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Abstract

In this paper, we compute the lower-dimensional volume Vol(1,1) about transformation operators for 4-
dimensional spin manifolds with boundary and we also get the Kastler-Kalau-Walze type theorem about
transformation operators on 4-dimensional compact manifolds with boundary.
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1. Introduction

Numerous geometers have delved into the realm of noncommutative residues, recognizing their profound
significance in the realm of noncommutative geometry. In [1, 2], the authors highlighted the pivotal role of
noncommutative residues. Initially discovered by Adler [3] in the context of one-dimensional manifolds, its
significance became more apparent through Wodzicki’s work [2] on arbitrary closed compact n-dimensional
manifolds, employing the theory of zeta functions of elliptic pseudo-differential operators. Additionally,
Connes, in his work, utilized noncommutative residues to derive an analogy to the conformal 4-dimensional
Polyakov action, as elucidated in [4]. Furthermore, Connes demonstrated the equivalence between the
noncommutative residue on a compact manifold M and Dixmier’s trace on pseudo-differential operators of
order −dimM , as expounded in [5]. Connes also put forth the notion that the noncommutative residue
arising from the square of the inverse of the Dirac operator was proportioned to the Einstein-Hilbert action.
Kastler [6] provided a rigorous proof of this theorem, employing a meticulous approach. Kalau and Walze
independently corroborated this theorem within the framework of normal coordinate systems in their work
[7]. Ackermann demonstrated that the Wodzicki residue of the square of the inverse of the Dirac operator,
denoted as Wres(D−2), essentially corresponds to the second coefficient in the heat kernel expansion of D2

in [8].
In [9], Ponge introduced a method for defining lower-dimensional volumes of Riemannian manifolds

utilizing the Wodzicki residue. Fedosov et al. established a noncommutative residue within Boutet de
Monvel’s algebra and demonstrated its uniqueness as a continuous trace in [10]. Schrohe, in [11], eluci-
dated the relationship between the Dixmier trace and the noncommutative residue specifically for manifolds
with boundary. Wang extended the Kastler-Kalau-Walze theorem to encompass 3 and 4-dimensional spin
manifolds with boundary, presenting a theorem of similar nature in [12]. Additionally, in a series of works
[13–16], Y. Wang and collaborators computed lower-dimensional volumes for spin manifolds of dimensions
5, 6 and 7 with boundary while also deriving analogous Kastler-Kalau-Walze theorems. In essence, Wang
presents a methodology for exploring the Kastler-Kalau-Walze type theorem in the context of manifolds
with boundary.
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In [18], J. Wang and Y. Wang established two distinct Kastler-Kalau-Walze type theorems. These theo-
rems pertain to conformal perturbations of twisted Dirac operators and conformal perturbations of signature
operators, facilitated by a vector bundle with a non-unitary connection on four-dimensional manifolds with
(respectively without) boundary. In [26], Ertem introduced the transformation operator which transformed
the twistor spinors to harmonic spinors and this operator is important.

The primary objective of this study is to establish a Kastler-Kalau-Walze type theorems pertaining
to the transformation operators, specifically on 4-dimensional manifolds with boundary. It’s worth noting
that the leading symbol of transformation operators does not follow the form

√
−1c(ξ). This divergence

motivates our investigation into the residues of such transformation operators.

The structure of this paper unfolds as follows: Section 2 revisits fundamental concepts and formulas
concerning lower-dimensional volumes of spin manifolds with boundary. In Section 3, we give the trans-
formation operators and its Lichnerowicz formula. In Sections 4, we present a Kastler-Kalau-Walze type
theorems tailored to the realm of transformation operators on 4-dimensional manifolds with boundary. No-
tably, the pivotal findings of this paper are encapsulated within Theorem 3.1, Theorem 3.2 and Theorem
4.2.

2. Lower-Dimensional Volumes of Spin Manifolds with boundary

In this section, we shall recall some basic facts and formulas about Boutet de Monvel’s calculus and
lower-dimensional volumes of spin manifolds with boundary.

Let

F : L2(Rt) → L2(Rv); F (u)(v) =

∫

R

e−ivtu(t)dt

denote the Fourier transformation and ϕ(R+) = r+ϕ(R) (similarly define ϕ(R−)), where ϕ(R) denotes the
Schwartz space and

r+ : C∞(R) → C∞(R+); f → f |R+; R+ = {x ≥ 0;x ∈ R}. (2.1)

We define H+ = F (ϕ(R+)); H−
0 = F (ϕ(R−)) which are orthogonal to each other. We have the following

property: h ∈ H+ (respectively H−
0 ) if and only if h ∈ C∞(R) which has an analytic extension to the lower

(respectively upper) complex half-plane {Imξ < 0} (respectively {Imξ > 0}) such that for all nonnegative
integer l,

dlh

dξl
(ξ) ∼

∞∑

k=1

dl

dξl
(
ck
ξk

) (2.2)

as |ξ| → +∞, Imξ ≤ 0 (respectively Imξ ≥ 0).
LetH ′ be the space of all polynomials andH− = H−

0

⊕
H ′; H = H+

⊕
H−.Denote by π+ (respectively π−)

the projection on H+ (respectively H−). For calculations, we take H = H̃ = {rational functions having no
poles on the real axis} (H̃ is a dense set in the topology of H). Then on H̃ ,

π+h(ξ0) =
1

2πi
lim

u→0−

∫

Γ+

h(ξ)

ξ0 + iu− ξ
dξ, (2.3)

where Γ+ is a Jordan close curve included Imξ > 0 surrounding all the singularities of h in the upper
half-plane and ξ0 ∈ R. Similarly, define π

′

on H̃,

π′h =
1

2π

∫

Γ+

h(ξ)dξ. (2.4)

So, π′(H−) = 0. For h ∈ H
⋂
L1(R), π′h = 1

2π

∫
R
h(v)dv and for h ∈ H+

⋂
L1(R), π′h = 0.
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Denote by B Boutet de Monvel’s algebra. For a detailed introduction to Boutet de Monvel’s algebra see
Boutet de Monvel [19], Grubb [20], Rempel-Schulze [21] or Schrohe-Schulze [22]. In the following, we will
give a review of some basic fact we need.

An operator of order m ∈ Z and type d is a matrix

A =

(
π+P +G K
T S

)
:

C∞(X,E1)⊕

C∞(∂X, F1)
−→

C∞(X,E2)⊕

C∞(∂X, F2)
,

whereX is a manifold with boundary ∂X andE1, E2 (respectively F1, F2) are vector bundles overX (respectively ∂X).
Here, P : C∞

0 (Ω, E1) → C∞(Ω, E2) is a classical pseudodifferential operator of order m on Ω, where Ω is an
open neighborhood of X and Ei|X = Ei (i = 1, 2). Then P has an extension: E ′(Ω, E1) → D′(Ω, E2), where
E ′(Ω, E1) and D′(Ω, E2) are the dual space of C∞(Ω, E1) and C

∞
0 (Ω, E2). Let e

+ : C∞(X,E1) → E ′(Ω, E1)
denote extension by zero from X to Ω and r+ : D′(Ω, E2) → D′(Ω, E2) denote the restriction from Ω to X ,
then define

π+P = r+Pe+ : C∞(X,E1) → D′(Ω, E2).

