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Abstract

The main purpose of this monograph is to give an elementary and self-contained
account of the existence of asymptotically hyperbolic Einstein metrics with pre-
scribed conformal infinities sufficiently close to that of a given asymptotically hy-
perbolic Einstein metric with nonpositive curvature. The proof is based on an
elementary derivation of sharp Fredholm theorems for self-adjoint geometric linear
elliptic operators on asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds.
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CHAPTER 1

Introduction

In 1985, Charles Fefferman and Robin Graham [28] introduced a new and
powerful approach to the study of local invariants of conformal structures, based
on the observation that the group of conformal automorphisms of the m-sphere
(the Mé&bius group) is essentially the same as the group of Lorentz transformations
of (n + 2)-dimensional Minkowski space. Concretely, one sees this by noting that
the conformal structure of the n-sphere can be obtained by viewing the sphere
as a cross-section of the forward light cone in Minkowski space. Fefferman and
Graham attempted to embed an arbitrary conformal n-manifold into an (n + 2)-
dimensional Ricci-flat Lorentz manifold. They showed that such a Lorentz metric
(which they called the ambient metric) can be constructed by formal power series
for any conformal Riemannian metric, to infinite order when n is odd and to order
n/2 when n is even; and that this formal metric is a conformal invariant of the
original conformal structure.

Once this Lorentz metric (or at least its formal power series) is constructed,
its pseudo-Riemannian invariants then automatically give conformal invariants of
the original conformal structure. Combined with later work of Bailey, Eastwood,
and Graham [-}-14'], this construction produces all local scalar conformal invariants
of odd-dimensional conformal Riemannian structures.

In [@-S_]], Graham and I adapted this idea to the global setting. We began with
the observation that there is a third natural realization of the Mobius group, as the
set of isometries of the hyperbolic metric on the interior of the unit ball B**! C
R™*1. As noted by Fefferman and Graham in [2§], given a compact Riemannian
manifold (S, g), the problem of finding a Ricci-flat ambient Lorentz metric for the
conformal structure [g] is equivalent to that of finding an asymptotically hyperbolic
Einstein metric g on the interior of an (n 4+ 1)-dimensional manifold-with-boundary
M that has S as boundary and [g] as conformal infinity in the following sense:
For any smooth, positive defining function p for S = OM, the metric p?g extends
continuously to M and restricts to a metric in the conformal class [g] on S. This
suggests the following natural problem: Given a compact manifold-with-boundary
M and a conformal structure [g] on M, can one find a complete, asymptotically
hyperbolic Einstein metric g on the interior manifold M that has [g] as conformal
infinity? Such a metric is said to be conformally compact. To the extent that
the answer is yes and the resulting Einstein metric is unique up to boundary-
fixing diffeomorphisms, one would thereby obtain a correspondence between global
conformal invariants of [g] and global Riemannian invariants of g. Graham and I
showed in [2d] that every conformal structure on S” sufficiently close to that of the
round metric is the conformal infinity of an Einstein metric close to the hyperbolic
metric.
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In recent years, interest in asymptotically hyperbolic Einstein metrics has
risen dramatically, in no small part because of the role they play in physics.
In fact, the notion of conformal infinity for a (pseudo-) Riemannian metric was
originally introduced by Roger Penrose [B1] in order to analyze the behavior of
gravitational energy in asymptotically flat space-times. More recently, asymp-
totically hyperbolic Einstein metrics have begun to play a central role in the
“AdS/CFT correspondence” of quantum field theory. This is not the place for
a complete survey of the relevant literature, but let me just refer the reader to
4.2, 6 14, 16, 43, ¥, 29, 50, 1, 42, 8%, ¥, 46, 50, 52, 57, 59)

The principal purpose of this monograph is to give an elementary and self-
contained account of the following generalization of the perturbation result of [:_-27:1]
First, a couple of definitions: The Lichnerowicz Laplacian (cf. El:iﬂ]) is the operator
Ay, defined on symmetric 2-tensors by Ap, = V*V + 2Rc— 2R°m, where Rc and Rm
are the natural actions of the Ricci and Riemann curvature tensors on symmetric
2-tensors given in coordinates by

éc(u)ij = %(Rikujk + Rjju®),

R (1.1)

Rm(u)w = Rikjlukl.
For any conformal class of Riemannian metrics on M, the Yamabe invariant is
defined as the infimum of the total scalar curvature [, o Og AV over unit-volume
metrics g in the conformal class.

THEOREM A. Let M be the interior of a smooth, compact, (n+ 1)-dimensional
manifold-with-boundary M, n > 3, and let h be an Einstein metric on M that is
conformally compact of class C4* with 2 <1 <n—1and 0 < 3 < 1. Let p be
a smooth defining function for OM, and let h o= p?hlon. Suppose the operator
Ay, +2n associated with h has trivial L* kernel on the space of trace-free symmetric
2-tensors. Then there is a constant € > 0 such that for any C“® Riemannian metric
g on OM with ||g — ﬁ”cz,g < g, there exists an Einstein metric g on M that has [g]
as conformal infinity and is conformally compact of class CHP. In particular, this
is the case if either of the following hypotheses is satisfied:

(a) h has nonpositive sectional curvature.
(b) The Yamabe invariant of [h] is nonnegative and h has sectional curvatures

bounded above by (n® —8n)/(8n — 8).

An important feature of this result is that the conformal compactification of
the Einstein metric has optimal Holder regularity up to the boundary (in terms of
standard Hélder spaces on M), at least when n is even. The work of Fefferman
and Graham showed that generically for n even there will be a p™logp term in
the asymptotic expansion of g if g = p~27 is Einstein; thus we cannot expect to
find Einstein metrics with C™ conformal compactifications in general. If h has a
sufficiently smooth conformal compactification and g is close to T with sufficiently
many derivatives, then Theorem :_A: gives an Einstein metric that is conformally
compact of class C"~ 5 for any 0 < 8 < 1, which is the best Holder regularity that
can be expected when n is even. The results of [?-]:] show that any Einstein metric
with smooth conformal infinity and C? conformal compactification actually has an
infinite-order asymptotic expansion in powers of p and log p, and in fact is smooth
when n is odd.
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A version of Theorem ,'5: (but with less boundary regularity of the resulting
Einstein metrics) was also proved independently by Olivier Biquard El:ﬁ] around
the same time as this monograph was originally completed. In addition, analogous
perturbation results starting with Ké&hler-Einstein metrics on bounded domains
have been proved independently by Biquard ['@-5] and John Roth ESZ].'], and for
Einstein metrics asymptotic to the quaternionic and octonionic hyperbolic metrics
by Biquard [:15:] See below for more on this. See also [‘E_ﬂ, :'4] for some recent results
by Michael Anderson on existence and uniqueness of asymptotically hyperbolic
Einstein metrics on 4-manifolds, and [22, 24] for results by Erwann Delay and
Marc Herzlich on the related problem of prescribing the Ricci curvatures of metrics
close to the Einstein models.

The basic approach in this monograph is similar to that of [?-E_I] Because the
Einstein equation is invariant under the full diffeomorphism group of M, it is not
elliptic as it stands. We obtain an elliptic equation by adding a gauge-breaking
term: Fixing a conformally compact “reference metric” go, let Agq,(Id) denote the
harmonic map Laplacian of the identity map, considered as a map from (M, g) to
(M, go), and let 4 be the divergence operator associated with g. Then, as is by
now familiar, the nonlinear equation

Q(g,90) == Reg +ng — 5;(Aggo (Id)) =0 (1.2)

is elliptic as a function of g. Under relatively mild assumptions on g (see [QQ:,
Lemma 2.2]), the solutions to (1.2) are exactly those Einstein metrics g such that
Aggo(Id) = 0, i.e., such that Id: (M, g) — (M, go) is harmonic.

The hnearlzatlon of the left-hand side of (E-_i:) with respect to g at a conformally
compact Einstein metric h is

D1Qnn) = (AL +2n), (1.3)

where Ap, is the Lichnerowicz Laplacian defined above. In [?-E_f], we proved that
when h is the hyperbolic metric on the unit ball B*t!, Ay, 4 2n is an isomorphism
between certain weighted Holder spaces. However, our methods in that paper were
insufficient to prove a sharp isomorphism theorem, with the consequence that our
boundary regularlty results were not optimal, so even in the case of hyperbolic
space Theorem ! is an improvement on the results of [29].

Much of thls monograph is devoted to an elementary proof of some general
sharp Fredholm and isomorphism theorems for self-adjoint geometric linear elliptic
operators on asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds. These operators are, in partic-
ular, uniformly degenerate, in the terminology introduced in [29] (with perhaps
less smoothness of the coefficients than we insisted on there): A partial differential
operator P on a manifold with boundary is said to be uniformly degenerate if in
local coordinates (01,...,0", p) such that p = 0 defines the boundary, P can be
written locally as a a system of partial differential operators that are polynomials
in the vector fields (pd/06, ..., pd/00™, pd/0p) with coefficients that are at least
continuous up to the boundary.

To get an idea of what can be expected, consider a simple example: the scalar
Laplacian A = d*d on functions. When applied to a function of p alone, this
becomes an ordinary differential operator with a regular singular point at p =
0. From classical ODE theory, we know that a second-order ordinary differential
operator L with a regular singular point at 0 has two characteristic exponents s; and
59, defined by L(p*) = O(p®*1); if s; # s2, the homogeneous equation Lu = 0
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has two independent solutions wui,us with u; = O(p®), and the inhomogeneous
equation Lu = f = O(p®) can be solved with u = O(p*) whenever s is not a
characteristic exponent.

To see how this generalizes to systems of partial differential operators, let
P: C®(M;E) - C>®(M;F) be a uniformly degenerate operator of order m act-
ing between (real or complex) tensor bundles E and F, and let s be any complex
number. Define the indicial map Is(P): E|lgy — Flom by setting

I (P)yu := p~*P(p°0)|om,

where T is any C™ section of El|gys, extended arbitrarily to a C™ section of E
near OM. It follows easily from the definition of uniformly degenerate operators
that I;(P) is a (pointwise) bundle endomorphism whose coefficients in any local
coordinates are polynomials in s with continuous coefficients depending on 6 €
OM. (In the special case of a single ODE with a regular singular point, I;(P) is
just multiplication by a number depending polynomially on s, called the indicial
polynomial of the ODE.) We say a number s is a characteristic exponent for P if
I;(P) is singular somewhere on dM. Just as in the ODE case, one can construct
formal series solutions to Pu = f in which the characteristic exponents correspond
to powers of p whose coefficients are arbitrary.

Now consider a formally self-adjoint operator acting on sections of a tensor
bundle E of type (:;) (i.e., covariant rank r; and contravariant rank rg). In this
case, the difference r = r1 — ry, which we call the weight of E, is of central impor-
tance, and the exponent n/2 — r plays a special role. If u is a section of E that
is continuous up to the boundary, then p"/27"7 is just on the borderline of being
in L? (see Lemma 3.2(h)). If P is formally self-adjoint, the set of characteristic
exponents turns out to be symmetric about the line Res = n/2 — r (Corollary
i.5). Therefore, we define the indicial radius of P to be the smallest real num-
ber R > 0 such that P has a characteristic exponent whose real part is equal to
n/2 —r + R. A little experimentation leads one to expect that Pu = f should
be well-posed roughly when u and f behave like p*u, where @ is continuous up to
the boundary and n/2 —r — R < s < n/2 —r + R, because for lower values of
s one expects P to have an infinite-dimensional kernel, and for higher values one
expects an infinite-dimensional cokernel. (This will be made precise in Chapter '6)
Therefore, a fundamental necessary condition for all of our Fredholm results will
be that P has positive indicial radius.

To control the order of vanishing or singularity of u and f at the boundary, we
work in weighted Sobolev and Holder spaces, with weights given by powers of the
defining function p. Precise definitions are given in Chapter :3, but the spaces we
work in can be roughly defined as follows: The weighted Sobolev space H(?’p is just
the space of tensor fields of the form p®u for u in the usual intrinsic Sobolev space
H%P (tensor fields with k covariant derivatives in LP with respect to g); and the
weighted Holder space C’(I;’O‘ consists of tensor fields of the form p®u for u in the
usual Holder space C*“. In each case, the Sobolev and Holder norms are defined
with respect to a fixed conformally compact metric on M.

An elementary criterion for operators to be Fredholm on L? is given in the
following proposition. Terms used in the statements of these results will be defined
in Chapters g and g:
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PROPOSITION B. Let (M, g) be a connected asymptotically hyperbolic (n + 1)-
manifold of class CYP, withm > 1,1 > 2, and 0 < B < 1, and let E — M be
a geometric tensor bundle over M. Suppose P: C*(M;E) — C®(M;E) is an
elliptic, formally self-adjoint, geometric partial differential operator of order m,
0 <m < 1. As an unbounded operator, P: L*(M; E) — L*(M; E) is Fredholm if
and only if there exist a compact set K C M and a positive constant C' such that

lu|lpz < C||Pullpz for allu € C°(M N\ K; E). (1.4)

The main analytic result we need for Theorem :A: is the following sharp Fredholm
theorem in weighted Sobolev and Holder spaces for geometric elliptic operators.
(See below for references to other proofs of these and similar results using different
approaches.)

THEOREM C. Let (M,g) be a connected asymptotically hyperbolic (n + 1)-
manifold of class Cb8, withn > 1,1 > 2, and 0 < B < 1, and let E — M be
a geometric tensor bundle over M. Suppose P: C*(M;E) — C®(M;E) is an
elliptic, formally self-adjoint, geometric partial differential operator of order m,
0 <m <1, and assume P satisfies (1.4).

(a) The indicial radius R of P is positive.

(b) If 1 < p < oo and m < k <, the natural extension

P: HY?(M; E) — HY ™P(M; E)

is Fredholm if and only if |0 + n/p —n/2| < R. In that case, its index is
zero, and its kernel is equal to the L? kernel of P.
(¢c) fo<a<landm < k+a<Il+pj, the natural extension

P: Cy(M; E) — Cf™*(M; E)

is Fredholm if and only if |0 —n/2| < R. In that case, its index is zero, and
its kernel is equal to the L? kernel of P.

The statement and proof of this theorem extend easily to operators on spinor
bundles when M is a spin manifold. We restrict attention here to the case of tensor
bundles mainly for simplicity of exposition.

We define a Laplace operator to be a formally self-adjoint second-order geomet-
ric operator of the form V*V + ¢, where J# is a bundle endomorphism. Of course,
the ordinary Laplacian on functions and the covariant Laplacian on tensor fields
are obvious examples of Laplace operators, as are the Lichnerowicz Laplacian Ay,
defined above, and the Laplace-Beltrami operator on differential forms by virtue of
Bochner’s formula.

The most important example to which we will apply these results is the Lich-
nerowicz Laplacian on symmetric 2-tensors.

PROPOSITION D. If ¢ € R, the operator Ay, + ¢ acting on symmetric 2-tensors
satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem \({ if and only if ¢ > 2n — n?/4, in which case
the indicial radius of Ay, + ¢ is

[n2
R= %—2n—|—c.

The essential L? spectrum of Ay, is [n?/4 — 2n, 00).
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(This characterization of the essential spectrum of A, has also been proved by
E. Delay in ['@-Z_i], using some of the ideas from an earlier draft of this monograph.)

Another example is the covariant Laplacian on trace-free symmetric tensors of
any rank.

ProrosITION E. If c € R, the operator V*V + ¢ acting on trace-free covariant
symmetric r-tensors satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem (f if and only if ¢ > —r —
n?/4, in which case the indicial radius of V*V + c is

[n2
R= %—i—r—i—c.

The essential L? spectrum of V*V is [n?/4 + r,00).

Also, for completeness, we point out Ehe following result, originally proved in
the L? case by Rafe Mazzeo (cf. [B89, 40, 7).

PROPOSITION F. The Laplace-Beltrami operator acting on q-forms satisfies the
hypotheses of Theorem \C in the following cases:
(a) When 0 < q<n/2, with R=n/2—q.
(b) Whenn/2+1<q<n-+1, with R=q—n/2—1.
In each case, the essential L? spectrum of A is [R?, o0).

Finally, we describe one significant non-Laplace operator to which Theorem
E‘, applies. The conformal Killing operator is the operator L: C°(M;TM) —
C>(M;X3M) (where X2 M is the bundle of trace-free symmetric 2-tensors) defined
by letting LV be the trace-free part of the symmetrized covariant derivative of V'
(see Chapter i for details). A vector field V satisfies LV = 0 if and only if the flow
of V preserves the conformal class of g. The operator L*L, sometimes called the
vector Laplacian, plays an important role in the conformal approach to constructing
initial data for the Einstein field equations of general relativity; see [:8:, :‘_3-Z_1", :4‘;):]

PRrROPOSITION G. The vector Laplacian L*L satisfies the hypotheses of Theo-
rem \(, with R =n/2+ 1.

Most of the analytic results in Theorem :_O-‘ and Propositions Q#_G: are not really
new. The systematic treatment of elliptic uniformly degenerate operators dates
back to the work of Mazzeo, building on earlier work of Richard Melrose and others
E@;, :4:5:, :'4:2, :3‘;):, 'ffg], and Theorem L'q can also be derived from Mazzeo’s microlocal
“edge calculus” (cf. [41, Theorem 6.1]). Also, L?-Fredholm criteria for a general
class of operators including the ones considered here have been obtained by Robert
Lauter, Bertrand Monthubert, and Victor Nistor [t‘}-ﬁ, Thm. 4], using the theory of
pseudodifferential operators on groupoids. For many purposes in geometric anal-
ysis, however, it is useful to have a more “low-tech” approach that does not use
pseudodifferential operators. An elementary approach to uniformly degenerate op-
erators based on a priori estimates has been used by Graham and Lee [?9:], Lars
Andersson and Piotr Chrusciel [.':7:, :‘S], Johan Rade [.';53:], and Michael Anderson

The exposition I present here is based on this low-tech approach, and consists
of three main ingredients: sharp a priori L? estimates, a decay estimate for the
hyperbolic Green kernel using the spherical symmetry of the ball model, and a
technique due to Rade [53:] for piecing together a parametrix out of this model
Green kernel. One advantage of this approach is that it deals quite naturally with
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operators whose coefficients are not smooth up to the boundary, a feature that is
crucial for the application to Einstein metrics, because the metrics around which we
linearize generally have only finite boundary regularity. It is worth noting that for
many Laplace operators, the Green kernel estimates are needed only for extending
the sharp Fredholm results to Holder and LP spaces; sharp Fredholm results in
weighted L? spaces can be obtained by a much more elementary proof based solely
on a priori estimates. See Chapter :_7. for details.

The main new results in this monograph are the Bochner-type formula (E-j:) for
Laplacians on tensor-valued differential forms, which yields a completely elemen-
tary proof of sharp Fredholm theorems in weighted L? spaces and the identification
of the essential spectrum (Chapter 1); new sufficient curvature conditions for the
invertibility of the Lichnerowicz Laplacian (part (B) of Theorem Al); and the con-
struction of Einstein metrics in the optimal C™~# Holder class up to the boundary
when the conformal infinity is sufficiently smooth.

Theorem 'Q can be viewed as complementary to the regularity results of An-
dersson and Chrusciel; in particular, for an operator of the type considered here,
Proposition 5:5 below can be used to obtain sharp “regularity intervals” in the
sense defined in [§], and then the results of [8] can be used to derive asymptotic
expansions for solutions to equations of the form Pu = f when f and the metric
are sufficiently smooth. We leave it to the interested reader to work out the details.
See [Q-]J] for example, where these ideas play a central role in the proof of boundary
regularity for asymptotically hyperbolic Einstein metrics. Similar results can also
be obtained using the edge calculus of [41)].

The assumption of a weak a priori L? estimate (:_l-_%) near the boundary is
used primarily to rule out L? kernel of the model operator on hyperbolic space.
For almost all the examples treated here, this hypothesis is equivalent to positive
indicial radius (see Propositions :p‘, :_E}, :_l.*:‘l, and Q: above). However, it is possible
for (:_1-_4-!') to fail even when the indicial radius is positive—an example is given by
the Laplace-Beltrami operator on differential forms of degree k on a manifold of
dimension 2k, which is not Fredholm despite the fact that its indicial radius is 1/2
(see [89, 40] and Lemma 7.2 below). Thanks are due to Robin Graham for pointing
out the significance of this example.

A word about the history of this monograph is in order. The result of Theorem
',_A: was originally announced in preliminary form at an AMS meeting in 1991. Shortly
after that meeting, I discovered a gap in the proof, and stopped work on the paper
until I found a way to bridge the gap, sometime around 1998. By that time,
administrative responsibilities kept me away from writing until early 2001. The
first complete version of this monograph was posted on www.arxiv.org in May
2001; the present version is a minor modification of that one. .

After this monograph was nearly finished, the beautiful monograph [15] by
Olivier Biquard came to my attention. There is substantial overlap between the
results of [:Zl:ﬂ] and this monograph—in particular, Biquard proves a perturbation
result for Einstein metrics similar to Theorem A}, as well as many of the results of
Theorem _ﬁ‘, in the special case of Laplace operators, using methods very similar to
those used here. (He also proves much more, extending many of the same results to
Einstein metrics that are asymptotic to the complex, quaternionic, and octonionic
hyperbolic metrics.) On the other hand, many of the results of this monograph are
stronger than those of [1A], notably the curvature assumptions of in Theorem &
and the boundary regularity of the resulting Einstein metrics.
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In Chapter ? of this monograph, we give the main definitions, and describe
special “Mobbius coordinate charts” on an asymptotically hyperbolic manifold that
relate the geometry to that of hyperbolic space. In Chapter 3, we introduce our
weighted Sobolev and Hoélder spaces and prove some of their basic properties, and
in Chapter:ff we prove some basic mapping properties of geometric elliptic operators
on these spaces. The core of the analysis begins in Chapter 5, where we undertake
a detailed study of the Green kernels for elliptic geometric operators on hyperbolic
space. This is then applied in Chapter 6 to construct a parametrix for an arbitrary
operator satisfying the hypotheses of Theorem L'q Using this analysis, we prove
Theorem Q and Proposition B: In Chapter :_7:, we exploro how Ehese results apply
in detail to Laplace operators, and prove Propositions D, &, &, and :C} Finally,
in Chapter 3 we construct asymptotic solutions to ( E 2 using a delicate procedure
that does not lose any boundary regularity, and use these together with Theorem
(i to prove Theorem Al

Among the many people to whom I am indebted for inspiration and good ideas
while this work was in progress, I would particularly like to express my thanks to
Lars Andersson, Piotr Chruéciel, Robin Graham, Jim Isenberg, Rafe Mazzeo, Dan
Pollack, and John Roth. I also would like to apologize to them and to all who
expressed interest in this work for the long delay between the first announcement
of these results and the appearance of this monograph. Finally, I am indebted to
the referee for a number of useful suggestions.



CHAPTER 2

Mobius Coordinates

Let M be a smooth, compact, (n + 1)-dimensional manifold-with-boundary,
n > 1, and M its interior. A defining function will mean a function p: M — R
of class at least C! that is positive in M, vanishes on OM, and has nonvanishing
differential everywhere on 0M. We choose a fixed smooth defining function p once
and for all. For any € > 0, let A. C M denote the open subset where 0 < p < €.

