliptic regularity
for 05. Therefore F is in the form domain of the operator 3—(2 g The proof of the
inequality N(ﬂfgg, 0) > dim(Ev N7o(B(£2))) now follows by Glazman’s lemma.

04) > dim(Fye Ny(B(RQ))) follows.
U

In a similar fashion, the inequality N (J'Cg’ o

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 (9—(2} 4»0) and consider an orthonormal basis {u1,...,un} of
the eigenspace M = Im (1(_0070)(9{27 g)), corresponding to the negative eigenvalues
of J—Cg g Then dim (’yo(M )) = N but we do not necessarily have the inclusion
Y (M) C Eyv N (B()). Even after projecting again on Ey, we do not know
that the set {ITyyo(u1),. .., Hyyo(un)} is linearly independent, or even a subset of
20(B(Q).

When B is allowed to change sign, the inequalities in Proposition 5.2 can be strict.
Indeed, with Q = D(0, 1) and B(xz) = —4x4 the first inequality in Proposition 5.2 is
strict. In this setup, ¢(z) = 22(1 — 23 — 23), A(z) = (—1(1 — 2% — 323), —z122),
A.(s) = —sin(s) and g = 0 (so V(s) = —A.(s)), and B has zero flux. Let
v(z) = e %*/2, Then v is holomorphic in the interior of Q and

2 S
quo(e(z’v) = / [(=105 + sin(s))v(e*)]v(e?) ds
0

1 2m .
— _ e 18gCo8 s g
2 0

= 771'[1(1) < O7

where I; denotes the modified Bessel function of the first kind. By Glazman’s
lemma (1.9), this yields that N(Hg 4»0) > 1. However, no non-zero linear com-
bintion of the Fourier series of f,, v(s) = elze~iZel(m=1)s ig of the form > soe™e
Therefore, no non-zero linear combination of the eigenfunctions of Dy,

) eis + efis

fm,v(s) = exp(i(m — 1)s) exp <12> Z v (B(Q))

is a boundary restriction of a holomorphic function, so dim(Ey N~o(B(£2))) = 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.
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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
[0 Dy 0 —e?0,e7?
qu - (w;‘ 0 ) =2 (e_¢age¢ 0

acting on functions in 2. The operator lﬁ¢ is formally self-adjoint and forms a
“square root” of the full Pauli operator,

P = (HV _6&)2 7 (—iV —3&)2 +B> :

We next introduce a realization B);Apsy of lD;r, in L?(Q), whose index can be
calculated with the Atiyah-Patodi-Singer index theory [4, 11, 25, 32]. The domain

of the operator w;,APS,V is

Dom(lD;,APS,V) =Dy (Q) ={ue H(Q):1(u) € Ev}, (6.1)
where V is the potential introduced in (5.6) and Ey is the eigenspace from (5.7).
Proposition 6.1. The operator ]D;APS’V 1s a Fredholm operator. Its adjoint
(ﬁ;APS,V)* is the differential operator lﬁ; on Q with the domain

Dom (B aps,v)7) = {u € H'() :0(u) € (By-s)*}.
Furthermore, the boundary restriction 7y implements isomorphisms

ker(lD;ApS)v) >~ By Ny(B(R)), and (6.2)
ker (P4 aps.v)’) = (Bv—x)*" N70(B(Q).

Remark 6.2. By Propositions 5.2 and 6.1, the index of ]ﬁ;;APS,V satisfies

. +
lnd(mqs,APS,V) < N(:H:g,ga )

Proof of Proposition 6.1. By Lemma 4.3, the projection IIi; only differs from the
Calderén projector for lﬁ;—the Cauchy integral operator—by an operator compact
on HY?(T') and H~'/%(T"). Tt follows from [7, Theorem 4] (see also [8, Theorem
7.20] and [9]) that ]Z?;f aps,v is a Fredholm operator, and even regular.

We now compute the adjoint of ]ﬂ;&APS’V. Take u in the domain of ($;7AP57V)*.