In addition, P is supposed to have the transmission property; this means that, for all j, k, α, the homogeneous
component pj of order j in the asymptotic expansion of the symbol p of P in local coordinates near the
boundary satisfies:

∂kxn
∂αξ′pj(x

′, 0, 0,+1) = (−1)j−|α|∂kxn
∂αξ′pj(x

′, 0, 0,−1),

then π+P maps C∞(X,E1) into C
∞(X,E2) by Section 2.1 of [23].

Let G, T be respectively the singular Green operator and the trace operator of order m and type d. K
is a potential operator and S is a classical pseudodifferential operator of order m along the boundary (for
detailed definition, see [11]). Denote by Bm,d the collection of all operators of order m and type d, and B
is the union over all m and d.

Recall Bm,d is a Fréchet space. The composition of the above operator matrices yields a continuous map:
Bm,d ×Bm′,d′ → Bm+m′,max{m′+d,d′}. Write

Ã =

(
π+P +G K

T S̃

)
∈ Bm,d, Ã′ =

(
π+P ′ +G′ K ′

T ′ S̃′

)
∈ Bm′,d′

.

The composition ÃÃ′ is obtained by multiplication of the matrices(for more details see [14]). For example
π+P ◦G′ and G ◦G′ are singular Green operators of type d′ and

π+P ◦ π+P ′ = π+(PP ′) + L(P, P ′).

Here PP ′ is the usual composition of pseudodifferential operators and L(P, P ′) called leftover term is a
singular Green operator of type m′ + d. For our case, P, P ′ are classical pseudo differential operators, in
other words π+P ∈ B∞ and π+P ′ ∈ B∞ .

In the following, write π+D−1 =

(
π+D−1 0
0 0

)
. Let M be a compact manifold with boundary ∂M .

We assume that the metric gM on M has the following form near the boundary

gM =
1

h(xn)
g∂M + dx2n, (2.5)

where g∂M is the metric on ∂M . Let U ⊂ M be a collar neighborhood of ∂M which is diffeomorphic
∂M × [0, 1). By the definition of h(xn) ∈ C∞([0, 1)) and h(xn) > 0, there exists h̃ ∈ C∞

(
(−ε, 1)

)
such

that h̃|[0,1) = h and h̃ > 0 for some sufficiently small ε > 0. Then there exists a metric ĝ on M̂ =
M

⋃
∂M ∂M × (−ε, 0] which has the form on U

⋃
∂M ∂M × (−ε, 0]

ĝ =
1

h̃(xn)
g∂M + dx2n, (2.6)

3



such that ĝ|M = g. We fix a metric ĝ on the M̂ such that ĝ|M = g.
Consider the n− 1-form

σ(ξ) =

n∑

j=1

(−1)j+1ξjdξ1 ∧ · · · ∧ d̂ξj ∧ · · · ∧ dξn,

where the hat indicates that the corresponding factor has been omitted.
Restricted σ(ξ) to the n − 1-dimensional unit sphere |ξ| = 1, σ(ξ) gives the volume form on |ξ| = 1.

Denoting by |ξ′| = 1 and σ(ξ′) the n− 2-dimensional unit sphere and the corresponding n− 2-form.
Denote by B∞ the algera of all operators in Boutet de Monvel’s calculus (with integral order) and by

B−∞ the ideal of all smoothing operators in B∞. Now we recall the main theorem in [10].

Theorem 2.1. (Fedosov-Golse-Leichtnam-Schrohe) Let X and ∂X be connected, dimX = n ≥ 3,

A =

(
π+P +G K
T S

)
∈ B, and denote by p, b and s the local symbols of P, G and S respectively. Define:

W̃res(A) =

∫

X

∫

|ξ|=1

trE [p−n(x, ξ)] σ(ξ)dx

+2π

∫

∂X

∫

|ξ′|=1

{trE [(trb−n)(x
′, ξ′)] + trF [s1−n(x

′, ξ′)]}σ(ξ′)dx′, (2.7)

Then
a) W̃res([A,B]) = 0, for any A,B ∈ B;
b) It is a unique continuous trace on B/B−∞.

Let p1, p2 be nonnegative integers and p1 + p2 ≤ n. Then by Section 2.1 of [12], we have

Definition 2.2. Lower-dimensional volumes of spin manifolds with boundary are defined by

Vol(p1,p2)
n M := W̃res[π+D−p1 ◦ π+D−p2 ]. (2.8)

Denote by σl(A) the l-order symbol of an operator A. Similar to (2.1.7) in [12], we have that

W̃res[π+D−p1 ◦ π+D−p2 ] =

∫

M

∫

|ξ|=1

traceS(TM)[σ−n(D
−p1−p2)]σ(ξ)dx +

∫

∂M

Φ, (2.9)

where

Φ =

∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

∞∑

j,k=0

∑ (−i)|α|+j+k+1

α!(j + k + 1)!
traceS(TM)

[
∂jxn

∂αξ′∂
k
ξn
σ+
r (D

−p1)(x′, 0, ξ′, ξn)

×∂αx′∂
j+1
ξn

∂kxn
σl(D

−p2)(x′, 0, ξ′, ξn)
]
dξnσ(ξ

′)dx′, (2.10)

and the sum is taken over r − k + |α|+ ℓ− j − 1 = −n, r ≤ −p1, ℓ ≤ −p2.
Since [σ−n(D

−p1−p2)]|M has the same expression as σ−n(D
−p1−p2) in the case of manifolds without

boundary, so locally we can compute the first term by [6], [7], [9], [12].
For any fixed point x0 ∈ ∂M , we choose the normal coordinates U of x0 in ∂M (not in M) and compute

Φ(x0) in the coordinates Ũ = U × [0, 1) ⊂M and with the metric 1
h(xn)

g∂M + dx2n. The dual metric of g on

Ũ is h(xn)g
∂M + dx2n. Write gij = g( ∂

∂xi
, ∂
∂xj

); gij = g(dxi, dxj), then

[gij ] =

[ 1
h(xn)

[g∂Mij ] 0

0 1

]
; [gij ] =

[
h(xn)[g

ij
∂M ] 0

0 1

]
, (2.11)

and
∂xs

g∂Mij (x0) = 0, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n− 1; gTM
ij (x0) = δij . (2.12)

From [12], we can get three lemmas.

4



Lemma 2.2. [12] With the metric g on M near the boundary

∂xj
(|ξ|2gM )(x0) =

{
0, if j < n,

h′(0)|ξ′|2
g∂M , if j = n,

(2.13)

∂xj
[c(ξ)](x0) =

{
0, if j < n,

∂xn
(c(ξ′))(x0), if j = n,

(2.14)

where ξ = ξ′ + ξndxn.

Lemma 2.3. [12]With the metric g on M near the boundary

ωs,t(ei)(x0) =





ωn,i(ei)(x0) =
1
2h

′(0), if s = n, t = i, i < n,

ωi,n(ei)(x0) = − 1
2h

′(0), if s = i, t = n, i < n,

ωs,t(ei)(x0) = 0, other cases,

(2.15)

where (ωs,t) denotes the connection matrix of Levi-Civita connection ∇L.

