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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 D?
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(¢). 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 B.I] Theorem and Theorem
4.2l

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:L*(R;) — L*(R,); F(u)(v) = /Rei”tu(t)dt

denote the Fourier transformation and ¢(R+) = rto(R) (similarly define ¢(R~)), where ¢(R) denotes the
Schwartz space and

T C®°R) = C®°R*); f— fIRT; Rt = {z>0;z ¢ R}. (2.1)
We define H* = F(o(R¥)); Hy = F(o(R~)) which are orthogonal to each other. We have the following
property: h € H (respectively H ) if and only if h € C°°(R) which has an analytic extension to the lower
(respectively upper) complex half-plane {Im¢ < 0} (respectively {Im& > 0}) such that for all nonnegative
integer [,

l 0 l c
higg S Ly (2.2)

as [€| = +o00,Im& < 0 (respectively Im& > 0).

Let H' be the space of all polynomialsand H~ = Hy @ H'; H = H" @ H~. Denote by © (respectively 7~
the projection on HT (respectively H™). For calculations, we take H = H= {rational functions having no
poles on the real axis} (H is a dense set in the topology of H). Then on H,

Lo h(&)
*h =—1 ——d 2.3

T (50) 273, ui%l* /F+ fo + tu — f 57 ( )
where 't is a Jordan close curve included Im¢ > 0 surrounding all the singularities of A in the upper
half-plane and & € R. Similarly, define 7 on H,

1

- 27T T+

m'h h(€)de. (2.4)

So, #/(H~) = 0. For h € HNL'(R), 7'h = 5= [, h(v)dv and for h € HY (L'(R), n’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

COO(X,El) COO(X,EQ)

tP+G K

A ( . . ) : e — o .
C=(0X, F) C=(0X, Fy)

where X is a manifold with boundary 0X and E1, Es (respectively Fy, Fy) are vector bundles over X (respectively 0X).
Here, P : C§°(Q, E1) — C°°(£, Es) is a classical pseudodifferential operator of order m on €, where (2 is an
open neighborhood of X and F;|X = E; (i = 1,2). Then P has an extension: £'(Q, Ey) — D'(Q, Ey), where
E'(Q, Ey) and D' (€, E) are the dual space of C*(Q, ;) and C§°(, E). Let et : C=(X, Ey) — &£'(, Ey)
denote extension by zero from X to Q and r* : D'(Q, Ey) — D'(£, Ey) denote the restriction from € to X,
then define
7t P =rtPet : C®(X,E1) — D'(Q, E2).

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

ok 9gp;(a’,0,0,+1) = (1) ~1*19F dgp;(2’,0,0,-1),

then 71 P maps C*° (X, F}) into C* (X, E») 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 B™ the collection of all operators of order m and type d, and B
is the union over all m and d.

Recall B™% is a Fréchet space. The composition of the above operator matrices yields a continuous map:
Bm,d X Bm’,d' N Berm’,max{m'er,d'}. Write

~ TP+G K ~ tPP+G K’ "
AZ(? + g)EBm’d,AI:(;/ + g/)EBm’d.

The composition AA’ is obtained by multiplication of the matrices(for more details see [14]). For example
7t Po G’ and G o G’ are singular Green operators of type d’ and

7t Pont P =at(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’ 4+ d. For our case, P, P’ are classical pseudo differential operators, in
other words 7T P € B> and nt P’ € B*®

Y
In the following, write 7+ D=1 = ( Z)T D 8

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

). Let M be a compact manifold with boundary 0M.

1
M oM + d.’L'Q

g = h(il'n)g no (2.5)

where g™ is the metric on OM. Let U C M be a collar neighborhood of dM which is diffeomorphic
OM x [0,1). By the definition of h(z,) € C*([0,1)) and h(z,) > 0, there exists h € C*((—¢,1)) such

that B|[071) = hand h > 0 for some sufficiently small ¢ > 0. Then there exists a metric § on M =
M Uyps OM x (—¢,0] which has the form on U (J,,, OM x (—¢,0]

~ oM 2
= — "M 4 da?,
T

3

(2.6)



such that g|y = g. We fix a metric § on the M such that Jlm = g.

Consider the n — 1-form

o(€) =Y (1 der A AdE; A A den,
j=1

where the hat indicates that the corresponding factor has been omitted.