For all v in the domain of ]Dg Aps,v we have
+ + "
<%¢¢,APS,V”> = <(]D¢,APS,V) u,v).
Integration by parts yields
+ - .
<”71D¢>,APS,V“> = <¢¢ u,v) — (1 — iv2)u, v)ra(ry,

hence w is in the domain of (lD;Apsyv)* if, and only if, (11 — iva)vo(u) L vo(v). By
Proposition 4.4 we conclude that vo(u) € (Ey_,.)™ .
A direct verification shows that - induces the isomorphisms stated in (6.2). O
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6.2. Reduction to standard APS-index. We now compute the index of lD;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 ]DXPS,% with action

+ +
]Z)APS,V = l% |lp=0 = 205,
and with domain Dy () from (6.1). In fact, the identity (6.2) in Proposition 6.1

implies that ind(]D;ApS,V) is independent of ¢ (since the right hand side of (6.2) is
independent of ¢) and we have the identity

. + . +
1nd(lD¢>,APS,V) =ind (mAPS,V)' (6.3)
Recall that the boundary I' consists of d + 1 curves and can be disconnected
(when d > 1). For all A € R4 we introduce the operator

]pXPs,V(x) = 20z, }
Dom(Pips,v (V) = {u € H'(Q) : r0(u) € Bv(N)},
where EV(X) = Im(HV (X)) is the subspace defined by the spectral projection
Iy (X) = &1 (—oer) (Dv;),

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

(6.4)

Iy (A) = 1(—0on)(Dv).
In terms of the orthogonal projection on (Ey (X)L, H(N) = Id-Iy(X) =
B_o1(x,,4+00) (Dy;), we can express the domain of Iﬁxpsﬂv(;\‘) as follows

Dom(Dapg.y (X)) = {u € HY(Q) : IEH(XN)y0(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 — A; to V = 0, but with the flux appearing
in the spectral parameter @y = (i—’;@vo, cee %:(I)Vd) € R (it is a vector in the

non-simply connected case, see Remark 4.5). If © is simply connected, ®y has only
one component which is 27/L times the scalar ®y introduced in (1.4).
Proposition 6.3. It holds that

. + . + =

lnd(mAPS,V) = lnd(mAPS,O(_(I)V))'

Proof. Recall that L*(T) = @?:OLz(Fj) and that Dy = @?ZODVJ. By Proposi-
tion 4.1, the eigenfunction f, v, of Dy, can be written on the component I'; 2 [0, L;)
in the form

i ; 2 s
Fmv;(s) =€ £ 0(s), where Oy, (s) = Li@vjs—/ Vi(s)ds (0 <s<Lj).
J 0
For all ¢ € [0, 1], we introduce the orthogonal projection
P = @?zoptm P j= Z (s fmtv; ) L2 (v, fmotv; 5

WLZ*@VJ
meZ

on the closure of the space spanned by

Sy = @?:()St\/}a Sth = {fm,th T meEZ,m> 7@\/_1}.
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Notice that
2

Poj =1y (—f@v]), Prj = Iy (0),
J

. . 2
Pt,j = eltevj P07je_lt®Vj = H#VJ ((t — 1)%@\/}) .
J

Appealing to Lemma 4.3, we have that [0,1] 5 ¢ — P, is a smooth family of
pseudodifferential operators of order 0 on I'. The family ¢t — P, ; differs from
the Calderdén projector by a family of compact operators and so is constant up to
compact operators. Therefore, for any ¢ € [0, 1], the operator

P, =20., Dom(Pp)={uec H(Q): Pro(u) =0},

is a regular realization of the elliptic operator 20;. Therefore, [7, Theorem 8.5]
implies that

ind(},) = ind(Dy, ).

To finish the proof, we notice that 12;1 = ﬁXPS’V and $;0 = lpzps,o(—‘i’V)- d

Proposition 6.4. It holds that
+ ~ + <
ind(Pxps,o(—®v)) = ind(DPps(0)) JFZ[*‘I)VJ']-
j=0

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 @XPS’O(X) is

-

defined by the eigenspace Eg(\) (see (6.4)).

Step 1. (Simply connected case.)

In this case &y = 27®y /L and we identify X with its single component A. Recall
that Eo(A) is the eigenspace of Dy = —i0, corresponding to eigenvalues less than A,
and it is explicitly known from Proposition 4.1 (with V' = 0).

If we have ®y < 0 then Ey(0) C Eo(—®y); consequently (see for instance [6,
Lemma 4.5])

ind(Dxps o(—Pv) = ind(Prps 0(0)) + dim(Eo(=Dv)/Eo(0)).
Now, by Proposition 4.1, we have
dim(Eo(—®v)/Eo(0)) =#({m €Z : 0<m < —®y}) = [~y ].

