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A GENERALIZED INDEX THEOREM FOR MORSE-STURM
SYSTEMS AND APPLICATIONS TO SEMI-RIEMANNIAN GEOMETRY
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ABSTRACT. We prove an extension of the Index Theorem for Morse—Styen s
tems of the form-V" + RV = 0, whereR is symmetric with respect to a (non
positive) symmetric bilinear form, and thus the correspogdlifferential oper-
ator is not self-adjoint. The result is then applied to theecaf a Jacobi equation
along a geodesic in a Lorentzian manifold, obtaining anresiten of the Morse
Index Theorem for Lorentzian geodesics with variable ahigindpoints. Given

a Lorentzian manifold M, g), we consider a geodesicin M starting orthog-
onally to a smooth submanifol® of M. Under suitable hypotheses, satisfied,
for instance, if(M, g) is stationary, the theorem gives an equality between the
index of the second variation of the action functioriadt v and the sum of the
Maslov indexof v with the index of the metrig on P. Under generic circum-
stances, the Maslov index af is given by an algebraic count of tte-focal
points alongy. Using the Maslov index, we obtain the global Morse relation
for geodesics between two fixed points in a stationary Laiantmanifold.

1. INTRODUCTION

The goal of this paper is to prove an index theorem for MoragH%s systems
of differential equations with coefficients that are symumoeetvith respect to an
indefinite inner product ofR™. The main motivation for this kind of investigation
comes from semi-Riemannian geometry, where Morse—Stustesg appear in
the form ofJacobiequations for vector fields along geodesics.

Let (M, g) be a semi-Riemannian manifol® a smooth submanifold aM
and~ : [0,1] — M be a geodesic itM, with v(0) € P and5(0) € T, P; set
g = v(1). The curvey is then a stationary point of thection functional

1
16 =3 [ a2

defined in the spac8p , of curves joining? and the poinyy in M. Theindex
form I, p, is the symmetric bilinear form given by the second variatny,

defined on the tangent spaeQp ,, which consists of vector fields” along~y
with V(0) € T,y P andV (1) = 0. We recall the definition of ¢, p,:

1
Iy py(V, W) 2/0 {Q(Vvva VW) 4 g(R(%, V), W)] dt +
— S840 (V(0), W(0)),

whereV is the covariant derivative of the Levi—Civita connectidrypR is the cur-
vature tensor oV and.S; ) is the second fundamental form Bfin the direction
of 4(0).

One obtains an infinite dimensional Hilbertian structurélin, by requiring a
SobolevH '-regularity for the curves ifi2p ,; then, Iy, ) is aboundedbilinear

symmetric form on the Hilbert spade p .
1
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If (M, g) is Riemannian, i.e., if is a positive definite metric tensor, the cel-
ebrated Morse Index Theorem (see for instance [7, Theor@ (L7, Theo-
rem 15.1], [19] ) states that thedexof I, p1, which is the dimension of a maxi-
mal subspace df,Qp , on whichIy, py is negative definite, equals tigeometric
indeXigeom () Of 7, which is the number oP-focal points alongy counted with
multiplicity. Such equality can also be given in terms of theltiplicity of the
negative eigenvalues of the Jacobi differential operatbrch is a self-adjoint op-
erator representing the index form in the Hilbert space ohsgrintegrable vector
fields alongy.

From the viewpoint of Calculus of Variations, the elemerftd’o€)p , are in-
terpreted asfinitesimal variationsof -, and the index of (, »y onT,Qp ; is the
number of essentially different directions in whigltan be deformed in order to
obtain a curve of shorter length

The theorem has been successively extended by Beem andhibrliorentzian
manifolds (see [2, 3]), i.e., manifolds endowed with a negtghsorg of index1, in
the case otausal(non spacelike) geodesics. For such an extension one oetisne
minor modifications to the original statement (and proofthe theorem. Most
notably one needs to consider the restrictio9fp, to the spacé’, Q of vector
fields alongy which are pointwise orthogonal ta With this restrlctlon which in
the Riemannian case is totally ininfluent for the computatibthe index ofl ., p;,
one basically excludes the variationsyobbtained by simpleeparameterizations
of v. For timelike Lorentzian geodesics, the affine paramettianm is the one that
maximizeghe value of the action functional, and thus the restrict'm)ﬂl,Q#q
has the effect of factoring out froffi,(2p , an infinite dimensional space on which
I, py is negative definite, thus making the restricfedp, into a form with finite
index.

For spacelike Lorentzian geodesics, or more in general émdgsic of any
causal character in semi-Riemannian manifolds with netsfdndex greater than
or equal to two, there is no hope to extend the original foatioth of the index
theorem, due mainly to the following reasons:

e the index ofl, p, on bothT’,Qp , andT, QL is infinite;

¢ the set ofP-focal points along a geodesm may fail to be discrete, apceth
is no meaningful notion of geometric index;

e the Jacobi differential operator is no longer self-adjoint

In the case of a geodesichaving only a finite number gP-focal points, one can
ask the question of whether there existsatural subspacdC” of 7', Q2p , with the
property that the restriction df, », to £ has finite index, equal to the geomet-
ric index of v. However, also for this special case the question seemsvio da
negative answer, due to the fact that, while the index of iadar form has some
(semi-)continuity properties, the geometric indexd stableby small perturba-
tions. Indeed, one can produce examples where (isol&edal points simply
evaporateby arbitrary small perturbations of the metric (see [16f)examples of
a sequence;,, of geodesics having a finite number®@#focal points converging to
a geodesiey that has aontinuumof P-focal points (see [12]).

In order to prove an extension of the index theorem in serairRRinnian geome-
try one needs to determine a natural subsgécef the Hilbert spacé’, Q2p , with
the properties that:

e the index of the restriction af., p) to £7 is finite;
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e such index should be related to some geometrical propertittee geodesic
~ and of the manifoldP.

A hint for the choice of such a space was given by recent sudiee [10, 14])
concerning the geodesical connectedness of Lorentziatfattan (M, g) whose
metric ¢ is stationary i.e., there exists a globally defined Killing timelike vert
field on M. Given any such vector field on M, one has a conservation law for
geodesics given by:

(2 g(Y,%) = ¢, (constant)

Considering the Hilbertian structure &% ,, one proves that the s@% of curves
in Qp , satisfying (2) almost everywhere is a smooth submamfoI@g and that
the critical points of the restriction of the action funct# f to QY are precisely
the geodesics joinin@ andq in M. Given one such geodes;,cthe tangent space
K7 =T qu is the Hilbert subspace af,{)p , consisting of those vector fields
V along~ that satisfy the linearization of (2). Using the Killing prerty of Y, the
spacelC” can be described as:

@) K ={V e, g(VsV.Y) — g(V.V5Y) = Cy (constant}.