A Riemannian metric g on M is said to be conformally compact of class C*P
for a nonnegative integer | and 0 < [ < 1 if for any smooth defining function
p, the conformally rescaled metric p?g has a C'# extension, denoted by g, to a
positive definite tensor field on M. For such a metric g, the induced boundary
metric § := glpyy, 18 a C1 Riemannian metric on M whose conformal class [g]
is independent of the choice of smooth defining function p; this conformal class is
called the conformal infinity of g.

Throughout this monograph, we will use the Einstein summation convention,
with Roman indices i, j, k, ... running from 1 to n+ 1 and Greek indices «, 3,7, . ..
running from 1 to n. We indicate components of covariant derivatives of a tensor
field by indices preceded by a semicolon, as in u;j;5. In component calculations,
we will always assume that a fixed conformally compact metric g has been chosen,
and all covariant derivatives and index raising and lowering operations will be un-
derstood to be with respect to ¢ unless otherwise specified, except that g* denotes
the inverse of the metric § = pg, not its raised-index version. Our convention for
the components of the curvature tensor is chosen so that the Ricci tensor is given
by the contraction R;; = Rijkj.

An important fact about conformally compact metrics is that their local ge-
ometry near the boundary looks asymptotically very much like that of hyperbolic
space. Mazzeo [:‘39 Ad] showed, for example, that if g is conformally compact of
class at least C20, , then ¢ is complete and has sectional curvatures uniformly ap-
proaching —|dp|7 near OM. Thus, if g is conformally compact of class C*? with

> 2, and |dp|7 =1 on OM, we say g is asymptotically hyperbolic of class CP.

In fact, the relationship with hyperbolic space can be made even more explicit
by constructing special coordinate charts near the boundary. Throughout the rest
of this chapter, we assume given a fixed metric ¢ on M that is asymptotically
hyperbolic of class C48, with [ > 2 and 0 < 8 < 1. Let § = p?g, a C? metric on
M, and let g denote the restriction of g to TOM.

We begin by choosing a covering of a neighborhood of OM in M by finitely
many smooth coordinate charts (£2, ©), where each coordinate map © is of the form
0= (0,p) = (6',...,0",p) and extends to a neighborhood of  in M. In keeping
with our index convention, we will sometimes denote p by "1, and a symbol with
a Roman index such as #° can refer to any of the coordinates 6,...,0", p.
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We fix once and for all finitely many such charts covering a neighborhood #
of OM in M. We will call any of these charts “background coordinates” for M. By
compactness, there is a positive number ¢ such that A. C #, and such that every
point p € A, is contained in a background coordinate chart containing a set of the
form

{(0,p) : 10 —0(p)| < ¢,0<p<c}. (2.1)

We will use two models of hyperbolic space, depending on context. In the upper
half-space model, we regard hyperbolic space as the open upper half-space H =
H"+ ¢ R"™! with coordinates (z,y) = (z',...,2",y), and with the hyperbolic
metric § given in coordinates by § = y~2 ", (dz")?. (As above, z* can denote any of
the coordinates x!, ..., 2™, 2" "1 = y.) The other model is the Poincaré ball model,
in which we regard hyperbolic space as the open unit ball B = B**! ¢ R*+!, with
coordinates (£1,...,£"*1), and with the hyperbolic metric (still denoted by §) given
by §=4(1 —[£])72Y,(d€%)?, where |¢| denotes the Euclidean norm.

In this chapter, we will work exclusively with the upper half-space model. For
any r > 0, we let B, C H denote the hyperbolic geodesic ball of radius r about the

point (z,y) = (0,1):

By ={(z,y) € H: dy((x,y),(0,1)) <r}.
It is easy to check by direct computation that

B, C {(z,y) : |x| <sinhr, e7" <y <e"},

where |z| denotes the Euclidean norm of x € R™.
If po is any point in A./g, choose such a background chart containing po, and
define a map ®,,: By — M, called a Mobius chart centered at pg, by

(97p) = (I)PO ((E, y) = (90 + PoT, poy)7

where (6, po) are the background coordinates of po. (It is more convenient in this
context to consider a “chart” to be a mapping from H C R"*! into M, rather than
from M to R™™! as is more common.) Because pg < ¢/8 and e? < 8, ®,, maps
By diffeomorphically onto a neighborhood of py in A.. In these coordinates, pg
corresponds to the point (z,y) = (0,1) € H. For each 0 < r < 2, let V;.(po) C A
be the neighborhood of py defined by

Vi (po) = po (Br)-
We also choose finitely many smooth coordinate charts ®;: Ba — M such that
the sets {®;(B1)} cover a neighborhood of M ~\ A./s, and such that each chart ®;

extends smoothly to a neighborhood of By. For consistency, we will also call these
“Mobius charts.”

The following lemma shows that the geometry of (M, g) is uniformly bounded
in Md&bius charts.

LEMMA 2.1. There exists a constant C' > 0 such that if ®p,,: By — M is any
Mobius chart,

1®5,9 — dllcrep,) < C; (2.2)
sup|(@3,9) 4] < C. (2.3)
2
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(The Holder and sup norms in this estimate are the usual norms applied to the
components of a tensor in coordinates; since By is compact, these are equivalent
to the intrinsic Holder and sup norms on tensors with respect to the hyperbolic
metric.)

PROOF. The estimate is immediate for the finitely many charts covering the
interior of M, so we need only consider Mobius charts near the boundary. In
background coordinates, g can be written

9=p"29;(0,p)do"de’ .
Pulling back to H, we obtain

@ g — 3§ = (poy)>i; (6o + po, poy)d(pox’) d(poa’) — y~*6;;dax’ da?
=y (9500 + pox, poy) — bij)da’ da’ .

Since y and §;; are smooth functions bounded above and below together with all
derivatives on By, it suffices to estimate i (0o+po, poy). Our choice of background
coordinates ensures that the eigenvalues of g,; are uniformly bounded above and
below by a global constant. Uniform estimates on the derivatives of ®7 g follow
from the fact that

5961'1 o Opim ((I)fmg)ij = pglq)zo ((991'1 .- -891»7,1@]»).

Finally, an easy computation yields uniform Holder estimates for the /th derivatives
of @5 g. (See Lemma B.1; below for a sharper estimate.) O

The next lemma is a version of the well-known Whitney covering lemma
adapted to the present situation.

LEMMA 2.2. There exists a countable collection of points {p;} C M and corre-
sponding Mébius charts ®; = ®,,: By — Va(p;) C M such that the sets {V1(p:)}
cover M and the sets {Va(p;)} are uniformly locally finite: There exists an integer
N such that for each i, Va(p;) has nontrivial intersection with Va(p;) for at most
N walues of j.

PRrROOF. We only need to show that there exist points {p;} C A./s such that
{Vi(ps)} cover A, g and {Va(p;)} are uniformly locally finite, for then we can choose
finitely many additional charts for the interior without disturbing the uniform local
finiteness.

By the preceding lemma, there are positive numbers rg < 71 such that each
set V4 (p) contains the g-geodesic ball of radius 79 about p, and each set Va(p) is
contained in the geodesic ball of radius r1. Let {p;} be any maximal collection of
points in A./s such that the open geodesic balls {B,,/2(p;)} are disjoint. (Such
a maximal collection exists by an easy application of Zorn’s lemma.) If p is any
point in A./g, by the maximality of the set {p;}, B, /2(p) must intersect at least
one of the balls B, 2(p;) nontrivially, which implies that p € B, (p;) C Vi(p;)
by the triangle inequality. Therefore the sets {Vi(p;)} cover A./s. To bound the
number of sets {V2(p;)} that can intersect, it suffices to bound the number of
geodesic balls of radius r; around points p; that can intersect. Let ¢ be arbitrary
and suppose By, (p;) N By, (p;) # @ for some j. By the triangle inequality again,
By /2(pj) C Bapqry/2(pi). Since M has bounded sectional curvature, standard
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volume comparison theorems (see, for example, [:-_19:, Theorems 3.7 and 3.9] yield
uniform volume estimates

Vol(B,,/2(pj)) = C1,  Vol(Bay, 4ry/2(ps)) < Ca.

Since the sets B, /2(p;) are disjoint for different values of j, there can be at most
C/C4 such points p;. O



CHAPTER 3

Function Spaces

In this chapter, we will define weighted Sobolev and Holder spaces of tensor
fields that are well adapted to the geometry of asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds.
Similar spaces have been defined by other authors; for some examples, see [g, E,
72, 3, 2.

Throughout this chapter, we assume M is a connected smooth (n+1)-manifold,
g is a metric on M that is asymptotically hyperbolic of class C*?, with [ > 2 and
0 < B <1, and pis a fixed smooth defining function for OM. (It is easy to verify
that choosing another smooth defining function will replace the norms we define
below by equivalent ones, and will leave the function spaces unchanged.)

A geometric tensor bundle over M is a subbundle E of some tensor bundle
TTT;M (tensors of covariant rank r; and contravariant rank r5) associated to a direct
summand (not necessarily irreducible) of the standard representation of O(n + 1)
(or SO(n + 1) if M is oriented) on tensors of type (:;) over R"1. We will also
use the same symbol E to denote the restriction of this bundle to M. We define
the weight of such a bundle E C TTT;M to be r = r; — ro. The significance of this
definition lies in the way tensor norms scale conformally: With § = p?g, an easy
computation shows that

Ty =p"|T|g forall T €T}

We begin by defining Holder spaces of functions and tensor fields that are
continuous up to the boundary. For 0 < a < 1 and k a nonnegative integer, we
let Ck O‘( ) denote the usual Banach space of functions on M with k derivatives
that are Holder continuous of degree a up to the boundary in each background
coordinate chart, with the obvious norm. (When « = 0, this is just the usual space
of functions that are k times continuously differentiable on M.) If s is a real number
such that 0 < s < k + a, we define a subspace C ( ) C Cko‘( M) by

CEy (M) = {u e C' (M) : u=0(p*)}.
The next lemma gives some elementary properties of these spaces.

LEMMA 3.1. Suppose 0 <a<1and0<s<k+a.

) Cly (M) = {u € Oy (M) : 9'u/0p'loar = 0 for 0 < i < s}.

) Cé)a( ) is a closed subspace of C(o) (M).

(¢) If j is a positive integer and j — 1 < s < j <k, then Oé“s)‘l(ﬁ) — Cko(hD).
)
)

(4)
Ifk <s<k+a, then C?S)a( ) = C?kia)( )-

Ifu e C(S) (M) for s > 1, then any background coordinate derivative dyu is

k—1,a
in Cr ) (M).

13
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(£) If 6 is a positive real number such that s + 6 < k + «, then p‘sC(kS’;l (M) C

k,a 1
C(s+6)( ) _
(g) If j is an integer such that 0 < j < s, then prC(kS’)O‘( ) C Cks JJ;X( ).

ProOF. All of these claims are local, so we fix one background coordinate chart
(0, p) and do all of our computations there. Let m be any nonnegative integer
less than or equal to k. Applying the one-variable version of Taylor’s formula to
u€ C’fo’;l(ﬁ), we obtain

“u

mli
)= 2 w50
=0

The integral above is easily shown to define a function of (6, p) that is in C © ™% up
to the boundary and agrees with 8™u/8p™ on dM; therefore the last term in (3.1)
is O(p™) in general, and if o > 0, it is O(p™ ) if and only if 9™u/0p™ vanishes
on M. Part (a) follows easily from this, and (h), (p), (d), and (a) follow from (a).
Part (f) is an immediate consequence of the definition, and (g) follows by setting
m = j in (3.1) and multiplying through by p~. O

1
+ﬁpm/() (1-t)m? ‘;—(9 tp)dt.  (3.1)

Because of part () of this lemma, we can consider C(ks’)o‘ (M) as a Banach space
with the norm inherited from C(ko’)o‘ (M).

If E is a geometric tensor bundle over M, we extend this definition to spaces of
tensor fields by letting Cé)a (M; E) be the space of tensor fields whose components

in each background coordinate chart are in C’fs’)a (M). All the claims of Lemma 8.7,
extend immediately to tensor fields.

Next we define some spaces of tensor fields over the interior manifold M asso-
ciated with the asymptotically hyperbolic metric g. Let us start with the Sobolev
spaces, for which the definitions are a bit simpler. First, for 1 < p < oo and k a
nonnegative integer less than or equal to I, we define H*?(M; E) to be the usual
(intrinsic) L? Sobolev space determined by the metric g: That is, H*?(M; E) is the
Banach space of all locally integrable sections u of E such that V/u (interpreted in
the distribution sense) is in LP(M; E @ T?M) for 0 < j < k, with the norm

k ‘ 1/p
= (X [ [waran,)
j=0"’M

(Here dV, is the Riemannian density.) In the special case of H*?(M;E) =
L?(M; E), we will denote the norm || - ||o.2 and its associated inner product simply
by || || and (-,), respectively. (We reserve the notations |- |4 and (-,-), for the
pointwise norm and inner product on tensors.)

For each real number ¢, we define the weighted Sobolev space H?’p(M; E) by

HYP (M3 E) o= o HYP(M; B) = {p®u : w € H*P(M; E)}

[l

with norm
-5
wllk,p. = llp™ ullk,p-

These are easily seen to be Banach spaces, and H(?’Q(M;E) is a Hilbert space.
Note that Holder’s inequality implies that when 1/p 4+ 1/p* = 1, Hg’g’* (M;E) is
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naturally isomorphic to the dual space of Hg’p(M; E) under the L? pairing (u,v) =

fM {u, v)g dVy.
The following lemma is elementary but often useful.

LEMMA 3.2. Let (M,g) be a conformally compact (n + 1)-manifold, let p be
a defining function for M, and let u be a continuous section of a natural tensor

bundle E of weight r on M.
(a) If lulg < Cp® with s real and greater than § + n/p, then u € Hg’p(M; E).
(b) If lulg > Cp® > 0 on the complement of a compact set, with s € R and
s <& +n/p, then u ¢ Hy"(M; E).
(c) If u = p*u, where s € C and u is continuous on M and does not vanish
identically on OM, then u € Hg’p(M; E) if and only if Res > d+n/p—r.

PROOF. Let § = p?g, which is a continuous Riemannian metric on M. The
lemma follows from the easily-verified facts that |p*ul, = pRes*T|uly, dV, =
p~"tdVg, and [, p* dVy < oo if and only if Res > n. O

Next we turn to the weighted Holder spaces. To define Hélder norms for tensor
fields on a manifold, one is always faced with the problem of comparing values
of a tensor field at nearby points in order to make sense of quotients of the form
lu(z) — u(y)|/d(z,y)*. There are various intrinsic ways to do this, such as parallel
translating u(z) along a geodesic from x to y, or comparing the components of
u(z) and u(y) in Riemannian normal coordinates centered at z; on a noncompact
manifold, these can yield different spaces depending on the behavior of the metric
near infinity. We will adopt a definition in terms of the Mobius coordinates con-
structed above which, though not obviously intrinsic to the geometry of (M, g), has
the advantage that estimates for elliptic operators in these norms follow very easily
from standard local elliptic estimates in Mobius coordinates.

Let a be a real number such that 0 < o < 1, and let k be a nonnegative integer
such that k +a < [+ 3. For any tensor field u with locally C* coefficients, define
the norm ||u||x,o by

= s 0" w5 )
where [[v|ck.a(p,) is just the usual Euclidean Hélder norm of the components of
v on By C H, and the supremum is over all Mdobius charts defined on By. Let
Ck2(M; E) be the space of sections of E for which this norm is finite. (We dis-
tinguish notationally between the Holder and Sobolev norms as follows: A Greek
subscript in the second position takes values in the interval [0, 1), and the notation
le||lk,o denotes a Holder norm; a Roman subscript takes values in (1,00), and the
notation |lul|x,, denotes a Sobolev norm. We will avoid the ambiguous cases o = 1
and p = 1.) The corresponding weighted Holder spaces are defined for § € R by

Cy*(M; E) := p°C*(M; E) = {p’u: u € CP*(M; E)}

with norms

kas = [lpu|

[l e

If U C M is a subset, the restricted norms are denoted by | - ||kp,sv and
| - lk.0.6:, and the spaces Hy?(U; E) and Cy®(U; E) are the spaces of sections
over U for which these norms are finite. When E is the trivial line bundle (i.e.
when the tensor fields in question are just scalar functions), we omit the bundle



16 3. FUNCTION SPACES

from the notation: For example, H*?(M) is the Sobolev space of scalar functions
on M with k covariant derivatives in LP(M).

It is obvious from the definitions that p° € C’f’a(M ) for every k. More impor-
tantly, we have the following lemma.

LEMMA 3.3. If0 < j <1, then Vip € C-7P(M;TiM).

PROOF. From the definition of C¥ (M; T7 M), we need to show for any Mébius
chart ®,, that the coefficients of ®% (p~'V’p) are in C'=9#(By), with norm
bounded independently of po. Since ®; p = p(po)y, this follows immediately
from the coordinate expression for ®* (p~'Vip) = y~* (V¢;Dg)jy and the fact that
the Christoffel symbols of @7 g in Mébius coordinates are uniformly bounded in
Cl_l’ﬁ(Bg). O

We have defined the weighted spaces by multiplying the standard Sobolev and
Holder spaces by powers of p. In many circumstances, it is more convenient to use
an alternative characterization in terms of weighted norms of covariant derivatives
of u, as given in the following lemma.

LEMMA 3.4. Let u be a locally integrable section of a tensor bundle E over an
open subset U C M.
(a) Forl<p<ooand 0 <k <I, uce Hf’p(U;E) if and only if p~°Viu €
LP(U; E®T'M) for 0 < j <k, and the H(?’p norm is equivalent to
Z Hp_évju||07p;U'
0<j<k

b)) FO<a<lad0<k+a<I+08, ue Cr¥U;E) if and only if
pOViu € COYU; EQTM) for0 < j <k, and the C(I;’a norm is equivalent
to

> sup [p Vol + (o VFullo.aw
0<j<k

PROOF. First consider part (&). By definition, u € Hy?(U; E) iff V7 (p~%u) €
LP(U;E®T'M) for 0 < j < k. By the product rule and induction, we can write

o - o ) i VJI Vjp
Vi tu)=p0 3 Cli ... jp)Vue Lo pp, (3.3)
0<i<j

i+ HGp=i

where C(9,1, j1,. .., jp) is a constant, equal to 1 when ¢ = j. Since, by the preceding
lemma, |V7p|/p is bounded as long as j < [, the result follows easily by induction.

For part (:T_)'), the case § = 0 follows by inspecting the coordinate expression for
VJu in Mébius coordinates, recalling that the Christoffel symbols of g are uniformly
bounded in C*~%# in these coordinates. The general case follows as above from
(8.3) and the fact that Vip/p € C'=38(U; T M). O

It follows from Lemma 2.1! that the norm || - ||.0 is equivalent to the usual
intrinsic C* norm ", sup,, |Viu| for 0 < k < 1. Moreover, if ® and ® are any

Mébius charts whose images intersect, the overlap map ® ' o & induces an isomor-
phism on the space C'*#(U) on its domain of definition U, with norm bounded by a
uniform constant. Therefore, for 0 < k+a <[4, it is immediate that the pullback



3. FUNCTION SPACES 17

by any Mobius chart induces isomorphisms on the unweighted Holder spaces, with
norms bounded above and below by constants independent of i. Moreover, if ®; is a
Mobius chart centered at p;, ®Fp = p(p;)y, which is uniformly bounded above and
below on By by constant multiples of p(p;). Therefore the weighted norms scale as
follows: for any r < 2,

(i) 12 ullkass, < Ntllkasvite) < Coi) 125 ka8, (3-4)
Similarly, it follows directly from Lemma 2-_1: that
C™p(pi) @ ullk i < [ullipsivi ooy < Copi) ™ 197tk i, (3.5)

The next lemma is a strengthening of this.

LEMMA 3.5. Suppose {<I>_i = ®,,.} is a uniformly locally finite cover of M by
Mbébius charts as in Lemma 2.2. Then we have the following norm equivalences for
any r with 1 < r < 2:

C™HY " p(pi) 0|97 ul

kopiBr < |[l[kps < Czp(pi)*éllq’m k.p;By» (3.6)
i

C~ sup p(pi) @5 ullk.a:m, < lullk.cs < Csupp(p:) 1@ ullkais,, (3.7
3 1

PROOF. If ®; is a Mobius chart centered at p;, @ p = p(p;)y, which is uniformly
bounded above and below by constant multiples of p(p;). Thus if u € H(?’p (M; E),
(8.3) yields

Y o) N ullkpn, < C Y195 (07 w) ||y,

< Z ||P_6U||k,p;vr(pi)
i

< C'N|p~ullkyp
= CO'Nlullk.p.s;

where N is an upper bound on the number of sets Va(p;) that can intersect non-
trivially. Conversely, if >, p(p;) || ®}ul|k,p; 5, is finite, then

-4
[ullkps < Z o™ ullke,ps v o)

2

<O 11 (07 ) s,

< Z P(pi)_éH(I)rM k,p; By

i
The argument for the Holder case is similar but simpler, because we do not need
the uniform local finiteness in that case. O

The following results follow easily from Lemma 5:5 together with standard facts

abou't_So]ooleV and Holder spaces on B, C H, so the proofs are left to the reader
(cf. [29, 7).

LEMMA 3.6. Let U be any open subset of M, and let E, E1, Ey be geometric
tensor bundles over M.
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(a) Ifl1<p<oo,0<a<1,§deR 0<k+a<i+p,andl <K +a<I+0,
the pointwise tensor product induces continuous maps

CEo(Us By) x HEP(U; Bs) — HEE, (U By © Es),
Cy*(Us Ey) x Cy (U3 Bz) — Cy5(U By @ B).

(b) Ifl <p,pf <o0,0<a<1,and 0 < k+a <1+ 3, we have continuous

mclusions:
H"(U; B) — HYV (U3 E), P2y, St > 8
Ch (UL B) — HYP (U B) 5>+ 2
5 ) Y ) ) p, .

(c) (SOBOLEV EMBEDDING) Ifl1<p<oo,0<a<1,1<k<l, k+a<l+p,
and § € R, we have continuous inclusions

‘ 1
Hy?(US E) = C}" (U3 B), -,
p
i 1 1
HEP (U E) = HIP (U3 B), e i
p p

(d) (RELLICH LEMMA) If1 <p<o00,0<a<1,0<k<[,and0<j+a<
I+ B, then the following inclusions are compact operators:

HEP(M;E) — HEP(M; E), k>FkK, §>0,
CI*(M; E) = CJ*(M; E), >, 8>

The following relationships between the Hélder spaces on M and those on M
will play an important role in Chapter g

LEMMA 3.7. Let E be a geometric tensor bundle of weight r over M, and sup-
pose 0 <a<1l,0<k+a<l+0, and 0 < s < k+ a. The following inclusions
are continuous.

() Clsy (3T E) < CA5 (M3 E).

k,« . k.o (7r.
(b) Ck+a+r(M7E) - C(o) (M; E).