Restricted o(§) to the n — 1-dimensional unit sphere |£| = 1, o(§) gives the volume form on |§] = 1.
Denoting by [¢'| =1 and o(¢’) 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 < mtP+G K

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

Wres(4) = /;%;ﬂm@uLn@fﬂa@ww

wan [ ] ()@ )t (O o€’y ()
oX JIg' =1

Then
a) Wres([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 p; + 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

VolP1:#2) \f := Wres[r+t D7 o rt D72, (2.8)
Denote by 0;(A) the l-order symbol of an operator A. Similar to (2.1.7) in [12], we have that
\7\7\r€s[7r+D_p1 omtDP2] :/ / traceS(TM)[a_n(D_pl_pQ)]a(«E)dx—|—/ o, (2.9)
M Jg|=1 oM
where
® / D D) Df s 01,080k o (D77)(a',0,€,6)
= ~———trace ) 0g0¢ o (D7PY)(2,0,8, &
=1 J s 4=y e (G kLD [ T
x 05,0010k 01(D7P*)(2,0,¢,&,) |déno () da, (2.10)

and the sum is taken over r — k+|a|+ € —j—1=—n,r < —p1,£ < —pa.

Since [o_,(D~P1~P2)]|p; has the same expression as o_, (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 o € OM, we choose the normal coordinates U of xy in M (not in M) and compute

®(xp) in the coordinates U=U x [0,1) C M and with the metric h(i )gaM + dz?. The dual metric of g on

U is h(2n)g"M + da?. Write g;; = g(%, %); g = g(dz;,dx;), then

1 oM i
1 h(zn)[gij I 07, i1 — | PEn)lggh] 0
o1 = | ] 1w 1. 2.11)
and
Do, g2 (0) =0,1<d, 5 <n—1; gIM(wo) = i (2.12)

From [12], we can get three lemmas.



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

0 if j<n
2 _ ’ 9
amj(|€|gkf)($0) - { h/(0)|§/|§51\4, lf ] — TL, (213)
07 if j <n,
Oz, = 2.14
0160 ={ 5, e it =n, (2.4
where £ = &' + Epday,.
Lemma 2.3. [12] With the metric g on M near the boundary
wn,i(ei)(wo) = %h’(O), if s=n,t=1,i<n,
ws,t(€)(wo) = ¢ win(e)(wo) = —3h(0), if s=i,t=n,i<n, (2.15)
ws,t(ei)(zo0) = 0, other cases,
where (ws,;) denotes the connection matriz of Levi-Civita connection VE.
Lemma 2.4. [12] When i < n, then
7 (x0) = 51(0), if s=t=1ik=n,
I (z0) = { Thilwo) = —3h'(0), if s=n,t=ik=1i, (2.16)
an(zfo):—%h/(()), lfs:z,tzn,k::z,

in other cases, I't,(z0) = 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 ¢™ and denote V% as the Levi-

Civita connection associated with g*. In local coordinates {z1,---,z,} and a fixed orthonormal frame
{e1, -+, en}, the connection matrix (ws,) is defined by
VL(ela"' aen) = (ela"' aen)(ws,t)- (31)

Let e(e}), v(e}) be the exterior and interior multiplications respectively, where ¥ = g (e;,-). Let c(e;)
denote the Clifford action. Write

cle;) = e(ef) +u(ef); cle;) = e(ef) — u(e), (3.2)

which satisfies

c(e;)c(e;) + ¢lej)e(e;) = 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
=

cles)ei — i > wele)e(es)elen)]. (3.4)
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And the second one is the Penrose operator written as follows:
1 ~
Px =V -=-X.D (3.5)
n

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

1~
Vi = ~X- Dy (3.6)
for a spinor v (for detailed definition, see [26]).

