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LIEB-THIRRING INEQUALITIES FOR THE DIRAC OPERATOR ON
SPHERES

UWE KAHLER, ANDRE PEDROSO KOWACS, AND MICHAEL RUZHANSKY

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we obtain bounds for the best constants in two inequalities which
can be seen as analogues of the Lieb-Thirring inequality, but with the Dirac operator, on the
n—sphere. We then apply these results in order to improve the known upper bounds on the
classical Lieb-Thirring constant on the n-sphere for n > 5.

1. INTRODUCTION

Lieb-Thirring inequalities, first introduced in [23], offer bounds on the y-moments of the
negative eigenvalues for the Schrodinger operator:

=AY, (1)

acting in the Hilbert space L?(R™). These inequalities assert the existence of constants Lyn>0
such that

SN < Lo [ Vi@, )
A;<0 R

where V' > 0 is a potential function that diminishes rapidly at infinity, and v > max{1 — ,0}.
These inequalities have numerous applications in fields such as dynamical systems ([10, 14, 22])
and quantum mechanics. The exact values for L, ,, especially for v > % and for any n € N,
were determined in [21] and are expressed as:

r 1
’ 2nm2l(y +n/24+1)
This inequality is equivalent to a related inequality for orthonormal families of functions. Specif-
ically, there is a constant k, > 0 such that for any orthonormal set of functions {%‘};\Ll C

H'(R™), and with p(z) := Zé\f:l v (z)|?, we have:

N
n+2
[ ol e < 3 19013 ()
n =
The best constants k,, are connected to L. ,, as follows (see [22, 23]):
n+2 2

2 n\ - 2
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These types of inequalities can also be generalized to manifolds. For a smooth manifold M of
dimension n, let ky; > 0 denote the smallest constant for which the following inequality holds
for any set of orthonormal functions {% Y., C HY (M), with p(z) :== Ejvzl |1 (2)]?:

n+2
[ oty s < g S 19l (5)
M =
However, for compact manifolds M, the zero eigenvalue must be considered. Thus, instead
of the operator (1), we use:
—A = II(VII),
where A now denotes the Laplace-Beltrami operator on M and II is the orthogonal projection
given by:

i(e) = v(e) = 57 [ vy

For further reading on this topic, see [6, 13, 15, 18, 16, 17, 19].

In recent years Dirac operators with a potential as the natural relativistic counterpart of
Laplacians received a lot of attention from the point of view of the spectral theory. These
operators describe relativistic spin-1/2 particles propagating under strongly localized external
potentials, such quark confinement. For instance, Dirac operators with singular electrostatic,
Lorentz scalar and anomalous magnetic interactions supported on surfaces in R? have been
studied in [2], while Dirac operators with d-shell potential were treated in [3]. These operators
also appear in the study of conductivity properties of single-layer graphene structures. The n-
dimensional Dirac operator with potential as approximations of the Hamiltonians of interactions
of relativistic quantum particles with potentials has been studied in [24].

In another direction the study of spectra of Dirac operators over Riemannian manifolds is
a classic topic, see, e.g. [11] or [9]. In general only estimates are known, but in special cases
like the n-dimensional sphere explicit values for the eigenvalues of the Dirac operator ) are
known [1].

This leads to the question if we can obtain the corresponding analogue for the Lieb-Thirring
inequality for the Dirac operator I). Since the spectrum of the Dirac operator contains both
positive and negative eigenvalues such an analogue can only be obtained for the positive or
negative part of the spectrum. Therefore, our concrete problem is given by:

Does there exist a constant Kg» > 0 such that

N 1

Y (AT (D) )2 > K /n U (x)de,

j=1
for any orthonormal family {@ZJJ Y, of functions in H!(S"), each with mean value zero, and
if so, what is the best constant KSn? Hereby AT (D) denotes the projection onto the positive
spectrum AT (D) = X(0,400) (/). The second question is if under the same conditions, do we
have a best constant K¢, > 0 such that

N

N
S 161 = S (W0 D) = Kb [ " (a)d
j=1

j=1 "

and if so what is the best constant?

The technique employed in the proofs of this paper drew significant inspiration from [16,
17], where the authors established the upper limits kg2 < % and k2 < %. Their approach
incorporated concepts reminiscent of those initially presented by M. Rumin [25], who considered
the inequality in its original form (2), within a broader context and applied to R™. This
methodology was subsequently refined for the Euclidean framework in [7] and [8].