Lemma 2.4. [12] When i < n, then

Γk
st(x0) =





Γn
ii(x0) =

1
2h

′(0), if s = t = i, k = n,

Γi
ni(x0) = − 1

2h
′(0), if s = n, t = i, k = i,

Γi
in(x0) = − 1

2h
′(0), if s = i, t = n, k = i,

(2.16)

in other cases, Γi
st(x0) = 0.

3. Transformation operators and its Lichnerowicz formula

Let’s revisit the definition of the Dirac operator. Consider M , an n-dimensional (n ≥ 3) oriented
compact spin Riemannian manifold equipped with a Riemannian metric gM and denote ∇L as the Levi-
Civita connection associated with gM . In local coordinates {x1, · · · , xn} and a fixed orthonormal frame
{e1, · · · , en}, the connection matrix (ωs,t) is defined by

∇L(e1, · · · , en) = (e1, · · · , en)(ωs,t). (3.1)

Let ǫ(e∗j ), ι(e
∗
j ) be the exterior and interior multiplications respectively, where e∗j = gTM (ej , ·). Let c(ei)

denote the Clifford action. Write

ĉ(ej) = ǫ(e∗j ) + ι(e∗j ); c(ej) = ǫ(e∗j )− ι(e∗j ), (3.2)

which satisfies

ĉ(ei)ĉ(ej) + ĉ(ej)ĉ(ei) = 2gM (ei, ej);

c(ei)c(ej) + c(ej)c(ei) = −2gM (ei, ej);

c(ei)ĉ(ej) + ĉ(ej)c(ei) = 0. (3.3)

In an n-dimensional spin manifold M , one can define two different first-order differential operators on
spinor fields. The first one is the Dirac operator, citing [24], we present the Dirac operator as follows:

D =

n∑

i=1

c(ei)[ei −
1

4

∑

s,t

ωs,t(ei)c(es)c(et)]. (3.4)

5



And the second one is the Penrose operator written as follows:

PX := ∇L
X − 1

n
X̃ ·D (3.5)

with respect to a vector field X and its metric dual X̃. The spinor fields that are in the kernel of the Penrose
operator are called twistor spinors and they satisfy the following twistor equation:

∇L
Xψ =

1

n
X̃ ·Dψ (3.6)

for a spinor ψ(for detailed definition, see [26]).
Let us consider a function f that satisfies the following conformal Laplace equation in n-dimensions

∆f − n− 2

4(n− 1)
Rf = 0 (3.7)

and a twistor spinor ψ that satisfies (3.6). Then, the following operator

D̃ =
n− 2

n
fD + c(df). (3.8)

transforms the twistor spinors to harmonic spinors. Namely, if ψ is a twistor spinor, then D̃ψ satisfies the
massless Dirac equation DD̃ψ = 0(for detailed proof, see the formula (54) of [26]).

In an 4-dimensional spin manifold M , let us consider transformation operators

D̃ =
1

2
fD + c(df),

where c(df) denotes a Clifford action on the manifold M and f is a nonzero smooth function on M . Then,

we can express the square of D̃ as follows:

D̃2 = [
1

2
fD + c(df)]2 = [

1

2
Df +

1

2
c(df)]2 =

1

4
D

2
f2, (3.9)

where D
2
= D2 + c(df)Df−1 − 1

f2 |df |2.
Recall the definition of the Dirac operator D2 in [6], [7] and [13], we have

D2 = −
∑

i,j

gi,j
[
∂i∂j + 2σi∂j + (∂iσj) + σiσj − Γk

i,j∂i − Γk
i,jσk

]
+

1

4
s, (3.10)

c(df)Df−1 =
∑

i,j

gi,j
[
c(df)c(∂i)f

−1
]
∂j +

∑

i,j

gi,j
[
c(df)c(∂i)∂j

(
f−1

)
+ c(df)c(∂i)σjf

−1
]
, (3.11)

where ∂i denotes a natural local frame on the tangent bundle TM , σi := − 1
4

∑
s,t ωs,t(∂i)eset, gi,j = g(∂i, ∂j)

and (gi,j)1≤i,j≤n is the inverse matrix associated with the metric matrix (gi,j)1≤i,j≤n on M , Γj
kl is the

Christoffel coefficient of ∇L.
Let

∇S
∂i

= ∂i + σi, ∂
j = gi,j∂i, σ

i = gi,jσj , Γ
k = gi,jΓk

i,j .

Combining (3.4), (3.9), (3.10) and (3.11), we have

D
2
=− gi,j∂i∂j +

[
− 2σj + Γj + c(df)c(∂j)f−1

]
∂j + gi,j

[
− (∂iσj)− σiσj

+ Γk
i,jσk + c(df)c(∂i)∂j

(
f−1

)
+ c(df)c(∂i)σjf

−1
]
+

1

4
s− 1

f2
|df |2. (3.12)

6



Next, let’s recall the basic notions of Laplace type operators. Consider a smooth, compact, oriented
Riemannian manifold M of dimension n without boundary, and let V ′ be a vector bundle over M . Any
differential operator P of Laplace type locally takes the form:

P = −(gij∂i∂j +Ai∂i +B), (3.13)

where Ai and B are smooth sections of End(V ′) (endomorphisms) over M .
If P is a Laplace type operator with the form above, then there exists a unique connection ∇ on V ′ and

a unique endomorphism E such that:

P = −
[
gij(∇∂i

∇∂j
−∇∇L

∂i
∂j
) + E

]
. (3.14)

Moreover (with local frames of T ∗M and V ′), ∇∂i
= ∂i + ωi and E are related to gij , Ai and B through

ωi =
1

2
gij

(
Ai + gklΓj

klid
)
,

E = B − gij
(
∂i(ωj) + ωiωj − ωkΓ

k
ij

)
. (3.15)

Now, let’s proceed to establish the main theorem in this section.

Theorem 3.1. Let f be a nonzero smooth function on M and D̃ = 1
2fD+c(df) be transformation operators,

D
2
as defined in (3.12), then we have

D
2
=−

[
gij(∇∂i

∇∂j
−∇∇L

∂i
∂j
)
]
+

1

4
s− 1

f2
|df |2 − 1

2

[ n∑

j=1

c(∇L
ej
grad f)c(ej)f

−1 + c(df)c(df−1)
]

+
1

4

n∑

j=1

[
c(df)c(ej)f

−1
]2
, (3.16)

where s is the scalar curvature, ∇∂i
is defined by (3.18) and X = ∂i.