Let us consider a function f that satisfies the following conformal Laplace equation in n-dimensions

n—2

A = R =0 (3.7)

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

~ n

D

— 2fD + e(df). (3.8)

n

transforms the twistor spinors to harmonic spinors. Namely, if 9 is a twistor spinor, then 151/) satisfies the
massless Dirac equation DD = O(for detailed proof, see the formula (54) of [26]).
In an 4-dimensional spin manifold M, let us consider transformation operators

D= %fD + e(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 D as follows:

B2 = (54D + c(d)]? = (3D + 5e(dn)* = 7077 (39)

where D° = D? + c(df)Df " — J|df .
Recall the definition of the Dirac operator D? in [6], [7] and [13], we have

. .
2 = 431 9.9. 9. o . k o k
D?= -3 g [aza] +20,0; + (9,05) + iy — T ;05 — rm.ak} + 15 (3.10)

4,J

c(df)DS ™t =3 g™ [eldf)el@) 7] 0 + 3 9" [e(d)e(@)0; (F71) + e(d)e(@)os f ], (3.11)
i,j ]
where 0; denotes a natural local frame on the tangent bundle TM, o; := —i Zs,t ws 1 (0;)eser, gii = g(9;,0;)
and (g"7)1<;j<n is the inverse matrix associated with the metric matrix (g;;)1<ij<n on M, I}, is the
Christoffel coefficient of V.
Let
S _ 9. 9 = g5, g = g g k _ o6JTk
Vaifaz‘i’o—z,a =g 81,0' =g U]’F =9 Flv]
Combining (34), 3.9), BI0) and BII), we have
D =- g"19;0; + [ — 207 + TV + c(df)c(@j)f_l}aj + g% [ — (0;04) — 040
_ _ 1 1
+ 0+ eldf)e(@)0; (F7) + eldf)e(@)os ] + 35— 512 (3.12)
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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 =—(g"0:0; + A'0; + B), (3.13)

where A" 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 V on V' and
a unique endomorphism FE such that:

P—_ {gij(vaivaj ~ Vi) + E] (3.14)
Moreover (with local frames of T*M and V'), Vg, = 8; + w; and E are related to g/, A* and B through

1 i -
w; = 59” (A + gleilld),
F=B-— gij (ai(w]‘) + wiw; — wkl"fj). (315)
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 D= %fDJrc(df) be transformation operators,
D’ as defined in (313), then we have

. —|df|2 - z":c Ve grad f)e(e;) f~ + e(df)e(df )]
j=1

4 2
1 <& 172
;Z 5 (3.16)

where s is the scalar curvature, Vo, is defined by (318) and X = 0;.
Proof. By B12) and (3I8]), we have

i =01 — 3 [e(dN)e(@) ],
1

B =53 [04(0,) + 01, = T o = cldf)e@)0, () = edf)e(0)ey 1 ~'] = 3+ 5 0P

-—=2

D" =- {gij(vaiv«% - VVéﬁj)} +

- g“{@i o = 3leae@)1™]] + o= Gleae@r ]| x o3 - %Wf (o)1)

= [on = yletancions ]t} (3.17)
For a smooth vector filed X on M, let ¢(X) denote the Clifford action. So,

Vx =Vx - —[ (df)e(X) f ). (3.18)
Since E is globally defined on M, taking normal coordinates at xo, we have o‘(z¢) = 0, a’(zo) = 0,
9[c(9))](w0) = 0, T*(z0) = 0, g (x0) = &7, so that

n

E(sco):{ T P+ 5D eAVE grad £)ee)) ™ +elayeds )]

j=1
1 n

~1 Z (df)e(e;) f } (x0), (3.19)
Jj=1

which, together with (B14), yields Theorem [311 O



The non-commutative residue of a generalized laplacian A is expressed as by (8]

(n—2)5(A) = (4m) ~ED(F)res(A7 84, (3.20)

where @, (ﬁ) denotes the integral over the diagonal part of the second coefficient of the heat kernel expansion
of A. Now let A =D". By [24] and [8], we have

A=—g"(VIVE-TEVE). (3.21)
Let’s assume that 7 = 4. Since D is a generalized laplacian, we can suppose D=A— FE, then we have

- 1
Wres(D /M trace(gs + E52)dvoly

Jj=1

4
=3272 /M trace{ - 1—125 + —|df|2 1 Zc (V& grad fe(e;) f~ + c(df)e(df )]
4

2
1 2
—1 E c(df)e(e;) ] dvoly

= — 12872 /M{ L s+ g—}f + —g(df,df ) + |jg|2}dvolM, (3.22)

where Wres denote the noncommutative residue. Therefore, we obtain
~ 1 —
Wres(D™2) = Wres(ZDQfQ)_l = 4f2Wres(D ). (3.23)