Finally, making use of the fact that the Dirac operator coincides with the gradient operator
for real-valued functions, we are able to estimate the classical Lieb-Thirring constant ks» from
our estimates on Kg, and improve the best known upper bounds for n > 5 presented in [20].
In particular, we prove that (see Theorem 3.6):
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Theorem 1.1. The best constant ksn satisfies
2nt + 16n° + 42n% 4 44n + 16 2 2(|n 2
k n < '_525(\-2J+1)_1 n _n’
° _< nt —6n2 4 6n + 8 " (o57)

for n > 2, where osn denotes the volume of the n-sphere.

2. PRELIMINARIES

For d € N, let Ry 4 be the 2¢_dimensional universal real Clifford algebra over R% constructed
from the basis {ej,ea,...,eq} under the usual relations

exer + eep = —20g;, 1 < k1 <d,
where 6y, is the Kronecker delta function. An element f € Rpg4 can be represented as f =
ZA fAeA)fA c Ra where €A = €j1jo..gr, — €51€5a - - - €y A= {jl)j2a .. ]k‘} with 1 < jl < j2 <
-+ < Jr < d, and ey = ey = 1 is the identity element of Ry 4. Also consider the complexified

Clifford algebra C; = Ro 4 ® C. The elements of the algebra R 4 for which |[A| = k are called
k-vectors, and similarly for C;. We denote the space of all k-vectors by

R, = spang{ea : |A| = k},
and analogously (CZ for complex k-vectors.
For K = R or K = C, it is clear that the spaces K and K% can be identified with Kg’ 4 and Ké’ &

respectively. Elements of the space Kg 4@ K(l), 4 are also called para-vectors (scalar+vector).
We define the conjugation as an anti-automorphism on Ry 4 and C,; by

fre =) faex,
A

where the conjugation on the basis elements e, is defined by the properties: €; = —e;, for
j=1,...,d, and ab = ba for every a,b € Ry 4 or Cg, respectively.

In what follows, we will require two types of scalar products. First, we introduce the (complex-
valued) scalar product of a,b € Ry 4 or Cg, as the scalar part of their geometric product

a-b:=[ablo =) aaba.
A
As usual, when we set a = b we obtain the square of the modulus (or magnitude) of the

multivector a:
laf? = [aalo = 3" laal®.
A

Let © C R™ be a (bounded or unbounded) domain. Any function f : @ — C, can be
represented by f = ), eafa with complex-valued component functions f4 : & — C. Thus
notations such as f € C¥(Q,Cy), LP(2,Cy), can be understood both co-ordinate-wisely and
directly.

In particular, we denote by LP(2,C,4) the right-linear module of all Clifford-valued functions
f:Q — C; with finite norm

s = { (ol FGIPa)?, 1< p < oo,

esssUpyeq |f(x)], p= o0,

where d"x = dx1dzs . . . dz, represents the usual Lebesgue measure in C". In the case of p = 2,
we shall also denote this norm by || f]|.
Given two functions f,g € L?(Q2,C,), we define a Clifford-valued sesqui-linear form via

(f.9) = /Q FEa(0d™,

from which we construct the scalar inner product

(fg) = [(f.9)]o = /Q [Fg(x)]od"x. (6)
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We remark that (6) satisfies the (Clifford-) Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

(.9 < Kall fllllgll,  ¥f.g € L*(Q,Ca),
with best constant Ky given by (see [5, 12]):

2d/4 if d is even,
Kq= d+1)/4 ¢ 7+
20+ if 4 is odd.

Let us remark that in the special case where f or g are either vector- or para-vector-valued
functions we have the classical Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

[(F- | < M fgll-

We also need to point out that in general both inner products are needed. While (-,-) gives
rise to a norm, for questions of duality the inner product (-,-) is needed. In particular, in the
case of 2 = S™ we have the spaces LP(S",C,), where S™ denotes the n-dimensional sphere. As
a compact manifold without boundary, for s € R we also consider the corresponding Sobolev
spaces H*(S", Cq) = W*2(S", Cy), which as before can be understood both co-ordinate-wisely
and directly.