Proof. By (3.12) and (3.15), we have

ωi =σi −
1

2

[
c(df)c(∂i)f

−1
]
,

E =gi,j
[
∂i(σj) + σiσj − Γk

i,jσk − c(df)c(∂i)∂j
(
f−1

)
− c(df)c(∂i)σjf

−1
]
− 1

4
s+

1

f2
|df |2

− gi,j
{
∂i

[
σj −

1

2

[
c(df)c(∂j)f

−1
]]

+

[
σi −

1

2

[
c(df)c(∂i)f

−1
]]

×
[
σj −

1

2

[
c(df)c(∂j)f

−1
]]

−
[
σk −

1

2

[
c(df)c(∂k)f

−1
]]
Γk
ij

}
. (3.17)

For a smooth vector filed X on M , let c(X) denote the Clifford action. So,

∇X = ∇S
X − 1

2

[
c(df)c(X)f−1

]
. (3.18)

Since E is globally defined on M , taking normal coordinates at x0, we have σi(x0) = 0, ai(x0) = 0,
∂j[c(∂j)](x0) = 0, Γk(x0) = 0, gij(x0) = δji , so that

E(x0) =

{
− 1

4
s+

1

f2
|df |2 + 1

2

[ n∑

j=1

c(∇L
ej
grad f)c(ej)f

−1 + c(df)c(df−1)
]

− 1

4

n∑

j=1

[
c(df)c(ej)f

−1
]2
}
(x0), (3.19)

which, together with (3.14), yields Theorem 3.1.

7



The non-commutative residue of a generalized laplacian ∆̃ is expressed as by [8]

(n− 2)Φ2(∆̃) = (4π)−
n
2 Γ(

n

2
)r̃es(∆̃− n

2
+1), (3.20)

where Φ2(∆̃) denotes the integral over the diagonal part of the second coefficient of the heat kernel expansion

of ∆̃. Now let ∆̃ = D
2
. By [24] and [8], we have

∆ = −gij(∇L
i ∇L

j − Γk
ij∇L

k ). (3.21)

Let’s assume that n = 4. Since D
2
is a generalized laplacian, we can suppose D

2
= ∆− E, then we have

Wres(D
−2

) =
(4− 2)(4π)

4
2

(42 − 1)!

∫

M

trace(
1

6
s+ E

D
2)dvolM

=32π2

∫

M

trace

{
− 1

12
s+

1

f2
|df |2 + 1

2

[ 4∑

j=1

c(∇L
ej
grad f)c(ej)f

−1 + c(df)c(df−1)
]

− 1

4

4∑

j=1

[
c(df)c(ej)f

−1
]2
}
dvolM

=− 128π2

∫

M

{
1

12
s+

∆f

2f
+

1

2
g(df, df−1) +

2|df |2
f2

}
dvolM, (3.22)

where Wres denote the noncommutative residue. Therefore, we obtain

Wres(D̃−2) = Wres(
1

4
D

2
f2)−1 = 4f−2Wres(D

−2
). (3.23)

Theorem 3.2. For 4-dimensional compact oriented manifolds without boundary, the following equalities
holds:

Wres(D̃2)−
n−2

2 =
−512π2

f2

∫

M

{
1

12
s+

∆f

2f
+

1

2
g(df, df−1) +

2|df |2
f2

}
dvolM, (3.24)

where s is the scalar curvature.

4. A Kastler-Kalau-Walze Type Theorem for Perturbations of Dirac Operators on Manifolds
with Boundary

Let M be a 4-dimensional compact spin manifolds with the boundary ∂M . In the following, we will

compute the case W̃res[π+D̃−1 ◦ π+D̃−1]. An application of (2.9) and (2.10) shows that

W̃res[π+D̃−1 ◦ π+D̃−1] =

∫

M

∫

|ξ|=1

traceS(TM)

[
σ−4

(
D̃−2

)]
σ(ξ)dx +

∫

∂M

Φ, (4.1)

where

Φ =

∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

∞∑

j,k=0

∑ (−i)|α|+j+k+ℓ

α!(j + k + 1)!
traceS(TM)

[
∂jxn

∂αξ′∂
k
ξn
σ+
r (D̃

−1)(x′, 0, ξ′, ξn)

×∂αx′∂
j+1
ξn

∂kxn
σl

(
D̃−1

)
(x′, 0, ξ′, ξn)

]
dξnσ(ξ

′)dx′, (4.2)

the sum is taken over r − k + |α|+ ℓ− j − 1 = −n = −4, r ≤ −1, ℓ ≤ −1 and σ+
r (D̃

−1) = π+
ξn
σ+
r (D̃

−1).
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Locally we can use Theorem 3.2 to compute the interior of W̃res[π+D̃−1 ◦ π+D̃−1], we have

∫

M

∫

|ξ|=1

traceS(TM)

[
σ−4

(
D̃−2

)]
σ(ξ)dx

=
−512π2

f2

∫

M

{
1

12
s+

∆f

2f
+

1

2
g(df, df−1) +

2|df |2
f2

}
dvolM. (4.3)

So we only need to compute
∫
∂M

Φ.
By Lemma 1 in [13] and Lemma 2.1 in [12], for any fixed point x0 ∈ ∂M , choosing the normal coordinates

U of x0 in ∂M (not in M). Denote by σl(P ) the l-order symbol of an operator P . By the composition
formula and (2.2.11) in [12], we can prove the following useful result.

Lemma 4.1. Let D be the Dirac operators on Γ(S(TM)) and D̃ be the perturbations of Dirac operators on
Γ(S(TM)), the symbolic calculus of pseudo-differential operators yields

σ−1(D
−1) =

ic(ξ)

|ξ|2 ;

σ−1(D̃)−1 = 2f−1σ−1(D
−1) =

2ic(ξ)

f |ξ|2 ;

σ−2(D)−1 =
c(ξ)σ0(D)c(ξ)

|ξ|4 +
c(ξ)

|ξ|6
∑

j

c(dxj)
[
∂xj

[c(ξ)]|ξ|2 − c(ξ)∂xj
(|ξ|2)

]
;

σ−2(D̃)−1 =
4c(ξ)σ0(D̃)c(ξ)

f2|ξ|4 +
c(ξ)

|ξ|6
∑

j

c(dxj)
[
2∂xj

(f−1)c(ξ)|ξ|2 + 2f−1∂xj
[c(ξ)]|ξ|2

−2f−1c(ξ)∂xj
(|ξ|2)

]

=
2

f
σ−2(D)−1 +

4

f2
· c(ξ)c(df)c(ξ)|ξ|4 +

c(ξ)
∑

j c(dxj) · 2∂xj
(f−1)c(ξ)

|ξ|4 ; (4.4)

where

σ0(D) = −1

4

∑

l,s,t

ωs,t(el)c(el)c(es)c(et);

σ0(D̃) =

[
− 1

4

∑

l,s,t

ωs,t(el)c(el)c(es)c(et)

]
f

2
+ c(df) =

1

2
σ0(D)f + c(df). (4.5)

From the formula (4.2) for the definition of Φ, now we can compute Φ. Since the sum is taken over
r+ ℓ− k− j− |α| − 1 = −4, r ≤ −1, ℓ ≤ −1, then we have the

∫
∂M

Φ is the sum of the following five cases:

case (a) (I) r = −1, l = −1, j = k = 0, |α| = 1.
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By (4.2), we get

case (a) (I)

= −
∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

∑

|α|=1

trace
[
∂αξ′π

+
ξn
σ−1(D̃

−1)× ∂αx′∂ξnσ−1

(
D̃−1

)]
(x0)dξnσ(ξ

′)dx′

= −
∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

∑

|α|=1

trace
[
∂αξ′π

+
ξn

(
2f−1σ−1(D

−1)
)
× ∂αx′∂ξn

(
2f−1σ−1(D

−1)
)]
(x0)dξnσ(ξ

′)dx′

= −2f−1 × 2f−1

∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

∑

|α|=1

trace
[
∂αξ′π

+
ξn
σ−1(D

−1)× ∂αx′∂ξnσ−1(D
−1)