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

_ s - 2 2
Wres(D?*) ™ 2 = 5}2% /M{i +§—J{+ gldf,df =) + 2';‘?;' }dvolM, (3.24)

where s s 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 dM. In the following, we will
compute the case Wres[r™D~! o 7+ D~1]. An application of (1) and ZI0) shows that

“/};‘_Q/S[ﬂ""ﬁ—loﬂ"‘ﬁ—l]:// traceS(TM)[0_4([)—2)}0(5)65:5+/ ®, (4.1)
M J|g=1 oM
where

oo X lal+ith+e B o
= [ X s 2,008,000 0,86

7,k=0

%02 0L 08 (D7) (@',0,€' )| dnr (€)', (4.2)

the sum is taken over r —k+ |a| + £ —j —1=—n=—4,r < -1,/ < —1 and ;7 (D™}) = ﬂ'gnaj‘(f)_l).



Locally we can use Theorem 3.2 to compute the interior of \X/;e/s[w*f)*l o7+ D~1, we have
/ / traceg(ra) [0_4(572)]0(«5)@0
M J|§|l=1

_ 2 2
— | {% + o+ gald ) + 2';%'}@% (43)

So we only need to compute faM .

By Lemma 1 in [13] and Lemma 2.1 in [12], for any fixed point zo € OM, choosing the normal coordinates
U of g in M (not in M). Denote by o;(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 T(S(TM)) and D be the perturbations of Dirac operators on
D(S(TM)), the symbolic calculus of pseudo-differential operators yields

1 . ZC(&)
D7) = e
-1 -1, -1y _ 2ic(§).
0*1(D> - 2f *1(D ) f|§|2 )
oa(D)! - w i % S eday) [0, [P — c(€)x, (1€P)];

<.

o)t = B | LD S ) [20,, (- )QNEP + 20, [P

—2f71e(€)0, (1¢]%)]

2 dQedpele) | dO S elda) -20,,(/el)
= fa_z(D) + 72 € + e ; (4.4)
where
00(D) = —1 Y waale)eler)eles)eleo);
l,s,t
~ 1 f 1
(D) = | = 1 Znsleneleetes)elen)| § +<tdh) = gD + la). (45)

l,s,t

From the formula [@2) for the definition of ®, now we can compute ®. Since the sum is taken over
r+4l—k—j—|a|—1=—-4, r < —1,£ < —1, then we have the faM ® is the sum of the following five cases:

case (a) I)r=-1,1=-1,j=k=0,|o| = 1.



By (E2), we get

case (a) (I)

+o0 .
/ _ / Z trace 85 e oo (D71 x ag,agna_l(D_l)}(:Eo)d«fna(«f’)dx’
ler|=1

* Jal=1

+oo
/§| / trace 65 7rE (2f o_1(D~ 1)) X 090k, (2f710_1(D71))}(mo)dfna(fl)da:’
1

o =1

—2f 7t x 2f” / /Mo tracea 7 o_1(D7Y) x 8% (D*l)}( Vdéno (&) da!
el g €n 1 2 0¢,0—-1 Zo n0 €T

I\l

—+00
2f‘128j(2f—1)/8 1/ Z trace 85 7T§ o_1(D~ )>< 8§no,1(D_1)} (x0)

j<n la|=1

Xdéno(€)dx'. (4.6)
By Lemma 22] for ¢ < n, we have

€ | 0l w0)  icl€)0n (€P) )
o, () o0 = = g " (47)

Thus we have

—2flx2f ! /|g/ 1/+OO Z trace 85 im0 (D7) x ag,agna_l(D—l)} (0)d&no(&)dr' =0.  (4.8)

* al=1
By ([@4) and direct calculations, for i < n, we obtain

Gg‘,w;a_l(D_l (.TO |\f\ 1 :65 7'1';r U—l(D_l)(-TO)hg/\:l

c(dri) &l — 2v/=T1)c(€) + &ic(dan)

= e v 26— V17 9
and
Oe,0-1(D) Mg (w0) = i [(11+§i) cld,) ~ Totyel€). (4.10)

Then for ¢ < n, we have

trace 8?7?50_1(D_1) X 55,1,0—1(D_1)} (o)

20ikn 2i6,&i(6n — 20) /
B 2(&n — i) (1 + §%>2trace[c(dggi)2] + 30En — 1 2(1 1 E2)° trace[c(¢')?]
i&(1 - &)

S :lL ) trace[c(dx,, )?]. (4.11)

We note that i < n, fli/lzl &o(€) =0, so

+oo
2/ > o2 /£| 1 / > trace |98 01 (D7) x g, 01 (D7) (20)dEno (€ )’

j<n ©al=1

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

case (a) (I) r=-1,1l=-1, k=|a| =0, j=1.