In this paper we will consider the spherical Dirac operator [1]. For this we will introduce the
Gamma operator

I'=— Z ejijk = — Z ejk(mjamk — :L'kam].)
j<k j<k
where Ljy = x;0;, — x0,, are the angular momentum operators. Using this operator the
spherical Dirac operator over S™ has the form
n—1

p=r-" -

In particular, we have that its square satisfies
n—1 n—1 n—1

Pr=(- =)= )= Aus,

where Az p denotes the Laplace-Beltrami operator over the sphere. In the notation of [1] this
operator corresponds to the operator D + p with g = 1/2 and the above identity is known as
the Weitzenbock formula (Lemma 2 in [1]).

P T(n—1-T) =

3. MAIN RESULTS

In this section we present the main results obtained in this paper. Their proofs can be found
in Section 4.

For the rest of this paper, let d € N be fixed. Also, we denote by V the spherical gradient,
that is, V = Vgn.

Theorem 3.1. For any orthonormal family {v; j»vzl C HY(S%,Cy), such that fSQ p; =0, for
1 <5 <N, we have that

N

1 3

STy = 5 [ o)t

j=1 s
where p(z) = Zjvzl i ()2, and AT(ID) = X(0,400)(PD) is the projection onto the positive
spectrum of the Dirac operator.

Next, we generalize Theorem 3.1 for the n-sphere, where n € N is arbitrary. The case n = 2
was treated separately in order to obtain better estimates in this case of great importance in
physics and mathematics.

Theorem 3.2. For any orthonormal family {i; ;,V:l C HY(S",Cy) and Jon ¥ =0 for1<j <
N, we have that
N 1 1 +1
ST (B, i) > nti2 L, / " (1) da,

Jj=1
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where p(x) = Zé\le |1hj ()2, AT (ID) = X(0,00)(PD) is the projection onto the positive spectrum
of the Dirac operator and where ¢, is given by:
n? (vVn+ —f)% n(2y/n(n+1) —n)

n? + 3n + 2 (n+1)" n? +3n + 2

, (7)

Cn =
and the integration is taken with respect to the mormalized standard surface measure on the
sphere.

Theorem 3.3. For any orthonormal family {w] 1 C HYS",Cy) and [g,p; =0 for 1 <j <
N, we have that

N N
2,9 2(|n n+2
S 10y = Y (P i) = nti2t 3D [ 52 @),
j=1 j=1 "
where p(z) = 330 [y (@),
4—6n2+6n+8 :
J = nTTi6n 4 a2n? fadnt1e) U M2 2, (8)
" =5 ifn =1,

and the integration is taken with respect to the normalized standard surface measure on the
sphere.

Remark 1. We note that Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 remain valid if we replace Cyq by Rg 4.

Using Theorems 3.1, 3.2 and 3.3, we obtain the following approximation for the lower bounds
for Ksn» and Kg, for the first few values of n.

[o] K> [] %2
1|0.153595 1| 0.0097222
2 10.333333 2 1 0.0277777
3 | 0.593385 3| 0.1240172
4| 0.767663 4 10.2771281
5 | 1.087326 5 | 0.6682066

TABLE 1. Lower bounds for the best constants Ks-» and Kén.

Note that the lower bound given by Theorem 3.1 is sharper than the one obtained by Theorem
3.2 for the case n = 2, due to the less precise estimates for ||I'y Ppxg|rs in the proof of the
latter theorem:.

Also, as n — oo, the lower bounds obtained by Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 3.3 have growth
order of n!n and n!%, as n — 0o, respectively.

As a special case we have the following corollary, where || - || 2 denotes the usual L? norm for
scalar-valued functions on the sphere, with respect to the normalized standard surface measure.

Corollary 3.4. For any orthonormal family of complex-valued functions {w]} Y, C HYS")
and [g, 15 =0 for all j, we have that

N N
S IVesI2e = S IBE 12 > dntiai-3(E1+D / " (w)d,
j=1 j=1 "

n
normalized standard surface measure on the sphere.

p(z) = Zjvzl [ (z)?, ¢, is given by (8), and the integration is taken with respect to the



6 UWE KAHLER, ANDRE PEDROSO KOWACS, AND MICHAEL RUZHANSKY

We note that from the proof of Theorem 3.3, if we consider the non-normalized surface
measure of the sphere, the inequality above remains valid if we multiply the constant on the
right by (an)%

For comparison, we cite the following result, which can be found in [20], but was adapted to
consider the normalized measure on the sphere.