Proor. We will prove ('9'.) by induction on k. Suppose k = 0, and consider
first the case of scalar functions, so that E is the trivial line bundle. By Lemma
8.1((c) there are only two distinct cases: s = 0 and s = a.. For s = 0, let ®,,, be a
Mobius chart and let (pg,60) be the background coordinates of pg. We estimate

D5, u(z,y)| < sup |ul
M
< Lo - 3.8
< llull gy e (3.8)
|(I);;0u($a y) - (I);;O’LL(.I/, y/)| = |’U,(00 + poz, POy) - u(90 + poxlv POy/)|
< |\U||c(f’d§*(ﬁ)|(/’0$, poy) — (po’, poy’)|”
< llulleoye ampsl (2, y) = (2,5 (3.9)

Since p§ is uniformly bounded on M, the result follows.
When s = «a, we need to show that ®; (p~“u) is uniformly bounded in
C%%(By). The Hélder estimate for u in background coordinates, together with
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the fact that u vanishes on OM, shows that
0 < o P
[0(6,9)] < Jullgne vy
near M, from which the zero-order estimate
* —« o
@5, (P~ u)| < C”u”cg’é?(z\/[)

follows immediately. The Holder estimate is proved by noting that &5 (p~%u) =

[e3

Yy~ %py “ @5 u; since y~ is uniformly bounded together with all derivatives on Ba,

it suffices to show that py “®; u is uniformly bounded in C%(By). This is proved
as follows:

po @ u(@,y) — po “ @y ula’, y')| = po “u(fo + pox, poy) — u(o + pox, poy)|
< po llull oo am | (s poy) = (po: poy)|®
_ o _ / |
= lelloge (@, y) = (@ y)|".

Now let E be a tensor bundle of type (5) (and thus of weight r = p —¢). In
any background coordinate domain 2, basis tensors of the form df ® - -- ® df*» ®
Opir @ -+ ® Oy, are easily seen to be uniformly bounded in CL8(Q; E). Since any
u € C?S’;l (M; E) can be written locally as a linear combination of such tensors
multiplied by functions in C’?S’;J‘(Q), the result follows from the scalar case together
with Lemma 5.6(a).

Now suppose 1 < k+a <[+ and 0 < s < k + «, and assume claim (2_3:) is
true for Céoo’)a(ﬁ; E)when 0 < kg <kand 0 < sy <ko+a Ifuc Cé’)a(ﬁ; E),
then |u|, = p"|ulg = O(p°*™) by definition, so it suffices to prove that Vu €
Cf_;rlva(M; E®T*M) with norm bounded by ||u||cécs,;x(M;E). If D =V —V denotes
the difference tensor between the Levi-Civita connections of g and g, a computation
shows that D is the 3-tensor whose components are given in any coordinates by

DY = —p~'(0F0;p + 8¥0:p — 5,,00p). (3.10)

Working in background coordinates, we find that pDu € C’é’)a (M;E®T*M) since
the coeflicients of pD are in Céég (M). Since Vu € Céc;ll’;l(M; E®T*M) by Lemma
3.1(a), we use Lemma 3.1(f) to conclude that

pVu = pVu + pDu

€ pC{ i (M; E @ T*M) + Ci (M; E @ T* M)

CCiy (M E@ T M)
with norm bounded by a multiple of HUHck,a(ﬁ_E). Therefore, since pVu is a tensor
() W

field of weight r + 1, the inductive hypothesis implies that pVu € C’f;rlfi (M;E®
T*M), which implies in turn that Vu € O, (M; E @ T*M) as desired.

For part (:_5), we begin with the scalar case, and proceed by induction on k. Let
k =0, and suppose u € CO*(M). Given any Mébius chart ®,,: By — Va(po), let
(00, po) be the background coordinates of pg, and let v be the function ®*(p~“u)
on Bs, so that

u(8, p) = p*v((0 — o)/ po, p/po)-
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The hypothesis means that v € C%%(By),
(0, p) € Va(po), we estimate

[u(@, p)| = |p*v((6 = 00)/po; p/po)| < p*[lullo,a.a- (3.11)

Since p is bounded above on M, this shows in particular that sup |u| is bounded by
a multiple of ||ul|o,a.o. Similarly, if (6, p) and (6', p") are in Va(pg), we have

u(8, p) — (0, p")] = |p*v((8 — b0)/po, p/ po) — p"“v((8" = b0)/po, P’/ po)|
< p*[0((0 = 60)/po, p/po) = v((8" = o)/ po. p'/ po)|
+ (0™ = P ((O" = 00)/po. P/ po)]
(0, p) — (&', p")|™.
To complete the k = 0 case, it suffices to extend (8.12) to any (6, p) and (¢', p')

that lie in the same background chart, for then u extends continuously to the
boundary as an element of C?dsl (M). Note that there is a real number v € (1,2)

such that whenever |(6, p) — (6/,p')] < vp, the points (8, p) and (¢, p’) lie in the
image of the same Mobius chart. We estimate as follows:

u(8, p) — u(0, )] < |u(8, p) — u(®, p)| + |u(0', p) — u(®’, ). (3.13)
For the first term, the case in which [0 — 0’| < vp is taken care of by (8.12). On the
other hand, if |0 — 6’| > ~p, (8.11)) gives

=

[u(0, p) = u(®’, p)| < |u(®, p)| + [u(0', p)|

o For

(3.12)

< 277%ullo,a,al0 — 0|
(97 p) - (9/7 p/)la'
To estimate the second term of (8.13), let N be a positive integer such that p’ lies

in the interval [y"p, ¥V *1p]. Then, since (¢',7'p) and (6’,7"*'p) lie in the image
of a single Mébius chart, as do (6,7 p) and (¢, '), (8.12) gives

| ey

u(@', p") —u(®, p)| < |u(@,p)— p) + Z [u(@', 7" p) — u(®',~'p)|
N—-1
< Cllullo,a,a (Ip’ — o+ D e - pl“)
1=0
N-1
/ _ (e} _ 1 [N
I =Npl + (v p y
=0
_ / N 7a -1
= Clulloce (|p A ARy
< Cullo,asa (107 =ANp1* + 17V = pI),

where the last inequality follows from the fact that v — 1 < C(y™ — 1)® when
N > 1. Since both terms in parentheses above are bounded by |p— p/|* and thus by
[(8,p) — (0, p)|*, this completes the argument for the £ = 0 case. (I am indebted
to Eric Bahuaud for pointing out a gap in an earlier version of this proof, and
providing helpful suggestions for fixing it.)
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For k > 1, to show that u € C(ko’;l (M), it suffices to show that u is bounded and

Vu e Cécojl’a(M ) whenever V is a smooth vector field on M. It is straightforward
to check that any such vector field maps C,l:fa (M) into C’,’::llfa(M ). Thus if u €

C,ffa (M), then Vu € Cf:llfa (M) C C(kojl’a(ﬁ) by induction, with norm bounded
by ||ullk,ak+a- Since |u| is obvious uniformly bounded by |u||k a,k+a, it follows
that u € C(g* ().

Finally, let E be a (’q’) tensor bundle. If u € C,]:;ro‘a+r(M; E), to show that u €

C’(ko’)o‘ (M; E) we have to show that the components of v in any background coordinate

domain €2 are in C?O’)a (©2). These components are given by complete contractions
of tensor products of v with tensors of the form i, ® - - ® Opip, @A ® - - - ® df1,
each of which is in Cﬂf (Q; T{M). By Lemma 8.6(a), these tensor products are
in C,’:fa(Q;E ® TM). Since complete contraction clearly maps this space into
C,l:fa (€2), the result for tensor fields follows from the scalar case. O

LEMMA 3.8. Let: RT — [0,1] be a smooth function that is equal to 1 on [0, 1]
and supported in [0,1), and set ¥-(q) = ¥ (p(q)/e) for g€ M. If0 < a <1 and
0<k+a<l+p, thenp. € C**(M), with norm bounded independently of ¢.

PrOOF. Working directly with the definition of C*®(M), for any Mé&bius co-
ordinate chart ®,,, we have to show that ® 1.(z,y) = ¥(p(po)y/e) is uniformly

bounded in C*%(By). Since e™2 < y < €2 on By, @7 ¥ will be identically equal
to 0 or 1 on B unless %86_2 < p(po) < ee?. Under these restrictions, it is easy to
verify that 1(p(po)y/€) is uniformly bounded in C*(By). O

LEMMA 39. If 1 < p < o0, d € R, and 0 < k < [, the set of compactly
supported smooth tensor fields is dense in H(?’p(M; E).

PROOF. Suppose u € H?’p(M; E). First we show that u can be approximated
in the H?’p norm by compactly supported elements of H?’p(M; E).

Let 1. be as in the preceding lemma. We will show that (1 —t¢:)u — u in
H}? as e — 0, which by Lemma 8.4 is the same as V7 (y.u) — 0 in Hy” whenever
0 < j < k. By the product rule,

J
VI (o) = > CiVIh @ Vi,

=0

Since |V~ |, is bounded and supported where p < 2e, we have

IVt e Vil <0 [ eVl av,
{p<2e}
By Lemma 8.4, | p’éviu|§ is integrable, so the integral on the right-hand side above
goes to zero as € — 0 by the dominated convergence theorem.
Next we must check that if u € H(?’p(M; E) is compactly supported in M, it
can be approximated in the H?’p norm by smooth, compactly supported tensor

fields. The classical argument involving convolution with an approximate identity
shows that u can be approximated in the standard Sobolev H*P norm on a slightly
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larger compact set by tensor fields in C2°(M; E). However, on any fixed compact
subset of M, it is easy to see that the H?’p norm is equivalent to the H*P? norm,
thus completing the proof. O



CHAPTER 4

Elliptic Operators

In this chapter, we collect some basic facts regarding elliptic operators on
asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds. Throughout this chapter we assume (M, g) is
a connected asymptotically hyperbolic (n + 1)-manifold of class C*# for some [ > 2
and 0 < 8 < 1, and p is a fixed smooth defining function.

Let E and F be geometric tensor bundles over M. We will say a linear partial
differential operator P: C°(M; E) — C*°(M; F) is a geometric operator of order
m if the components of Pu in any coordinate frame are given by linear functions of
the components of w and their partial derivatives, whose coefficients are universal
polynomials in the components of the metric g, their partial derivatives, and the
function (det g;;)~! (or (det g;;)~'/2 if M is oriented), such that the coefficient of
any jth derivative of u involves at most the first m — j derivatives of the metric.
A geometric operator is, in particular, an example of a regular natural differential
operator in the terminology introduced by P. Stredder [:E')E').'] We note that such an
operator is automatically invariant under (orientation-preserving) isometries. By
the results of E‘:a]a P is geometric of order m if and only if Pu can be written as a
sum of contractions of tensors of the form

Viue V*Rm @ --- @ VM Rm @
IR QR R ®g ' RdV,® - ®@dV,, (4.1)

p factors q factors s factors

(possibly after reordering indices), with 0 < j < m and 0 < k; < m — j — 2, and
with s = 0 unless M is oriented. Here Rm is the (covariant) Riemann curvature
tensor of g, and dVj is its Riemannian volume form.

If E and F are tensor bundles over M, a differential operator P: C*®(M; E) —
C>*(M; F) is said to be uniformly degenerate if it can be written in background
coordinates as a system of operators that are polynomials in pd/36" with coefficients
that are at least continuous up to the boundary.

LEMMA 4.1. Let (M,g) be an asymptotically hyperbolic (n + 1)-manifold of
class C4P, 0 < B < 1. Suppose E is a geometric tensor bundle over M, and
P: C®(M;E) — C*°(M;E) is a geometric operator of order m < 1. Then P is

uniformly degenerate.

PROOF. As noted above, for any section v of FE, Pu can be written as a sum of
contractions of terms like ({.1). If u is covariant of degree r; and contravariant of
degree o, then this tensor product has 7 + 2¢ upper indices and r1 +j + 2p+ (n +
1)s+4l+ )", ki lower indices. (The 41 lower indices are the undifferentiated indices
of the [ copies of Rm.) Because we are assuming that Pu is the same type of tensor
as u, 2q of the upper indices must be contracted against j+2p+ (n+1)s+4l+) . k;

23
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of the lower indices, so in particular we must have

2¢=j+2p+(n+1)s+4l+ > ki (4.2)
i
It is obvious that tensoring with g = p?g, 3! = p~2¢g~"', and dVg = p"*'dV,
are all uniformly degenerate operators. Using formula (8.1(]) for the components of
the difference tensor D = V —V, we see that the components of prj in background
coordinates are C''% up to the boundary. It follows that (pV)! = (pV + pD)? is
a uniformly degenerate operator for 0 < j < [. Since [V,plu = u ® dp is also
uniformly degenerate, it follows by induction that p? V7 is uniformly degenerate as
well.
A straightforward computation (cf. Eli):, :Q?:]) shows that the components of
Rm are given by

Rijer = —|dp|2(girgjt — gugix) + p°p1(, 9" 09) + p *p2(7,7 ', 09,0%g), (4.3)
where p; and p, are universal polynomials, so p* Rm € Cégfﬁ (M, T*M). Moreover,

an easy induction shows that for k < 1 — 2, p**k*VkRm € Céo_f_k’ﬁ(ﬁ, T4M). Tt

follows that tensoring with p*t*V*Rm is_ a uniformly degenerate operator. By

virtue of ({.2), therefore, we can rewrite (4.1)) in the following manifestly uniformly
degenerate form:

pjvju®p4+k1vk1Rm® ®p4+klkaRm®p29®®p29®
p—2g—1 ® ...®p—29—1 ®pn+1qu ® “.®pn+1qu' (44)

Since contraction of a lower index against an upper one is also uniformly degenerate,
the result follows. O

If P is a uniformly degenerate operator, for each s € C we define the indicial
map of P to be the bundle map I5(P): E|onp — Flon defined by

I(P)(@) = (p~*P(p°u))lom,

where p is any smooth defining function, and w is extended arbitrarily to a C™
section of F in a neighborhood of M. It is easy to check that the indicial map of any
uniformly degenerate operator is a continuous bundle map, which is independent
of the extension or the choice of defining function. For geometric operators, we can
say more.

LEMMA 4.2. Suppose (M, g) is an asymptotically hyperbolic (n + 1)-manifold
of class CP, and P: C®(M;E) — C*®(M;E) is a geometric operator of order
m < 1. Then for each s € C, I;(P): Elan — Elan is a CP bundle map.

PROOF. It is an immediate consequence of the definition of the indicial map
that if P, and P» are uniformly degenerate operators with sufficiently smooth co-
efficients, then

I;(Pyo Py) = I,(Py) o Ii(P),
I;(Py 4+ Po) = I,(P) + Is(P).
Since a sum or composition of two C# bundle maps is again of class C*?, it suffices

to display P as a sum of compositions of uniformly degenerate operators with O
indicial maps.
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Writing P as a sum of contractions of terms of the form (4.4), we see that it
suffices to show that each of the following uniformly degenerate operators has C*?
indicial map:

(a) ur pPViu;

(b) ur— u® p***V*Rm.

(c) ur u® pg;

(d) u—uep g
(e) ur—u® p"tidv,.

The last three operators above are themselves C'# bundle maps over M, whose
indicial maps are just their restrictions to M, so there is nothing to prove in those
cases. For @)7 observe that p/ V/u can be written as a sum of compositions of the
operators [p, V] and pV. Since the commutator [p, V]lu = —u ® dp is a smooth
bundle map and therefore has smooth indicial map, we need only consider the
operator pV. Let D = V — V be the difference tensor as in the preceding proof,
and observe that for any u € C(lo) (M; E),

p~*(pV (p°w)) = p~*(pV (p°T) + pD(p°7))
=su®dp+ pD(@) + O(p).
As noted above, T — T ® dp is a smooth bundle map; and it follows from (8.10)
that pD is a C*? bundle map. Therefore the indicial map of pV is C*# as claimed.
To analyze the remaining operator, u — u ® p***V*Rm, let K be the 4-tensor
field on M whose components are
Kiji = —(9ixgjt — girgjr),
and let K be
Kiji = =G0 — Gur) = P Kiju-
Because the assumption that ¢ is asymptotically hyperbolic means that |dplg = 1
on M, we can write |dp|lg = 1 + pv, where v € Céo_)l’ﬁ(ﬂ). Using (4.3), therefore,
we can write

Rm=K+p 3V =p*K+p3V, (4.5)

where V' € Céo_f’ﬁ(ﬁ, T*M). Tt follows that I,(u — u ® p*Rm) is just tensoring

with K |gaz, which is a C'# bundle map. On the other hand, Lemma 3.7(a) shows
that

Rm—-K=p3V ¢ p73056)2’ﬁ(ﬁ; T4M)
c p3C 2P (M T M) = C2P (M T M.
Because K is parallel, VERm = V¥(Rm — K) € Ci_2_k’ﬁ (M;T*M). In particular,
this implies that
|V Rl = [V Rml, = O(p), (46)
so p*t*V¥Rm has vanishing indicial map for k& > 0. O

A complex number s is called a characteristic exponent of P at p € OM if I;(P)
is singular at p. Its multiplicity is the dimension of the kernel of I5(P): E; —
E5. If s is a characteristic exponent of P somewhere on OM, we just say it is a
characteristic exponent of P.
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Let (B, g) be the unit ball model of hyperbolic space as described in Chapter g,
let £ denote the tensor bundle over B that corresponds to E (i.e., associated to the
same representation of O(n + 1) or SO(n + 1)), and let P: C=(B; E) — C>°(B; E)
be the geometric operator on E whose coordinate formula is the same as that
of P. Because P is invariant under (orientation-preserving) isometries of B, and
Euclidean rotations in the unit ball model of hyperbolic space are isometries of
g that act transitively on the sphere S™ = JB, it follows that the characteristic
exponents of P and their multiplicities are constant on 0B. The next lemma shows
that the analogous statement holds for P as well.

LEMMA 4.3. Let (M,g) be a connected asymptotically hyperbolic (n + 1)-
manifold of class C%P, and let P: C*°(M;E) — C>®(M;E) be a geometric op-
erator of order m < [. The characteristic exponents of P and their multiplicities
are constant on OM , and are the same as those of P.

PROOF. Let p € OM be arbitrary, and let (6, p) be any background coordinates
defined on a neighborhood of p in M. By an affine change of background coordi-
nates, we may arrange that p = (0,0) and g,; = d;; at p. Let ®: V' — M be the
Mobius chart given by (6, p) = ®(z,y) = (z,y) in terms of these background coor-
dinates, defined on some neighborhood V of (0,0) in H. Let § be the Riemannian
metric ®*g on VN H, let P = ®* o Po®~'* and let I,(P)(w) = y~*P(y*u) be the
indicial map of P. Then I,(P) = ®* o I,(P)o ®~'*, so the characteristic exponents
and multiplicities of P at (0,0) € 9H are the same as those of P at ®(z,0). Thus
it suffices to show that I,(P) = I,(P) at (0,0).

For convenience, here is a summary of the several metrics being considered in
this proof:

g (the given asymptotically hyperbolic metric on M),
g=1r (on M),

g=®%g (on an open subset of H),

g (the hyperbolic metric on H).

Arguing as in the proof of the preceding lemma, it suffices to show that each
of the following operators has vanishing indicial map at (0, 0):

(a) uw— pVu — pVu,
(b) u— u® (p?g — p?9),
(¢) ur u® (251 — p2g1),
(d) ur u® (pHdVy — pttidvy),
() ur— u® (p4+k§k% _ p4+kﬁkR“m)'
If welet B =V — ?_t_)e the difference tensor between the two connections, a
computation based on (8.10) yields

PE;k = +0;p(T"Gps — 6"611) + O(p).

Because g,;; = d;; at P, it follows that p%— p? is a zero-order operator that vanishes
at (0,0).

The next three operators, tensoring with (h)—(d), are obviously zero-order op-
erators vanishing at (0,0), so their indicial maps have the same property. To
complete the proof, we need to show that the indicial map of (9:) vanishes at (0,0).
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This is obvious from the argument in the preceding proof when k > 0, because
both p*T*V*Rm and p***V*Rm individually have vanishing indicial maps. On
the other hand, the preceding proof showed that the restriction of p4]/%\77/1 to OM is
equal to K, which in turn is equal to p*Rm at (0,0). This completes the proof. O

The next observation we need to make is that if P is a formally self-adjoint
geometric operator acting on a geometric tensor bundle of weight r, its set of
characteristic exponents is symmetric about the line Res = n/2 — r. This will
follow easily from the next lemma.

PROPOSITION 4.4. Let (M, g) be an asymptotically hyperbolic (n+ 1)-manifold
of class C'"#. Suppose that m <1 and P: C*(M; E) — C*(M; E) is an mth order
geometric operator acting on sections of a geometric tensor bundle E of weight r,
and let P* denote its formal adjoint. Then

IS(P*) = n—ZT—E(P)*-

PROOF. Choose any point p € M, and let (6, p) be background coordinates
in a neighborhood € of p in M. Then we can write P locally as

Pu@,p)= Y I (0,0)(pd,) - (pdy Ju(, p),
0<k<m
1<ji,...,je<n+1
where each coefficient a7'~7% (6, p) is a matrix-valued C!~™+*8 function (the coor-
dinate representation of a bundle map from E to itself). Suppose now that @ is a
section of E that has a C™ extension to M. Then pd;(p*u) = O(p**t1)if i #n+1,
so I5(P) is given locally by

L (Pyu = liny S p a0, p)(pOns1) -+ (pOn41) (p°TU(0, p))

0<k<m
Ji=+=jr=n+1

> sfalI(0,0)m(6,0).
0<k<m
Ji=-=jk=n+1

To compute I;(P*), we first compute the formal adjoint of a monomial of the
form p0; as follows. Let § = p%g, which is a C*% metric on M. The inner products
on F defined by g and g are related by (u,v), = p*" (u, v)g, and the volume elements
by dV, = p~"~'dV4. If u, v are smooth sections of E compactly supported in QNM,
then

/ (u, pOiv)gdVy = / P> "N, pdiv)g(det g)' /2 ot ... don T
M M
_ / (Db (@), ) (det )12 dBY . .. d
M

_ /M<p"+1-2rai<p”-"ub<§>>,v>g av,,

1

where b(g) is a constant-coefficient polynomial in the components of g, g, and

(detg)'/2. From this, it follows easily that
(p9;)" = —pd; + (n — 2r)5; " — pb,
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where b; = 9;b(g) is C'~1% up to M. Therefore,

P*u(ea p) = Z (_pajk + (n - 2T)6;Lk+1 - pbjk) T
0<k<m
1<ji,--,Je<n+1

(—pdj, + (n—2r)87 " — pbj, ) (a7 7(8, p)*u(8, p)),
and we conclude that

I, (P")u = lim § p*(=pOni1 4 (n—2r) — pbpy1) -+
p—0
0<k<m
Ji==jr=n+l1

(=pOns1 + (n = 2r) = pbys1) (@ 7% (8, p)* (0°T(6, p)))
= > (n—2r—s)fa9(0,0)"u(0,0)

0<k<m
ji==jr=n+1

- n72r7§(P)*ﬂ7
which was to be proved. [l

COROLLARY 4.5. If P is a formally self-adjoint geometric operator of order
m < [, then the set of characteristic exponents of P is symmetric about the line
Res=n/2—r.

PROOF. The preceding proposition shows that I5(P) = I;(P*) = I,,_2,—35(P)*.
Thus if s is a characteristic exponent of P, then I,_2,._5(P)*, and hence also
I, _2,_5(P), is singular, which means that s’ = n — 2r — 5 is also a characteristic
exponent. Since Im s =Im s’ and (Res + Res’) = n/2 —r, the result follows. O

This corollary shows that a geometric self-adjoint operator P must have at least
one characteristic exponent whose real part is greater than or equal to n/2 —r. We
define the indicial radius of P to be the smallest nonnegative number R such that
P has a characteristic exponent whose real part is n/2 —r+ R. (This is well-defined
because the set of characteristic exponents is finite by Lemma 4.3.)