]
(x0)dξnσ(ξ

′)dx′

−2f−1
∑

j<n

∂j(2f
−1)

∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

∑

|α|=1

trace
[
∂αξ′π

+
ξn
σ−1(D

−1)× ∂ξnσ−1(D
−1)

]
(x0)

×dξnσ(ξ′)dx′. (4.6)

By Lemma 2.2, for i < n, we have

∂xi

(
ic(ξ)

|ξ|2
)
(x0) =

i∂xi
[c(ξ)](x0)

|ξ|2 − ic(ξ)∂xi
(|ξ|2)(x0)
|ξ|4 = 0. (4.7)

Thus we have

−2f−1 × 2f−1

∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

∑

|α|=1

trace
[
∂αξ′π

+
ξn
σ−1(D

−1)× ∂αx′∂ξnσ−1(D
−1)

]
(x0)dξnσ(ξ

′)dx′ = 0. (4.8)

By (4.4) and direct calculations, for i < n, we obtain

∂αξ′π
+
ξn
σ−1(D

−1)(x0)||ξ′|=1 = ∂ξiπ
+
ξn
σ−1(D

−1)(x0)||ξ′|=1

=
c(dxi)

2(ξn −
√
−1)

− ξi(ξn − 2
√
−1)c(ξ′) + ξic(dxn)

2(ξn −
√
−1)2

(4.9)

and

∂ξnσ−1(D)−1||ξ′|=1(x0) = i

[
1− ξ2n

(1 + ξ2n)
2
c(dxn)−

2ξn
(1 + ξ2n)

2
c(ξ′)

]
. (4.10)

Then for i < n, we have

trace
[
∂αξ′π

+
ξn
σ−1(D

−1)× ∂ξnσ−1(D
−1)

]
(x0)

= − 2iξiξn
2(ξn − i)(1 + ξ2n)

2
trace[c(dxi)

2] +
2iξnξi(ξn − 2i)

2(ξn − i)2(1 + ξ2n)
2
trace[c(ξ′)2]

− iξi(1− ξ2n)

2(ξn − i)2(1 + ξ2n)
2
trace[c(dxn)

2]. (4.11)

We note that i < n,
∫
|ξ′|=1

ξiσ(ξ
′) = 0, so

−2f−1
∑

j<n

∂j(2f
−1)

∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

∑

|α|=1

trace
[
∂αξ′π

+
ξn
σ−1(D

−1)× ∂ξnσ−1(D
−1)

]
(x0)dξnσ(ξ

′)dx′

= 0. (4.12)
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Then we have case (a) (I) = 0.

case (a) (II) r = −1, l = −1, k = |α| = 0, j = 1.

By (4.2), we get

case (a) (II)

=− 1

2

∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

trace[∂xn
π+
ξn
σ−1(D̃

−1)× ∂2ξnσ−1(D̃
−1)](x0)dξnσ(ξ

′)dx′

=− 1

2

∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

trace[∂xn
π+
ξn

(
2f−1σ−1(D

−1)
)
× ∂2ξn

(
2f−1σ−1(D

−1)
)
](x0)dξnσ(ξ

′)dx′

=− 1

2
× 2f−1 × 2f−1

∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

trace
[
∂xn

π+
ξn
σ−1(D

−1)× ∂2ξnσ−1(D
−1)

]
(x0)dξnσ(ξ

′)dx′

− 1

2
× 2f−1∂xn

(2f−1)

∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

trace
[
π+
ξn
σ−1(D

−1)× ∂2ξnσ−1(D
−1)

]
(x0)dξnσ(ξ

′)dx′. (4.13)

By Lemma 4.1, we have

∂2ξnσ−1(D
−1)(x0) = i

(
−6ξnc(dxn) + 2c(ξ′)

|ξ|4 +
8ξ2nc(ξ)

|ξ|6
)
; (4.14)

∂xn
σ−1(D

−1)(x0) =
i∂xn

c(ξ′)(x0)

|ξ|2 − ic(ξ)|ξ′|2h′(0)
|ξ|4 . (4.15)

By (2.2.23) in [12] and (3.12), we have

π+
ξn
∂xn

σ−1(D
−1)(x0)||ξ′|=1 =

∂xn
[c(ξ′)](x0)

2(ξn −
√
−1)

+
√
−1h′(0)

[ √
−1c(ξ′)

4(ξn −
√
−1)

+
c(ξ′) +

√
−1c(dxn)

4(ξn −
√
−1)2

]
. (4.16)

By the relation of the Clifford action and traceAB = traceBA, we have the equalities:

trace[c(ξ′)c(dxn)] = 0; trace[c(dxn)
2] = −4; trace[c(ξ′)2](x0)||ξ′|=1 = −4;

trace[∂xn
c(ξ′)c(dxn)] = 0; trace[∂xn

c(ξ′)c(ξ′)](x0)||ξ′|=1 = −2h′(0). (4.17)

Then

− 1

2
× 2f−1 × 2f−1

∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

trace
[
∂xn

π+
ξn
σ−1(D

−1)× ∂2ξnσ−1(D
−1)

]
(x0)dξnσ(ξ

′)dx′

=−
∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

4ih′(0)(ξn − i)2

f2(ξn − i)4(ξn + i)3
dξnσ(ξ

′)dx′

=− 4ih′(0)Ω3

f2

∫

Γ+

1

(ξn − i)2(ξn + i)3
dξndx

′

=− 4ih′(0)Ω32πi

f2

[
1

(ξn + i)3

](1)∣∣∣∣
ξn=i

dx′

=− 3

8
× 4

f2
πh′(0)Ω3dx

′

=− 3

2f2
πh′(0)Ω3dx

′, (4.18)
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where Ω3 is the canonical volume of 3-dimensional unit sphere S2.

On the other hand, by calculations, we have

π+
ξn
σ−1(D

−1)(x0)||ξ′|=1 = −c(ξ
′) +

√
−1c(dxn)

2(ξn −
√
−1)

, (4.19)

then

− 1

2
× 2f−1∂xn

(2f−1)

∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

trace
[
π+
ξn
σ−1(D

−1)× ∂2ξnσ−1(D
−1)

]
(x0)dξnσ(ξ

′)dx′

=− 1

2
× 2f−1∂xn

(2f−1)

∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

4i(3ξ2n − 1) + 4(3ξn − ξ3n)

(ξn − i)4(ξn + i)3
dξnσ(ξ

′)dx′

=− 1

2
× 2f−1∂xn

(2f−1)Ω3

∫

Γ+

4i(3ξ2n − 1) + 4(3ξn − ξ3n)

(ξn − i)4(ξn + i)3
dξndx

′

=− 1

2
× 2f−1∂xn

(2f−1)Ω3

[
4i(3ξ2n − 1) + 4(3ξn − ξ3n)

(ξn + i)3

](3)∣∣∣∣
ξn=i

dx′

=0, (4.20)

Then we have case (a) (II) = − 3
2f2πh

′(0)Ω3dx
′.

case (a) (III) r = −1, l = −1, j = |α| = 0, k = 1.