Theorem 3.5. Let n > 2. For any orthonormal family {1/)]-}?’:1 C HY(S™) and [g, ¢; =0 for
all j, we have that

n+2

N 2
2 nln n n nt2
SVl > G (25) " [ oo+ )

where p(x) = Zjvzl 11;(2)|?, and the integration is taken with respect to the normalized standard
surface measure on the sphere.

Note that the constant obtained in Corollary 3.4 grows faster as n — oo, and in fact is greater
than the constant from Theorem 3.5 for n > 5. Therefore for n > 5 it provides a better estimate
for the best constant for the usual Lieb-Thirring inequality on the sphere.

In summary:

Theorem 3.6. For any orthonormal family {i; éy:1 C HY(S") and [g,v; = 0 for all j, we
have that

N
[ @) e < (@) RS vy (10)
where p(x) := E;\le [0 (z)|?, ¢, is given by (8), and the integration is taken with respect to the
normalized standard surface measure on the sphere. In other words,

kgn < () Il m2a B (o) 70

In the table below we compare the estimates for the best Lieb-Thirring constant obtained in
Theorems 3.5 and 3.6 for a few values of n, but considering the non-normalized surface measure
of the sphere.

ksn < | Theorem 3.5 | Theorem 3.6

n=41 0.5847726... | 0.7033721...
n=>5 | 0.5377363... | 0.3788866...
n =6 0.5100914... | 0.3054612...
n =71 0.4920770... | 0.2100443...

n =28\ 0.4795110... | 0.1854909...
TABLE 2. Approximate values for the upper bounds for ks» (with respect to the

non-normalized surface measure of the sphere) according to Theorems 3.5 and
3.6.

We can observe that Theorem 3.6 provides a better upper bound for n > 5, improving the
currently known upper bounds for kg for this range of values for n.

4. PROOFS OF THE MAIN RESULTS

Proof of Theorem 5.1. First recall (see for instance [4]) that the set of non-constant normalised

eigenfunctions {yii };.k for the Dirac operator on S? have corresponding eigenvalues
ANE=+£(k+1), k € Np.

These eigenvalues have multiplicity

2(k + 1), k € Ny,
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each and we denote by yii the corresponding eigenfunctions. These eigenfunctions form an
orthonormal basis for the set of functions with zero mean. Moreover, the following identity also
holds, for every z € S%:

2(k+1) 2(k+1)

Z vl () Z i (@) = 20k + 1), (11)

We note that this identity dlffers slightly from the one present in [4] as we are considering the
normalised surface measure on the sphere.

Next, we introduce the following notation for labeling the non-constant eigenfunctions and
corresponding eigenvalues of the projection onto the positive spectrum of the Dirac operator
with a single subscript counting multiplicities:

{yj j= 1_{yi+7"'}a

(A2 = ((k+1),...),
where the positive eigenvalue (k + 1) is repeated 2(k + 1) times. For E > 0, define the spectral

and

projections:
Pg= > (u)y
)\j<E
and
Py =Y ()
\>E
Then

AT (D)= Z A Y0 Y5, (12)

J
where A1 (D), denotes the restriction of A*(P) to the invariant subspace of functions orthogonal
to constants, that is

AT (D), = PALI o AT(ID)o Pj‘l.
Next, notice that

o

> Naj =M =0 a;+( AQ—Al) / > ajdE,
j=1

7j=1 7j=2 A >E

therefore we have the spectral decomposition

AT (D 0_/ > (o y)ydE = /PEldE (13)

A\ >E
In view of (12) and (13), for ¢ = (¢1,...,9¥n) we have

(WD) 0) = N Dhovv) = [ (Phw, 0}

0

- /0 |PLo|dE
N o0
= Z/O /S2 |P}fj¢j(x)]2dxdE
j=1
il o 1 2
=3 [ pete) Pazas.
j=1
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Denoting by I'y, the orthogonal projection:

N
Ly =Y (¥,
j=1
we obtain
(AT (D), ) = /82/0 ppir,ps(®)dEdz, (14)
where
N
pprpr Z PE ¥z
=1

Now let B be a neighbourhood around xy € S , with measure |B| < 1, and let xp be the
corresponding characteristic function. Then

(f p@)dxf — ICyxslis

< |TyPexsllus + Ty Py xslus

1
2
= iruPxalins + [ ongrors0hie) (15)

where || - ||zs denotes the usual Hilbert-Schmidt norm for operators. Since ||I'y|| = 1 and both
Pr and xp are projections, we conclude that:

Ty Pexallts < I1Pexslis

=% [ @) Prats

\<E
2(k+1)

Z/Zw 2)Pxp(x)dx

(k+1)<E Jj=1
k’ENo

Dip S 20k+1)
(k+1)<FE
keNy

= |B|(m*+m), for m<E<m+1, me Ny, (16)
where the last equality follows from the fact that for m < F < m 4+ 1 we have that

> o2 _QZk’

(k+1)<E k'=1
keNg
5 ((m + 1)m)
2
=m? +m.
Next, let
C(E):=m?*+m, for m<FE<m+1, meN,. (17)

Substituting inequality (16) in (15), dividing both sides by |B\%, and letting |B| — 0, we obtain
p(20)2 < C(B)Y2 + ppy oy (w0) V2,

for almost every xg € S?. Since pp LrpL > 0, this implies

PPirPL (z0) > (p(x0)'/* — C(E )1/2)+7
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for almost every zo € S?, where the expression (p(xo)'/? — C(E)Y/?), denotes the positive part
of this difference. Integrating this expression over ¢ € S? and applying (14) yields

MDY, ) > / / )2 — C(E)"/2)2 dBda. (18)
We proceed to estimate the integral above as follows: for p > 0, let
1) = [ (0~ C(B) 2. (19)
0

For any fixed p > 0, let M € Ny be the unique non-negative integer such that
M* 4+ M <p<(M+1)2+(M+1).

Then
M m+1
o)=Y [ (0 = (w4 m) 2
m=0""
M
= Z[p—2\/f) m2 +m +m? +m]
m=0
al 1
=(M+1)p—-2/p Y Vm?+m+ MM +1)(M +2). (20)
m=0
Note that
V(m+1)(m+2) — /m(m > 2,

for m > 1, therefore
2v/m2 +m < (m+1)y/m(m+2) —my/(m — 1)(m + 1).

Setting g(m) := (m+1)y/m(m + 2), the inequality above corresponds to 2v/m? +m < g(m) —
g(m — 1). Therefore

QZ\/m2+m<g = (M +1)/M(M +2),

so that
21(p) > (M +1) (20— 25/ ML+ 2) + %M M +2))
= (M +1) (p+ (ﬁ M(M +2) )2——M (M +2))
> (M +1)(p- %M(M+2)>.
Therefore

1 1 1
(g) > §(M + 1)p7% (1 — §M(M + 2)p*1) =: f(p, M).
p2

Differentiating f with respect to p, we find that for each fixed M, its unique critical point lies
at p= M?+2M € [M? + M,(M +1)® + M + 1), and that this critical point corresponds to a
local maximum. Therefore f(p, M) attains its minimum over [M?2 4+ M, (M +1)? + (M + 1)] at
one of the endpoints of this interval.

Note that oM -+ 1
FOM? + M M) = —=
6/ M(M +1)
while
2M + 3

F(M+12*+M+1,M) =

61/(M +1)(M +2)
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1_ 2241

6 vz(z+1)
minimum over [M?2 + M, (M + 1) + M + 1] at (M + 1)2 + M + 1. By continuity we get that

Since the function = — is decreasing for = > 0, we conclude that f(p, M) attains its

inf I(p) < 2M +3
peM2 4 M (M4 +M+1) p5 64/ (M + 1)(M +2)
Finally, noting that ——24%3__ is decreasing with respect to M, we conclude that
61/ (M+1)(M+2)
I 2M 1
inf L0 g 3 _— (21)
p>0 p3 T Moo 6y /(M +1)(M+2) 3
Since
N
SN = [ (o)
j=1
by (18), from (21) we conclude that
N 1 3
S D) = 5 [ oy,
=1 §2
completing the proof. O

Proof of Theorem 5.2. First recall (see for instance [4]) that the non-constant normalised eigen-
functions {yii }jk for the Dirac operator on S™ (which form an orthonormal basis for the set of
functions with zero mean) have corresponding eigenvalues

A§=i<g+k),keNO. (22)
Each of these eigenvalues has multiplicity
n k -1
mk::w( o ),kzeNo. (23)

The following identity also holds for every x € S™:
mi my
Sl @)= [t @) = my (24)
Jj=1 j=1

As before we note that this identity differs slightly from the one present in [4] as we are consid-
ering the normalised surface measure on the sphere.