By [@2), we get
case (a) (
“+oo
%/EI 1/Oo trace] (%nﬂg o_ 1(D )>< 65271,0’_1(571)](‘T0)d§n0’(§/)d$/
l/ /+oo tra(‘,e 8zn7r£ 2f o_ 1(D*1)) % 852 (2‘]0710_71(Dfl))](z())dgno_(g,)dx,
2 Jigr1=1J o0
—+00
== % x2f~tx2f” /E - 1/ trace &cnw5 o_1 (DY) x 852”071(1)*1)} (z0)déno(€)da’
% 1830” 2f /E 1/+°° trace 7r5 o_ 1 D ) X 35277,071(D’1)] (zO)dgnO'(gl)d.fC/. (4.13>

By Lemma [41] we have

! 2
9 0_1(DV)(wo) =i < Gf"c(dﬁ’é)lj &) 85&755)) : (4.14)
. ’ , N2y
37 (D" = el )en) TN s,
By (2.2.23) in [12] and (3.12), we have
+ . _ O, [e(€)](0) / V-le(€) | e€) + vV-Te(dry)
Wgnaznd_l(D )(.To)||§f\:1 = 26 — \/—) +V/—=1R'(0 (0) (e = \/Tl) + 16, — \/3)2 (4.16)
By the relation of the Clifford action and traceAB = trace BA, we have the equalities:
trace[c(¢')e(dzy )] = 0;  trace[c(dzy)?] = —4; trace[c(&')?](zo)| 1121 = —4;
trace[0y, c(&)e(dxy)] = 0; trace[dy,, c(&)e(€")](x0)je1=1 = —2h'(0). (4.17)
Then
+oo
— 1 x 2f 7t x 2f7t /5 | 1/ trace [a%wg;a_l(D—l) x 0f o_1(D™")|(20)déno (€ )da’
4ih/(0)(&, —1)? N
/§|1/oo f2(En —9)* +)d§na(§)d$
4’Lh/ 1 !
B f2 /p (e
4 (0)Q2mi 1 W )
o f? [(fn + 1)3} gn:z'dx
=— g X %Wh/(())ﬂgdl'/
=-— Q—;Wh/(O)dil'/, (4.18)

11



where 3 is the canonical volume of 3-dimensional unit sphere S2.

On the other hand, by calculations, we have

_ "+ v —le(dz,
e o-1(D7Y) (o)l jer1=1 = 6(52)(&5;(1; ), (4.19)
then
+oo
- % X 2f1<9mn(2f1)/g . 1/ trace w; o_1(D71) x agno,l(pfl)} (z0)dEnor (&) da
1 . T 4i(362 —1) +4(36, — €3) N !
=L xapa, 2f /g e e (e
1 1 4i(3¢; — 1) +4(3& — &) )
BRI /F e
S SO g, [4(3€2 — 1) 4 4(38, — €3)]© ,
=-3X 2f7 0., (2f )Qg{ Gt i) } 5n:idz
=0, (4.20)

Then we have case (a) (IT) = —%ﬂ'hl(O)dil'/.
case (a) III) r=—-1,l=-1, j=1]a| =0, k=1

By (E2), we get

case(a) (III

(a) (IIT)
_ l/ +Oot + M) —1 ) —1 / /
= race[Og, 7 0-1(D)"" X 0, 0z,0-1(D)" |(w0)d€no(§)dz
jerl=1 o0

[\]

+oo
/|g | / trace[@inyﬂgfn (2f o1 (DY) x 0¢,, 0y, (2f o1 (D7) (z0)déna (&) da’
=1 J—00

I
| =

N = N =

—+o0
x 2f 71 x 2f_1/ / trace [85n,7r;0_1(D_1) X afnazna_l(D_l)} (wo)d&no (&) da!
erj=1J —oo

x2f71o (2f*1)/ /mtrace[a 5o 1 (DY) % 8,0 (D’l)}(x Vdéno(€)da'.  (4.21)
Ty =1 oo Enlle,0—1 £n0—1 0 n . .