The case @y > 0 is proven analogously using Ey(0) D Eo(*&)\/) and interchanging
the role of mXPS,O(_&)V) and ]DXPS’O(O) in the relative index theorem.

Step 2. (Non-simply connected case.)

By the argument in Step 1:

2 2

. + = . + _am L em _
md(ﬂ)APS,O(*‘I’V)) lnd(]pAPs,()(Oa Ll‘qu ) qu)Vd)) + [=Pv, |-

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(ﬂZP&O(O)) 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 Q = D(0,1), we have that
. +
lnd(mAPS,O(O)) =0.

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

W0(B) = { D Va+Tane™ : (an)uzo C ()},

n>0
~0(B(Q)) = {Z VI + Lane™ : (an)neo C ZQ(C)}.
n<0

Thus, we get from Proposition 4.1,
Eo N yo(B(Q)) = span({ fm,o : m € Z,m >0, un,(0,27) < 0}) = {0},
EL N yo(B(Q)) = span({ fm,—1 : m € Z,m <0, py(—1,27m) > 0}) = {0}.
Now it follows by Proposition 6.1
ind(lszPs,o(O)) = dim(Eo n 70(3(9))) - dim(Ei_l N 70(1_3(9))) =0. 4

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 Q C C is a bounded, connected
domain with smooth boundary I’ consisting of d + 1 simple closed curves, then

. +
md(lpAPs,O(O)) = —d.
In particular, if Q0 is simply connected, ind(lDXpS_’O(O)) =0.

Proof. The direct frame (7,v) gives us natural coordinates (s, xy,) valid in a collar
neighborhood of the boundary, where s denotes the arc-length coordinate along I
and z, is the normal variable, so that x,, = 0 defines the boundary, and inside the
) we have x,, > 0 (see e.g., [19, Appendix F])).

The operator lﬁzps,o (0) = 205 can be expressed in the coordinates (s, z,) as
20; = 01 4102 = 7((1 — 2uk(s)) 1 0s) + v(0s,)

where 7, v are viewed as the complex numbers 7 +i79, v = v1 +ivg and 01, 02 denote
the partial differentiation with respect to the Cartesian coordinates. Recalling that
v =it by (4.5), we eventually get®

20; =it (0, — i(1 — zuk(s)) " 0s).

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
+ dim ker(—id,)

2 )

imwgmmnzé%m—“”

8Note also that a function  in the domain ind(lﬁXPs,O(O)) must obey the condition IT>ov0(u) =
0 where, in the notation of [25, Eq. (1.2)], II»¢ is the orthogonal projection on the eigenspace
defined by the non-negative eigenvalues of the boundary operator —i0s.
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where by 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 n(0) is the n invariant of Dy = —ids, defined as follows. For Re(a) > 1, we let

n(a) =Y sgn(Am)Am| 7,
Am #0
and extend by meromorphicity to the complex plane. Here A, are the eigenvalues of
Dy which can be retrieved from Proposition 4.1 by observing that Dy = @?ZODOM,
where (Fj);lzo are the connected components of I'. Since the spectrum of each Do|r,
is symmetric around the origin, we find n(a) = 0 for Re(a) > 1 by evaluating the

sum defining 7(s) on each connected component separately. In particular, (0) = 0.
Moreover, we have (in L?(T') = @%_,L*(T';))

dim ker(—id;) = 1 + d.

Finally, from scaling considerations, it follows that there is a universal real constant
c such that by = ck, where x denotes the curvature of I'. The universality of ¢
means that it is independent of the domain. By the Gauss—Bonnet theorem, we

have
d
/ k(s)ds = / k(s)ds + Z/ k(s)ds = 2w — 2md,
r To =T

where T’y is the outer boundary of the domain §2; the negative term is due to the
positive orientation in the interior boundary where v points inward €2 (so outward
the domain enclosed by the curve I';).

Therefore, summing all contributions, we obtain
. 14+d
ind(Pxps0(0) = 2m(1 — d)e — ——.