Using compact embeddings of the Sobolev spcento the space?, one then
proves that the restriction of the index fotn, », to K7 is represented by a self-
adjoint operator, which is a compact perturbation of thaniithe In particular, its
index is finite. The definition of the spa&& makes perfectly sense also in the case
thatY is a timelike Jacobi field along, and also in this case we have finiteness
of the index of the restriction of;, », to K7. Observe that the restriction of a
Killing field along a geodesic is Jacobi, and thus this seamstruction is more
general. This construction gives a solution for the firstnpanentioned in the
program above; the next step is to give a geometrical intéapion of the value of
the index ofly, py oNK7.

Inspired by some techniques in Hamiltonian systems (séeifllas recently
been defined the notion daslov indexfor a semi-Riemannian geodesic (see [12]
and also [16]), which is an integer number given by a certapolbgical invari-
ant. Undergenericcircumstances, the Maslov index can be computed as a sort of
algebraic countof the multiplicities of thePP-focal points. In particular, for Rie-
mannian and causal Lorentzian geodesics it is always egtia¢tgeometric index
(see [16]). For spacelike Lorentzian geodesics, or moreemeral for all kinds
of geodesics in semi-Riemannian manifolds with metric der$ index greater or
equal to two, the contribution of eadh-focal point to the value of the index is
an integer number, possibly zero or negative, calledstyratureof the P-focal
point, whose absolute value is less than or equal to the piaity of the P-focal
point. Generically, the Maslov index of a semi-Riemanniapndgsic is the sum of
the signatures of it$-focal points, and this sum is in absolute value less than or
equal to the geometric index of the geodesic. Besides therigss, a remarkable
property of the Maslov index is itstability by small perturbations (see [16]), due
to its topological nature.

In this sense, the Maslov index of a geodesic is a naturaligatedfor substitut-
ing the notion of geometric index for Riemannian and causathtzian geodesics.

The main result of the paper (Theorem 5.1 and its geometocalulation The-
orem 6.1) is that, ify(1) is not aP-focal point alongy, then the index of the
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restriction of Iy, py to K7 is equal to the sum of the Maslov index pfand the
index of the restriction of the Lorentzian metgcto T, )P. In particular, this
number is independent on the choice of the vector fieldo strengthen the anal-
ogy with the classical index Theorem, we remark that it waemdy proven (see
[16, Theorem 6.2.3]) that, under generic circumstancesMhslov index ofy is
equal to thespectral indexof v, which is computed as a sort of algebraic count of
the (real) negative eigenvalues of the Jacobi differeopairator.

When comparing with the classical result of the Morse indeotem in Rie-
mannian manifolds, we see that for non positive definite itesome new phe-
nomena appear:

o if P is timelike atv(0), i.e., if the restriction ofy to T',;)P has positive
index, then thenitial value of the index ofl, p, is strictly positive, hence
evensmall portionsof ~ are never local minimizers for the restricted action
functional,

e eachP-focal point alongy gives a contribution to the index which may be
positive, negative or even null;

¢ the multiplicity of the’P-focal points is not stable by perturbations, and ar-
bitrary small perturbations of a given geodesic may creatgestroy focal
points (see [16]).

By a parallel trivialization of the tangent bundle 6ff along the geodesig, one
can reformulate the entire theory in terms of Morse—Sturiotille systems of
differential equations idR™. In this framework, the version of the Index Theorem
discussed in this paper may be considered an extension &tthien Oscillation
Theorem.

The proof of the main result of the paper is based on a genertiad for com-
puting the variation of the index of a smooth curiét) of symmetric bounded
bilinear forms defined on a smooth family, of Hilbert spaces (Proposition 2.5).
The jumpsof the index functioni(t) = ind(B(t)|y,) occur at the instants where
B(t) becomes singular, that correspond to the conjugate paitits.value of the
jump at a discontinuity pointy is then proven to be equal to the signature of the
corresponding conjugate point (Proposition 3.5), underssumption that the de-
rivative B’ (to) be non degenerate &ter(B(ty)). Under these circumstances, such
calculation gives the proof of the aimed index Theorem.

Finally, we need to emphasize the fact thatgtability of the Morse index and of
the Maslov index (see [16]) plays a crucial role in the prdafur results. Namely,
in order to employ the method described, we need to make aitatlassumption
concerning the non degeneracy of the restrictiol td suitable subspaces. Such
assumption, which holdgenerically is needed to guarantee the finiteness of the
set of conjugate points and it is the core of the proof of Psdmn 2.5, where
we show how to compute the jump of the index function at eactjugate point.
The proof of the general case is then given usingedurbationargument, which
is based on the observation that both the Morse index and #®oMindex of a
semi-Riemannian geodesic do not change by s@i&lperturbations of the data.

Some examples and applications of the theory developediscasded in the
final part of the paper. In particular, under a suitable catgpless assumption, we
obtain the global Morse relations for geodesics with fixedjpgints in a stationary
Lorentzian manifold (Theorem 7.2).
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For astandard statid.orentzian manifold, the Morse relations have been proven
in [4] using the Morse index of the energy functional resgitcto the set of curves
satisfying the constraint (2); the same kind of relationgehaeen proven in [9] in
the more general case oktandard stationarynetric in a manifold with (possibly
non smooth) convex boundary.

2. ABSTRACT RESULTS IN FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS

Given Banach spacds; andFE», we denote byC(E1, F») the set of all bounded
linear operators fronk; to F, and byB(E4, E», IR) the set of all bounded bilinear
maps fromE; x Es to R. If By = Ey = E, we also setl’(F) = L(E, E) and
B(E,R) = B(E, E, IR); by Biym(E, IR) we mean the set of symmetric bounded
bilinear maps orFE.

We give some general definitions concerning symmetricdmlirforms for later
use.

Definition 2.1. Let V' be any real vector space afd: V' x V — IR a symmetric
bilinear form. Thenegative type numbgpor indeX n_(B) of B is the possibly
infinite number defined by

(4)
n_(B) = sup {dim(W) : W subspace oV on which B is negative definit}.

Thepositive type numbet_ (B) is given byn . (B) = n_(—B); if at least one of
these two numbers is finite, tls@gnaturesgrn( B) is defined by:

sgr(B) = n(B) — n_(B).
Thekernelof B, Ker(B), is the set of vectors € V' such thatB(v, w) = 0 for
all w € V; the degeneracydgn B) of B is the (possibly infinite) dimension of
Ker(B).