By Lemma [41] we have
c(dxy,)

8§nazn01(Dl)(z0>|f/|_1ih/(0)|: e 74§nc(§/) ﬁg@c(dz")} 2§"iaxrgc|£§/)(x°); (4.22)
1 c(&) + ic(dzy,

06,7 01 (D™ V) @)l je 1o = % (4.23)

By (@I7), we have

o(€) +ielden) o [eldnn) o el€) + Eneldrn) || 2K(0)( — 36,)
tace { A no) | Tl e, I | - FOR Ty
and
(&) +icldr,) | 20y, c(€)(xa)] | —2i(0),

“[ 260 —i)2 IR }@n—iwgnmr (4.25)
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So we have

1 oo
— - x2ftx 2f*1/ / trace agnwg o_1(D7h) x agnamna_l(Dfl)} (wo)dno (&) da
l€1=1

/§|1/oo fii—l 35" dfn

_ , 8mi [ (i — 3&) (3) , , 87 1&n ® ,
=—h (O)Q3W |:(§n n 1)3:| En:idl‘ +h (0)93@ [7@” T Z)2:| En:idl‘
—% X 37rh( 0)Q3dz’
_Q—fQﬂ'h( )dil‘l.
On the other hand, we have
2 2 n ,
0c.0-1(D) i-a(o0) = i| G gdizeldon) — g€,

then we have

- % x 2f710,, (2f !
\

.
)

trace [agnwgn o (DY) x agna_l(D_l)} (w0)d&no (&) da!

+o00
-
[(E (€

_ 1 — — 2(6721 — 1) — 2§n / /
=5 x2f 0., f [ e, H.)Q}(xo)dsna(s )da
1 B 2 1) -2, ,
f7§><2f 0., (2f 1)93/F+ - )4(§n+i)2}d§"dz
1 — - 2(6721 - 1) B 2571 ®) /
— 5 x2f 0., (2710 [—(Sn ne } En:idm
1 _ 3 9.,
ek 2/ 710, (2f 7% x (5 — 7 )da
:%f*laxn(ffl)ﬂgd:cl.
Then we have case (a) (III) = 2f2 Th (0)Qsda’ + 258 f10, (f~1)Qsda’.
case (b)) r=-2,l=-1, k=j=|a/=0.
By [@.2), we get
+oo .
case (b) = _i/|'§/1/ trace[ry o_2(D)™! X dg, 01 (D) (w0 )déno (&) da’
=— Z/|§/_1 /J:O tr |:7Tg; [;072(1)71)} X 8£n01(15)1] (wo)dépo (&) da'
+oo -
Z/|§'_1 /700 trace Wg; <% . %) X 8§n01(D)1} (x0)déno (&) da'
+oo cc(dx;) - 20y, -1 _
fi/ o 1/00 trace W;<C(£) Z] C( x]|)€|4 J(f )0(6)) Xagno'l(D)l] (xo)
X déno(€)dx'.
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41'(0)i&,, o
/f l/oo F2(& — i)t +i)2d‘fn0(€)d$

(4.26)

(4.27)

(4.28)



By case b in [12], we have

f
9

/EI 1/+°° trace[ﬁg ~Zo_o(D7h)] x@gno,l(ﬁ)*l (20)déno (€)da'

X 7Th( )Q3dz’

8

:2—f2ﬂ'h’( )Qsda’.

Moreover,

c(&)celdf)e
(

3) )
—rt [[c@’) + Encldn)le(df)e(¢') + «snc<dxn>]]
1

(1+&)°

+ e(dwn)e(df)e(€ ) + e(&)e(df)eldwn ) + clda,)e(df Je(da, )i

T+

[0(6’)C(df)0(£’)

(1 +1)2(En — 1) (N — 1) ]dnn

27m
:[ c(&)e(df)e(€) + e(dwy)e(df )e(€)nmm + e(§)eldf )e(dzn)nn + C(dxn)C(df)C(dxn)ni]l| B
(1 + )2 (n — 1n) =t

1€y + 2
4(§n - i)Q
i&n
4(§n - i)Q

and

By (£32) and

(€)?je=1 = —1; e(dwn)? =

we get

c(&)e(df)e(€') —

0e,0-1(D) " |jerj=1 (o) =

Considering, for ¢ < n,

/;OO trace [w; (i . M) X agnal(ﬁ)l] (20)|¢r |1 dEnar(€")da!