By (4.2), we get

case(a) (III)

=− 1

2

∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

trace[∂ξnπ
+
ξn
σ−1(D̃)−1 × ∂ξn∂xn

σ−1(D̃)−1](x0)dξnσ(ξ
′)dx′

=− 1

2

∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

trace
[
∂ξnπ

+
ξn

(
2f−1σ−1(D

−1)
)
× ∂ξn∂xn

(
2f−1σ−1(D

−1)
)]
(x0)dξnσ(ξ

′)dx′

=− 1

2
× 2f−1 × 2f−1

∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

trace
[
∂ξnπ

+
ξn
σ−1(D

−1)× ∂ξn∂xn
σ−1(D

−1)
]
(x0)dξnσ(ξ

′)dx′

− 1

2
× 2f−1∂xn

(2f−1)

∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

trace
[
∂ξnπ

+
ξn
σ−1(D

−1)× ∂ξnσ−1(D
−1)

]
(x0)dξnσ(ξ

′)dx′. (4.21)

By Lemma 4.1, we have

∂ξn∂xn
σ−1(D

−1)(x0)||ξ′|=1 = −ih′(0)
[
c(dxn)

|ξ|4 − 4ξn
c(ξ′) + ξnc(dxn)

|ξ|6
]
− 2ξni∂xn

c(ξ′)(x0)

|ξ|4 ; (4.22)

∂ξnπ
+
ξn
σ−1(D

−1)(x0)||ξ′|=1 = −c(ξ
′) + ic(dxn)

2(ξn − i)2
. (4.23)

By (4.17), we have

trace

{
c(ξ′) + ic(dxn)

2(ξn − i)2
× ih′(0)

[
c(dxn)

|ξ|4 − 4ξn
c(ξ′) + ξnc(dxn)

|ξ|6
]}

=
2h′(0)(i− 3ξn)

(ξn − i)4(ξn + i)3
(4.24)

and

tr

[
c(ξ′) + ic(dxn)

2(ξn − i)2
× 2ξni∂xn

c(ξ′)(x0)

|ξ|4
]
=

−2ih′(0)ξn
(ξn − i)4(ξn + i)2

. (4.25)

12



So we have

− 1

2
× 2f−1 × 2f−1

∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

trace
[
∂ξnπ

+
ξn
σ−1(D

−1)× ∂ξn∂xn
σ−1(D

−1)
]
(x0)dξnσ(ξ

′)dx′

=−
∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

4h′(0)(i − 3ξn)

f2(ξn − i)4(ξn + i)3
dξnσ(ξ

′)dx′ −
∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

4h′(0)iξn
f2(ξn − i)4(ξn + i)2

dξnσ(ξ
′)dx′

=− h′(0)Ω3
8πi

3!f2

[
(i− 3ξn)

(ξn + i)3

](3) ∣∣∣∣
ξn=i

dx′ + h′(0)Ω3
8πi

3!f2

[
iξn

(ξn + i)2

](3) ∣∣∣∣
ξn=i

dx′

=
4

f2
× 3

8
πh′(0)Ω3dx

′

=
3

2f2
πh′(0)Ω3dx

′. (4.26)

On the other hand, we have

∂ξnσ−1(D)−1||ξ′|=1(x0) = i

[
1− ξ2n

(1 + ξ2n)
2
c(dxn)−

2ξn
(1 + ξ2n)

2
c(ξ′)

]
, (4.27)

then we have

− 1

2
× 2f−1∂xn

(2f−1)

∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

trace
[
∂ξnπ

+
ξn
σ−1(D

−1)× ∂ξnσ−1(D
−1)

]
(x0)dξnσ(ξ

′)dx′

=− 1

2
× 2f−1∂xn

(2f−1)

∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

[ 2(ξ2n − 1)− 2ξn
(ξn − i)4(ξn + i)2

]
(x0)dξnσ(ξ

′)dx′

=− 1

2
× 2f−1∂xn

(2f−1)Ω3

∫

Γ+

[ 2(ξ2n − 1)− 2ξn
(ξn − i)4(ξn + i)2

]
dξndx

′

=− 1

2
× 2f−1∂xn

(2f−1)Ω3

[
2(ξ2n − 1)− 2ξn

(ξn + i)2

](3)∣∣∣∣
ξn=i

dx′

=− 1

2
× 2f−1∂xn

(2f−1)Ω3 ×
(3
2
− 9i

4

)
dx′

=
9i− 6

2
f−1∂xn

(f−1)Ω3dx
′. (4.28)

Then we have case (a) (III) = 3
2f2 πh

′(0)Ω3dx
′ + 9i−6

2 f−1∂xn
(f−1)Ω3dx

′.

case (b) r = −2, l = −1, k = j = |α| = 0.

By (4.2), we get

case (b) =− i

∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

trace[π+
ξn
σ−2(D̃)−1 × ∂ξnσ−1(D̃)−1](x0)dξnσ(ξ

′)dx′

=− i

∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

tr

[
π+
ξn

[ 2
f
σ−2(D

−1)
]
× ∂ξnσ−1(D̃)−1

]
(x0)dξnσ(ξ

′)dx′

− i

∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

trace

[
π+
ξn

(
4

f2
· c(ξ)c(df)c(ξ)|ξ|4

)
× ∂ξnσ−1(D̃)−1

]
(x0)dξnσ(ξ

′)dx′

− i

∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

trace

[
π+
ξn

(
c(ξ)

∑
j c(dxj) · 2∂xj

(f−1)c(ξ)

|ξ|4
)
× ∂ξnσ−1(D̃)−1

]
(x0)

× dξnσ(ξ
′)dx′. (4.29)
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By case b in [12], we have

− i

∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

trace

[
π+
ξn

[ 2
f
σ−2(D

−1)
]
× ∂ξnσ−1(D̃)−1

]
(x0)dξnσ(ξ

′)dx′

=
4

f2
× 9

8
πh′(0)Ω3dx

′

=
9

2f2
πh′(0)Ω3dx

′. (4.30)

Moreover,

π+
ξn

(
c(ξ)c(df)c(ξ)

|ξ|4
)
(x0)||ξ′|=1

=π+
ξn

[
[c(ξ′) + ξnc(dxn)]c(df)[c(ξ

′) + ξnc(dxn)]

(1 + ξ2n)
2

]

=
1

2πi

∫

Γ+

[
c(ξ′)c(df)c(ξ′) + c(dxn)c(df)c(ξ

′)ηn + c(ξ′)c(df)c(dxn)ηn + c(dxn)c(df)c(dxn)η
2
n

(ηn + i)2(ξn − ηn)(ηn − i)2

]
dηn

=

[
c(ξ′)c(df)c(ξ′) + c(dxn)c(df)c(ξ

′)ηn + c(ξ′)c(df)c(dxn)ηn + c(dxn)c(df)c(dxn)η
2
n

(ηn + i)2(ξn − ηn)