If V=V, @& V_, whereB is positive semidefinite of";. and negative definite
onV_, thenn_(B) = dim(V_); for, obviouslyn_(B) > dim(V_) and every
subspaceS on which B is negative definite satisfi¢sn V. = {0}, and therefore
dim(S) < dim(V_). Moreover, if in additionB is positive definite ori/,, then
Ker(B) = {0}. Namely, ifv = v + v_ € Ker(B), withv; € V. andv_ € V_,
then, by considering the equalityB(v4,v_) = B(v4,v4) = B(v_,v_), we get
vy = v_ = 0. A simple density argument shows that if the symmetric b#in
form B is continuous with respect to some norm in the vector spacthen its
index does not change when one exteRd® the Banach space completionlof

If V' is finite dimensional, then the numbets (B), n_(B) and dgn(B) are
respectively the number dfs, —1's and0’s in the canonical form of3 as given
by the Sylvester’s Inertia Theorem. In this case(B) + n_(B) is equal to the
codimension oKer(B), and itis also called thenk of B, rk(B).

Given a Hilbert spacé{ with inner product-, -), to any bounded bilinear form
B :H x H — IR by Riesz’s theorem there corresponds a bounded lineartopera
Tp : H — H, which is related ta3 by:

(5) B(l‘,y) = <TB($)7Z/>7 vx?@/GH'

We say thatls is the linear operatoassociatedto B with respect to the inner
product(-, -). Clearly, B is symmetric if and only ifl 5 is self-adjoint. We say that
B isnon degeneraté T’z is injective; B will be said to bestrongly non degenerate
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if T is an isomorphism. 1f's is aFredholm operatorof indexO0, i.e., if Tz is a
compact perturbation of an isomorphism, then, by the Friedb@\Iternative, B is
non degenerate if and only if it is strongly non degeneratesedve that the strong
non degeneracy is stable by small perturbations, sinceethef $ssomorphisms of
H is open inL(H).

We now give a criterion for the differentiability of curvas Banach spaces. We
start with a definition

Definition 2.2. Let E and Ej, be real Banach spaces. A subgett L(E, Ey) is
said to beseparatingfor E if for all x € E \ {0} there existsp € ® such that

¢(x) # 0.

We now prove the following:

Lemma 2.3. Let E, E, be real Banach spaces and G : [a,b] — E be fixed
maps, withG continuous. Letb C L(F, Ey) be a separating set foF’; assume
that for each¢ € ® the compositionp o F : [a,b] — Ej is of classC?, and
that (p o F)/(t) = ¢ o G(¢t) for all ¢ € [a,b]. Then,F is a map of clas€!, and
F'(t) = G(t) forall t € [a,b].

Proof. Fix t € [a,b]; we have to prove that”’(t) = G(t). We claim that the
following equality holds:
t+h
(6) F(t+h)—F(t) = G(s) ds.
t
It follows easily by applying each elemepite @ to both sides of (6) and using the
separating property ¢b. Denoting by]| - || the norm ofE, it follows:

F(t+h)— F(t 1 [t
V=IO G| <3 [ 166 - ol as)
h h J,
the continuity ofG concludes the argument. O

In the next proposition and its corollary we exhibit a methodompute the vari-
ation of the index of a curve of symmetric bilinear forms. Wanwto leave the
domains of the forms variable, and we use the following motba C!-curve of
closed subspaces of a Hilbert space:

Definition 2.4. Let H be a Hilbert space] C IR an interval and{D, },c; be a
family of closed subspaces &f. We say tha{ D, };<; is aC*-family of subspaces
if for all ¢, € I there exists a&''-curvea :Jtg — e,tg +e[NI — L(H) and a
closed subspacP C H such that(t) is an isomorphism and(t)(D;) = D for
all t.

We will call the mapsxy appearing in Definition 2.4 thiecal trivializations of
the family {D; }+c;.

In the following Proposition we study how the index of a sniootrve B(t) of
symmetric bilinear forms varies after passing through adecate instant,. We
need a technical assumption on the nia(,), which must be represented by a
compact perturbation of a positive operator.

Proposition 2.5. Let  be a real Hilbert space with inner produgt, -), and let
B : [to, to + 7] = Bgym(#, R), r > 0, be a map of clas€™. Let{D;};cit, o]

be aC!-family of closed subspaces #f, and denote by3(t) the restriction of
B(t) to D; x D,. Assume that the following three hypotheses are satisfied:
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1. B(ty) is represented by an operator of the fofi- K, with L : Dy, + Dy, a
positive isomorphism anfl’ : D, — D, a (self-adjoint) compact operator;

2. the restriction3 of the derivativeB’(t() to Ker(B(to)) x Ker(B(t)) is non
degenerate;

3. Ker(B(tg)) C Ker(B(to)).

Then, fort > t, sufficiently close tay, B(t) is non degenerate, and we have:

(7) n_(B(t)) = n-(B(ty)) +n-(B),
all the terms of the above equality being finite natural nurebe

Proof. By possibly passing to a smaller we can assume the existence af'&
curvea(t) of isomorphisms of4 such thatx(t) carriesD; to a fixed subspac®
of H. We can now replace eadh(t) by the push-forward3(t)(a(t) =1, a(t) 1),
and eachD; by D. Such replacements will not affect the hypotheses of thed?ro
sition, nor the quantities involved in the equality (7). Fastance, thanks to the
hypothesis 3, the index of the restrictionBf(t,) to Ker(B(to)) does not change;

namely, forV, W € Ker (B(to)(a(to)‘l alte)Tt )|§X§), itis:

(8)
%B(t)(a(t)_lv, a(t)_lW)‘t:tO = B'(to)(alto) "V, a(te) W) +
+ B(to)(E a(t)1V, a(to)_lW)‘t:tO + B(to)(a(te) "1V, d%a(t)_lw)|t:to =

dt
= B/(to)(a(to)_lv, a(to)_1W).

We can therefore assume without loss of generalityThat # andB(t) = B(t)
for all . Moreover, we observe here that, by a convenient choiceeoHitbert
space inner product oH, we can assume th#(tg) = B(to) is represented by a
compact perturbation of thdentityof #, Id + K.

Now, the subspac& = Ker(B(tp)) is the eigenspace df corresponding to
the eigenvalue-1, hence it is finite dimensional.

We start considering the case thatt,) is positive semi-definite o and that
B is positive definite onV. In this case, the thesis means &) is positive
definite onH for ¢t > tg sufficiently close tay.

Let .S be any closed complementary subspac&/oh H; clearly B(t) is posi-
tive definite onS. We claim that there exists a positive constansuch that, for
sufficiently close tdy, it is:

9) B(t)[x,z] > co, Ve Swith|z| =1.

Namely, fort = tq, the inequality (9) follows from the fact that the restrictiof
B(tp) to S'is of the form((Id + K)-, -) for some compact operatdf : S — S. In
this case¢y may be chosen to be the least eigenvaluklef K. The continuity of
B concludes the proof of the claim.