Next we investigate the mapping properties of geometric operators on our
weighted spaces.

LEMMA 4.6. Let P: C*°(M; E) — C*°(M; F) be a geometric operator of order

(a) If0eR, 1 <p<oo, andm < k <, then P extends naturally to a bounded
mapping
P: HYP(M; E) — HE "™ P(M; F).
(b) If6eR,0<a< 1, andm < k+a<l+ 0, then P extends naturally to a
bounded mapping
P: CY*(M;E) — CY™(M; F).

PROOF. Let {®;} be a uniformly locally finite covering of M by Mobius charts
as in Lemma :_2-_-2 Let E be the bundle over hyperbolic space associated to the same
O(n + 1) or SO(n + 1) representation as E, and for each i, let P;: C*°(Bg; E) —
C*°(By; E) be the operator defined by P, = ®f o P o (®;')*. Since the metric
g; = ®}g is uniformly C# equivalent to § in Mébius coordinates by Lemma (2.1),
it follows that the coefficients of the jth derivatives of uw that appear in P;u are
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uniformly bounded in C'*~™+5:#(B,). Therefore, using Lemmas 3.5 and 3.6(a), we
have

| Pul

Eps < Czp(pi)_éHq)rPu”k,p;Bz
= O o) I PA® ) i

<O Y o) @l g
A

< C"|ullk—m.p.5:

with an analogous estimate in the Hélder case. [l

Recall from Chapter E_’x'that when p* =p/(p—1), Hg’g’* (M; E) is naturally dual

to Hg’p (M; E) under the standard L? pairing. The next lemma shows that P is
symmetric with respect to this pairing.

LEMMA 4.7. Suppose P satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem :_(-/7 If1 < p<oo,
p* =p/(p—1), and § € R, then (Pu,v) = (u, Pv) for all u € HYy?(M;E), v €
HYY (M E).

PROOF. This is true for u,v € C°(M; E) by the fact that P is formally self-
adjoint. The general result follows by density. (|

The following lemma is a standard application of rescaling techniques and clas-
sical interior elliptic regularity (cf. [2d, Prop. 3.4], [, Lemma 2.4], and [8, Lemma
4.1.1]).

LEMMA 4.8. Let P: C°(M; E) — C*(M; F) be a geometric elliptic operator
of order m.
(a) Suppose 0 € R, 1 <p<oo, andm <k <Il. Ifue Hg’p(M;E) is such that
Pu e HY ™P(M; F), then u € Hy"(M; E) and

lullkp.s < CU[Pullk—mps + llullop.s)- (4.7)

(b) Suppose s e R, 0 < a <1, andm <k+a <I+8. Ifuec CY*(M;E) is
such that Pu € C¥~™%(M; F), then u € C¥*(M; E) and

[ullk,0,5 < O Pullk—m,a,s + lulloo0.s)- (4.8)

PRrROOF. Under the hypotheses of case (&), u is locally in H*P by interior
elliptic regularity, so only the estimate (4.7) needs to be proved. Let {®;} be a
uniformly locally finite covering of M by Mdbius charts as in Lemma 2.2 and
let P; = ®f o Po (®;1)* as in the proof of Lemma 4.6. Since the coefficients of
the highest-order terms in P; are constant-coefficient polynomials in g; = ®f¢ and
(det g;)~'/2, and g; is uniformly equivalent to the hyperbolic metric by Lemma 2.1,
P; is uniformly elliptic on By. Moreover, since the coefficients of P; are uniformly
bounded in C*~™:%(By) by the same lemma, we have the following standard local
elliptic estimate 48, :

[ellepim < CUIPwlk—mp:B2 + l[ullo.p:B,),
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where the constant C_'_depends on P, k, p, and 4, but is independent of v and 1.
Thus, using Lemma 3.5 again, we have

[ull,p,6 < CZP i) (1@l

k,p;B1
<c/zppl (1@ )k + @5l pe,)

,p; B2

= C’Zp ()~ 1®F (P)l|h—m g2 +C" Y plp2) 25 ullo

< C"(IIPullk—m.p.s + ullo,p,s)-

The argument for case (h) is similar, using interior Holder estimates [26]. O

LEMMA 4.9. If P satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem :_C,’, then P is self-adjoint
as an unbounded operator on L*(M; E).

PROOF. Because of the density of C°(M;E) in H™?(M;E), P is densely
defined, and Lemma 'ﬁl-_é‘] shows that its domain is exactly H™?(M;E). Clearly
the domain of its Hilbert space adjoint contains H™?2(M; E). On the other hand,
if v is in the domain of the adjoint, then there exists w € L?(M;E) such that
(v, Pu) = (w,u) for all u € L2(M E). This means in particular that Pv = w as
distributions, which by Lemma 4 S implies that v € H™?(M; E). Thus the domain
of the adjoint is equal to the domain of P. O

Next we present some elementary preliminary results about Fredholm operators
on these weighted spaces. Our first lemma reduces the problem of proving LP
Fredholm theorems to estimates near the boundary. A partial differential operator
P acting on sections of a vector bundle over a connected manifold M is said to have
the weak unique continuation property if any solution to Pu = 0 that vanishes on
an open set must vanish on all of M. It has been shown recently by G. Nakamura,
G. Uhlmann, and J.-N. Wang [:;:7:] that every strongly elliptic operator has this
property. We say an operator is semi-Fredholm if it has finite-dimensional kernel
and closed range.

LEMMA 4.10. Let P: C°(M; E) — C®(M; E) be a formally self-adjoint geo-
metric elliptic operator of order m < [. Suppose 1 < p < oo and § € R. Then
P: H(?’p(M;E) — H[?*m’p(M;E) is semi-Fredholm for m < k <l if and only if
there exist a compact subset K C M and a constant ¢ > 0 such that the following
estimate holds for all w € C°(M \ K; E):

cllullop.s < [1Pullop.s: (4.9)
If P is semi-Fredholm and has the weak unique continualion property, then ('(_L-_S-):)

holds for every compact subset K C M with nonempty interior. If both (1.9) and
cllullogr.—s < [Pullopr.—s (4.10)

hold for u e C°(M \ K; E), where p* = p/(p — 1), then P is Fredholm.

PROOF. The argument in the forward direction is fairly standard; see, for ex-
ample, [:_lg, Thm. 1.10] and [-’_?'.', Prop. 2.6]. Let U and V be precompact open subsets
of M such that K C U c U C V, and let ¢ € C*°(M) be a smooth bump function

that is equal to 1 on K and supported in U. It is easy to check that multiplication
by % is a bounded map from H?’p(M; E) to itself for any &, p,d. On the compact
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set V, the H?’p norm is uniformly equivalent to the standard H*? norm, and P is
uniformly elliptic.

First observe that (1.9) extends to all u € H(?’p (M; E) by continuity. For any
U € Hf’p(M; E), we can write u = Uy, +ug, where ug := 1u is supported in U and
Uoo := (1 — ¢)u is supported in M ~\ K. We estimate as follows:

lullkp.s < [[toollk,p,s + [[1ollk,p.s-

For the first term, ({.7) gives

ks < C1([[Ptcollk—m,p,s + [tsolo,p,s)
< Co([|1Pucs [l k—m.p,s + [[Pticollo,p,s)
< Co(I(X = ¥) Pullk—m.p.s + I[P, lullk—m.p.s)
< Cs([[Pullp—mps + lulls-1 pv),

[|tool

where in the last line we have used the fact that [P, ] is an operator of order m — 1
supported on V.
For the second term, standard interior elliptic estimates yield
[uollk.p.s = lluolly, s
S Ol(||Pu0||k—m7p76;V + ||u0| O)p)é;v)
< Ci(llpPullk—m.p.s + [P )ullh—mps + llul
< Co([[Pullk—mps + [l -1 piwr)-

0,17,5;7)

Finally, standard interpolation inequalities on the compact set V (see [Eli):, Thm.
3.70]) allow us to replace [ull,_; 5 by Cllullg .7 + €llullk,p,s with an arbitrarily
small constant €. Absorbing the € term on the left-hand side, we conclude

[ullk,p.s < CUIPUllk—m,ps + [l p)- (4.11)

Now suppose {u;} is a sequence in Ker P N H?’p(M; E). Normalize u; so that
|lwil[k.p.s = 1. By the Rellich lemma on the compact set V, some subsequence
converges in H%?(V; E). From (4.11) we conclude that this subsequence is Cauchy
and hence convergent in H?’p(M; E), and therefore Ker P N H(?’p(M; E) is finite-
dimensional.

Next we need to show that P has closed range. Since Ker P is finite-
dimensional, it has a closed complementary subspace ¥ C Hf’p (M; E). 1 claim
there is a constant C' such that

lullkp,s < CllPullk—m,p,s forallu e Y. (4.12)

If not, there is a sequence {u;} C Y with
ullps = 1 and | Pl mps — 0.

By the Rellich lemma again, there exists a subsequence (still denoted by {u;}) that
converges in H%?(V; E). Then @:1:1:) shows that the subsequence also converges
in Hy'"(M; E). However, the limit u then satisfies |[u|[y,s = 1 and Pu = 0 by
continuity, and is therefore a nonzero element of Y NKer P, which is a contradiction.

Now if u; € HyP(M;E) with Pu; = fi — f in Héc_m_’p_(g\/[;F), we can as-
sume without loss of generality that each u; € Y, and then (4.12) shows that {u;}
converges in H(?’p (M; E), which shows that P has closed range.



32 4. ELLIPTIC OPERATORS

Conversely, suppose P: HYP(M; E) — Hr ™P(M; E) is semi-Fredholm. Let
K C M be a compact subset chosen as follows: If P has the unique continuation
property, K can be any compact subset of M with nonempty interior; otherwise,
let K = M ~ A., where ¢ > 0 is chosen small enough that no element of the
finite-dimensional space Ker P N Hy""?(M; E) vanishes identically on K.

The key fact is that there exists ¢ > 0 such that

lw = vllo,p.6 = cllullop.s (4.13)

whenever u € Hy'"(M; E) is supported in M ~ K and v € Ker P N Hy"P(M; E).
To see this, note that our choice of K ensures that || - |lo,p.5;x is a norm on Ker PN
H{"P(M;E). Since all norms on a finite-dimensional vector space are equivalent,
there exists a constant a such that

HU”O,p,é;K > al|v]

for all v € Ker P N H{"?(M; E). Suppose now that u is supported in M ~\ K,
llullop,s = 1, and v € Ker P N H{"P(M; E). If ||v]jop,s < 1/(1+ a), then by the
reverse triangle inequality

0,p,6

1 a
l+a 1+a
If on the other hand ||v||o,p,s > 1/(1 + @), then because u vanishes on K,

v —=vllop.s > [[ullops — [[vlops > 1

Hu 'U”O,p,zs Z ||LL vHO,p,é;K — H'U”O,p,zs;K
> || H >
al|lv .
= 0,p,0 = 1

Inequality (4.13) (with ¢ = a/(1+ a)) then follows for general u by homogeneity.

As above, Ker P N H(?’p (M; E) has a closed complementary subspace Y, and
both Y and P(H}?(M;E)) ¢ Hy "™P(M;E) are Banach spaces with the in-
duced norms. Then Ply:Y — P(Hf’p(M;E)) is bijective, and its inverse
(Ply)~*t: P(H(?’p(M;E)) — Y is bounded by the open mapping theorem. This
means there exists a constant C' > 0 such that (4.1%) holds.

Let u € H[?’p(M;E) be supported in M \ K, and write v = ug + uy, with
ug € Ker P, uy €Y. It follows from (4.13) that

luy [lo.p,6 = llu— wollo,p,s = cllullops,
and therefore, by (:_21:1:2) with k = m,

[ullop,s < C_1||UY||0,17,5 < C_l||uY||m,p,5
< ¢ ClPuylops = ¢ CllPullo ps,
which is (4.9). . .

Finally, suppose that both (4.9) and (4.10) hold. To show that P is actually
Fredholm, all that remains to be shown is that the range of P has finite codimen-
sion in HY "™P(M; F). Recall that H*? (M; E) is dual to HJ"(M; E) under the
standard L? pairing. The argument above, using (4.10) instead of (4.9), shows
that P* = P: H*?"(M; E) — H";™" (M; E) has finite-dimensional kernel. Any
vE Hg’g* (M; E) that annihilates the range of P in HY ™7 (M; E) satisfies in par-
ticular (v, Pu) = 0 for all u € C°(M; E), so is a distribution solution to Pv = 0.
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By Lemma EI._E}, v E Hf’f* (M; E). Thus there is at most a finite-dimensional sub-
space of Hg’g* (M; E) that annihilates the range of P. Since P(HY?(M;E)) is
closed in Hy~"™P(M; E), it has finite codimension. O



CHAPTER 5

Analysis on Hyperbolic Space

In this chapter, we will analyze the behavior of geometric elliptic operators on
hyperbolic space, which serves as a model for the more general case. Our goal is
to show that if P is an operator on hyperbolic space satisfying the hypotheses of
Theorem 97 then P is an isomorphism on appropriate weighted Sobolev and Holder
spaces. (In the next chapter, we will use the resulting inverse map to piece together
a parametrix for the analogous operator acting on an arbitrary asymptotically hy-
perbolic manifold.)

For the purposes of this chapter, we will use the Poincaré ball model, identifying
hyperbolic space with the unit ball B ¢ R"*! with coordinates (£*,...,£"*1), and
with the hyperbolic metric § = 4(1 — [£])72Y_,(d€%)?. The hyperbolic distance
function can be written in terms of the Euclidean norm and dot product as

L+ €A+ nl*) — 48 -
A= KHA =M

dz(&,m) = cosh™*
It will be convenient to use

1 1— ¢
p(§) = _ Lo |2
coshdy(&,0) 1+ [¢]

as a defining function for the ball, where 0 = (0, ...,0) denotes the origin in B C
R+,

Throughout this chapter, E will be a geometric tensor bundle of weight r over
B, and P: C*(B; F) — C°°(B; E) will be a formally self-adjoint geometric elliptic
operator of order m. The fact that P is geometric implies that it is isometry
invariant: If ¢ is any orientation-preserving hyperbolic isometry and u is any section
of E/, then

¢*(Pu) = P(¢"u). (5.1)

We will assume that P satisfies (j.4). Then by Lemma 4.10, P: H™?(B; E) —
L?(B; E) is Fredholm. The next lemma shows that this is equivalent to being an
isomorphism.

LEMMA 5.1. Suppose P: C*®°(B; E) — C*(B; E) is a geometric elliptic opera-
tor of order m on B. Then P: H™?(B; E) — HY2(B; F) is Fredholm if and only if
it is an isomorphism.

PROOF. If P is an isomorphism, then clearly it is Fredholm. Conversely, if P
is Fredholm, then by Lemma 4.10 P satisfies

[ull < C||Pul (5.2)

whenever wu is supported in the complement of some compact set K. Suppose u is
any smooth, compactly supported section of E. There is a Mdbius transformation

34
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¢ such that ¢~ !(suppu) C B\ K, so ¢*u satisfies (5:2) Because P and the
L? norm are preserved by ¢, u itself satisfies the same estimate. Therefore, by
continuity, (5.2) holds for all u € H™2, so Ker P is trivial. Since P is self-adjoint
as an unbounded operator on L?(M; E), its index is zero, which means that it is
also surjective. O

Let K be the Green kernel of P: That is, K is the Schwartz kernel of the oper-
ator P~1: [?*(B; E) — H™?(B; E). Invariantly, K is interpreted as a distributional
section of the bundle Hom(n3 E, 75 E') over B x B, where 7; is projection on the jth
factor. For all f € L*(B; E),

Plf(e) = / K (&) f(n)dVi(n). (5.3)
B

Equivalently, if we write K,,(§) = K(&,n), K, satisfies
PKU(&‘) = 677(6) IdEn

in the distribution sense and K, € L? on the complement of a neighborhood of .
Somewhat more explicitly, for any n € B and ug € E,, Kyuo is a (distributional)
section of E satisfying P(K,ug) = 0yuo. In particular, Ko(§) = K(£,0) can be
viewed as a fundamental solution for P on B with pole at 0.

By local elliptic regularity, K is C*° away from the diagonal {£ = n}. Since P
is formally self-adjoint, it is easy to check that K satisfies the symmetry condition
K(n,&) = K(& n)* for £ # n, where K(§,n)*: Ec — E,, is the (pointwise) adjoint
of K(§,n) € Hom(E,, E¢).

We extend our defining function p to a function p: BxB — [0, 1] of two variables
(still denoted by the same symbol) by

e L 0-leBa-pP)
’ coshdy(§,m) (L4 [€[*) (1 +[nf*) —4¢ -7
Observe that p(£,0) = p(&).
Our main technical tool in this chapter is the following decay estimate for K.

PROPOSITION 5.2. Let P: C®(B; E) — C(B; E) be a formally self-adjoint
geometric elliptic operator of order m satisfying (1.4). Then P has positive indicial
radius R, and for any € > 0 there is a constant C such that

|K(&,m)| < Cp(&,m)"/2 e (5.4)

whenever dg(§,m) > 1. (The norm here is the pointwise operator norm on
Hom(E,, E¢) with respect to the hyperbolic metric.)

PrOOF. The isometry invariance of P implies that K has the following equiv-
ariance property for any orientation-preserving hyperbolic isometry ¢:

K((€),0(n) = (¢*) " o K(&n) 0 " (5.5)

Also, since p is defined purely in terms of the hyperbolic distance function, it is
clearly isometry invariant:

p(p(&), (1) = p(&;n)-
Therefore, to prove (5.4), it suffices to show that

IK(£,0)] < Cp(€,0)/2+F—¢ — Cp(eyn/2+R—¢
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Note that K(§) = K(&,0) defines a smooth section of the bundle Hom(Ey, E) over
B~ {0}, whose fiber at £ is the vector space Hom(Ey, E¢).

The group of orientation-preserving hyperbolic isometries that fix 0 is exactly
SO(n + 1), acting linearly on the unit ball as isometries of both the hyperbolic and
Euclidean metrics. Let L C B be the ray L = {(0,...,0,¢) : 0 < ¢ < 1} along the
¢ntlaxis. The subgroup of SO(n + 1) that fixes L pointwise is SO(n) C SO(n+1),
realized as the group of linear isometries acting in the first n variables only. Observe
that for each &y € L, SO(n) acts orthogonally (or unitarily if £ is a complex tensor
bundle) on the fiber E¢, by pulling back.

Let Ey = Eél) D -@Eék) be an orthogonal decomposition of £y into irreducible
SO(n)-invariant subspaces. We extend this to a decomposition of the bundle E over

B~ {0} as follows. First, for each & € L, let Eg(z) be the subspace of E¢, obtained

by parallel translating E(()i) along L with respect to the Euclidean metric g; since
SO(n) acts as Euclidean isometries, it follows that

E,=E) ® - ®EY
is an orthogonal irreducible SO(n)-decomposition of Eg,. Then for an arbitrary
point £ € B\ {0}, let Eél) = (cp*)_lEéz), where & is the unique point of L such that
|60 = [€], and ¢ € SO(n+1) satisfies p(&) = €. Since Eéz) is invariant under SO(n),

Eéi) does not depend on the choice of . Since ¢ can be chosen locally to depend
smoothly on ¢ (by means of a smooth local section of the submersion SO(n+1) —
SO(n + 1)/SO(n) = S™), this results in k& smooth subbundles EM ... E®) of E
over B~ {0}.

For each pair of indices 4,j = 1,...,k, we choose an SO(n)-equivariant linear
map kéi’j ). Ey — Ey as follows: If Eéi) and Eéj ) are isomorphic as representa-
tions of SO(n), let k(()i’j ) be an SO(n)-equivariant Euclidean isometry from E(()i) to
Eéj), extended to be zero on E,gl) for I # 4; and otherwise let kéi’j) be the zero
map. By Schur’s lemma, the nonzero maps k(()i’j ) form a basis for the space of
SO(n)-equivariant endomorphisms of Ey. Let us renumber these nonzero maps as
Koo kY.

Next we extend each map &} to a section k/ of Hom(Ep, E) over B~ {0} in
the same way as we extended the spaces E(()i): First, for each point & € L, define
kgo : By — F¢, to be ké followed by g-parallel translation along L from 0 to &p; and
then for arbitrary £ € B ~\ {0}, define ké = (p") Lo kéo o ¢*, where & € L and
v € SO(n + 1) satisfies (&) = &.

I claim that there are smooth functions fi,..., fx: (0,1) — C such that

Ko(€) = > fi(p(€)kL (5.6)

for all € € B~ {0}. To see this, first note that for any point & € L, the equivariance
property (5.5) implies that Ko(&) is an SO(n)-equivariant linear map from E, to
E¢,, and therefore by Schur’s lemma it can be written as a linear combination of
the maps kgoz

Ko(%) = ¢j(€o)k, -

J
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For any other point § € B \ {0}, let {o be the point of L such that [§| = [¢], and
let € SO(n + 1) satisfy ¢(&) = &. Then (5.5) yields

Ko(&) = K(p(%0), ¢(0))
= (") o K(£,0)0

= Z cj(&)(g*) okl o (5.7)
=ik

Since p: L ~ {0} — (0,1) is a diffeomorphism, there are functions f;: (0,1) — C
such that f;(p(§)) = fi(p(&0)) = c¢;j(&) whenever [§| = |, and then (5.7) is
equivalent to (5.6). The smoothness of K implies that the functions f; are smooth.

Now the equation PKy = 0 reduces to an analytic system of ordinary differ-
ential equations for the functions f;, and the fact that P is uniformly degenerate
implies that this system has a regular singular point at p = 0. Because the sections
k7 of Hom(Ey, E) extend smoothly to B~ {0}, our definition of the indicial map of
P guarantees that the characteristic exponents of this system of ODEs are precisely
the characteristic exponents of the operator P. Therefore, by the standard theory
of ODEs with regular singular points, each coefficient function f; satisfies

|fi(t)] ~ Cjt%i|logt|* ast — 0 (5.8)
for some characteristic exponent s; and some nonnegative integer k;.