]′
|ηn=i

=− iξn + 2

4(ξn − i)2
c(ξ′)c(df)c(ξ′)− i

4(ξn − i)2

[
c(dxn)c(df)c(ξ

′) + c(ξ′)c(df)c(dxn)

]

− iξn
4(ξn − i)2

c(dxn)c(df)c(dxn) (4.31)

and

∂ξnσ−1(D̃)−1||ξ′|=1(x0) =
2i

f

[
1− ξ2n

(1 + ξ2n)
2
c(dxn)−

2ξn
(1 + ξ2n)

2
c(ξ′)

]
. (4.32)

By (4.32) and

c(ξ′)2||ξ′|=1 = −1; c(dxn)
2 = −1; c(ξ′)c(dxn) = −c(dxn)c(ξ′); trace AB = trace BA,

we get

trace

[
π+
ξn

(
c(ξ)c(df)c(ξ)

|ξ|4
)
× ∂ξnσ−1(D̃)−1

]
(x0)||ξ′|=1

=
i

f(1 + ξ2n)
2
trace[c(dxn)c(df)] +

1

f(1 + ξ2n)
2
trace[c(ξ′)c(df)]. (4.33)

Considering, for i < n,

− i

∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

trace

[
π+
ξn

(
4

f2
· c(ξ)c(df)c(ξ)|ξ|4

)
× ∂ξnσ−1(D̃)−1

]
(x0)||ξ′|=1dξnσ(ξ

′)dx′

=
4

f2
· π
4
× 2

f
trace[c(dxn)c(df)]Ω3dx

′

=
2π

f3
trace[c(dxn)c(df)]Ω3dx

′. (4.34)
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On the other hand, we have

π+
ξn

(
c(ξ)

∑
j c(dxj) · 2∂xj

(f−1)c(ξ)

|ξ|4
)
(x0)||ξ′|=1

=π+
ξn

[
[c(ξ′) + ξnc(dxn)]

∑
j c(dxj) · 2∂xj

(f−1)[c(ξ′) + ξnc(dxn)]

(1 + ξ2n)
2

]

=
1

2πi

∫

Γ+

{[
c(ξ′)

∑

j

c(dxj) · 2∂xj
(f−1)c(ξ′) + c(dxn)

∑

j

c(dxj) · 2∂xj
(f−1)c(ξ′)ηn

+ c(ξ′)
∑

j

c(dxj) · 2∂xj
(f−1)c(dxn)ηn + c(dxn)

∑

j

c(dxj) · 2∂xj
(f−1)c(dxn)η

2
n

]

×
[
(ηn + i)−2(ξn − ηn)

−1(ηn − i)−2

]}
dηn

=

{[
c(ξ′)

∑

j

c(dxj) · 2∂xj
(f−1)c(ξ′) + c(dxn)

∑

j

c(dxj) · 2∂xj
(f−1)c(ξ′)ηn

+ c(ξ′)
∑

j

c(dxj) · 2∂xj
(f−1)c(dxn)ηn + c(dxn)

∑

j

c(dxj) · 2∂xj
(f−1)c(dxn)η

2
n

]

×
(
(ηn + i)−2(ξn − ηn)

−1

)]′}
|ηn=i

=− iξn + 2

4(ξn − i)2
c(ξ′)

∑

j

c(dxj) · 2∂xj
(f−1)c(ξ′)− i

4(ξn − i)2

[
c(dxn)

∑

j

c(dxj) · 2∂xj
(f−1)c(ξ′)

+ c(ξ′)
∑

j

c(dxj) · 2∂xj
(f−1)c(dxn)

]
− iξn

4(ξn − i)2
c(dxn)

∑

j

c(dxj) · 2∂xj
(f−1)c(dxn), (4.35)

we get

trace

[
π+
ξn

(
c(ξ)

∑
j c(dxj) · 2∂xj

(f−1)c(ξ)

|ξ|4
)
× ∂ξnσ−1(D̃)−1

]
(x0)||ξ′|=1

=
i

f(1 + ξ2n)
2
trace[c(dxn)

∑

j

c(dxj) · 2∂xj
(f−1)] +

1

f(1 + ξ2n)
2
trace[c(ξ′)

∑

j

c(dxj) · 2∂xj
(f−1)]. (4.36)

Considering, for i < n,

− i

∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

trace

[
π+
ξn

(
c(ξ)c(df)c(ξ)

|ξ|4
)
× ∂ξnσ−1(D̃)−1

]
(x0)||ξ′|=1dξnσ(ξ

′)dx′

=
π

4
× 2

f
trace[c(dxn)

∑

j

c(dxj) · 2∂xj
(f−1)]Ω3dx

′ − πi

4
× 2

f
trace[c(ξ′)

∑

j

c(dxj) · 2∂xj
(f−1)]Ω3dx

′

=
π

2f
trace[c(dxn)

∑

j

c(dxj) · 2∂xj
(f−1)]Ω3dx

′ − πi

2f
trace[c(ξ′)

∑

j

c(dxj) · 2∂xj
(f−1)]Ω3dx

′. (4.37)

Then

case (b) =
9

2f2
πh′(0)Ω3dx

′ +
2π

f3
trace[c(dxn)c(df)]Ω3dx

′ +
π

2f
trace[c(dxn)

∑

j

c(dxj) · 2∂xj
(f−1)]Ω3dx

′

− πi

2f
trace[c(ξ′)

∑

j

c(dxj) · 2∂xj
(f−1)]Ω3dx

′. (4.38)
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case (c) r = −1, l = −2, k = j = |α| = 0.

By (4.2), we get

case (c) = −i
∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

trace[π+
ξn
σ−1(D̃)−1 × ∂ξnσ−2(D̃)−1](x0)dξnσ(ξ

′)dx′. (4.39)

By Lemma 4.1, we have

π+
ξn
σ−1(D̃)−1||ξ′|=1(x0) =

c(ξ′) + ic(dxn)

f(ξn − i)
. (4.40)

By (4.4), we have

∂ξnσ−2(D̃)−1(x0)||ξ′|=1

=∂ξn

{
2

f
σ−2(D)−1 +

4

f2
· c(ξ)c(df)c(ξ)|ξ|4 +

c(ξ)
∑

j c(dxj) · 2∂xj
(f−1)c(ξ)

|ξ|4
}

=∂ξn

{
2

f
σ−2(D)−1

}
+ ∂ξn

(
4

f2
· c(ξ)c(df)c(ξ)|ξ|4

)
+ ∂ξn

(
c(ξ)

∑
j c(dxj) · 2∂xj

(f−1)c(ξ)

|ξ|4
)
. (4.41)

By computations, we have

∂ξn

(
c(ξ)c(df)c(ξ)

|ξ|4
)
(x0)

=− 4ξn
(1 + ξ2n)

3
c(ξ′)c(df)c(ξ′) +

(
1

(1 + ξ2n)
2
− 4ξ2n

(1 + ξ2n)
3

)(
c(ξ′)c(df)c(dxn)

+ c(dxn)c(df)c(ξ
′)

)
+

(
2ξn

(1 + ξ2n)
2
− 4ξ3n

(1 + ξ2n)
3

)
c(dxn)c(df)c(dxn). (4.42)