—1

"=

%lﬁ%

4
12

27 i [
=—gtrace[c
f?

2

°7
(dz

T farez)y

7

A(&n —1)?

e(day)e(df )e(dxy,)

trace {wg (M

&1

72
trace[c(dz,, )c(df )| Qsdz’

n)e(df)]Qzda’.

€l

z[ 1-¢2
FLI+E&3)?

trace[c(dxy, )e(df)] +

14

[a(dwn>c<df>c<s'> T C(E’)C(df)C(dwn)]

26n
(1+&)?

c(dwn) — c(gf)] .

—1; c(&)e(dxy) = —c(dzy)c(€); trace AB = trace BA,

) X 55n,0—1(5)1] (2o)ljer1=1

mtra%k(é’)ddf )]

(4.30)

(4.31)

(4.32)

(4.33)

(4.34)



On the other hand, we have

c(€) X2, eldx;) - 205, (fH)e(€)
Fgrn( €[4 >($0)|£'|_1
_ {[c(&') + Enc(dmn)] 32 elday) - 20, (F~H)[e(€) + «snc<dxn>]]
e (1+&2)?
~5mi - { [C(g) D eldr;) - 200, (F7)el’) + eldrn) 3 elda;) - 205, (F)e(€ )

+ (&) Z o(dz;) - 20, (f 1 )e(dzn)nn + c(dzy) Z c(dx;) - 20,, (fl)c(d:cn)nfl]

J

<[+ 726~ ) - )] }dnn

{ [c(f’) Zc(d:cj) 20, (71 ) + c(dxy,) Z o(dx;) - 20, (f el )

J J

+c(€) ] elduy) - 20, (f ) eldan)nn + c(dwn) Y c(day) - 20,, <f-1>c<dxn>ni]

J J

l§n+2 / !/
e rlE) Do) 20,7t L) ety 20, (7))
Z c(dy) - 20, (f ) (dm] T ;5” c(dzn) chz] 20y, (f ™ H)e(dzy) (4.35)
we get
c(§) 2, eldz;) - 205, (f~1)e(€) ~
trace{ﬂ'g'< € )X@gna 1(D) ](ﬂﬁo)hg 1
: -1 ; race c(dx
:wtrace[c(dzn);c(dzj)~28I].(f )]+f(1+§2) t ; (dx;) - 205,(f71)].  (4.36)

Considering, for ¢ < n,

—z/fl 1/+Ootrace[7r£ ( Seldf)e (5)) X@gna’_l(ﬁ)_1:| (0)|jer =1 dEno (€' )da’

45
:Z X ftrace[ (dw,ﬁ? c(dzj) - 20, (f~1)]Qsda’ — % X ;trace[c(f );c(dacj) 28, (f )] Qda’
:ﬁtrace[ c(dzy,) ; c(dzj) - 20, (f~1)]Qsda’ — ;—;trace[c(fl) zj:c(dxj) 20y, (f )] Qsda’. (4.37)
Then
case (b) *Q—th (0)Qzdx’ + Ftrace[ c(dzy)c(df)]Qsdx’ + gtrace c(dxy) Zc dzj) - “H]Qsda’
J
- ;T—ftrace[c(f') Z c(dz;) - 20, (f~1)]Qada’. (4.38)

J
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case (c)r=-1,1=-2, k=j=|a|=0.
By (£2), we get
+o0 - -
case (c) = fz'/ / trace[r o 1(D)~! x d¢,0_2(D) " (wo)déno (¢ )da.
¢/1=1 /o0 |

By Lemma 1] we have

~ 4 c(&) +ic(dx,
g o-1(D) " jgrj=1(z0) = %

By (£4), we have

0e, 0-2(D) " (20)j¢r=1

2 N | O, )20, (el
85"{f 2D T g T GE }

e {Zaa0)) v (SO g (OBl 2azj<f1>c<§>)_

f

By computations, we have

WELETITCIT

f? €1 195

B
4571 / / 1 45721 /
- g€ + (e - k) (€,
3
We denote D
oa(D7) = W n ﬁa(dmmn (&) (o) IE]? — ()M (0)],
then

0%, (o-2(D ™) (x0)
= ey | (26 — 260)eldr o0 (D) o)) + (1 = 3Dl Joo D) o)e(€)
+ (1= 363)e(€")oo(D)(wo)c(dwn) — 4€nc(€)oo(D)(z0)e(€') + (3¢, —1)0s,c(€)

— A&nc(€)e(drn)On, c(€') + 21 (0)e(€) + 2 (0)8nc(dan) | + ngh%o)%.