As in the proof of Theorem 3.1, consider the following notation for labeling these eigenfunc-
tions and corresponding eigenvalues of the projection onto the positive spectrum of the Dirac
operator with a single subscript counting multiplicities:

{yj ?il = {?Ji+,~~-}a
and n
()R = (5 k)
where the positive eigenvalue 5 + k is repeated my, times. Analogous to the proof of Theorem

3.1, we then proceed to obtain
N

> (AT D)y, v) = /Sn /OOO ppir,ps(@)dEdz, (25)

Jj=1

where

N
Ppir,pt (z) := Z | Pisbj ()],
j=1
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We also have that for a small neighbourhood B around xg € S™, and xp its characteristic
function, the following inequality holds:

</B P(JC)dx)é < Ty PexBllas + </B PPLT, P (;p)d$> ) (26)

Since both xp and Pg are projections and ||I'y|| = 1, we find that

N

Ty PexallEs < 1Pexsllis

=Y | m@lys@a

Ai<E

. /Zw 2)Pxp(x)dz

S4k<E j=1

kGNo
(24) |z k+n-—1
pu— B .
LD VR T (s
S4k<E
keNy

1B]2Lz ] L(E + 1), if B> 2,

(27)
0, otherwise,

where the last inequality is justified as follows. Note that the largest integer strictly less that

E — % is given by [E — %] — 1. So for E > % we have that
3 k+n—1 _“i:]_ k+n—1\ ([E-2]—1+n
k B k S\ [E-2]-1
S+k<E k=0
keNy

where we applied the AM-GM inequality in the third line. Next, let

E+ Hn, if £>12
C(E) := (E+3) 2 (28)
0, otherwise.

Substituting inequality (27) in (26), dividing both sides by |B\%, and letting |B| — 0, we
obtain )
plao)'/? < (Kn)2C(B)? + PpPiTPL (x0)'/?,

for almost every xg € S™ where
ny 1
Kn:QLsz. (29)
Since Ppirpt > 0, this implies

ppirps (w0) > (p(wo)'/? = (Kn) 2 C(E)2)2,
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for almost every zy € S”, where the expression (p(zo)"/? — (Kn)%C(E)1/2)+ denotes the non-
negative part of the difference. Integration over zy € S™ and equality (25) implies

Z<A+ Ybj, ;) / ) / 22 — (K,)3C(E)Y/*2 dEda. (30)
Therefore, What is left is to estimate this last integral. We proceed as follows: for p > 0, define
10)= | w(plﬂ — (K C(E)/2)2dE. (31)

Then for p, = p/K, and Iy(pn) := [;"(pn'/? — C(E)Y/?)2.dE, we have that

32)

(
Then since C(E) = 0for 0 < E < % and E +— (E+3)" is increasing, for p > (24+3)" = (Z2)"
we have that

Io(pn) - K = / (02K M2 — C(E)Y/2)2dE - Koy = I(p).
0

—+00

To(pn) = /2(pn1/2 _ 0)2dE+/ <pn% —(E+ %)g)2 e
0 n +

2

1
npn_ —
n v 2 n
= pn+/n (p/* — (E+3)2)%E

2
2
o+1 HTH2 n
O VPn(n+1)2 Lot (ntly o (nt])
~ 95 T(n+2)  n?+3n+2 2 )Pn T e
nl mE
Vn(n+1)2 " n+1)"
_ pTTLL( ) + Pn _ ,07n . u —. Il(pn)-

22 Y n+2)  nP+3n+2 2 on+l
But notice that
d Il( ) (n + 1)n+1 _2n+1 1 ntl (TL—|— 1)%—’—1 _:ng

dx:EIl_ noontl O +%ZE T n-92% *
_1 _ 3n+2 (n+1)"+1 111 (n+1)n+2
= o (T g s e —
=: fn(x).