We denote

σ−2(D
−1) =

c(ξ)σ0(D)c(ξ)

|ξ|4 +
c(ξ)

|ξ|6 c(dxn)[∂xn
[c(ξ′)](x0)|ξ|2 − c(ξ)h′(0)],

then

∂ξn
(
σ−2(D

−1)
)
(x0)

=
1

(1 + ξ2n)
3

[
(2ξn − 2ξ3n)c(dxn)σ0(D)(x0)c(dxn) + (1− 3ξ2n)c(dxn)σ0(D)(x0)c(ξ

′)

+ (1− 3ξ2n)c(ξ
′)σ0(D)(x0)c(dxn)− 4ξnc(ξ

′)σ0(D)(x0)c(ξ
′) + (3ξ2n − 1)∂xn

c(ξ′)

− 4ξnc(ξ
′)c(dxn)∂xn

c(ξ′) + 2h′(0)c(ξ′) + 2h′(0)ξnc(dxn)

]
+ 6ξnh

′(0)
c(ξ)c(dxn)c(ξ)

(1 + ξ2n)
4

. (4.43)

By (4.40) and (4.43), we have

tr[π+
ξn
σ−1(D̃)−1 × ∂ξn

( 2
f
σ−2(D

−1)
)
](x0)

=
4

f2
· 3h

′(0)(iξ2n + ξn − 2i)

(ξ − i)3(ξ + i)3
+

4

f2
· 12h′(0)iξn
(ξ − i)3(ξ + i)4

=
12h′(0)(iξ2n + ξn − 2i)

f2(ξ − i)3(ξ + i)3
+

48h′(0)iξn
f2(ξ − i)3(ξ + i)4

. (4.44)
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Then

−iΩ3

∫

Γ+

4

f2
·
[
3h′(0)(iξ2n + ξn − 2i)

(ξn − i)3(ξn + i)3
+

12h′(0)iξn
(ξn − i)3(ξn + i)4

]
dξndx

′ = − 9

2f2
πh′(0)Ω3dx

′. (4.45)

By (4.40) and (4.48), we have

tr[π+
ξn
σ−1(D̃)−1 × ∂ξn

(
c(ξ)c(df)c(ξ)

|ξ|4
)
](x0)

=
2

f
· 1− 3ξ2n + 3iξn − iξ3n

(ξn − i)4(ξn + i)3
trace[c(dxn)c(df)] +

2

f
· −i(1− 3ξ2n)− 3ξn + ξ3n

(ξn − i)4(ξn + i)3
trace[c(ξ′)c(df)]. (4.46)

By i < n,
∫
|ξ′|=1 ξi1ξi2 · · · ξi2d+1

σ(ξ′) = 0 and trace [c(ξ′)c(df)] has no contribution for computing case (c),

we have

− i

∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

tr[π+
ξn
σ−1(D̃)−1 × ∂ξn

[
4

f2
· c(ξ)c(df)c(ξ)|ξ|4

]
](x0)dξnσ(ξ

′)dx′

= −i
∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

4

f2
· 2
f
× 1− 3ξ2n + 3iξn − iξ3n

(ξn − i)4(ξn + i)3
trace[c(dxn)c(df)]dξnσ(ξ

′)dx′

= − 4

f2
· 2
f
× iΩ3trace[c(dxn)c(df)]

∫

Γ+

1− 3ξ2n + 3iξn − iξ3n
(ξn − i)4(ξn + i)3

dξndx
′

= − 4

f2
· 2
f
× iΩ3trace[c(dxn)c(df)]

2πi

3!

[
1− 3ξ2n + 3iξn − iξ3n

(ξn + i)3

](3)∣∣∣∣
ξn=i

dx′

= − 4

f2
· π
2f

trace[c(dxn)c(df)]Ω3dx
′

= −2π

f3
trace[c(dxn)c(df)]Ω3dx

′. (4.47)

On the other hand, we get

∂ξn

(
c(ξ)

∑
j c(dxj) · 2∂xj

(f−1)c(ξ)

|ξ|4
)
(x0)

=− 4ξn
(1 + ξ2n)

3
c(ξ′)

∑

j

c(dxj) · 2∂xj
(f−1)c(ξ′) +

(
1

(1 + ξ2n)
2
− 4ξ2n

(1 + ξ2n)
3

)

×
(
c(ξ′)

∑

j

c(dxj) · 2∂xj
(f−1)c(dxn) + c(dxn)

∑

j

c(dxj) · 2∂xj
(f−1)c(ξ′)

)

+

(
2ξn

(1 + ξ2n)
2
− 4ξ3n

(1 + ξ2n)
3

)
c(dxn)

∑

j

c(dxj) · 2∂xj
(f−1)c(dxn). (4.48)

By (4.40), we have

tr[π+
ξn
σ−1(D̃)−1 × ∂ξn

(
c(ξ)

∑
j c(dxj) · 2∂xj

(f−1)c(ξ)

|ξ|4
)
](x0)

=
2

f
· 1− 3ξ2n + 3iξn − iξ3n

(ξn − i)4(ξn + i)3
trace[c(dxn)

∑

j

c(dxj) · 2∂xj
(f−1)]

+
2

f
· i(1− 3ξ2n)− 3ξn + ξ3n

(ξn − i)4(ξn + i)3
trace[c(ξ′)

∑

j

c(dxj) · 2∂xj
(f−1)]. (4.49)
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Then, we have

− i

∫

|ξ′|=1

∫ +∞

−∞

tr[π+
ξn
σ−1(D̃)−1 × ∂ξn

[
c(ξ)

∑
j c(dxj) · 2∂xj

(f−1)c(ξ)

|ξ|4
]
](x0)dξnσ(ξ

′)dx′

=− π

2f
trace[c(dxn)

∑

j

c(dxj) · 2∂xj
(f−1)]Ω3dx

′ +
πi

2f
trace[c(ξ′)

∑

j

c(dxj) · 2∂xj
(f−1)]Ω3dx

′. (4.50)

Then, we have

case(c) =− 9

2f2
πh′(0)Ω3dx

′ − 2π

f3
trace[c(dxn)c(df)]Ω3dx

′ − π

2f
trace[c(dxn)

∑

j

c(dxj) · 2∂xj
(f−1)]Ω3dx

′

+
πi

2f
trace[c(ξ′)

∑

j

c(dxj) · 2∂xj
(f−1)]Ω3dx

′. (4.51)

Now Φ is the sum of the case (a) (I)-case (c). Therefore, we get

Φ =
9i− 6

2
f−1∂xn

(f−1)Ω3dx
′. (4.52)

Hence we conclude that

Theorem 4.2. Let M be a 4-dimensional compact spin manifold with boundary ∂M and the metric gM

(see (1.3) in [12]). Let f be a nonzero smooth function on M and D̃ = 1
2fD + c(df) be perturbations of

Dirac operators, then

W̃res[π+D̃−1 ◦ π+D̃−1] =
−512π2

f2

∫

M

{
1

12
s+

∆f

2f
+

1

2
g(df, df−1) +

2|df |2
f2

}
dvolM

+

∫

∂M

{
9i− 6

2
f−1∂xn

(f−1)Ω3dx
′

}
dvol∂M, (4.53)

where s is the scalar curvature.
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