We set:

(10) c1 = inf B'(to)[y,y] > 0.
o=t
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SinceB is C, it is easy to see that, farsufficiently close tdy, it is:
1

so thatB(t) is positive definite on botlV and.S for ¢ sufficiently close ta,. We
want to show that, it > ¢, is sufficiently close td, then for allz € S\ {0}
andy € N\ {0}, B(t) is positive definite on the two dimensional subspacé{of
generated by: andy. By the positivity onS and NV, it suffices to prove that, for
t > to is sufficiently close td, the following inequality holds:

(12) B(t)[z,y)*> < B(t)[x, ] - B(t)[y, v,

forallz € S,y € N, z,y # 0. Obviously, we can assum|| = ||y|| = 1. As
B(tp) vanishes onV x S andB is of classC', there exists:; > 0 such that, for
all t > tg is sufficiently close ta,, we have:

(13) |B(t)[z,y]| < ez (t—to),

forallz € S,y € N with ||z|| = ||y|]| = 1. By (10), (11) and (13), for all > ¢, is
sufficiently close tag we get:

Bl s < B (- t0)* < Seoer (¢~ to) < BO)fw, 2] By, o),

forallz € S,y € N with ||z|| = ||y|]| = 1. This yields (12) and concludes the first
part of the proof.

For the general case, we use the spectral decompositién tof write an or-
thogonal decompositiot = S & S_ & N, whereB(t) is positive definite
on S; and negative definite o§_; observe thatS_ is finite dimensional, and
n_(B(ty)) = dim(S_). Moreover, we writeV = N, & N_, whereB’(t,) is pos-
itive definite on/V,. and negative definite oiV_. We then apply the result proven
in the first part of the proof to the restriction 8f(¢) to S & N, once, and again
to the restriction of- B(t) to S_ @& N_*. The conclusion follows by observing that
B(t) is positive definite onS; @ N, and negative definite o6_ & N_, which
implies thatn_ (B(t)) = dim(S_ & N_) for ¢ sufficiently close ta,. Clearly, this
also implies thai3(t) is non degenerate. O

Although we will not need it, we observe that, fosufficiently close tat,, the

bilinear mapB(t) is actually strongly non degenerate, as it follows easiymfr
Fredholm’s Alternative. We also observe that the assumitiat the bilinear map
B(to) be represented by a compact perturbation of a positive tggezannot be
removed from the statement of Proposition 2.5; it is easyiie gxamples where

the hypothesis is not satisfied and the thesis of Propositididoes not hold.

Remark2.6. It is important to emphasize that the conclusion of Propmsi2.5
doesnot hold if the assumption of nondegeneracy for the derivaiVg,) is not
satisfied, and this is trivially checked. Besides, unlessHhbert spacé is one-
dimensional, it is very unlikely that the conclusion of Posjion 2.5 can be ex-
tended if one only makes a non degeneracy assumption for Bigher order de-
rivative B (ty) on Ker(B(ty)); to understand this, we consider the following

'observe thaS_ @ N_ has finite dimension, hence it is trivial that the restrietaf —B(¢) to
S_ @ N_ is represented by a compact perturbation of a positive isphiem, say the identity, and
the first part of the proof applies.
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example. LetB; (t) and By(t) be the symmetric bilinear forms dR? represented
with respect to the canonical basis by the following matrice

(14) Bl(t):<tt2 1it>, Bg(t):<tO2 ?)

Clearly, ¢y = 0 is an isolated singularity for botk; ad B2, andKer(B;(0)) =
Ker(B3(0)) = IR - e;, wheree; is the first vector of the canonical basis Bf.
The derivativesB] (0) and B,(0) vanish onlR - e;; moreover, the restrictions of
B (t) and By(t) on IR - e; coincide for allt. However, the change of value of the
functionsn_ (B (t)) andn_(Bz(t)) passing from a negative to a positive value of
t is different:

n_(Bi(t)) =1, n_(Ba(t)) =0, fort <0,

n_(Bi(t)) =0, n_(Ba(t)) =0, fort>0.

Remark2.7. Observe that, under the hypotheses of Proposition 253 is non
degenerate for in some interval, then the functiori(t) = n_(B(t)) is constant
onI. We also observe that Proposition 2.5 can be appliedsackwards reparam-
eterizationof the curveB(t) to obtain information about the valueof (B(t)) for

t < tg sufficiently close ta,. Namely, if one considers the curve of bilinear maps
S(t) = B(top — t), we haveS(0) = B(ty), S'(0) = —B'(to), and the equality (7)
tells us that, forr > 0 sufficiently small, it is:

n_(Blto — 7)) = n_(S(r)) = n_(B(ty)) + n_(~B) =
— n_(B(to)) + n+(B).

We also have the following immediate corollary, which giussa way to com-
pute the total change of index of a differentiable curve ofigyetric bilinear forms
when passing through a degenerate instant:

(15)

Corollary 2.8. LetB : [to—7,to+7] = Bsym(H, IR) and{D; },¢(s, . 1o+r) SatiSfy
the same hypotheses of Proposition 2.5. Then, in the nosatbProposition 2.5,
for € > 0 small enough, we have:

(16) n_(B(ty — ¢)) — n_(B(to + ¢)) = sgn(B).

Proof. Use Proposition 2.5 twice, once &), ,,+, and once to a backwards repa-

rameterization oB3|;, _,.,, (see Remark 2.7). O

We conclude the section by showing a method that will be uatst to produce
C'-families of closed subspaces of a Hilbert space:

Lemma 2.9. Let I C IR be an interval, %, be Hilbert spaces and” : T —
L(H,H) be aC'-map such that eacl(¢) is surjective. Then, the familp, =
Ker(F(t)) is aC!-family of closed subspaces #f

Proof. We exhibit local trivializations for the familfD;},c;. Fort = ty € I,
the mapF'(¢t) maps the orthogonal complemeﬁ% isomorphically ontoH; by
continuity, this also holds fot sufficiently close ta,. This implies that we have
a direct sum decompositich = D; & DtLO and the projectionr, onto D, is given
by:

m = 1d — (F(t)|pL )"t o F(t).

to
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Obviously,t — 7, is C*. Fort sufficiently close ta, we definea(t) to be the
inverse of the isomorphism:

(m¢ ®1d) : Dy, & Dy = Dy & Dy

Such a mag gives the required local trivialization for the fami{{D; } ;. O

3. MORSE-STURM SYSTEMS AND THE INDEX THEOREM FOR POSITIVE
DEFINITE METRICS.

Motivated by a geometric problem, we introduce a set of dat&, P, S) for
the Morse—Sturm problem as follows. Let’s consider theeswsof differential
equations inR"™:

(17) J'(t) = R)I®), te0,1]
with initial conditions:

(18) J(0)e P, J(0)+S[J(0)] € P+,
where:

e gis a (fixed) nondegenerate symmetric bilinear formiigh;

e R:[0,1] — L(IR™, IR™) is a continuous map af-symmetridinear maps on
R, i.e.,g(R(t)[z],y) = g(z, R(t)[y]) for all 2,y € IR™;

e P is a subspace o™ on whichg is non degenerate, arfét- denotes the
orthogonal space dP with respect tgy; 2

e S : P+ Pisag-symmetric linear map.