Hence the critical points of Il,fil) are given by the roots of f,(x), for x > 0. By performing

T n
the change of variables x = 2, finding the positive roots of f,(z) = 0 amounts to solving the
quadratic equation in u given by:

2"y — 2" (n+1)"T u + (n+ 1)"T = 0. (33)

The roots of this equation are:

ur = (”“)gmwmiﬁ),

2

corresponding to the critical points

s = <”;1>n(n+1)(mi V)2,

Next, note that

or 1 sz 2% =22 (n41)"T w4 (n 4 1)
fn(u ) - Eu " on+ly, ’
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hence its sign is also determined by the previous upward pointing quadratic (33). Substituting
u= /(%) in (33), we obtain
(n+1)"—(n+1)"" <o,

so fo((21)") < 0 and ()™ lies between the roots z4. We conclude that f, is negative for
(”“)" < x < x4+ and positive for > x, hence the point x4 corresponds to a minimum for

n(+1) for z > (%),

Therefore,
mf Ay gy D)
Pn>(n+1) p?’LT p">(nT+1)n pnT
Li(z4)
v
()" A )aF T+ V) e DI 2
a 227 (n+2) n2 + 3n + 2
()" (n+ D)(Vn+ 1+ V) )
2
D) o DT V)
_ n’ (Wt I— V) a2y/an £ 1) - n)
n? +3n + 2 (n+1)"% n?+3n+2

On the other hand, for 0 < p, < (il) , we have that

ntl N n+1 n
oo = Tt 2 (M) =

for every n € N. Indeed, this is equivalent to proving that ¢, — 47 <0,

Note that ¢, < +1 ,

or equivalently, that

n n? 2n

n+1_n2+3n+2:n2+3n+2’

(Vi +1—vn)t n(2y/n(n+1) —n)
(n+ 1) n?2+3n+2

S(n) <

where

S(n) = —

Therefore it is sufficient to prove that S(n) is always negative. But this is clear since y/n(n + 1) >
n, for every n € N.
Consequently, we have that

n+t1 n
Io(pn n) * 2> mi ny . 1 ( — tn 4
(o)) F 2 min f et = (34)
for every p, > 0, from which it follows that
1 Io(pn) - Ky, 1
Ly = e e (), )
pom (pn) n - (Kn) w

for every p > 0. Therefore, from equations (30), (31), (34), (35) and the definition of K,, we
obtain that

N
Z<A+(¢)¢J»T/@> > ¢, - nlw2 L) / pnTJrl (z)dz,
Jj=1 "
concluding the proof. O
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Proof of Theorem 3.3. The proof follows an argument analogous to the proof of Theorem 3.2,
by performing the following adaptations:

Consider the following alternative notation for labeling the non-constant eigenfunctions and
corresponding eigenvalues of the Dirac operator with a single subscript counting multiplicities:

{yf152, = {yk }

n
where the positive eigenvalue § + k is repeated my, times, and my, is given as in (23). Once
again, for £/ > 0 consider the corresponding spectral projections:

Pp =Y [uyf + (oup)yy)

and

Aj<E
and
Pg =Y [yl + Gy,
N>E
so that -
D= NGy = NGy, (36)
j=1

where ) = P/\L1 olpo P)f-l . denotes the restriction of I) to the invariant subspace of functions
orthogonal to constants.
Thus, analogously as before, we obtain

N o0
(DY, i) :22/5 / E - |Pgep;(x)>dEda.
j=173"70
Once again, with I'y, := Zé\;(-, Yj))j, we obtain

1D 72k ) :2/S2/0 E-ppip, ps(z)dBdz, (37)

where ppip pi (x) == Z;VZI | P&1;()|?, and for any small neighbourhood B centered at zo € S?,

we have that
1
2
([ orte)” = Iroxslns

< |\TyPrxslus + |TwPexsllms

2

— T Poxslas + ( /B PR >d:c) , (38)

where yp denotes the characteristic function of B. Then, similarly to the previous proof, we
obtain

Ty Pexslfs < 1Pexsllis

Z/ (I @) + ly; @) xs()dz

>\ <FE
- / Z it @) + 1y (@) xs(@)de
+k<E'
kJENo
2 | 3 2z, <k tn- 1>
S+k<E k

keNy
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B2+ (B 4 Lyn) if B> %,

0, otherwise.