Universality of the constant ¢ implies, after comparison with the case of the unit
disc, Proposition 6.5, that ¢ = 1/47. Substituting into the foregoing index formula
finishes the proof. O

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(fHX,g, 0) > ind(IDg aps.v)

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

d
ind(1,, aps.) = ind(Daps o(0) + > [—Dy; ],
Jj=0

where ind(ﬂXpS’O(O)) = —d by Proposition 6.6. Thus, remembering the definition
of V above, we get that

d d
N(HR ,.0) > —d+ > [0y ] =—d+ > [0 — B, ;]. 0
j=0 j=0
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Remark 6.7. The proof above extends to the case B € LP(2,R) for p > 2. Elliptic
regularity implies that ¢ € W2P(Q,R), and so A € W1P(Q,R?). The trace theorem
implies that A, :=7-A|r € Wlfi’p(f‘, R) and by the Sobolev embedding theorem,
A, e CT,R) if p > 2.

The results in Section 3, 4, and 5 carry through ad verbatim for B € LP(Q2,R),
p > 2, and A, € C(I',R). Section 6 is a bit more subtle, where Proposition 6.1
and 6.3 uses some regularity. Their proofs extend since e’©4- € C(T',R) and it
is sufficient that e'®4- € CV/2+¢(T"|R) for [[Iy(0),e*®4+] to be compact on H*(T")
for s € (—1/2 —€,1/2 +¢€) [24, Theorem 1.4], and in particular II{; differs from the
Calderén projector by an operator compact on H'/2 (T) and H-1/?2 (T') by Lemma 4.3.

Remark 6.8. Extending the index theoretical proof of Theorem 1.1 to the case when
Q 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 9€2. We
note that Lemma 7.1 below can be combined with the discussion above to show
that Theorem 1.1 holds when €2 is simply connected with Dini-smooth boundary
and B € LP(Q) for p > 2.

Remark 6.9. As discussed in Remark 1.7, the proof of Theorem 1.1 above extends
to general A € C°°(€), R?). The generalization depends on replacing e~ ?d.e® with
lﬁX := 0z — 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~ ?9;e?
with IZ)X If we further replace the Bergman space B() with the L2-kernel of E)X
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(%X,g’ 0) > ind(ID5 aps.v)

Here ]DX aps,y denotes the differential operator ]D; equipped with the APS-
boundary condition (6.1) defined from Ey (see (5.7)) where V = g—7- A. To prove
Theorem 1.1 for general A, it therefore suffices to have the index formula

d
. +
ind(P s aps,y) = —d + Z[(I)j — P51 (6.5)
=0

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

1 o, (0) + dim ker D
ind(D} apsy) = 5 /Q Bdz + /F by ds(z) — 2L ”2““ TIV(6.6)

where the 7-invariant np, (0) is the value at s = 0 of the meromorphic function
N, , defined for Res > 1 by

oy () = Yo sV

A€Spec(Dv)\{0}

with eigenvalues counted by multiplicity. Moreover, by 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 by = ¢k + /9, (dxy—(B dzy A dxs)), where x denotes
the curvature of I' and ¢, ¢’ are universal constants. The value ¢ = 1/47 is deduced
from Lemma 6.6 and ¢’ = 0 can be computed from Proposition 5.1. In particular,
we have [i.bods(z) = (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
. d
Ny (0) + dim ker Dy, 1+d+2(¢)j_|—¢"-|)-

- J

2 )

Jj=0

Summing up the terms in (6.6) and using ® = Z?:o ®,; 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 €2 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) — Q. When {2 has sufficiently smooth boundary, F'
together with its derivatives extends continuously to D(0,1), and this extension
induces a C''-diffeomorphism f : 9D(0,1) — ' = 99 (see [36, Thm. 2.1]). Define

B:=|F'|? (BoF):D(0,1) =R, §:=|f'|(gof):8D(0,1) = R. (7.1)

Then, by a change of variables,

1 1 ~ 1
B(z)dx = B(z)dx, — [ gds

= gds.
27 Jp(o,1) 2m Jr

2 Jo 27 Joap(o,1)
The following lemma uses these identities to show that the number of negative
eigenvalues does not change when passing from the triple (2, B, g) to the triple
(D(0,1), B, g).