In some of the statements proven in this section, we will@gsthatR is indeed a
map of clasg"!. Nevertheless, some perturbation arguments presenthd ireit
section will allow us to prove our main results in the geneesde of a continuous
mapR.

A solution for the differential equation (17) satisfyingethnitial conditions (18)
will be called a(P, S)-solution; we denote by the set of all( P, S)-solutions:

(19) J= {J . [0,1] — R" : J satisfies (17) and (1%)

Observe thaf is ann-dimensional vector space. For alk [0, 1], we defineJ[t]
by:

(20) Tjt] = {J(t) . Je J},

and we say thafy €10, 1] is a(P, S)-focal instantif there exists a non zeré € J
such that/(ty) = 0. Clearly, this is equivalent to requiring thdft,] # IR". The
multiplicity u(to) of a (P, S)-focal instantt is the codimension af[to] in IR™, or
equivalently, the dimension dfty]*. Thesignaturesgrit,) of t is defined as the
signature of the restriction of the bilinear fomrto the spacé|t]*:

(21) sgrity) = Sgn(g‘J[to}L) .

Zhenceforth, the symbal will mean orthogonality with respect i
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The (P, S)-focal instants coincide with the set of zeroes of the fuorcti(t) =
det(Jy(t), Ja(t),... ,Ju(t)), whereJy, ... ,J, is a basis of]. If R(t) is real an-
alytic, then alsor(t) is real analytic or0, 1], hence its zeroes are isolated (ob-
serve thatr(¢) cannot be identically zero, see Proposition 3.1). In [1&pBsi-
tion 2.5.1] some sufficient conditions for the discretenaisthe (P, S)-focal in-
stants are given. More precisely, the following result Bven:

Proposition 3.1. Let ¢y be a(P, S)-focal instant. Ifg is non degenerate offto]
(or equivalently onJ[ty]*) then there are no othefP, S)-focal instants in some
neighborhood of,. Moreover, there are ngP, S)-focal instants in some neigh-
borhood ofty = 0. O

A proof of Proposition 3.1 can also be deduced from some tetuht will be
presented in the rest of this section (see Remark 3.6).

An easy calculation shows that, fdy, J> € J, the following equality holds:
(22) 9(Ji(8), J2(t)) = g(J1(t), J5(t)), Vte[01].

Namely, we use (17) to show that the differenc¢d;, J2) — g(J1, J3) is constant,
and (18) to see that this constant is zero. Formula (22) anelaap dimension
counting argument shows that, foe [0, 1]:

(23) Tt = {J’(t) L Jed, J(t) = o}.

Namely, from (22) it follows easily the inclusion of the teom the right hand side
into J[t]*; conversely, it is easy to see that the dimension of the spadtke right
hand side of (23) is equal fo(t) = dim(J[t]*), which proves (23).

Moreover, we introduce the following analytical framework

Let H'([a, b], IR™) denote the Sobolev space of all absolutely continufiis
valued maps ofu, b] with square integrable derivativél}([a, b], IR™) will denote
the subspace off!([a, b], IR™) consisting of thosé/ such thatV'(a) € P and
V(b) = 0. Moreover,H}([a, b], IR™) is the subspace o ! ([a, b], IR™) given by
the Vs such thatl’(a) = V' (b) = 0.

Fort €]0,1], we seti; = HA([0,t], R™) andH = H,; we define the isomor-
phisms

A~

24) ¢ H e H, with o, (V)(s)=V(s)=V (;) , sel0,1].

For eacht €]0, 1], we introduce théndex formI; on #H;, which is the symmetric
bilinear form given by:

(25)
[t(v7 W) =

:/0 [9(V'(5), W' (5)) + g(R(s)[V (s)], W(s))] ds — g(S[V(0)], W(0)).

Remark3.2 If g is positive definite, then one can consider the followingoklit
space inner product cH;:

(V. W, :/0 g(V'(s),W'(s)) ds.

The bilinear formI; is written as the sum of-, -)y;, and a bilinear form which
is continuous with respect to the’-topology. By the compact embedding of
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H'([0,t], R™) in C°([0,t], IR™) (see [6]), one obtains immediately thhtis of
the form((Id + K) -, - )4, for some compact operaté¢ on ;.

Finally, for allt €]0, 1], let I, be the symmetric bilinear form oK obtained by
the pull-back off; by ¢;, namely:

(26) Iy = L, 1)
Explicitly, for V, W € H we have:
LV, W)=
en = [ |Ee (7 () (5) o (e [P ()] W (5)] a
— g(S[V(0)], W(0)).

Integration by parts in (25) and the Fundamental Lemma ofas of Variations
show that

(28) Ker(Iy) = { ]y : 7 €3, J(t) =0}
from (23) and (28) for each< |0, 1] we then get an isomorphism
Yy : Ker(I) —  J[t]*

(29)

Vo o— V().
We set
(30) N = Ker(ft) C H;

obviously,; gives an isomorphism betweéter(7;) andN;.

Proposition 3.3. Suppose thak is a map of clas€’'. Then, the map
10,1] 3t~ I; € Bym(H, IR)

is of classC'. Moreover, the maf0, 1] > t — C; = t - I; has aC'-extension to
[0,1], with

(31) Co(V, 1) = / L () W () du, VLV € M.
0

Proof. Substitutingu = $ in (27), we get the following expression for.

A Imr . . R .
7. 19) = [ 070, 0) + ta(REP 07 ()| du

— g(S[V(0), W (0)).
Differentiating (32) with respect towe get:

1
G W) = / [—}2 g(V"(w), W/ () + g(R(tu)|

(32)

dt

<
S
“%
g
e,
o,
2

(33) . ) )
+ t/ wg(R (tu)[V (u)], W (u)) du.
0

We now apply Lemma 2.3 té'(t) = I, G(t) is the right hand side of equality
(33),F = Bsym(H, R), Ey = Rand® = {¢V W V,W € H}, where

¢y (B) = B(V,W), B € Byn(H, R).
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It is easy to check thaf is continuous, by the continuity @t and R, and clearly
® is separating fo, which concludes the first part of the proof.
From (32) we compute easily:

1
CAV. W) = [ [V, 7)) + (R V(). W ()]

—t-g(S[V(0)], W(0)),

(34)

forall ¢ € [0, 1]. Its regularity is established analogously applying Len3a [

We have the following immediate Corollary:

Corollary 3.4. For t > 0 small enough,l; is strongly non degenerate ©H;.
Moreover, if g is positive definite inR™, then I; is positive definite fot small
enough.