By (£40) and (£43), we have

tr[ﬁgla,l(f))_l X 8&(;0,2(D_1))](z0)

_A WO +6 —2) 4 12K(0)ig,
2 E—i)PE+9)? 2 (E—a3E+a)t

C120(0)(6€2 + &, — 20) 48K (0)i&,,

I ) K () R A (S K (R
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(4.39)

(4.40)

(4.41)

(4.42)

(4.43)

(4.44)



Then

. 4 3hl(0)(i€r21 + gn - 2@') 12h/( )'Lgn r_ 9 /
—i{l3 /F+ 7 [ )G 1) + G =P En 1)1 déndx —2—f27rh (0)Qsdz’. (4.45)

By (@40) and ([@4F]), we have

el oa(D) ! x 0, (L9 )

— 3&2 + 3ig, — il —36) =36 + & /
=2 L e raceledae(af)] + 5 = & = )(5 o el ). (440

By i < n, f‘g,‘:l &ir&iy -+ ina0(E') = 0 and trace [c(£)c(df)] has no contribution for computing case (c),

we have

/§| 1/+OO tlrg, o X Og,, [;}2 ' %}](xo)dfno(f’)dz’

/fl iR Tt ——

o [ F T (G =)&)
1 - 3€2 + 3¢, — i

f2 : ? x iQgtracelc(dxy, )e(df)) /F+ 6= i, 1P déndx
42 omi [1 - 3¢2 + 3i€, — i3] ,
-5 x iQgtracelc(dxy )e(df )] = [ G T e } gn:idgc
_ f% . %trace[c(dzn)c(df)]ﬂgdz’
= —Ftrace[ c(dxy)e(df)]Qsda’. (4.47)

On the other hand, we get
(C(E) >, cldz;) - 20y, (fl)C(E))

G
_ 4n ’ ) - (¢! 1 . 45721
~~ g L) 20,0 + (g~ )

o«
(c ) cldz;) - 20, )c(dzn)+c(dzn)20(dzj)-23xj(f1)0(5/))
(q

e

n

J

2&, 453 .
14 £2)2 (1+¢2)3 ) (dwn) ; C(dxj) : 26zj (f )C(dl'n)- (4.48)

By ([£40), we have

~ c cc(dxy) - 20, e
tr[ﬂ'g' 0_1(D)_1 X agn( ©) Z] ( |)§|4 U (5))](960)
2 1-3€2 +3ig, —i&d
_f (gn - Z) (5 + )
2 i(1—3€2) -3¢, + &

R A T "tmce[c(f@c(dwﬁ-wzj(f- )] (4.49)

> trace(c(dxy, ) Z c(dxy) - 20, (F7h

J

17



Then, we have

oo ~ c cc(day) - 20, (f1)e o
i/gl 1/ tr[ﬂ;ofl(p)—l x e, (€) >, cldz;) (f=) (6)}]($o)d§no(§ \da

45
=— ﬁtrace[ (dxn);c(d:cj) 220, (f1)]Qada’ + —trace ;c dxj) - 20, (f1)]Qada’.  (4.50)
Then, we have
case(c) = — 2—f27rh'(0)ﬂgdx’ — i—gtrace[c(dxn) (df )] Qzdx’ — ﬁtrace c(dxy,) Zc dz;) - 20, (f~1)]Qzda’
j
+ %trace[c(f') Z c(dz;) - 20, (f~1)]Qada’. (4.51)

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

97 —6
2

b =

F71 0, (f71)Qsda. (4.52)

Hence we conclude that

Theorem 4.2. Let M be a 4-dimensional compact spin manifold with boundary OM and the metric gM
(see (1.3) in [18]). Let f be a nonzero smooth function on M and D = 5fD + c(df) be perturbations of
Dirac operators, then

Wres[r™D ! ort D7} 5}722”2/ { ! +§—J{+ g(df, df =) + 2|jf—£|2}dvolM
M

+/ 92_6f_16zn(f_1)93dx’ dvolam, (4.53)
oM 2

where s is the scalar curvature.
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