If up is any tensor in one of the summands E(()i), then the images kg(uo) lie in

different summands of E¢ and are therefore orthogonal, so

| Ko(&)uol2 Z £ (p()) |/€JU0|

where 7 is the Euclidean metric on B. Since ké is a Euclidean isometry onto its
image, |k§u0|§ is independent of . Therefore, if k:juo # 0, then on B~ {0} we have
[Ko(&)uolg = Clf;(p(€)] = Cp(€)* | log p(&)[™

for some positive constant C. Because Ko(§)uo is in L? away from 0, by Lemma
8.2 we must have Res; > n/2 — r for each such j. Since for each j there is some
ug such that kéuo # 0, the same inequality holds for every j. By definition of the
indicial radius R, this implies that in fact R > 0 and Res; > n/2 —r + R. Using
(b.§), we conclude that for any € > 0 there is a constant C' such that

£ ()] < CtV/27"+E=2 for ¢ away from 1.
This in turn implies
[Ko(§uoly < Cp(&)"[Ko(§)uolg
< C'p(&)"p(&)" P ugly
= C"p()"** 1 Jug|y
whenever d(£,0) > 1, which was to be proved. |

The next two lemmas give some estimates that will be needed to use our decay
estimate for proving mapping properties of P~1.
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LEMMA 5.3. For any real numbers p,q,r such thatp+1 >0 andr > q+1 >0,

there exists a constant C' depending only on p,q,r such that the following estimate
holds for all w € [0,1):

1up1 _ #)a
/ - dt <C(1—wu)?tr,
0

PrOOF. We use the following standard integral representation for hypergeo-
metric functions [27, p. 59]:

F(a,ﬁ,’y;z) =

I(y) / ) L
0

LB (y - B) (1 —tz)~
which is valid if Rey > Ref > 0 and |z| < 1. The hypergeometric function
F(a, B,7;2) is analytic for |z| < 1 and satisfies a second-order ODE that has a
regular singular point at z = 1 with characteristic exponents 0 and v — o — 3 [17,
p. 246]. As long as v — a — 3 < 0, therefore, it satisfies

|F(a,B,v;u)| <C1—u)"F if0o<u<l.
Applying this with a« =7, 8 =p+ 1, and v = p+ ¢ + 2 proves the lemma. O

LEMMA 5.4. Suppose a and b are real numbers such that a +b > n and a > b.
There exists a constant C depending only on n,a,b such that the following estimate

holds for all £, € B:
[ ptenr ot vy < Cole.c)

PROOF. By an isometry, we can arrange that ¢ =0 and £ = (0,...,0,7) is on
the positive £"t1-axis. Substituting ¢ = 0 into the integral, we must estimate

.7 (1 —[¢*)A —n*) =P\
I'_/B<(1+|§|2)(1+|n|2)_4§.77> <1+|,7|2) dVy (). (5.9)

Parametrize the ball by the map ®: (0,1) x (0,7) x S*~! — B given by

®(s,0,w) = (swhsinb, ..., sw"sinb, s cos ),

so that s is the Euclidean distance from 0 and 6 is the angle from the positive
&l axis. In these coordinates, the hyperbolic metric is

5= g s + A+ 5in?0),

where f] represents the standard metric on S*~'. The hyperbolic volume element
is therefore

ontlgnginn=lyg
(1— s2)n+t

where dVg is the volume element on S~ 1.

vy = ds df dV;,

In these coordinates, we have |¢| = 7, || = s and €.7 = rscosf. The integrand
in (5.9) is constant on each sphere S"~!, so we can immediately integrate over S*~1
and write I as a constant multiple of

/1/7T (1—r?3)(1-s? “r1—s2\’ s"sin"_19d9d
o Jo \(14+72)(1+ s?)—4rscosf 1+s2) (1—s2)ntl >
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Since we are only interested in estimates up to a constant multiple, we will
write f ~ g to mean that f/g is bounded above and below by positive constants
depending only on a, b, and n. Thus, for example, 1 —s? = (1 —s)(1+8) ~ 1 — s,
1—-r2~1—r,1+7r>~14+52~1,and

b (1-7)(1-s) ¢ s"sin" 10
IN/O /0 <(1+T2)(1+s2)—4rsc059) (1_S>bmd9ds' (5.10)

The 6 integral can be simplified by the substitution cosf = 2¢ — 1 to obtain

/’f sin” ' g 20
o (1 +72)(1+ s2)—4rscosh)e
1 tn/Qfl(l _ t)n/271

(5.11)
=2"B(r 3)‘1/0 (1 —8B(r,s)rst)® at,

where

1
~1
(T4 7r2)(1 + s2) +4rs
Because our hypothesis guarantees that n —a < b_< a and therefore a > n/2,
Lemma 5.3 shows that the right-hand integral in (5.11}) is bounded by a constant
multiple of (1 — 8B(r, s)rs)™/2~¢. Substituting this into (5.1() yields

1 Sn(l _ S)aerfnfl
I<C(1-nr)° ds. 5.12
<C@-r) /0 (1 —8B(r, s)rs)a—n/2 y (5:12)

A computation shows that

_ (A =rs)*+(r—s)? 2 2 2
1—8B(r,s)rs = 051 F o) ~(1=rs)* 4 (r—s)*>(1—rs).

Inserting this into (5.12), we conclude that

1 n 1— a+b—n—1
1§O(1—7~)a/ ° E1_5> —
0 rs)

Lemma .3 then shows that this is bounded by a multiple of (1—7)? ~ p(¢,¢)?. O

B(r,s) =

The following estimate is the key to proving sharp mapping properties of P~1.

LEMMA 5.5. Let P satisfy the hypotheses of Proposition :5_-2 Then for any real
number b satisfying n/2 — R < b < n/2+ R, there exists a constant C such that

/B K (&, m)] p(n)® dVy () < Co(€)",
/B K (€, m)] pl€)" dVy(€) < Cpln)"-

PRrROOF. Since |K(&,n)| = |K(n,&)*| = |K(n,&)| by self-adjointness, the two
inequalities are equivalent, so it suffices to prove the second one. We will write

/B K (€ m)| pl€)" dVy(€)
- / K (€, m)] ple)! dVy () + / K (&, m)| p(€)" Vi (€)
dy(&,m)<1

dg(&m)>1

and estimate each term separately.
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For the first term, we observe that K is uniformly locally integrable near £ = :
Since Ko(&) = K(&,0) satisfies PKy = dp Idg,, and the Dirac delta function is in
the Sobolev space H~14 for 1 < ¢ < 14 1/n (defined as the dual space to H4",
q* = q/(q—1)), local elliptic regularity implies that Ko € L C Li . Therefore, if

loc loc*
n € B is arbitrary and ¢ is any Mobius transformation sending 1 to 0, the change

of variables £ = (&) yields

/ K (€,m)] dVy(€) = / K(€,0)]dv(€) < C. (5.13)
dz(&m)<1

dg(¢,0)<1

Using the triangle inequality together with the elementary fact that cosh(A +
B) < 2cosh Acosh B for A, B > 0, we estimate

coshdy(€,0) < cosh(dy(&,n) + dy(n,0)) < 2coshdy(&,n) coshdy(n,0).

It follows that p(n) < 2p(§) on the set where dz(§,n) < 1. By symmetry, the same
inequality holds with ¢ and n reversed. Thus

/ K (&, m)| p(€)" dVy(€)
dg(&,m)<1

<( s o) [ el
dg(§m<1 dg(&m<1
< Cp(n)".
For the second term, choose € > 0 small enough that
g—R+a<b<g+R—a. (5.14)

Then with a = n/2+ R —¢, we have a+b > n and a > b, so we can use Proposition
5.2 and Lemma 5.4 to conclude

[ el @ O < [ plen )" avie
dg(&m)=1

dz(&,m)>1
< Cp(&)’.
O

PROPOSITION 5.6. If 1 < p < o0, k> m, and |6 +n/p —n/2| < R, then there
exists a constant C' such that

[ellkp.s < CllPullk—m.p.s (5.15)
K,
for alluw e H{"(B; E).
PROOF. Using Lemma 4.8, it suffices to prove that
[ullo.p,s < CllPullop.s

for all u € HyP(B; E). Because C2°(B; E) is dense in Hy"(B; E), it suffices to
prove this inequality for u € C°(B; E). Since u = P~1(Pu) in that case, it suffices
to prove the estimate

1P~ fllop.s < Cllfllop.s for all f € CZ(B; E). (5.16)
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Put
b P
p—1
1
az—(é—i—ﬁ),
p* D
so that
g—R<ap*<g—|—R,
" n (5.17)
§—R<ap—5p<§+R.

By Holder’s inequality and Lemma ',_5-._3, we estimate

Pl < [ 1K mIF 0 vy (o)
= [ (e ot 1senls) (1K€ o)) avin
B

< ([ i@ mtom-sonavicn) i
</B (K&l o) dVg(ﬁ)> N

1/p
< Cple)” ( / IK(ﬁ,n)lp(n)“”If(n)l?dVg(n)> .

Therefore,

1P 115 = [ AP O V(e
<o [ [ oo € ol Sl avion) avi(©)
BJB

By Lemma ',_5-_5: again, we can evaluate the & integral first to obtain

PR < C / P (1)~ p(n) = | £ ()2 dVi(m)

= C'IFIG .5
O

THEOREM 5.7. Let P: C*(B; E) — C*(B; E) be a formally self-adjoint geo-
metric elliptic operator of order m satisfying (1.4). If k > m, 1 < p < oo, and
|6 +n/p—n/2| < R, then the natural extension P: H[?’p(IB%; E)— H(?*m’p(IBS; E) is
an isomorphism.

PROOF. Injectivity is an immediate consequence of (5.15). To prove surjectiv-
ity, let f € HY "™P(B; E) be arbitrary, and let f; € C°(B; E) be a sequence such
that f; — f in H(?_m’p(IB%;E). Set u; = P~'f; € H™?(B; E), so that Pu; = f;.
Then each u; is in HOP(B; E) by (5.16), and in H)F (B; E) by Lemma@.8, and (5.15)
shows that {u;} is Cauchy in Hy”(B; E). It follows that u = limu; € Hy"(B; E)
satisfies Pu = f as desired, so P is surjective. The continuity of the inverse map
then follows from (b.15). O
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Now we turn our attention to the Hoélder case. First we prove an estimate
analogous to (5.16).

PROPOSITION 5.8. If |0 — n/2| < R, there exists a constant C' such that
1P~ fllo,0.6 < Cllfllo,0,6 (5.18)
forall f € Cg’O(B;E).

Proor. By Lemma Z_’)-._ES:,

P < / K€ )| | £ ()] dVi(n)

<c / K €n)| o) [ £ lo.0s AV (1)

< C'p(©)° I flo.0.6:

which implies
1P~ fllo,0.5 = sup (p&) 1P f(O)l5) < ' f o0,
ce

O

THEOREM 5.9. Let P: C*°(B; E) — C*(B; E) be a formally self-adjoint geo-
metric elliptic operator of order m satisfying (i:él) Ifo<a<l1, k>m, and
|0 — n/2| < R, then the natural extension P: ?’O‘(B;E) — C’gim’a(IB%;E) is an
isomorphism.

PRrROOF. To prove surjectivity, let f € C'[I;_m’o‘(IB; E) be arbitrary and set u =
P~1f, sothat u € Cg’O(IB%; E) by Proposition :_5-_3 An easy computation shows that
Pu = f in the distribution sense, so u € C?’O‘(IB%; E) by Lemma @.8.

To prove injectivity, choose ¢’ close to ¢ and p large such that 6 > ¢ +n/p
and |8’ +n/p —n/2| < R. Then Cy*(B; E) C Hy”(B; E) by by Lemma 5.6, Since
P is injective on H?,’p (B; E) by Theorem ',_5-_’?:, it is injective on the smaller space
Che(B; E). O



CHAPTER 6

Fredholm Theorems

In this chapter, we return to the general case of a connected (n + 1)-manifold
(M, g), assumed to be asymptotically hyperbolic of class C*?, with [ > 2 and
0 < B < 1. Let E be a geometric tensor bundle over M, and let P: C*°(M; E) —
C*(M; E) be a formally self-adjoint geometric elliptic operator of order m > 1. We
will prove Fredholm properties of P by using Mobius coordinates near the boundary
to piece together a parametrix modeled on the inverse operator on hyperbolic space.

For this purpose, we will need a slightly modified version of Moébius coordinates.
Whereas the original M&bius coordinates defined in Chapter Q: were valid in a
neighborhood of an interior point, for our parametrix construction we will need
coordinates that are defined all the way up to the boundary and adjusted to make
the background metric g close to the Euclidean metric on a neighborhood of a
boundary point. These coordinates will be used to transfer the operator P~1lto M
with an error that decays to one higher order along the boundary.

For each point p € M, choose some neighborhood £ on which background
coordinates (6, p) are defined on a set of the form (2.1). Let w',...,w" €
Cé(’g(Q, T*M) be 1-forms chosen so that (w!,...,w™, dp) is an orthonormal coframe

for g at each point of OM N (recall that |dplg = 1 along OM). Let Af, B be the
coefficients of w® at p, defined by

wg = A%do) + B“dpy,

and let (0, ...,6") be the functions defined on by
0> = A36° + B°p.

Then (51, ...,0™ p) form coordinates on , and in these new coordinates g has
the matrix d;; at p. For 0 < a and 0 < r < ¢, define open subsets Y, C H and
Z.(p) C QC M by

Yo={(z,y) eH:|z| <a,0<y<a},
Z(B) ={(0,p) €Q: 0] <7,0<p<r}.
For 0 < r < ¢, define a chart U5 ,: Y7 — Z.(p) by
(8.0) = Up.(2,y) = (ra, 1y).

We will call U5, a boundary Mébius chart of radius r centered at p. Recall that g
denotes the hyperboolic metric on the upper half-space.

LEMMA 6.1. There is a constant C > 0 such that for any p € OM and any
sufficiently small r > 0,

195,09 = dllepvy < rC. (6.1)

43
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PROOF. Because Y] is not precompact in H, we have to interpret the C*# norm
on the left-hand side of (5.1!) as an intrinsic Holder norm, defined by (3.3). For
each point (zo,y0) € Y1, we have a Mobius chart @, ) B2 — Va(zo,y0) C H
defined by

(I)(moyyo) (:C, y) = (;CO + Yoz, yOy)'

Then we need to get an upper bound for

sup ||¢?I07y0)(‘y;)\,Tg _g)Hcl’ﬂ(Bz)'
(z0,y0)EYL

Since @, ) is a hyperbolic isometry, the norm above is the same as
||(‘I’ﬁ,r o ‘I’(zo,yo))*g - §||0115(B2)- (6-2)
In (6, p) coordinates, we have

Vs, 0 <I>($O)y0)(:1:, y) = (rezo + ryox, ryoy).

Let us abbreviate this composite map as {(x,y) = (raxo + ryox, 7y0y), so that
(\IIZB,T © q)(zo,yo))*g - 57 = y_zC* @U - 6ij)d$i d(E‘j.

Since the C'#(By) norm in (6.2) is just the norm of the components in (z,y)-
coordinates, and y 2 is uniformly bounded on Bs together with all its derivatives,
it suffices to show that

16" Flleroan < Crllfllots

for any function f € Cé;f; (€2) that vanishes at p. Moreover, the (6, p) coordinates are

uniformly C**1-8-equivalent to the original background coordinates (6, p), because
the coefficients B*, the matrix (Aj), and its inverse are uniformly bounded. Thus

the C’ébﬁ) norm of f in (5, p) coordinates is uniformly bounded by the global norm
£t

To bound the sup norm of (*f, we use the mean value theorem and the fact
that f(0,0) = f(p) = 0 to estimate

1" f (@, y)| = | (rzo + ryoz, ryoy) — £(0,0)|
= |df (ao.0) (770 + 150, 790y )|

< Crllfllxo

where (ag, bp) is some point on the line between (0,0) and (rzo + ryoz, ryoy). For
any coordinate ¥ (k=1,...,n+ 1), we have

|02 (¢ ) (@, y)| = ryoOpr f (ro + ryox, ryoy)|

< rlifllcye-
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The Holder norm of the first derivatives is estimated as follows:
1026 (C* ) (@, y) — Ok (C* F) (@', ')

|(CL', y) - (xlv yl)|a

_ ryoBr f(rzo + ryox, ryoy) — ryoden f (reo + ryor’, ryoy’)|

|(CL', y) - (xlv yl)|a

Pl leael(reo + ryox, ryoy) = (roo + ryox’, ryoy')|°

<

- |(Iay)_ (I/ay/”a

< 14+«
<Cr ”f”c(lo;"

The general case now follows by induction on I, using the fact that 0, (C*f) =
ryo®: (e f)- O

We need to explore how the weighted Sobolev and Holder norms behave under
boundary Moébius charts. The function y is not a defining function for hyperbolic
space because it blows up at infinity; however, by patching together via a partition
of unity, it is easy to construct a smooth defining function py for hyperbolic space
that is equal to y on Y;. Then for any boundary Mébius chart ¥p ., it follows that
\I/%mp =y = pg on Y7 for r sufficiently small, so by the same reasoning that led
to (3.4) and (3.5), the weighted norms have the following scaling behavior under
boundary Mobius charts:

Chr 7095 ullkai < llullkasiz.g) < Cr° 95 ul

C_IT_(;H\I/;T’U,|

koY1 (6'3)

kot < lullipsizee) < O 195 ullkpyi - (6.4)

Choose a specific smooth bump function ¥: H — [0,1] that is equal to 1 on
Ay and supported in A;. For any p € OM and any r > 0, let (6,p) be the

coordinates on a neighborhood €2 of p constructed above, and define ¢ . € C4#(1)
by

Because the different choices of (5, p) coordinates are all uniformly bounded in
Césr)l’ﬁ(Q) with respect to each other, and |dp|g, |d§°‘|g are both in CY? (M) with
norms independent of p, it follows that the functions 15, are uniformly bounded
in C14 (), independently of p and 7.

By the same argument as in Lemma :_2-._2, there is a number N such that for any
r > 0 we can choose (necessarily finitely many) points {pi,...,pm} C OM such
that the sets {Z,/2(pi)} cover A, /o = {p € M : p(p) < r/2} and no more than N
of the sets {Z,(p;)} intersect nontrivially at any point. For any such covering, let
U; = Up, ,» and ¢; = 9¥p,,,. Let g € C°(M) be a smooth bump function that is
supported in M \ A, /4 and equal to 1 on M \ A, /5, and define

¥
m /2"
(X7t ¥?)
It follows that {(?} is a partition of unity for M subordinate to the cover {M
Ayya, Zy(pi)}. Moreover, at each point of M, at least one of the functions 1; is

equal to 1 at and at most N of them are nonzero, so the functions ¢; are still
uniformly bounded in Cébl)i (M).

Pi =
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Let E be the tensor bundle over hyperbolic space associated with the same
O(n+1) or SO(n+1) representation as E, and let P be the operator on hyperbolic
space with the same local coordinate expression as P. For each boundary Mobius
chart U;, let g; be the metric ¥¥g defined on ¥; C H, and let P;: C*(Yy; E) —
C>(Y1; E) be the operator defined by

Piu = U P(U; ™).

Then Lemma 5:]: implies that P; is close to P in the following sense: For each
deER, 0<a<l,l<p<oo,and ksuchthat m <k <landm< k+a <[+ 0,
there is a constant C' (independent of 7 or i) such that for all u € C**(M; E),

| Piu = Pullk—m,a,5 < Crlullk,a,s, (6.5)
and for all u € H*P(M; E),
1Pt = Pulle—mps < Crllullps (6.6)

Now assume that P satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem .O In particular, there
is some constant C such that the L? estimate (&_ ) holds on the complement of
some compact set. Choosing p € M arbitrarily and r sufficiently small, ( §_6|)
and (p.4) together imply that P satisfies an analogous estimate (perhaps with a
larger constant) for all smooth sections u of E compactly supported in Y;. But
if u e C°(H; E) is arbitrary, there is a Mobius transformation that takes suppu
into Y7, so the same estimate holds globally on H. Therefore, by the results of
Chapter 5, P is invertible on C§*(H; E) for |§ — n/2| < R, and on Hy?(H; E) for
|0 +n/p—n/2| < R.

For any sufficiently small » > 0, define operators Q,,S;,T.: C*°(M; E) —
C*(M; E) by

QTU—Z<P1 I\I/ ( )
M—Z% P~ PYWi ()
TU—Z% 10 ([ps, Plu).

PROPOSITION 6.2. Let P: C*(M; E) — C*(M; E) satisfy the hypotheses of
Theorem \(}.

(a) If |6 + n/p—n/2]| < R and 1 < p < oo, then Qr, Sy, and T, extend to
bounded maps as follows:
Q,: HY?(M; E) — HJ*"(M; E),
Sy H""(M; E) — H{""(M; E),
T,: H{* ""(M;E) — H{"*(M;E),
for any 61 such that § < 61 < d+1 and |61+n/p—n/2| < R. Moreover, there

exists ro > 0 such that if u € H{""(M; E) is supported in A, for 0 <r < rg,
then

Qr-Pu=u+ Su+Tu (6.7)
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and
1Srullm,p,s < Crl|ullm,p,s (6.8)

for some constant C independent of r and u.
(b) If|60—n/2| <R, 0<a<l, andm+a <Il+p0, then Q,, Sy, and T, extend

to bounded maps as follows:
Qr: Cg’a(M;E) — C{"*(M; E),
Sr: C"Y(M; E) — C{"*(M; E),
T,: C§'"V*(M; E) — C{"*(M; E),

for any &1 such that § < 61 < d+1 and |61 — n/2| < R. Moreover, there
exists ro > 0 such that if u € C§"*(M; E) is supported in A, for 0 <r < r,
then

QrPu=u+ S,u+Tyu (6.9)
and

[1Srtllm,as < Crllullm,a,s (6.10)
for some constant C independent of r and u.

ProOF. The fact that QTPu =u+ Sru+ T,uin A, is just a computation:
Q,Pu = Z i (U, 1) P10 (i Pu)

= Z%‘(‘I’i—l)*P )+ Z% (i, Plu)

—Zcpz PP (pu) + Thu
—Z% PPV (piu)

+Z% P, — P)Ul(piu) + Tru
:u—l—Sru—i—Tru.

To check the mapping properties of S,., we begin by observing that the fact
that the functions ¢; are uniformly bounded in C’l’ﬁ (M) c CYP(M) implies by

~

Lemma 3.6(a) that multiplication by ; is a bounded map from H}"(Z,(p:); E) to
itself for each ¢ and all 0 < j < [, with norm bounded independently of 7 and r.
The fact that S, maps H;"" (M E) to 1tse1f then follows from Proposition 5.§ and
(6.4), because the factors of r® and ¢ introduced by ¥ and its inverse cancel
each other. Moreover, (6.5) implies (5.8) whenever u is supported in A,, for some
constant C independent of r and wu.

The mapping properties of T, will follow from a similar argument once we
show that the commutator [¢;, P] maps Hy*~"*(M; E) to H{"P(M; E). Observe
that each term in the coordinate expression for [p;, Plu is a product of four factors:
a constant, a pth covariant derivative of u, a qth covariant derivative of ¢;, and a
polynomial in the components of g, (det g)~'/2, and their derivatives up through
order r, with p+ ¢+ 7 < m and ¢ > 1. Since ; is uniformly bounded in C*# (M),
the result follows. The argument for the Holder case is identical. (|
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COROLLARY 6.3. Let P: C*(M; E) — C*(M; E) satisfy the hypotheses of
Theorem (.
(@) If[6+n/p—n/2| <R, |61+n/p—n/2[ <R, 6§ <01 <d+1, and1 <p < oo,
then there exist > 0 and bounded operators

Q: Hy"(M; E) — Hi""(M; E),
T: H "P(M; E) — Hy"*(M; E)
such that
@Pu =u+Tu
whenever u € H{""(M; E) is supported in A,.

(b) If|[0—n/2| < R, |01—n/2| < R,0 <01 <d+1,0< a <1, and m+a <147,
then there exist > 0 and bounded operators

Q: CY*(M; E) — C7"“(M; E),
T: cy (M E) — Cs*(M; E)
such that
QPu=u+Tu (6.11)

whenever u € C§"*(M; E) is supported in A,.

PROOF. Just choose r small enough that (6.8) holds with Cr < 1/2. It then
follows that Id +S,: Hy""(M; E) — H{""(M; E) has a bounded inverse. We just
set

@ = (Id +Sr)71 © Qru
T =(1d+S,)" 1o T,

and then (6.11}) follows immediately from (§.7). Once again, the argument for the
Holder case is identical. g

Our first application of this parametrix construction is a significant strength-
ening of Lemma ¢.8, giving improved decay for solutions to Pu = f when u and f
are in appropriate spaces. We begin with a special case.