Proof. Fort > 0, I, is strongly non degenerate (positive) if and onlyCif is
strongly non degenerate (positive). From (31),is strongly non degenerate be-
causeg is non degenerate; by continuitg; is also strongly non degenerate for
t > 0 small enough.

If g is positive definite, theildy is a Hilbert space inner product, and therefore
it is positive definite and away from. By continuity, C is positive definite for
small enough. O

We now pass to the study of the signaturd@f) on ;. For this, we consider the
push-forward ofl’(¢) through the isomorphism:

Yy oy Ny — J[t]L
given by the composition:

I'(t) (e 0 o)™, (e o) ™H)

where the mapg; andy, are defined in (24) and (29).
We have the following:

Proposition 3.5. Suppose thaf is a map of clas€!. For ¢t €]0, 1], the isomor-
phism1); o o, carries the restriction off’(¢) to N; into the restriction of—g to
Ji+.

Proof. Lett €]0,1] andV, W € A be fixed; observe that and W are maps
of classC?, because they are affine reparameterizations of solut(i7); they
satisfy the following differential equations:

(35)
27 () =re) V()] 2w (3 =re [ (2)]. sen
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We differentiate (27) with respect taand, observing that' (1) = W (1) = 0, we
obtain:
(36)

SR =g v - [ (7 (3). (2)) s

[l ) () s (7 () ()] o
-l (e () () +o (me (3) ()]

Using (35), we eliminate from (36) the terms involving theeogdor R, and we get:
(37)

) = g 0) 2 [ [ (v (3) (2))] as=
at 29 ’ o ds L1387 i) \i

1 < . .
= T2 g(V(1),W(1)) = —g(ty 0 (V) by 0 o (W)).
This concludes the proof. .

Remark3.6. If ¢y is a(P, S)-focal instant for whichy is non degenerate afjt],
then Proposition 2.5 and Proposition 3.5 imply thatand hencd,, is non degen-
erate fort # tq sufficiently close ta,. Moreover, by Corollary 3.4 there are no
(P, S)-focal instants neat = 0. So, we obtain an alternative proof of Proposi-
tion 3.1.

As a corollary to Proposition 2.5 and Proposition 3.5, weawbthe classical
Morse—Sturm Oscillation Theorem:

Corollary 3.7. Suppose thak is a map of clasg’!. If g is positive definite idR",
then the following equality holds:

(38) no(h) = u(t).

te]0,1]

Proof. Let ¢ty €]0, 1] be fixed. By Remark 3.2[}0 is represented by a compact
perturbation of the identity map with respect to some sijtabosen Hilbert space
inner product or{. By Proposition 3.3] is of classC", and we are under the hy-
potheses of Proposition 2.5.#f < 1, applying Corollary 2.8 and Proposition 3.5,
we obtain that the integer valued functioft) = n_(I;) is constant around if

to is not a(P, S)-focal instant, whereas it hagamp of exactly u.(to) att if o is

a (P, S)-focal. If t is small enough, by Corollary 3.4, itis_(I;) = 0, and this
concludes the proof in the case that= 1 is not (P, S)-focal.

Applying Proposition 2.5 to backwards reparameterizatiofY, (see Remark 2.7),
we see that the majjt) is indeed deft-continuoudunction on]0, 1], and therefore
n_(I;) = n_(I,_.) for e > 0 small enough. With this observation the proof is
concluded. O

4. THE INDEX THEOREM FOR NON POSITIVE DEFINITE METRICS

In this section we aim at a generalization of the result ofoBary 3.7 to the case
of non positive definite metricg. As we have observed, for a general meirite
left-hand side of the equality (38) is infinite; on the othand, the sum appearing
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in the right-hand side of (38) may lose sense, due the fattitieae may be an
infinity of focal instants.

For the beginning, we will consider only the case of Morser8tsystems hav-
ing a finite number of P, S)-focal instants. We will see that this assumption holds
generically i.e., for almost all choices of the dafa P, S in (17) and (18). The
conclusion for the general case will be obtained by pertishaarguments, dis-
cussed in Section 5. As to the finiteness of the index, we wacbhsider the
restriction of/; to a suitable subspad€é of H that ought to besmall enougto
yield finiteness of the index, budérge enoughto retain the relevant information
about the differential problem. Actually, in order to use thchniques of Section 3
to compute the evolution of the index functiaft), we need to determine a whole
family C; of subspaces ok, with the required properties.

Having a concrete example in mind, we axiomatize the follgnset of proper-
ties for the family/C,.

Definition 4.1. For each: €0, 1], let K; be a closed subspaceHf and letk, =
o7 H(Ky). The family {Kt}ie10,1) is called anadmissible family of subspacésr
the Morse—Sturm Problem (17) and (18) if the following cdiadis are satisfied:

1. the family{K;} admits an extension to= 0, denoted byCy, which makes
it a C''-family of closed subspaces on the interjll];

2. fort €]0, 1], the restriction of the index forng, to K, is represented by a
linear operator which is the sum of a positive self-adjosmnnorphism ofC,
and a compact (self-adjoint) operator Ky

3. the restriction of the bilinear forr, (see formula (31)) t&, is non degen-
erate, and it is represented by the sum of a positive sedir@ddsomorphism
and a compact (self-adjoint) operator Kp;

4. fort €]0, 1], the kernel of the restriction df, to IC; is equal to the kernel of
I; in H; (see formula (28)).

The condition 2 of Definition 4.1 implies that, for eatke |0, 1] there exists a
Hilbert space inner product ofi; under which the bilinear fornd, is represented
by a compact perturbation of the identity map/6n By condition 3, the same is
true for the bilinear mag’, on K. In particular, by the condition 1 and by Propo-
sition 3.3, we are allowed to use the result of Propositiénald of Corollary 2.8
to the bilinear forms/; andC; on K;. Observe that the hypothesis 3 of Proposi-
tion 2.5 for the family of closed subspacks is satisfied thanks to the axioms 3
and 4 of Definition 4.1.

The axioms satisfied by an admissible family of subspacethéoMorse—Sturm
problem constitute the hypotheses of a generalization obl@oy 3.7. Recalling
the definition (21) of the signaturggr{t) of a (P, S)-focal instantt, we prove the
following:

Theorem 4.2. Let{K; };c10,1) be an admissible family of subspaces for the Morse—

Sturm problen{17) and (18), with R of classC', and assume that the restriction of
g to J[t] is non degenerate for all € |0, 1]. Then, we have the following equality:

(39) n_(Iilc,) =n—(Colg,) + > sgrt) —n_(gly-)-
te]0,1]

Proof. As inA the proof of Corollary 3.7, we study thevolution of theA function
i(t) = n—(Ii|g,) whent runs from0 to 1; observe that(1) = n_(Li[g ) =
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n_(I1|x, ). Observe that, by the axiom 4 of Definition 4.1, (¢ S)-focal instants
coincide with the instantswherel, is degenerate okK;.