Lemma 7.1. If Q C R? is bounded, simply connected domain bounded by a simple
closed Dini-smooth Jordan curve, then we have

Q _ D(0,1)
N(:H:A,gvo) - N(%A,g 70)7
where B and § 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 €, it suffices that  is bounded by a simple closed Jordan curve,
and in this case the extension of F' maps 0D(0, 1) homeomorphically to I' = 9€.
Next, by [36, Theorem 3.5], if  is bounded by a simple closed Dini-smooth Jordan
curve, then F’ extends continuously to the boundary.

We set

A = (DF)"(AoF),
where DF is the 2 x 2 Jacobi matrix of F. A computation based on the Cauchy—
Riemann equations for F' shows

curl A = B.
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Given 1 € H'(Q2), let
hi=1oF.
Then a simple computation shows that ¢ € H'(D(0,1)) and (—iV — A)y =
(DF)T(((—iV — A)y) o F), and so, by the Cauchy—Riemann equations,
|(=iV = A)) 2 = |F'(|(~iV — A)g|* o F).

Thus, by a change of variables,
/ |(—iV — A)y|? de = / [(—iV — A))? dz.
Q D(0,1)

Similarly, B|¢|? = |[F'|?((B||?) o F) implies

/B|w|2dx=/ Bl da .
Q D(0,1)

Applying Glazman’s lemma (1.9) twice, once with T' = }CX’Q and once with T' =

:H:?(Ovl)

Bg o We obtain the claimed equality. [

Remark 7.2. Further conditions in terms of Holder 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 Q = D(0,1) and we write B and g instead of B and §.
We denote by Py the projection in L?(0D(0, 1)) onto the Hardy space, that is,
onto the space spanned by the functions e/™* with m > 0. We consider the operator

P+CDVP+ == P+(—185 + V)P+
in L2(0D(0,1)) with V = g — A.. We claim that
N(HZ 4,0) > N(PyDy Py, 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 Im P, to B(D(0,1)), defined
by Ee'™ (z) = 2™ for m > 0. Then for v € Im(1(_co0)(PyDvPy)), we have’
Ev € HY(D(0,1)) N B(D(0,1)) and, by Proposition 3.1,

qa.g(Ev) = (PyDy Prv,v)120p(0,1)) < 0.

The inequality is strict if v # 0. Therefore, the assertion (7.2) follows from Glazman’s
lemma (1.9) with T' = 9{2& and M = Im(E1(_q 0)(PyDy Py )), together with the
fact that E is injective on Im Py. 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.DyP;,0) > [-®y].

We note that the lemma is obvious if V' is a constant, because then the quadratic
form of P, Dy P, is negative on the subspace spanned by € with 0 < m < =V =
—®y,, which has dimension [—®y/].

9The operator P Dy Py is bounded from below, so v € Im(1(_.0)(P+DyPy)) C HYT),
where ¢ is some positive constant.
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Proof. We first prove a variant of the lemma on the line. We denote by II, the
orthogonal projection in L?(R) onto the Hardy space of functions whose Fourier
transform vanishes on (—oo,0). We consider the operator I, (—id+W)IL; in L?(R).
This is an operator that appears in the Lax pair for the Benjamin—Ono equation. A

trace formula for this equation reads
1 e dX 1
NIy (—i0 + W)I4,0) — — MNP == =—— [ W(t)dt;
(=04 W)Le0) = sz [ B0 S = —5- [ Wi

see, e.g., [27, Equation (113)]. Here 8 is a certain scattering coefficient whose
definition is irrelevant for us. From this trace formula, it follows immediately that
N (I (=10 + WML, 0) > —(2m) 1 [ W(t) dt.

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

2 i—t
W(t)y=——V|—
®) 1+1t2 (z‘+t>’

/R W(t) dt = /@ o V)

(Here we slightly abuse notation and do not distinguish between V (s) and V (e'*).)
This follows by a standard change of variables. Further, we claim that the number
of negative eigenvalues of P, (—id; + V) P; coincides with the number of negative
eigenvalues of I (—i0; + W)IL;. This follows by Glazman’s lemma (1.9), similarly
as in the previous subsection, provided one notes that if ¢ € L?(0D(0,1)) and

U € L?(R) are related by
1—1
U(t) =
0=v(5) -

then ¢ € Im Py if and only if ¥ € ImII,, and

/ E(—ias)vﬁds:/@(—i&t)\lfdt, / W|w|2d0:/v|\IJ|2dt.
oD(0,1) R oD(0,1) R

This concludes the proof of the lemma. ([l

then

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 2 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.
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