LEMMA 6.4. Assume P satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem ;_E:

(a) Suppose that 1 < p < oo, m < k <1, |6 +n/p—n/2] < R, and |0’ +
n/p—n/2| < R. Ifu e HY*(M;E) and Pu € HY ™P(M;E), then u €
HYP(M;E).

(b) Suppose that0 < a <1, m < k4+a <I+0, [0—n/2| < R, and|é'—n/2| < R.
Ifue CY°(M; E) and Pu € CL™%(M; E), then u € Cy*(M; E).

PROOF. If § < §, the result is a trivial consequence of Lemmas .8 and 8.6(H),
so assume ¢’ > §. Consider part (). By Lemma 4.8, it suffices to show that

u € HO,’p(M;E). For any small » > 0, by means of a bump function we can

write u = ug + Uso, Where suppug is compact and suppus C A,. Local elliptic

regularity gives ug € H, kp (M; E). Since Pus agrees with Pu off of a compact set,
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Puy € Hg,’p(M; E), so by Corollary 5._37 if 7 is small enough,
Uso = @Puoo — Tvuoo
€ HyP(M; E) + H; " (M; E)
C HyP(M; B),
where 07 = min(¢’,§ 4+ 1). Tterating this argument finitely many times, we conclude

that u. € HYP(M;E). By Lemma 8.6, this implies that u € HE?P(M;E) as
claimed. The argument for the Holder case is the same. [l

PROPOSITION 6.5. Suppose P satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem :_(-]., and u 18
either in Hg[;p“(M;E) for some |69 + n/po —n/2] < R and 1 < py < o0, or in
Cg(;O(M;E) for some |6p —n/2| < R.

(a) If Pue Hy "™P(M;E) for |§+n/p—n/2| <R, 1<p< oo, andm <k <1,
then u € HY'P(M; E).

(b) If Pue Cy ™ (M;E) for |—n/2| < R,0 < a <1, andm < k+a < I+0,
then u € CP™(M; E).

PrOOF. Ifu € C'g[;o(M; E) with |6p—n/2| < R, then u € Hy"”(M; E) whenever
d+n/p < dy by Lemma B:G Since such § and p can be chosen that also satisfy
|6 +n/p—mn/2| < R, it suffices to prove the proposition under the hypothesis that
u€ Hg[;po (M; E) with |dp +n/po — n/2| < R. For the rest of the proof, we assume
this.

First we treat case (&). Assume that Pu € Hy "™P(M; E) with |0+n/p—n/2| <
R, and let & be the following set:

P ={pe(l,0):uc Hg,’p/(M;E) for some &’ with |6’ +n/p" — n/2| < R}.
Clearly pp € & by hypothesis. We will show that p € &. It will then follow from
Lemma §.4 that u € Hy?(M; E), which will prove case (&).

Cram 1: If p; € &2, then (1,p1] C &. To prove this, assume p; € & and 1 <
p’ < p1. The fact that p; € &2 means that there is some §; with |6;4+n/p1—n/2| < R
such that v € Hgl’pl (M; E). By Lemma 3.6, u € Hy” (M; E) for any & such that
d1+n/p1 > 8 +n/p'. Choosing ¢’ so that §’ +n/p’ is sufficiently close to 61 +n/p1,
we can ensure that |6’ + n/p’ — n/2| < R. This implies that p’ € & as desired.

Cram 2: If py € & and p, satisfies p; < p2 < p and

D2 . (n+2 €
— < — 1+ — 6.12
pl_mm<n+1’ +2n)’ (6.12)

where

5=6+2—2+R>0,
p 2

then ps € &. The assumption that p; € & means that u € Hgl’pl (M; E) for some
91 with |01 + n/p1 — n/2| < R. Choose ¢’ satisfying
S+l>6+Lss4 25 (6.13)
P p1 P2
By virtue of the first inequality above, Lemma g_a implies that

Pue HY7™P(M; E) C Hy ™ (M; E). (6.14)
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Since the two inequalities of (6.13) guarantee that |0’ + n/p; —n/2| < R, Lemma

B.4 shows that u € Hf,’pl (M; E). Our restriction on ps guarantees that

n+1 n+2
P D2
n+1 1
= —|——
b2 D2
§n+1—|—k,
p2

so Lemma 3.6(c) implies that u € HJP*(M; E). Now (6.1
ﬁ_ﬁ_ﬁ(@_Q
b1 P2 P2 \DP1

n /e
<5 ()
p2 \2n

€

< —-.
2

2) implies that

Therefore, using (’t_“)-._l-_i’;), we obtain

y+£_ﬁ:(y+£_ﬁ>_(l_£)
P2 2 2 P11 P2
n n g €
SERAE -3
>(+p 2 2> 2
:_R,
,  n n non
R I M
+ 5 2< + 5
< R,

which proves that ps € & as claimed.

CLamM 3: p € Z. If p < pg, this follows immediately from Claim 1 together
with the obvious fact that py € &?. Otherwise, just iterate Claim 2, starting with
po € L. After finitely many iterations, we can conclude that p € Z.

Finally we turn to case (b). Suppose Pu € CE=™(M; E) with |§ — n/2| < R,
and choose p’ large and ¢’ close to J satisfying

5> 5’+§, (6.15)

Then by Lemma 3.6, Pu € b7 il (M; E). If we choose §’ +n/p’ sufficiently close
to 0, we have |8’ + n/p’ —n/2| < R, and thus u € H(?,’p/ (M; E) by part (&) above.
If p is also chosen large enough that (n + 1)/p’ < k — «, the Sobolev embedding
theorem (Theorem B.6(a)) implies u € C%*(M; E), and if &' is sufficiently close to
§ we will have |8’ — n/2| < R. Then Lemma §.4 implies u € Cy*(M; E). O

Now suppose P: C®°(M; E) — C*°(M; E) satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem
(. By Lemma .10, estimate (I.4) implies that P: H™?(M; E) — H%*(M; E) is
Fredholm. Let Z = Ker P N L?*(M; E), which is equal to Ker P N H™?(M; E) by
Lemma 'ﬁI_a Then Z is finite-dimensional, and Proposition 5_5: shows that Z C
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H(?’p(M;E) whenever 1 < p < oo, m <k <I, and |6 +n/p—n/2| < R. In fact,
Z =XKer P: HYP(M; E) — Hy "™"(M; E), (6.16)

because any u € KerP N H(?’p(M;E) is also in L?(M;E) by Proposition B.5,
Similarly, if 0 < @« < 1, m < k+a < 1+ 3, and |0 — n/2| < R, then
Z = Ker P: CP*(M; E) — Cy™%(M; E).

Because of these observations, whenever 1 < p < oo, m < k <[, and |0 +n/p—
n/2| < R, we can define a subspace Y; ¥ € HY'?(M; E) by

Yékvp ={ue H(?’p(M;E) i (u,v) =0for allv e Z},

where (u,v) represents the standard L? pairing. Since Z C H%y* (M;E) =
(HYP(M; E))* C (Hy?(M; E))*, it follows that ;7" is a well-defined closed sub-
space of H(?’p(M;E). Similarly, if 0 < a < 1, m < k+a <14, and |6 —n/2| < R,
we can define

Y(;k’a ={ue C'[I;’a(M;E) : (u,v) =0forall v e Z},

since CH*(M;E) ¢ HY’(M;E) for 6 > & + n/p > n/2 — R implies Z C
HYL (M3 E) = (Hg" (M: E))* C (C5*(M; E))*.

The next result is the main structure theorem for operators satisfying the hy-
potheses of Theorem :Q

THEOREM 6.6. Suppose P: C*°(M; E) — C*(M; E) satisfies the hypotheses
of Theorem (C.
(a) If 1 < p<oo,0<k<I, and |0 +n/p —n/2| < R, there exist bounded
operators G, H: HY'P(M; E) — HY'P(M; E) such that G(HY ™" (M; E)) C
HEP(M;E) for k> m, and

VP = Ker H, (6.17)
Z =1ImH, (6.18)
uw=GPu+ Hu for ue Hi?(M; E), m < k <1, (6.19)
u= PGu+ Hu forue Hy?(M;E), 0 <k <. (6.20)

b) fO<a<1l,0<k+a<l+0, and |6 —n/2| < R, there exist bounded
operators G, H: Cy*(M; E) — Cy®(M; E) such that G(CY~™*(M; E)) C
CE*(M; E) for k> m, and

Yy = Ker H, (6.21)
Z =ImH, (6.22)
u=GPu+ Hu forue CPy*(M;E), m <k <I, (6.23)
u=PGu+ Hu foru e CP*(M;E), 0 <k <1. (6.24)

PrOOF. We begin with the Sobolev case, part ('g:) First consider the spe-
cial case p = 2, k = 0, and § = 0 (in which case this is basically the stan-
dard construction of a partial inverse for a Fredholm operator on L?). As noted
above, the assumption of an L? estimate (:_1-_4-1:) near the boundary implies that
P: H)"*(M;E) — L*(M; E) is Fredholm by Lemma 4.1(.
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By definition, YOO’2 C L*(M; E) is precisely the orthogonal complement of Z =
Ker P in L?(M; E), so we have an orthogonal direct sum decomposition L?(M; E) =
Z ® Y. Since P is formally self-adjoint, any u € H"™2(M; E) satisfies (Pu,v) =
(u, Pv) = 0 for all v € Z, so P(H™2(M;E)) C Y;">. On the other hand, if
v € L*(M; E) is orthogonal to P(H™?(M;E)), then for any smooth, compactly
supported section u of E we have (v, Pu) = 0, so v is a distributional solution to
Pv = 0, which means v € Z. This shows that (P(H™2(M;E)))t = Z, and since
P(H™2(M; E)) is closed in L?(M; E) we have P(H™2(M; E)) = Y3"*.

Now P: Yom"2 — YOO’2 is bijective and bounded, so by the open mapping the-
orem it has a bounded inverse (P|Y0m,z)*1: V2 — Yy™?. Define G: L*(M; E) —
L%(M; E) by

G — (P|Y0m,2)_1u uwe Y,
0 u € 7,

and define H: L?(M;E) — L?*(M;E) to be the orthogonal projection onto Z.
Then (6.17) and (6.18) are immediate from the definition of H, and (6.19) (for
u € H™2(M; E)) and (6.20) (for all u) follow by considering u € Yy"* and u € Z
separately.

Next consider the case of arbitrary ¢ satisfying |§| < R, still with p = 2 and k =
0. If § > 0 and w € Hy*(M; E) C L*(M; E), then PGu = u — Hu € Hy*(M; E),
so Gu € HJ"*(M;E) by Lemma §4. Thus the restriction of G to Hy?(M;E)
takes its values in H}"?(M; E), as does H by (6.16). In this case, (6.17)—(6.20)
are satisfied because they are already satisfied on the bigger space L?(M;E) (or
H™2(M; E) in case of (5.14)), and Y;"* = Y3"* N HY*(M; E).

On the other hand, if § < 0, we can use the fact that Hg’2(M;E) =
(HE’(?(M;E))* to extend the definition of G and H to Hg’Q(M;E) by duality:
For any u € Hg’Q(M;E), let Gu and Hu be the elements of Hg’Q(M;E) defined
uniquely by

(Gu,v) = (u, Gv), (6.25)
(Hu,v) = (u, Hv) (6.26)

for all v € HE’?(M;E). In other words, G, H: H[?’Q(M;E) — H[?’Q(M;E) are
defined to be the dual maps of G, H: Hg’(?(M;E) — HE’?(M;E). Since H and
G are self-adjoint on L?(M; E) (H because it is an orthogonal projection, and G
because P is self-adjoint as an unbounded operator), these are indeed extensions of
the original maps G and H.

To see that these extended operators satisfy @:1:7.)7(5-_2-9), we observe that
(6.26) implies that Hu = 0 for u € HY?*(M; E) exactly when (u,v) = 0 for all
v in the image of H: HE’?(M;E) — Hg?(M;E); since this image is exactly Z,
it follows that Ker H = YZSO’Q, which is (6.17). Since the restriction of H to Z C
L*(M;E) C Hy*(M;E) is the identity, it follows that Z C Im H. On the other
hand, for any u € Hy*(M;E), we have (Hu, Pv) = (u, HPv) = 0 for all v €
C=(M; E) C H>}(M; E), which means that Hu is a weak solution to P(Hu) = 0.
Thus Im H C Ker P = Z, which proves (6.18). Equations (6.19) and (6.2d) then
follow easily from our definitions by duality.
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Next we generalize to 1 < p < oo and |§ +n/p —n/2| < R, still with k& = 0.
If p > 2, we can choose ¢’ such that |¢'| < R and § + n/p > ¢ + n/2, so that
Hg’p(M; E) C Hg,’2(M; E). Arguing as above, we see that the restrictions of G and
H map Hg’p(M; E) to Hy"?(M; E). On the other hand, for p < 2, we can extend
G and H to maps from Hy?(M; E) = (H%”* (M; E))* to itself by duality as above.
In both cases (6.17)-(6.20) are satisfied, by restriction or duality as appropriate.

Now consider the general case of H?’p(M;E) with 0 < k <[, 1 <p < o0,
and |0 +n/p—n/2| < R. Since Z C H?’p(M;E), it is clear that H restricts to a
map of HYP(M; E) to itself. If u € HYP(M; E) € HYP(M; E) for 0 < k < —m,
observe as above that PGu = u — Hu € Hy'?(M; E), so Gu € Hy™™"(M; E) by
Lemma .8 For [ —m < k < I, we have G(HY?(M; E)) C G(H, ™" (M;E)) C
HYP(M;E) € HYP(M;E). Thus in each case G and H restrict to maps from
H(?’p(M; E) to itself, and properties (6.17)-(6.20)) are satisfied by restriction.

Finally, consider case (h), and assume that 0 < a < 1,0 < k+a <1+ 3, and
|0 —n/2| < R. We can choose §’ € R satisfying [0'] < R and § > §’ + n/2, so that
CY*(M; E) € Hy*(M; E) and the results of part (&) apply to Hy>(M; E). Then
the restrictions of G and H map CZ;’O‘(M ; E) to itself by the same argument as
above, and properties (6.21)—(6.24) are automatically satisfied by restriction. O

The next construction will be useful in proving that P is not Fredholm outside
the expected range of weights.

LEMMA 6.7. Suppose P: C>°(M;E) — C°(M;E) satisfies the hypotheses of
Theorem :_él', where E is a bundle of tensors of weight r. Let so be a characteristic
exponent of P, and let 5o = Resg + r. Given any compact subset K C M, there is
an infinite-dimensional subspace W C C(l;f(M; E) such that every nonzero w € W
has the following properties.

(a) suppw C M \ K.
0,0 .
(b) PweCs)y (M E).
(¢) Ifl<p<ooandd>dy—n/p, then w ¢H§’p(M;E).

PROOF. Let p € OM be arbitrary, and let V be any neighborhood of p in M.
Since the characteristic exponents are constant on M by Lemma 'ﬁl-._a, there is a
tensor Wy € Ej such that Iy, (P)w; = 0. We can extend Wy to a C1P tensor field w
on a neighborhood of p in OM, still satisfying I, (P)w = 0, as follows. Shrinking V'
if necessary, we can choose background coordinates on V', and for each ¢ € VNOM,
let A(g) be the matrix of Iy, (P): E; — E;. By Lemma }.2, the matrix entries of
A(q) are C%P functions of . If 7y is any smooth, positively-oriented closed curve in
C whose interior contains 0 but no other eigenvalues of A(p), then the projection
onto the kernel of A(g) can be written as —1/(2mi) [ (A(q) — 21d)~'dz. (Here we
use the fact that the eigenvalues of A(q) and their multiplicities are independent of
g.) We define @ to be the tensor field on V' N dM whose coordinate expression is

-1

= o / (A@) — #1d) " Tpdz,

which is a C'# tensor field along OM satisfying I, (P)w = 0. If we extend w
arbitrarily to a C? tensor field on V, and let w = p* W where ¢ is any smooth
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cutoff function that is positive at p and supported in V', then w € Cf;’ﬁ (M; E), and
|Puwlg = O(p"e*™1),
which implies
[Pul, = O(p™*), (6.27)

so Pw E_C_Z'g(;(jrl(M;E). On the other hand, w ¢ H{P(M;E) for § > 6y —n/p by
Lemma g3.2.

Now choose countably many points p; € M and disjoint neighborhoods V;
of p;. For each i we can construct w; as above with support in V;, so the space

spanned by {w;} is clearly infinite-dimensional. O

PROOF OF PROPOSITION :B-: It follows immediately from Lemma @:lz): that P
is Fredholm as a map from H™?(M; E) to H%?(M; E) if and only if P satisfies
an estimate of the form ([.4). By Lemma 4.§, the kernel and range of P as an
unbounded operator on L?(M;E) are the same as those of P: H™?(M;E) —
H%2(M:; E). The proposition follows. O

Finally, we are in a position to prove our main Fredholm theorem, Theorem ,_@.
from the Introduction.

PROOF OF THEOREM :Q We will prove parts (l_)') and @) together. The proof
of sufficiency is identical for the Sobolev and Holder cases, so we do only the Sobolev
case.

Suppose 1 < p < oo, m < k < [, and |d +n/p — n/2| < R, and let
G,H: Hy?(M; E) — Hy”(M;E) be as in Theorem §.6. We have already remarked
that the kernel of P: Hy'*(M; E) — HY ™P(M; E) is equal to Z, which is finite-
dimensional, and in fact is the same as the L? kernel. We will show that the range
of P is closed by showing that it is equal to Yy ™. If f = Pu € P(H}'?(M; E)),
then clearly (f,v) = (Pu,v) = (u,Pv) = 0 for allv € Z, so f € Yy ™. On
the other hand, if f € Yy™P then f = PGf + Hf = PGf by (620) and
(6.17), so f € P(Hy?(M; E)). Since every f € Hy ™P(M;E) can be written
f=PGf+ Hf, where PGf € P(HYP(M;E)) =Yy ™" and Hf € Z, it follows
that HY~™P(M; E) = YF~™P @ Z. Therefore,

HY"P(M;E) Y} ™ az

P(HEP(M;E)) Y™

1%

Z,

which is finite-dimensional. This also shows that the cokernel and kernel of P have
the same dimension, so P has index zero.

Next we will prove the necessity of the stated conditions on §. In fact, we will
show that P has infinite-dimensional kernel when ¢ is strictly below the Fredholm
range, and infinite-dimensional cokernel when ¢ is strictly above; in the borderline
case C:’/‘;i r» we will also show that P has infinite-dimensional kernel, and in all
other borderline cases, we will show that it fails to have closed range.

First we address the Holder case below the Fredholm range. Assume 0 < o < 1,
m < k+a <1+, and § < n/2—R, and consider P: Cy*(M; E) — Cy¥~"™*(M; E).
We will prove that P is not Fredholm in this case by showing that it has an infinite-
dimensional kernel.
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The definition of the indicial radius R and the symmetry of the characteristic
exponents about Re s = n/2 —r imply that P has a characteristic exponent sg with
f_{?so =n/2 —r — R. Let W be the subspace of Ck?Q,R(M; E) given by Lemma
p.7 for this characteristic exponent. (The compact set K is irrelevant in this case.)
For any p > n, P(W) C C’g’/okRH(M;E) C Hg’/psz(M;E) by Lemma 3.6, If we
choose p large enough, then 6 = n/2— R will satisfy |0+n/p—n/2| = |n/p—R| < R,
so there exist operators G, H: H'P . (M;E) — HY? . (M;E) satisfying (6.17)-

.- n/2—R n/2—R
(6.20). Let Wy C W be the linear subspace defined by
Wo ={weW: HPw=0}. (6.28)

Because H takes its values in the finite-dimensional space Z, the space Wy is

also infinite-dimensional. Note that for w € Wy, Pw € Hg’/gi r(M; E) implies
GPw € H7 (M;E) C C)7y_n(M;E) by Lemma 3.G(). Define X: Wy —

O p(M; E) by Xw = w — GPw. It follows from (62) that

PXw=Pw— PGPw=HPw=0 forallweW,.

Therefore,
X(Wo) CKer PN Cyy p(M;E) C Gy [ (M;E)
by Lemma 'ﬁi_é Moreover, X is injective because Xw = 0 implies w =

GPw € Hg’/psz(M;E), which implies that w = 0 by assertion (§) of Lemma
B.7. Thus we have shown that X (Wp) is an infinite-dimensional subspace of
Ker PN Cfl’/g_R(M; E). Since Cfl’/g_R(M; E) C CP®(M; E) whenever § < n/2— R
and m < k+ a < [+ 3, it follows that P has infinite-dimensional kernel on
C¥*(M; E) in all such cases.

Next consider the Sobolev case below the Fredholm range. When 1 < p < o0,
m <k <1, and § < n/2—n/p— R, we have C,}, .(M;E) C Hy"(M;E) by
Lemma 3.6, so P has infinite-dimensional kernel in H?’p (M; E) as well.

Now we consider the exponents strictly above the Fredholm range, beginning
with the Sobolev case. Suppose 1 < p <oo,m < k+a <I+8,and§ >n/2—n/p+
R. Recall that the dual space to Hg’p is Hg’g* (where p* is the conjugate exponent,
1/p+1/p* = 1), acting by way of the standard L? pairing. Since —§ < n/2—n/p*—
R, the argument above shows that P* = P: Hr_ntgp* (M;E) — H%y* (M; E) has
infinite-dimensional kernel. Each element v of the infinite-dimensional space Ker PN
HT(;’p* (M; E) thus defines a continuous linear functional on Hy ™" (M; E) by u
(u,v), and each such linear functional annihilates P(H?’p (M; E)) by Lemma {§.7.
It follows that the range of P has infinite codimension in Hy """ (M; E).

For the Holder case, suppose 0 < a<1l,m<k+a<l+f,and § >n/2+ R.
Choose §' close to § and p sufficiently large that n/2+ R < & +n/p < 6. It
follows that —§’ < n/2 —n/p* — R, which implies as above that P has an infinite-

dimensional kernel in H™:"" (M; E). The fact that C¥~"™(M; E) ¢ H"(M; E)
implies that Hg’f,* (M; E) = (HYP(M; E))* C (Cy~™(M;E))*. As above, each
linear functional on C§~"*(M; E) defined by an element of Ker P N HT(;’,”* (M; E)
annihilates the range of P, so once again we conclude that P: Cg’o‘(M E) —

CY~"™(M; E) has infinite-dimensional cokernel.
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Next we consider the borderline cases. The lower borderline Holder case § =
n/2— R was already treated above, when we showed that P has infinite-dimensional
kernel in Cg’o‘(M ; E) whenever 6 < n/2 — R. In all remaining cases, we will show
that P does not have closed range.

We begin with the upper borderline Sobolev case, Hézp(M;E) with 0, =

n/2 —n/p+ R. Let us assume that P: Hff(M;E) — pr_m’p(M;E) has closed
range and derive a contradiction. If § < §, is chosen sufficiently close to ¢, that
|0 —n/2 4+ n/p| < R, the argument at the beginning of this proof showed that
Ker P N HY'P(M; E) is finite-dimensional. Since Hg:p(M;E) C HYP(M; E), we
see that Ker P N ng(M;E) is finite-dimensional as well, so P: pr’p(M;E) —
H(?p_m’p (M; E) is semi-Fredholm. It follows from Lemma :'4: 1:(1 that there is a com-
pact set K C M and a constant C' such that

[ullop.s, < CliPullop,s, (6.29)

when u € Hi""(M; E) is supported in M \ K.