Proceeding as in the proof of Theorem 3.2, we obtain
1
ppirps(zo) = (p(wo)/? = (K3)2C(BE)'/?)3,

for almost every 2y € S™, where the K| = 2D L and B — C(FE) is given by (28). Integrating
the expression above, equahty (37) then implies that

ZUD%,ID% ) > 2/ / E- (p(x)"? - (K!)2C(E)"/*)2 dEda. (40)
7=1
In order to estimate this integral, let

/ E-(p\? - (K!)2C(E)"/?)2dE. (41)

Then putting p, = p/K, it is enough to estimate Io(p,) := [;° E - (pnt/? — C(E)Y/2)%dE.
Since C(E) =0 for 0 < E < %, and E +— (E + 1)" is increasing, for p, > (% + 3)" = (21"
we have that

E o oy (kL 15)?
Io(pn) > | E-(pn? —0)2dE + B-(pf = (E+14)?) aE
0 n

2
n2

Pn— 9 1 n
:8pn+/1 Ep, —2piE(E+3)2 + E(E + )ndE
2

2 2/n 1/n
_ Bﬁ_+ n-pn Pn Pn
8 " 2n+2) \n+4 n+l

2 F1NT 1 AN
n n

2 o | = —

* p”<n+4<2) n+2<2> )
(n+1)"(n?+n-1)

2n+2(n 4 2)
=:I1(pn)-

n+4 n+2
2 n+1Y\ 2 1 n+1Y) 2
j4n == - ’
n—+4 2 n+ 2 2

(n+1)"(n?+n—1)
2n+2(n + 2) ’

Setting

B, =

for every n € N, we obtain that

Ii(z) n? n? 211 e _ni4 _n+2
= - xn 4+ —x n+ 24,27 2n — BurT o,
22 2(n+2)(n+4) 2(n+1)(n+2) 8 " "

for every x > 0. Let y = 2~ #. Then

Ii(x I (y(x 1 n? n?
x(+) B y(f)(":)"‘) =8 "D T ym D A F By
=q(y) + R(y),
where ¢(y) corresponds to the quadratic
1, n? n?

W=5Y i+ T 2mrmra)
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while R(y) corresponds to the remainder

R(y )—2Any ey — Byt

2n?
(n+1)(n+2)°
toz =3 > ((14+1)/2)! = 1. For n > 2, note that > ()" if and only if y € (0

Moreover,

Note that ¢(y) attains a global minimum at yy = For n =1, yg = 1/3 corresponds

7%—"—1)'
2n? 2 n® 2
m+Dn+2) h+1D)n+2) = (n+1)

therefore q(y(x)) has a global minimum for zq < (%£2)", and since ¢ is an upward pointing

2
parabola, we conclude that

+1 —6n°+6n+8 -
: q(?J((nT)n)) 2n4+?6n3+n42n£r44n+16’ ifn 22,
inf q(y(z)) =

(5 g(1/3) = 5= itn=1.

(NI
V
)

Next note that R(y) > 0 for every z > (242)". Indeed, this is equivalent to 24, — By

1

for all such x. But since ™2 is decreasing and

1 n
n\ 2 — 2 (n? -
2An—Bn<(n;1) > 2 <n—|—1> n?+2n — 2 ~(n+1)z(n®+n-1)
3

(n+2)(n+4) 2%+2(n+2)

_(n+1 1 (n+1)n*+2n-2) n?+n-1
N ( 2 ) (n+2) ( n+4 B 4 )
_(n+1 A 3n3+7n% —3n—4
_< 2 > (n+2)< 4(n+4) >
and 7Tn? > 3n + 4 for every n > 2, we conclude that R(y) > 0 for every n € N (the case n = 1
is also true by inspection). Consequently,

n*—6n2+6n+8 .
inf Il(ﬂ:) inf MEF16n3+42n2+44n+16° ifn > 2,
) iz 2 ) a(y(z)) = (42)
St o fnmr

Similarly, for 0 < p, < (%)™ we have that

5,
Io(pn) = 0 E-(pp? —0)%dE

n
= gpna
S0)
Io(pn) n? -2 N n?
2 TR gy

for 0 < p, < (%)™ One can verify that the lower bound obtained in (42) is smaller than

ﬁ, for every n € N. Therefore,
1 —6n>+6n+8 :
Io(pn) o SmATin s ainiTe 1= 2,
nt2 Z Cp = 7 .
pnn 360 if n=1.
for all p, > 0. Hence,
1(p) To(pn) - K, 2
nt2 —  n+2 - :+2 > e (Ky) 7, (43)

pr pn” (K{z)T
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for every p > 0. From (40) and (41) we conclude that

N
Z (D, D) > culn2!=n (134D / " () da,

completing the proof.

[
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