By Proposition 3.1 (see also Remark 3.6), there is only a&fmimber of P, 5)-
focal instants, hence, by Remark 2.7 piecewise constant df, 1]. Namely,i is
constant on any interval that does not contd@h.s)-focal instants.

Sincen_(Cylg,) = n_(L|,) for t > 0, by the non degeneracy 6 on Ko
and Remark 2.7(t) = n—(Co|, ) for ¢ > 0 sufficiently small.

Whent passeghrough a(P, S)-focal instantty, €10, 1[, by Corollary 2.8 and
by Proposition 3.5 the jump of the functiaris equal to the signaturegr(z).

Finally, applying Proposition 2.5 to a backwards reparamigation ofl; around
to = 1 (see Remark 2.7), by Proposition 3.5 fok 1 sufficiently close tal we
havei(t) — (1) = n—(glyp)+ ), which concludes the proof. O

We have observed in the proof of Corollary 3.7 that the indecfioni(¢) is left-
continuousunder the positivity assumption for We emphasize that, as it was clear
in the above proof, this property fails whens non positive. As a consequence of
this lack of continuity, when comparing with the Riemannladex Theorem, in
the right hand side of equality (39) we get the extra terntg|y;;. ) which is non
zero whenty = 1is (P, S)-focal.

Another remarkable phenomenon that appears in the case posdaive definite
metrics is the presence of the tevm(Co\,@O) in the equality (39), which is the
initial value of the index functiori(¢). As we saw in the proof of Corollary 3.7, for
positive definite metrics, such initial value is zero.

We now present a concrete example of the above situation. Wassume
throughout the rest of this section that (¢g) = 1 and that the differential equa-
tion (17) admits a solutiol” : [0, 1] — IR™ with the property thay(Y,Y) < 0 on
[0, 1]:

(40) Y”=RY, and ¢(Y,Y) <O.

We fix one such solutio” and we consider the following one-parameter family

of positive definite inner products iR":

(v, Y (£))g(w, Y (£))

g(Y(©),Y(#)
Observe that, for alt € [0,1], gt(r) (v, w) coincides withg(v, w) if either v or w
is orthogonal taY (t), andgt(r)(Y(t), (t)) = —g(Y(t),Y(t)). The formula that
givesg in terms Ofgt(r) is similar:

41) ¢\ (v,w) = g(v,w) — 27 Vi el0,1], v,we R

(r) v (r) w
(42) g(v,w) = g (v,w) — 22 h(})”(t»gt (w,Y (1)
g9 (Y(1),Y (1))

For allt €]0, 1], we consider the following subspace#f:
(43) K, = {v eHe: gV, Y) — g(V,Y') = Cy (constant}.

We claim that/C, is anadmissible family of subspacés the Morse—Sturm Prob-
lem (17) and (18), and we take the rest of this section to priozelaim.
As in Definition 4.1, fort €10, 1] we setK; = o; ' (K;); explicitly, we have:

(@9) K= {V € Hg(V(w),Vilu)) — g(V(w), ¥(u))) = const},




A GENERALIZED INDEX THEOREM IN SEMI-RIEMANNIAN GEOMETRY 17

whereY;(u) = Y (t - u) for u € [0,1]. We observe that formula (44) makes sense
also fort = 0, whereYj is the constant vectdr (0):

(45) Ko = {V e M :g(V'(u),Y(0) = const.}.

Let H denote the Hilbert space given by the quotié?t[0, 1], IR) /¢, wheree
denotes the subspace of constant functions.tFor{0, 1], K¢ is the kernel of the
bounded linear map; : H — H given by:

E(V)(w) = g(V'(u), Ye(w)) = g(V (), ¥ (w) + € =

o1
(46) i o
= g(V'(u),Y (tu)) —t- g(V(u),Y'(tu)) + €
Lemma 4.3. The mag0,1] 3 t — F, € L(H,H) is of classC".
Proof. We formally differentiate (46), obtaining:
47) F/(V)(u) = ug(V'(u), Y (tu)) — g(V (u), Y (tu)) +
—tug(V(u),Y"(tu)) + €.

Using the fact thal” is of classC?, it is easily seen that formula (47) defines a
continuous curve inC(#, 7). We now use Lemma 2.3 by considerifigto be
the set ofevaluationsat fixed vectord” H; the conclusion will follow once we
prove that the map — F(V) € # is of classC for all V € #, and that its
derivative is given by (47).

Let C*(]0, 1], IR") be the Banach space @&"-valuedC''-maps on[0, 1]; we
define the following bounded linear operator C'1([0, 1], IR™) — H by:

(48) a(V) () = g(V'(u), Y()) = g(V (u), ¥ (u)).
We observe that the map— Ft(f/’) is given by the composition af and the map
(49) t— Y, € C1([0,1], R™).

It remains to show that the map (49) is of class. This is again an easy con-
sequence of Lemma 2.3, wheteis the set of evaluations at fixed instantsc
[0, 1]. O

The next step towards our goal is to prove the surjectivity;,0fWe introduce the
subspaces; C H; andS; C H.:

50 S ={1Ylon: /€ Hy(0,0, R)}, telo,1],
S = {fYt . f e HX(0, 1],13)}, te0,1].
Observe that, fot €10, 1], S; = ¢(S;). We show now thaf,(S;) = H:
Lemma 4.4. For all ¢ € [0, 1], the restriction ofF;, to S, is surjective.

Proof. For f € H([0,1], IR), we compute :
F(f-Y) = f-g(¥, V) + ¢
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Hence, for the proof we need to show that, givere L?([0,1], IR) there exists

¢ € Randf € H}([0,1],R) such that the following differential equation is
satisfied:

gL,y

. h+c

It suffices to take:

1 -1 1 u
c=— /% /#dr, and f(u):/ ﬂdr.
o 9(Ys,Yy) o 9(Y1,Y) o g(Y3,Yt)

Observe that the above formulas make sense begdiise’;) < 0. O
Corollary 4.5. {’@t}te[o,u is aC'!'-family of closed subspaces Hft

Proof. It follows directly from Lemma 2.9, Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 4.4. [
Corollary 4.6. Fort €]0,1], H; = K; + S;; moreoverH = Ky + Sp.

Proof. By Lemma 4.4, an easy linear algebra argument shows that,400, 1],
H =K, + S;. Fort €]0,1] we apply the isomorphisrmp; and we get the conclu-
sion. O

Although we will not need it, we emphasize that the sums instatement of
Corollary 4.6 are direct. As a matter of facts, we now prowa the above sums
are orthogonal with respect to the bilinear forlpandCy, respectively.

Lemma 4.7. For all ¢ €]0, 1], the space&’; andS; are orthogonal with respect to
the bilinear form/;; moreover, the spacéds, and Sy are orthogonal with respect
to Cp.