By definition of R, P has a characteristic exponent sy whose real part is equal
ton/2 —r+ R. Let w be any element of the space W defined in Lemma .7 corre-
sponding to this characteristic exponent, with suppw C M \ K, w ¢ H?;p(M; E),

but Pw € Cg’/OQJrRtlEM;E) C Hg;p(M;E). Let {t¢-} be a family of cutoff func-
tions as in Lemma §_S, and define w. = (1 — 1. )w. Note that for any ¢ > 0, w,

is in Cl’ﬁ(M;E) and compactly supported, so it is in H[?p’p(M;E) for all £ < I.

loc
Because w ¢ Hg;p(M;E) and w. — w uniformly on compact sets as ¢ — 0, we
have [lwe||o,p,5, — 00. On the other hand,

Pw. = (1 —4.)Pw — [P,¢p.Jw € Hy"(M; E). (6.30)

If we can show that || Pwello,p,s, remains bounded as ¢ — 0, we will have a contra-
diction to (6.29).

The fact that Pw € Hy"(M; E) implies that (1 — ¢.)Pw — Pw in the Hy”
norm, so the first term in (:6:3:(1) is clearly bounded in H?;p . For the second term,
observe that the commutator [V, 1w = w ® di). is an operator of order zero with
coefficients that are uniformly bounded in C*»#(M) and supported on the set where
g/2 < p <e. It follows by induction that [P,.] is an operator of order m — 1 with
bounded coefficients supported in the same set, and therefore

Py Jw|P . <C / ViwlP dV,.
I[P, ve]wllg 5, > E/QSPSEI P dV

0<j<m—1

Since |V/w|? is integrable for 0 < j < m, each integral above goes to zero as ¢ — 0
by the dominated convergence theorem. This contradicts ('§_29) and completes the
proof that P does not have closed range in this case.

Next consider the upper borderline Holder case, § = n/2 + R. The argument is
almost the same as in the Sobolev case, except in this case we have to set w, = Y. w
and show that ||Pw.|[o,a,n/2+r — 0 while ||welp,q,n/2+r remains bounded below
by a positive constant. The details are left to the reader.

The only case left is the lower borderline Sobolev case, H(?’p (M; E) with 6 =

n/2—n/p—R. Since —0 = n/2—n/p*+ R, we showed above that P HTSP* (M;E) —
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Hﬂ’g’* (M; E) does not have closed range, and thus neither does P: Hﬂ’g’* (M; E) —
Hg’g ’ (M; E) considered as an unbounded operator (since its domain is exactly
H™?P ’ (M; E)). Since a closed, densely defined operator has closed range if and only
if its adjoint does (cf. [84, Theorem IV.5.13]), this implies that P: Hy?(M; E) —
Hg’p (M; E) does not have closed range, and then it follows from the regularity
results of Proposition .3 that P: HY?(M; E) — Hy "™ (M; E) does not either.
Finally, to prove part @), just observe that P being Fredholm on L?(M;FE)
implies that it is Fredholm from H{"*(M; E) to Hy”*(M;E). By part (H), this in
turn implies that |0] < R. O



CHAPTER 7

Laplace Operators

In this chapter we specialize to Laplace operators. Throughout this chapter,
(M, g) will be a connected asymptotically hyperbolic (n + 1)-manifold of class C'-8
forsomel>2and 0 < G < 1.

Let E be a geometric tensor bundle of weight r over M. A Laplace operatoris a
second-order geometric operator P: C*°(M; E) — C*°(M; E) that can be written
in the form P = V*V 4+ %", where V*V is the covariant Laplacian and 7 : £ — FE
is a bundle endomorphism (i.e., a differential operator of order zero). Note that our
definition of geometric operators guarantees that the coefficients of £ in any local
frame are contractions of tensor products of g, =1, dV,, and the curvature tensor.

To get sharp Fredholm results for a specific Laplace operator, we need to com-
pute its indicial radius. In general, this is just a straightforward computation in
coordinates near the boundary. Here are some of the results.

LEMMA 7.1. The covariant Laplacian V*V on trace-free symmetric r-tensors

has indicial radius
2
R=/ % + 7.

We will postpone the proof of this lemma until after Proposition ,'_f_a below. For
the record, we also note the following, which is proved in [39, 'flg]

LEMMA 7.2 (Mazzeo). The Laplace-Beltrami operator A = dd* + d*d on g-
forms has the following indicial radius:

n 0 < <TL
B q, _q_27
1 n+1
R = 55 q= 2 )
2 2
q—n;r ) n;r <g¢g<n+1.

The following lemma greatly simplifies the computation of the indicial radius
of a Laplace operator.

PROPOSITION 7.3. Let P = V*V + % be a Laplace operator acting on a geo-
metric tensor bundle of weight r. For any s € C,

I;(P) = Ip(P) + s(n — s — 2r).

PROOF. Since I5(#") = J'|om is independent of s, we need only consider
the case P = V*V. As in the proof of Proposition 2.7 of [@g], we compute (in

58
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background coordinates)
piij = 0;0jp — T 0hp
= p 1 (20ipdip — Gi5) +op™);
A(p*) = —s(s — 1)p* g’ pijpik — 5p° ' pii”
= s(n —s)p® + o(p°);
Vol; = ldpl}
= p*ldpl5 = p® + o(p?).
Therefore,
p~ V'V (p*u) = —p~* Try V(p*1)
=—p *Tr,V(sp* 'u® Vp+ p*Va)
=—p *Try (s(s —1)p* *uUR Vp® Vp+2sp° 'Vu® Vp
+sp* 'u® V?p + p*V20) (7.2)
—s(s — 1)p72|Vp|§ﬂ —25p ' Vgrad pU
+sp tApu+ V'V
= —5(s — 1)U — 25p ' Vigrad pU + s(n — 1)u + V*Vu + o(1).

To compute the second term above, assume % is a tensor of type (g) with g—p =,
and let D be the difference tensor D = V — V. The components of Vu are

1. p z _11 m. zp_ m —t1.-
uh Jk Uj, .. -Jq +§:F E:Fjsk Uj, . m --Jq

Ts _'Ll m. _ _’Ll
+ZD Ui Ja ZD Jl»»»m»»»J
Ss=

Let us introduce the shorthand notations p; = 8;p and p' = §9;p. Using formula
(8.10) for the components of D, together with the fact that p;° = 14 O(p), we
obtain
p M Dl = —p" (8L i + 6p; — Gp') = — 3%+ O(p).
Therefore,
P (Varaa o053 = 0 g™ oy
== Z T Z O gy +O0)

_Tﬂzl “ip + O(p).

J1---Jq

Inserting this back into (7.2), we obtain
p~°V*V(p’u) = s(n — s — 2r)u + V*Vu + o(1),
which implies the result. O

PROOF OF LEMMA 7_7-._1:. By Prop. :_7-_3:, to determine I;(V*V) it suffices to com-
pute Io(V*V). The cases r = 0 and r = 2 follow from Corollary 2.8 and Lemma 2.9
of [@9] For the general case, suppose r > 1. Assuming @ is trace-free, symmetric,
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and smooth up to the boundary, and using the notation of the preceding proof, we
compute

(V*V), . .4 = —ﬂil...ir;ll
= —glm (6mun Dlmun K] ZDZ mU ~~~j-~~ir;l> + O(p)
s=1

As in the preceding proof, we have

t=1

and therefore,
(V*Vﬂ)llu - Zglm(amD ull...k...l ZglmDJ Dfﬂﬂll,.,k...z
t=1

§ l § : l
g mDJ thlu”Ll...j...k...'Lr g mDJ lu”Ll...k...'L

1<s5,t<r
s;ét

+ O(p).
Using (5 :1@:) again, we compute

9" Om Dy = 9" p 2 pm (81 i+ 0F pi, — FiiP") + Olp) = 65 + O(p);
lmDJ Dfﬂ =—(n— 1)5ft + O(p);
lmDJ le — 50k Lk, o 5K o B 8 p BF T T4 Ofp):
9" D; 1,05, + 9" pi.pi, = 6i,pi P — 6, pi. P + T, PP+ O(p);
gD}, D = —(n—1)p;.p" + O(p).
Inserting these above and using the fact that @ is symmetric and trace-free, we
obtain

(V*Vﬂ)““ = Tﬂil 1 —|— T(n — 1)@11 i T(T — 1)@11“ — O

kA
(r—1) sztp Uiy iy + (= 1) i, By ki,
s=1

T

1<s5,t<r s=1
s;ét

T

=r(n+ 1=y, + 2+ n=3) P Ui,

t=1
Z .1, P P Uiy ki + O(p).
1<s,t<r
s#t

Suppose s is any indicial root of V*V and w is a corresponding unit eigentensor.
Using the formula above for V*Vu together with Proposition /.3, and observing
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that @ is trace-free, we compute
0= (7, I;(V*V)u);
=r(n+1-r) |U|§+ (2r +n —3) ’gradngﬂ‘; +s(n—s—2r) |U|§
>r(n+1—7r)+s(n—s—2r),

which implies that each indicial root satisfies

n 2 p?
s-(5-7)

Z I —+ 7.
It follows that the indicial radius of V*V is at least \/n?/4 +r.
On the other hand, if @ is chosen so that grad;p 17 = 0 along OM (i.e., U is

purely tangential), we find that I,(V*V)u = (r(n+1—r)+s(n—s—2r))u. Solving
I,(V*V)u = 0 for s, we find that two of the indicial roots of V*V are

(2
s:%—r:l: %—i—r.

This proves that the indicial radius is exactly \/n2/4 + r as claimed. [l

COROLLARY 7.4. Let P = V*V + J# be a Laplace operator acting on a geo-
metric tensor bundle of weight r, and suppose P has indicial radius R > 0. For
c € R, the indicial radius R’ of P+ c is positive if and only if ¢+ R? > 0, in which

case
R =+/c+ R2.

PRrROOF. Comparing the formulas given by Proposition :'_f_f‘; for I;(P) and
I /2—r(P), we find that

I,(P) =I,/2—7(P) = (s —n/2+ )2,

Observe that I, 5, (P) is self-adjoint by Proposition 51:4, S0 it has real eigenvalues.
Now s is a characteristic root of P precisely when s is a solution to the quadratic
equation (s —n/2+r)? = p for some eigenvalue p of I, j5_,.(P). If some eigenvalue
were nonpositive, this equation would have a root with real part equal to n/2 — r,
which would imply R = 0. Therefore, the assumption R > 0 means that all of the
eigenvalues {y;} of I, /o, (P) are strictly positive, and therefore the characteristic
roots of P are s =n/2 —r + /n;, with R* = min{y;}.

Since Is(P + ¢) = I;(P) + ¢, the characteristic roots of P + ¢ are s = n/2 —
r + \/c+ p;, and the one with smallest real part greater than n/2 —r is s =
n/2 —r ++vc+ R%. Thus the indicial radius of P + ¢ is V¢ + R? as claimed. [

LEMMA 7.5. Let Ay, be the Lichnerowicz Laplacian, and let ¢ be a real constant.
Ifn%/4—2n+-c > 0, then the indicial radius of Ay, +c acting on symmetric 2-tensors

is
N2
R= Z—Qn—l—c. (7.3)

PROOF. Observe first that Ay, preserves the splitting of symmetric 2-tensors
into trace and trace-free parts:

Y2M =Rg @ X3M,
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where $2M is the bundle of symmetric covariant 2-tensors, X2 M is the subbundle
of tensors that are trace-free with respect to g, and Rg C ¥?M is the real line
bundle of multiples of g. On Rg, Re(ug) = Rm(ug), so Ar acts as the ordinary
Laplacian:

Ap(ug) = (V*Vu)g.

It follows from Lemma 7.1 (or Lemma y7.2) that the indicial radius of V*V on
functions is R = n/2, so the indicial radius of V*V + ¢ is y/n?/4 + ¢, which is
greater than (7.3). Therefore, it suffices to show that Ay, + ¢ acting on trace-free
symmetric 2-tensors has indicial radius given by (:_7-_3)

The asymptotic formula (#.3) for the Riemann curvature tensor implies that
the action of Rm and Rc on $2M near the boundary is given by

Re(u) = —nu+ O(plul);

. 7.4
Em(u) = u+ Olplul). (74

Thus the indicial radius of Ar, +c on X2M is the same as that of V*V —2n—2+c,
which is y/n2/4 — 2n + ¢ by Lemma ¥.1' and Corollary {7 4. O

The main_thing that needs to be checked in order to apply Theorem '_C-'j is the
L? estimate ({L.4). For some operators, an appropriate asymptotic estimate follows
from an obvious integration by parts, such as V*V +c¢ when c is a positive constant:

(u, V*Vu + cu) = [Vul® + cllul® = cl|ull?,

from which |ul| < ¢ |(V*V + ¢)u|| follows by the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality.
However, when the zero-order term is not strictly positive, we need to work a bit
harder.

As a warmup for the general L? estimates we will prove below, consider first the
ordinary Laplacian A = d*d on functions. The use of positive eigenfunctions, and
more generally positive functions satisfying differential inequalities, is a common
tool for estimating the lower bound of the spectrum of elliptic operators; see for
example [_-?g, 3_3-8, :'4:3] and especially [§-§], where such functions play a central role.
The following lemma was proved originally by Cheng and Yau @Q, p. 345].

LEMMA 7.6 (Cheng-Yau). Let M be any Riemannian manifold. If there exists
a positive, locally C? function ¢ on M such that Ap/p > X, then

(u, Au) > Alul? (7.5)
for all smooth compactly supported functions u.

The proof of this lemma in L‘?ﬂ] uses the maximum principle. Here is a simple
proof based on integration by parts, which serves to motivate the somewhat more
delicate estimates below.

PROOF. Let u € C°(M). The divergence theorem gives
0 :/ d*(u*p~tdyp) dV,
M

= / (—2u<p*1 (du,dp),, + u?p 2| dp|* + u2g071Ag0) dv.
" 4
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Thus
0 S/ |pd(e™w)|* dv,
M
:/ ‘du—u@71d¢‘2 dv,
M
= [ (idul? ~ 207 i), + o)
" 4
:/ (uAu— u2<p71A<p) av, S/ (uAu— /\uz) avy,
M M
which is equivalent to (7.3) O

Lemma :_7-_6‘, is a global result; but for proving asymptotic estimates, we need
only find a function ¢ that satisfies Ap/@ > X on the complement of a compact
set. In particular, on an asymptotically hyperbolic (n 4+ 1)-manifold, asymptotic
computations show that A(p"/2)/p"/? can be made arbitrarily close to n?/4 near
OM. From this it will follow, for example, that A — X on functions satisfies the
hypotheses of Theorem [} for any constant A < n?/4.

It is interesting to note that this simple estimate immediately yields a (rather
crude) estimate for the covariant Laplacian on tensor fields.

LEMMA 7.7. If (:_f_-q) holds for smooth functions compactly supported in some
open set U C M, then for any smooth tensor field w compactly supported in U, we
have

(w, V*Vw) > A|wl|?
with the same constant .
PROOF. Inequality (7.5) implies
Mlul® < IVl

which extends continuously to compactly supported functions in HV2(U). If w is
a smooth, compactly supported tensor field, the function |w| is Lipschitz, hence in
HY2(U). Kato’s inequality says that |V|w|| < |Vw| almost everywhere (see [10,
Prop. 3.49], where this is proved for scalar functions; the proof extends easily to
tensors). Therefore

Mlwl* < [V]w| [? < IVw]* = (w, V*Vw).
O

A version of this argument (using the maximum principle instead of integration
by parts) was used implicitly in our proof that the linearized Einstein operator is
invertible on weighted Holder spaces over hyperbolic space [@-!_j] Unfortunately, as
we noted there, this estimate was not sharp, and led to less-than-optimal Fredholm
results for tensors. For the application to Einstein metrics in this monograph, we no
longer need a sharp asymptotic estimate, because of the sharp Fredholm theorems
of the preceding chapter. However, with other applications in mind, it is useful to
see how far the asymptotic estimates can be pushed.

The key to finding improved asymptotic estimates on tensors turns out to be to
consider r-tensor fields as (r — 1)-tensor-valued 1-forms. Therefore we must make
a short digression to discuss the properties of tensor-valued differential forms.
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Let E be any geometric tensor bundle over M, and let AF := E® A?M denote
the bundle of E-valued g-forms on M. Let D: C®(M;AIE) — C*°(M;AI1E)
denote the exterior covariant differential on E-valued forms, defined by

D(c®a)=VoAa+o®da,

for a € C°(M;AM) and 0 € C*°(M; E). (The wedge product above is computed
by wedging the 1-form component of Vo with « to yield a section of AYT1E.) We
will study the covariant Laplace-Beltrami operator on E-valued forms, defined by
A = DD* + D*D, where D* is the formal adjoint of D.

For a scalar 1-form «, we let aVv: AT E — AYE denote the (pointwise) ad-
joint of the operator aA: AYE — AYT'E with respect to g, so that (« /\w,n>q =
(w,a Vv n>g. In particular, if 3 is also a scalar 1-form, then oV 3 = (a, 5),. l

For any function u € C?(M), let H(u) denote the covariant Hessian of u act-
ing as bundle endomorphism H(u): A'M — A'M, and extended to AYM as a
derivation. In terms of any orthonormal basis,

H(uw = ue' A (ed Vw) (7.6)

(where u.;; are the components of V2u), since both sides are derivations that agree
on A'M. We extend this endomorphism to AYE by letting it act on the differential
form component alone.

LEMMA 7.8. Suppose « and B are scalar 1-forms, w is an E-valued q-form, and
u is a function. For any local orthonormal frame {e;} for TM and dual coframe
{ej} we have the following facts:
Dw=¢ AV, Sw.
*w=—elV V LW
uww) = uDw + "du A w.
( w) =uD*w —duV w.
(BVw)+6V(arw)={a,b),w.
(duVw) =—duV Dw + H(u)w + Vgrad uw.
(g) D*(du Aw) = —du A D*w + H(u)w — Vgrad uw + (Au)w

D
D
D
a A
D

__ ProoF. Parts (@) through (d) are standard, and can be found, for example, in
60, Ch. 2 and Section 6.1]. For (), choose a point p € M and a frame {e;} such

that Ve; = Vel = 0 at p. Then, computing at p and using (&), (g), and (7.6), w
have

D(duV w) = el AVj(ure Vw)

= eJ A (ugre® Vw) +ugpel A"V V w)

= H(u)w + u5¢"*Vw — upe Vv (eF A Vjw)

= H(u)w + Vgraduw — du V Dw.
The computation for (g) is similar. O

The integral formula in the next lemma, a tensor analogue of (.'_f ._a), is the key

to proving sharp asymptotic L? estimates. It unifies and generalizes Bochner-type
formulas that have been used in various settings, such as the weighted Bochner
formula introduced by Witten [§§] to prove the Morse inequalities, and a closely

related formula for scalar differential forms used by Donnelly and Xavier @5,'] to
analyze the spectrum of the scalar Laplace-Beltrami operator on negatively-curved
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manifolds, and by Lars Andersson [f_?:] for the same operator on asymptotically
hyperbolic manifolds. Later Andersson and Chrusciel [:G] used the formula presented
here (based on an early draft of the present monograph) to obtain Fredholm results
for the “vector Laplacian” L*L that arises in the constraint equations of general
relativity (see the Introduction).

LEMMA 7.9. For any smooth, compactly supported section w of A1E, and any
positive C? function ¢ on M, the following integral formula holds:

(w.80) = [ MGl + 2 (0, H(og ),
+leD(e ' w)[2 + | D (pw) |2 dVy (7.7)
> /M (@, (¢ Ap + 2H (log p))w), AV
PrROOF. Let u =log . Using Lemma f:&, we compute
[ e ne ) + D el v
= /M |Dw — du /\w|§ +|D*w —duV w|§ v,

= /M |Dw|§ —2(Dw,du A w), + |du A w|§

+ [D*w|2 — 2(D*w,du Vv w), + ldu v wl2 dVy
= / (w, Aw), —2(duV Dw,w), + {du V (du Aw),w),
M— 2 (w, D(duVw)), + {du A (duVw),w), dVy

—2{(w, Vgraduw), dVy

g9 g

= /M (w, Aw), + |du|§|w|§ — 2w, H(u)w)
= [ o B ol =2 G Hw)e), = (Bl Y,
= / (w, Aw), — e_“A(e“)|w|§ =2 (w, H(u)w), dVy.

M

O

To make use of this formula, we will use a power of the defining function p
as our weight function . It is convenient to introduce the following notation: If
P:C*(M;E) — C>®(M;E) is a differential operator on M and A is a real number,
we write

(u, Pu) 2 X|ul® (7.8)
to mean that for every € > 0, there exists a compact set K. such that
(u, Pu) = (A =€) [[ul?
whenever v is smooth and compactly supported in M \ K.

LEMMA 7.10. Let M be an asymptotically hyperbolic (n + 1)-manifold of class
CY8, with 1 > 2 and 0 < B < 1, and suppose either 0 < q < n/2 or (n+2)/2 <
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q < n. The covariant Laplace-Beltrami operator satisfies the following asymptotic
estimate on E-valued q-forms:

(w, Aw) 2 Allw]l?,
where A = (n—2¢)%/4 if 0 < qg<n/2 and A\ = (n+2—2¢)%/4if (n+2)/2 < q < n.
PROOF. We will use (7.7) for forms w supported near the boundary. Let p be
a smooth defining function. Using (7.1!), we compute
(logp)iij = P~ puip:j — 9i + O(p)-
The tensor g acts as the identity on 1-forms, and since we extend it to act as

a derivation, it acts on E-valued g-forms as ¢ times the identity. Using (7.0),
therefore, the action of H(logp) on an E-valued ¢g-form w can be written

(w, H(log p)w), = (w, (log p)ije' A (€7 V w)>g
d d
(@ LA (L))~ alel? + Ol
p " \p ’

2
= qlwl; + Olplwl3).

d
—'—p\/w
p g

Thus with ¢ = p*, where s is a constant to be determined later, the integrand on
the right-hand side of (7.7) can be estimated as follows:

(w,(p™*A(p") + 2sH (log p))w)

2 7.9
— O(plwly). (72

> s(n—s—2q)|wl’ + 2s

d
—p\/w
P

Given § > 0, we can choose € small enough that the absolute value of the
O(plwl?) factor above is bounded by élw|? on A.. If s > 0, we then have for w
compactly supported in A,

(w, Aw) > (s(n — s — 2q) = )[|w]3.

This estimate is optimal when s = (n — 2¢)/2, so as long as (n — 2¢)/2 > 0, which
is to say ¢ < n/2, we obtain the conclusion of the lemma with A\ = (n — 2¢)?/4.

If on the other hand s < 0, we use the fact that |dp/p|, approaches 1 uniformly
at M. We choose & small enough that the O(p|w|?) factor in (7.9) is bounded by
(6/2)|w|? and 2s|dp/p|2 > 2s — /2 on A, and conclude that

(w, Aw) > (s(n — 5 = 2q) — 6/2)||w|” + (25 — §/2) lw|?
= (s(n—s—2q+2)—0)|lw|>

This in turn is optimal when s = (n + 2 — 2¢)/2. Thus as long as ¢ > (n+ 2)/2, so
that s < 0, we obtain the conclusion of the lemma with A = (n +2 —2¢)?/4. O

When applied to scalar-valued forms, this result can be used to obtain an
elementary proof of the sharp L? Fredholm theorems and spectral bounds for the
Laplace-Beltrami operator originally obtained by Mazzeo [39, 40]. (See [7], where
this is carried out in detail.) Our main interest in this monograph, however, is
in the covariant Laplacian acting on symmetric tensors. In this case, we consider
the bundle X" M of symmetric r-tensors as a subbundle of the bundle AYT" =M of
(r — 1)-tensor-valued 1-forms.
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The following lemma gives a Weitzenbock formula relating the covariant Lapla-
cian on such tensors to A. For this purpose, we define zero-order operators Re(u)
and Rm(u) acting on r-tensors by

~ . .
Re(W)iy.ip_yj = B Uiy in k5

r—1
Bmn)s ST R Ly
m(u)ll,.,zr,lj — ip J Uiyl ip_1k-

p=1
I\Io_te that on symmetric 2—tensor§, Rm agrees with the operator Rm defined by
(1.1), but Re is not the same as Rc in general.
LEMMA 7.11. For a section u of A'T"~'M,
Au = V*Vu + Re(u) — Rm(u). (7.10)
PRrROOF. This is easiest to see in components, noting that the last index of u is

considered to be the 1-form index.

* _ k k.
(D*Du)iy . iy yj = —Wiy. iy yjik + Uiy iy ki

* — . . k .
(DD u)i1~~~7:r—1j = ~ Uiy dp1k; §-

Applying the Ricci identity to the commutator

k k
WUiy.dip_rksy — Wiy dp_qk; j

yields the result. [l

Specializing Lemma ﬁ:l:(] to (M, we obtain the following sharp asymptotic
estimate.

LEMMA 7.12. The following asymptotic estimate holds for any smooth, com-
pactly supported, trace-free symmetric r-tensor wu:

2
v 2 (5 )l

ProoF. Using (:4_1_3), we compute that the curvature operators Re and Rm
have the following asymptotic behavior on trace-free symmetric r-tensors near OM:
Re(u) = —nu + O(plul,);
Rim(u) = (r — 1)u+ O(plul,).

To prove the lemma, just use Lemma f:lz): with ¢ = 1 together with Lemma f :1:
to obtain

(u, V*Vu) = (u, Au) — (u, Re(w)) + (u, Rm(u))

(n—2)?
R lull® + nllul® + (r = Djul®

2
= (”Z + r) a2
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REMARK. The same method yields similar estimates for Laplace operators act-
ing on any other tensor bundle, but in cases other than fully symmetric or fully
antisymmetric tensors, the estimates so obtained appear not to be sharp. It would
be interesting to know if a modified version of (7.7) could be used to sharpen the
estimate in those cases.

LEMMA 7.13. The following asymptotic estimate holds for any smooth, com-
pactly supported, trace-free symmetric 2-tensor u:

2
(1, 8000) 2 (% = 20)

Proor. This folloyv_s imme@iately fr9m the preceding lemma together with the
asymptotic formulas (7.4) for Rm and Rec. O

PROOF OF PROPOSITIONS D), I, I, AND 'Gi. The operators Ap,+c and V*V+
¢ are Fredholm on L? for the claimed values of ¢ by virtue of Lemmas 7.13 and
7.12. On the other hand, the indicial radius computations at the beginning of this
chapter show that these are precisely the values of ¢ for which these operators have
positive indicial radius, so these are the only values of ¢ for which the operators
are Fredholm. The result for the Hodge Laplacian follows similarly from Lemma
f:lz): in the case of scalar forms. The claims about the essential spectrum follow
immediately from the Fredholm results: Since each of these operators is self-adjoint
on L2, its spectrum is contained in R, and a real number ) is in the essential
spectrum if and only if P — \: L?(M; E) — L?(M; E) is not Fredholm.

For the vector Laplacian L*L, L. Andersson proved in [:_7:, Lemma 3.15] that
the following asymptotic estimate holds:

2
N n
(V.L7LV) 2 v

It follows from Proposition E_that L*L is Fredholm on L2, and then the rest of the
claims follow from Theorem . O

We conclude this chapter by observing that the sharp a priori L? estimates
developed here for Laplace operators actually lead directly to sharp L? Fredholm
theorems for such operators, without any need for the parametrix construction of
the preceding chapter. This follows from the simple device of replacing u by p~%u

to convert unweighted L? estimates to weighted ones. (Cf. also [7, Lemma 3.8].)

LEMMA 7.14. Let E be any geometric tensor bundle over M, and let P =
V*V + Z be a Laplace operator acting on sections of E. Suppose that P satisfies
the asymptotic estimate

(u, Pu) 2 Allul® (7.11)

for some X\ > 0. If |6]*> < \, there is a compact set K C M such that the following
weighted estimate holds for all u € C°(M \ K; E):

lullo,2,s < C||Pullo,2,s- (7.12)
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PrROOF. If u € C°(M; E), then
(02w, V"V (p"w)) = IV (p~"u)||2

- /M <p25|Vu|§ <V“ ue _> (7.13)

By the divergence theorem and the fact that A|u|2 =2(u, V*Vu), — 2[Vul?2,

0= /M d* (p~*°djul?) dV
_ dp

= / p~ (u, V*Vu), — p~ 2| Vulg + 26p7 <VU, u® ?> dVy.
)

+ 52p726|u|2

M

Substituting this into (7.13), we obtain
2

d
(02w, V¥V (p~u)) = (p~"u, p~°V* V) + 52/ p B2 || v, (7.14)
M g
Given € > 0, choose r > 0 small enough that
(u, Pu) > (X — €)||ul|? (7.15)

whenever u is smooth and compactly supported in A,., and such that |dp/p|? <
1+¢/(6%) on A,. Applying (7.15) to p~%u and using (7.14), we obtain
A =a)llp™ull® < (p™"u, (V*V + ) (p™"u))
< (P 0w p T (VI + A Ju) + (87 + ) [ulff 5 6
(6% + &) ullg 2,5,
which implies (7.12) as long as 2e < A — §2. O

With this estimate in hand, it follows immediately from Lemma %.10, that P
is Fredholm on HY?(M; E) provided that |§|> < A. If only L? results are needed,
this provides an exceedingly elementary approach that can be used in many cases.



CHAPTER 8

Einstein Metrics

In this chapter, we will apply the linear theory we have developed so far to
prove the existence of Einstein metrics. To do so, we first need to describe a
systematic construction of asymptotic solutions to the Einstein equation, which
will then be corrected by appealing to an appropriate linear isomorphism theorem
and the inverse function theorem. The construction of asymptotic solutions is very
similar to the one we described on hyperbolic space in ['@-g], but more delicate
because we start with less regularity at the boundary.

Suppose (M, h) is an asymptotically hyperbolic Einstein (n + 1)-manifold of
class CHP, with [ > 2 and 0 < 3 < 1. Let p be a smooth defining function for h,
and put i = ph, h = hlon-

Recall the spaces C(ks)o‘ (M; E) defined in Chapter :3 By definition of the indicial

map, if P is a uniformly degenerate operator of order m and w € ng)’a(ﬁ; E),

then the behavior of P(p®u) at the boundary is dominated by p°Is(P)u. This in
turn follows from the fact that p=°0;, ---0;, (p°u) = p=°0;, -~ 0i,(p°)u + o(p~)
in background coordinates whenever u € CgO?(M) In the construction of our
asymptotic solutions, we will need to make similar estimates when u has somewhat

less regularity. The key is the following lemma.

PROPOSITION 8.1. Suppose 0 < a<1,0<k+a<Il+03,6 €R, and s,j are
integers satisfying 1 < j<s<k+a<Il+0. Ifue Cé)a(ﬁ), then for any indices
1<,...,1 <n+1,

— —6—s s k—j,a S Vi
p00i, - 0y, (p0u) — p~ 000y, - 0y, (0w e O (M),
PROOF. The proof is by induction on j. For j = 1, consider first the case
6 = 0, in which case the claim is

i = sp ' (9;p)u  mod Cé__ll’f_a) (M). (8.1)

We will prove this claim by induction on k. Observe that d;u and sp=1(9;p)u are
in C’é“;ll’)o‘ (M) by parts () and (g) of Lemma 3.1. Thus to prove (8.1, it suffices
to show that the difference between the two terms is O(p*~17%).

For k£ = 1, the only value of s that satisfies the hypotheses is s = 1. Since
p = 0™t is a coordinate function, we consider separately the cases i < n + 1 and
i=n+1. When i < n+ 1 the right-hand side of (8.I!) is zero. On the other hand,
the left-hand side is in C’?O’)O‘ (M) and vanishes on OM (since u vanishes on M and

; is tangent to M), so it is O(p®). When i =n+1, p~lu € C?(;;‘(M) by Lemma

70
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5.1(g), and by definition of the derivative,
0,p) —u(6,0
Ong1u(6,0) = lim u(9, p) — u(6,0)
p—0 P
= lim p~u(8, p).
p—0
It follows that Oy y1u — p~H(Onr1p)u = Opsr1u — p~tu € C?d‘;‘ (M) and vanishes on
OM, so it too is O(p®). This proves (8.1) in the k = s = 1 case.

Now let k£ > 1, and suppose (E_S-_i:) holds for all smaller values of k. Observe that
v=p"%u € C(kljs'kl’a(ﬁ) by Lemma 3.1(g). Therefore, by the chain rule and the
inductive hypothesis,

diu = 0;(p*tv)
= (5= 1)p* 2(9ip)v + p*1Osv
= (s =1)p~ HAip)u+p* H(p™ (Gip)v + O(p))
=sp” (Dip)u+ O(p°~ 1),
Finally, for § # 0, the product rule gives
p~°0i(p°u) = p=°(8p° " (Dip)u + p*Oyu)
= dp~ H(Dip)u+sp~(Dip)u+ O(p°~1"%)
_ p—6—sai(p6+s)u + O(ps—l-i—a)'
This completes the proof of the j =1 step.

Now suppose the proposition is true for some j > 1. For any (j + 1)-tuple
(41,...,%j+1), beginning with the induction hypothesis in the form

0 -'-&-Hl(p‘su) — 0% "'3ij+1(p5+5)u
€’ Ol (D) c Ci e, o (),
we apply the chain rule to obtain
P00 - Bipy, (pPu) = = (= 59701, 0) Dy -+ Dy, (00 )u
+ P05y iy (7T
+p 50, Diyy (P05 u) + O(p" 1)
=P 0 By (07 + O(p I,

where in the last line we have used the induction hypothesis again to evaluate
61'1’(1,. O

COROLLARY 8.2. Let P: C®(M;E) — C*(M;E) be a self-adjoint, elliptic,
geometric partial differential operator of order m < I. Suppose 0 < a < 1, 0 <
k+a <I1l+p8 0 €R, and u € C(ks’;l(ﬁ; E), where s is an integer satisfying
1<s<k+a<l+ 3. Then

= P(o"w)|oar = Iy (P)i, (8.2)

where & = p~Sulans-
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Proor. Write Pu in background coordinates as

Pu= Z Z pja“"“’ifail 0,

0<j<m i, ..niy

where u is vector-valued and the coefficient functions a'>~% are matrix-valued. If
ue ng)’a (M; E), then an easy computation shows that

which implies that
Isys(P)u = Z Z (p % pla %0y, - 03, (p"T%))oardi.

0<j<miy,...,i;5

On the other hand, Proposition 8.1 shows that
pié*sp(psu) — Z Z pféfspjail ..... ij By, - aZ] (pJJrs)(pfsu) + O(pa),

0<j<miy,..., i

which proves the result. O

We will need an extension operator from tensor fields on OM to C“? tensor
fields on M. In @Q], we did this by parallel translating along h-geodesics normal
to OM. However, in our present circumstances, because h may not be smooth up
to the boundary, this parallel translation would lose regularity. Instead, we define
our extension operator as follows.

Let m: TM|sp — TOM denote the h-orthogonal projection, which is clearly
a CY% bundle map over OM. Given any C"? 2-tensor field v on M, lifting by 7
yields a C'8 section m*v of X2 M |

T o(X,Y) =v(nX,7Y).

Define a linear map E: CY3(0M;¥20M) — Cébﬁ)(ﬁ; Y2M) by letting E(u) =
eIl(7*u), where ¢ is a fixed cutoff function that is equal to 1 along OM and is
supported in a small collar neighborhood of the boundary, and II denotes parallel
translation along normal geodesics with respect to some smooth background metric.

For any C"# Riemannian metric § on M, we define a metric 7(g) on M by
T(3) =h+p 2E(G - h). (8.3)

Then T: CHP(OM;X20M) — CHP(M; %2 M) defines a smooth (in fact affine) map
of Banach spaces. It is easy to see that if g is sufficiently close to h in the L8 norm,
then T'(g) will be an asymptotically hyperbolic metric on M of class C#, whose
conformal infinity is [g]. Moreover, since E(0) = 0, our construction guarantees
that T(h) = h.

For higher-order asymptotics, we will use an extension lemma due to L. An-
dersson and P. Chruéciel [_‘8, Lemma 3.3.1]. Translated into our notation, it reads
as follows.

LEMMA 8.3. Suppose 0 < o < 1 and k > 0. Given an integer s such that
0 < s <kand any ¢ € CF=5%(OM), there exists a function u € C'é)a(ﬁ) such

that (p~%u)|om = 1.



8. EINSTEIN METRICS 73

The formula [B 3.3.6)] for the derivatives of u makes it clear that the mapping
¥ + u is a bounded linear map from C*~%%(9M) to Ck O‘(M)

Recall the operator Q defined by (1.2). The next lemma gives a construction
of asymptotic solutions to Q(g, go) = 0 analogous to Theorem 2.11 of [29].

LEMMA 8.4. Suppose 0 < < 1,2 <1< n-—1, and h is an asymptotically
hyperbolic metric on M of class CbP. Let § be any metric on OM of class C*P,
and set go = T(§). There exists an asymptotically hyperbolic metric g of class C'8
on M such that p*>gloa = g and

Q(g,90) € C%5 5 VLM © Cf 57 (M 22 M), (8.4)

The mapping S: CHP(OM;¥20M) — prCéb[;(M; Y2M) given by S(g) = g is a
smooth map of Banach spaces.

PROOF. Define a nonlinear operator
Q: Cyy (M; X2 M) x C) (M; £°M) — C)** (M; 2°M)
by
Q(9,90) = r*Qp™ 29,0 *0)-

It is clear that (_S_ 4) is equivalent to Q(p%g, p>go) = O(p'~21P). It follows from for-
mula (2.19) of [29] that Q has the following expression in background coordinates:
Q(.90) = €"(3.90) + p&(3.90) + »*6*(3,90),
where &7 is a universal polynomial in the components of g, g, their inverses, and

their coordinate derivatives of order less than or equal to j. It follows that Q takes
its values in

Cloy VL 22 M) + pCio) (M 22 M) + p*Clo) 7 (M °M), (8.5)

and is a smooth map of Banach spaces.
We will recursively construct a sequence of metrics gg,...,g; € O(o) (M;%%M)

satisfying Q(7,Jo) = o(p*). In fact, we will prove a bit more, namely that

pCoy"" (M S2M) + p*Clo, 2 (M 22M), k=0,

Q(G1,70) € § P°Cl 2 (V5 32M), l<k<i-1, (86)
1—2,8 —
201 2+ﬁ)(M’22M)’ h=t

Begin with g, = p*T(9). It follows from Corollary 2.6 of @g] that
Q(90,90) = O(p)-
Since the intersection of (8.5) with O(p) is
Cy (M M) + pCio M (M; M) + p*Co > (M M)
C pCloy" (M 22 M) + p*C(o " (M 27 M),

we have (8.6) in the k = 0 case.
Assume by induction that for some k, 1 < k < [, we have constructed

Jp_1 € Cl’ﬁ(_' M;¥?M) satisfying the analogue of (8.6). Then letting o =
p*Q(g,_ 1,go)|a]\4,we see from Lemma 3.1(g) that ¥ is a C'=% section of TM|aar.
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If7 e Cékﬁ) (M; ©%M), the same argument as in the proof of 29, Theorem 2.11]
shows that

Q@1 +7,50) = Q@r-1,T0) + P*(Ar + 20)(p7°T) +0(p").  (8.7)
By Corollary g._i, we have

P> (AL +20)(p7T) o = Tr—2(AL + 2n) (p~"F)|anr + o(1).
Because the indicial radius of Ay, +2n is R = n/2, I,(Ar,+2n) is invertible provided
—2<s<n—2 Thusaslongas 1 <k <[l <n-—1, there is a unique C'=F8 tensor
field ¢ along OM such that I_o (AL + 2n)1/) = —7. By Lemma 8.3, there is a tensor
field 7 € Cékﬁ)( ; 22M) such that (p~*7)[sar = 9. Inserting this back into (8.7),
we conclude that Q(gy_, +7,y) = o(p"), and thus actually satisfies (8.q). Setting
Jr = Jr—1 + T completes the inductive step.

After the k = [ step, we set g = g;, and (8.4) is satisfied. The smoothness of the

operator S : g+ g is immediate from the remark following Lemma 8.3 above. [

PRrROOF OF THEOREM :5: The proof follows closely that of Theorem 4.1 in [:'_29:]
We define an open subset # C C4P(OM; $20M) x Cllfﬁ(M %2M) by

B ={(qg,r):9, T(9), and S(g) + r are all positive definite}.
Define a map 2: % — CY#(0M; X20M) x CllJr; A(M;22M) by

2(9,7) = (9, Q(S@) + 1, T(9))),
where T is defined in (8.3) and S in Lemma 8.4. Tt follows just as in [24] that 2
is a smooth map of Banach spaces.

Since T(h) = S(h) = h and h is an Einstein metric, 2(h,0) = (h,0). As is
shown in [29], the linearization of 2 about (h,0) is the lincar map D2 -
CLA(OM; $20M) x Cpfy
by

(h.0) from

(M;32M) to C1P(OM;$20M) x Cf, 57 (M; $2M) given

DQ(E,O)@ ) = (4, D1Qnn)(DS;G + 1) + D2Q 1 1) (DT5,7))
= (q, (AL + 2n)r + K7q),
where

K@= D1Qn.n)(DS;q) + D2Q 41y (DT57).

Because Ap, + 2n preserves the splitting XM = YEM @ Ry, to show that it
satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem O we need to show that it has trivial L2 kernel
on each of these bundles separately Since Rm(g) = Re(g), the action of Ay, on
sections of Rg is just given by the scalar Laplacian:

Ar(ug) = (V" Vu)g.
Since 2n > 0, it follows easily from integration by parts that V*Vu + 2n acting
on scalar functions has trivial L? kernel. Thus the assumption that Ap, + 2n has
trivial L? kernel on ¥2M is sufficient to allow us to apply the results of Theorem
0. In particular, Ay, + 2n: O3 (M; X2M) — C5 > (M;%2M) is an isomorphism

for |6 — n/2| < n/2, which is to say for 0 < § < n. This is true for 6 =+ f3, so the
linearization of 2 has a bounded inverse given by

(D2 )" Y@,v) = (0, (AL + 2n) "' (v — K©)).
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Therefore, by the Banach space inverse function theorem, there is a neighborhood
of (ﬁ, 0) on which 2 has a smooth inverse. In particular, for g sufficiently C*? close
to h, there is a solution r € Cllfﬁ(M; ¥2M) to 2(g,7) = (g,0).

Putting ¢ = S(3)+r and go = T(), we have Q(g, go) = 0. Moreover, if the C*-%
neighborhood of h is sufficiently small, then g will be uniformly C? close to h, and
therefore g will have strictly negative Ricci curvature. By Lemma 2.2 of [24], this

implies that ¢ is Einstein. Note that p?r € CllfQJrﬁ(M; %2M), which is contained

in Cé;f; (M;%%M) by Lemma B-_:/: Since p2S(g) € C’égf; (M;X?M) by construction,
it follows that g is asymptotically hyperbolic of class C* as claimed.

It remains only to prove that Ay, + 2n has trivial L? kernel on X2M under the
assumptions stated in Theorem }_&: First suppose that h has nonpositive sectional
curvature. A simple algebraic argument (see \I3, Lemma 12.71]) shows that if h
is an Einstein metric on an (n + 1)-manifold with scalar curvature —n(n + 1), its
Riemann curvature operator Rm acting on trace-free symmetric 2-tensors satisfies
the following estimate at each point p € M:

(Rm(u),u)p < (n+ (n = 1) Kmax(p)) |ulz, (8.8)

where Kinax(p) is the maximum of the sectional curvatures of h at p. (In [13], this
is attributed to a hard-to-find 1979 paper of T. Fujitani; however, the argument was
already given in 1978 by N. Koiso [35, Prop. 3.4].) Since the Einstein assumption
implies that Re(u) = —nu, we have

AL +2n =V*V —2Rm = DD* + D*D +n — Rm

(see (:'7_ 1()). Therefore, if h has sectional curvatures everywhere bounded above by
—k <0, for any u € C°(M;%2M) we have

(us (A + 2n)u) = [|D*ul* + || Dul|* + nlful® = (u, Rm(u))
> (u, (n — Rm)u)
> (n— 1slul®

The same is true for u € H*?(M;3X3M) because C°(M;X3M) is dense in that
space. If K > 0, it follows immediately that A, + 2n has trivial L? kernel. On
the other hand, if k = 0, the sequence of inequalities above implies that if u €
H?2(M;¥2M) is a solution to (A + 2n)u = 0, the nonnegative quantity (u, (n —
Rm)u) » must vanish identically on M. Since the sectional curvatures of h approach
—1 at infinity, there is some compact set K C M such that Kyax(p) < —1/2 for
p € M\ K, and then (8.8) implies that u = 0 on M ~\ K. Since Ay, is a Laplace
operator, it satisfies the weak unique continuation property [E_i, rgl’j], and therefore
u is identically zero.

Finally, suppose that the conformal infinity [?L] has nonnegative Yamabe in-
variant. Then the result of [88] shows that the Laplacian satisfies the following L2
estimate for smooth, compactly supported scalar functions w:

2
. n
(u, V*Vu) > ZHUH2

(The proof in [_-g] required £ to have a O3 conformal compactification. However,
using Lemma 3.3.1 of [§], it is easy to reduce that to C*®. See also [57] for a
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different proof.) By Lemma f:?:, therefore, the same is true when u is a smooth,
compactly supported tensor field, and by continuity for all u € H??(M; X3 M).

Suppose h has sectional curvatures bounded above by (n? —8n)/(8n—8). Then
(8.3) gives

2(u B, <2 (1 -+ P HEZE0 ot — T

If ue L2(M;¥3M) is a solution to (Ar, + 2n)u = 0, therefore,
0 = (u, (AL + 2n)u)
= (u, (V*V — 2Rm)u)
= || Vul® - ”;HUHQ + (u (n®/4— 2R‘;n)u)
> (u, (n?/4 — 2Rom)u)
> 0.

It follows as before that the nonnegative function (u, (n?/4 — 2Rm)u), must be
identically zero, and since the operator (n?/4 — 2Rm) is positive definite outside a
compact set, u must be identically zero by analytic continuation. O
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