Proof. LetV € Ky andf - Y € S; be fixed, withf(0) = f(¢t) = 0. From (25),
(40) and (43), we compute using integration by parts asvalio

(51)

t
LV, fY) = /0 [F'g(V!.Y) + fg(V'.Y") + fg(RV,Y)] ds =
t
- /0 [/'Cy + Fg(V.Y') + fg(V!.Y") + fg(RV,Y)] ds =
t
- /O 7 gV Y") = Fo(V,Y") + £ (V! Y') + fg(V.RY)] ds =0,

Similarly, if V e Ko and f - Y(0) € Sy are fixed, f(0) = f(1) = 0, since
g(V', Y (0)) is constant, from (31) we have:
1
ColV.£-Y(0) = [ oV, Y(0) du=0,
0
which concludes the proof. O

Corollary 4.8. For all ¢ > 0, the kernel of the restriction af to IC; eguals the
kernel ofI; in H, (see formulg28)); moreover,Cy is non degenerate iffy.
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Proof. Lett¢ €]0, 1] be fixed. From (22), (28) and (43) it follows immediately that
Ker(I;) C K¢, henceKer(I;) C Ker(I¢|x,).

For the opposite inclusion, observe thatVife Ker(l;|x,), thenI,(V,W) =0
for all W € K, and, by Lemma 4.7, als§(V,W) = 0 for all W € S;. By
Corollary 4.6 it then follows thaf,(V, W) = 0 for all W € #,, proving that
Ker(I;) D Ker(Ii|k,).

Similarly, Ker(Cy) = Ker(Co|g, ). Sinceg is non degenerate, from (31) it is
easy to see thdt, is non degenerate iH, which proves thaf’y is non degenerate
in Ko. O

We now look at the representation of the bilinear fornand Cy as self-adjoint
operators. We start with the following general observation

If B : H'Y([0,1], R") x H'([0,1], IR") + IR is a bilinear form obtained by
the restriction of a continuous bilinear form ¢ ([0, 1], IR™) x C°([0, 1], R"),
then, since the inclusiol ' — CY is compact, it follows thaB is represented by
acompact operatoon H'([0, 1], IR").

We can now prove the following:

Proposition 4.9. For all t > 0, I, is represented by a self-adjoint bounded linear
operator onkC; which is of the forml. + K, whereL is apositiveisomorphism of
K, and K is compact. Also, the restriction 6f, to K, is represented by a compact
perturbation of the identity map d,.

Proof. Lett €0, 1] be fixed; from (25), (42) and (43) we wrifg on K, as follows:
t
V) = [ gV, W) ds +
0

L Oy 4 gV (). Y ()ICw + a(W(5), V()]
(52) w2 9V (5), Y ()

+/0 g(R(s)[V (s)], W (s)) ds — g(S[V(0)], W(0)).

Now, the bilinear form oriC, given by the first integral in (52) is a Hilbert space
inner product oriC;, and therefore it is represented by the identity operatd€on
We now observe that the bounded linear operator

ds +

Vi Gy =1 [l y) —gviyjas

from H'([0,], IR™) to IR has a continuous extension@ ([0, 1], IR"). Namely:

Cv =1 [ lov'¥) =) as= 1 [avivify -2 [ oviv as]

and the latter expression is clearly continuous with resjpatie uniform topology.
It follows that the bilinear form oiC; given by the second integral of formula (52)
has a continuous extension ([0, 1], IR"), and we have observed that this im-
plies that it is represented by a compact operato€orT he terms in the last line of
formula (52) are also continuous in th€-topology, and again the corresponding
bilinear form is represented by a compact operatokipnwhich proves the first
part of the Proposition.

As to the bilinear formC, on K, observe that, by definition dat, (see formula

(45)), if V € K, then the quantity(” (V/, Y'(0)) = —g(V"’, Y (0)) is constant, and
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thus:

1
(53) (V.Y (0) = /0 g (VY (0)) du = —g (V(0), ¥ (0)).
Then, forV, W € K, itis:

1
Co(V, 1) = /0 oD (0 (u), W' () du +

(54) 95" (V(0), Y (0)) g5” (W(0), Y (0))

9 (Y (0), Y (0))

Again, the integral in the above formula is a Hilbert spaceirproduct inCy, and
the last term is continuous in ti@&’-topology, which proves that is represented
by a compact perturbation of a positive isomorphisniCef O

—2

Proposition 4.10. The index of’; in K is equal to the index of the restriction of
g to the subspac®:

(55) n—(Colg,) = n-(glp)-

Proof. Let P = P, @ P_ be a direct sum decomposition 8f with g|p, positive
definite andy|p_ negative definite (recall thatis non degenerate aR). Then, it

is easy to see that we have a direct sum decompositipa K, @ K_, where:
(56) /€+:{VGI€O:V(0)GP+},

and

(57 K_= {V : [0,1] = IR™ affine function| V(0) € P_, V(1) = O}.
Clearly, dim(K_) = dim(P_) = n_(g|p); to conclude the proof, it suffices to
show thatC is positive semi-definite oft . and negative definite it _.

If Ve K_,V #0,thenV(u) = vo(u — 1) for somevy € P_, vy # 0, and for
all u € [0, 1]; then, from (31), we have:

1
ColV, V) = / gV, V") du = g(v, vo) < 0.
0

If V € K., then, by (54), we have:

. () (7 2
@ = [ O 7 du— 2% VO, Y(0)"
(58) o(V,V) /0 go (V' V') du =2 g (¥ (0),Y(0))

SinceV (1) = 0 ad the functionv g((f)(v,v) is convex inIR", we use the
Jensen’s inequality to prove the following:

(59)
R R 1 1 1 . .
a5 (V.(0), V(0)) = g( /0 V' du, /0 V' du) < /0 g5 (V' (u), V' (w)) du.
Finally, from (58) and (59) we obtain:
o A A @) v 2 A .
oV, ) 2 6 (710),V(0)) 2 8 L OY O y50) ) >0,
90 (Y(0),Y(0))
which concludes the proof. O
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We summarize the above results in the next theorem:

Theorem 4.11. Let g be a nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form &% with
n_(g) =1, R:[0,1] = L(IR™) be aC'-map ofg-symmetric linear operators on
IR™, P a g-nondegenerate subspacel@f andS : P — P be ag-symmetric linear
map onP. Suppose that the differential equati®fi’ = RV admits a solution
Y satisfyingg(Y,Y) < 0 on[0,1]. LetK be the subspace df 5([0, 1], IR")
consisting of thos& such thatg(V',Y) — ¢(V,Y”) is constant orf0, 1]; assume
that g is non degenerate on eagdft|. Then

(60) n-(Llx) =n-(glp) + > sgr(t) — n—(glyp),
te]0,1(
where the object$; andJ[¢] are defined irn(25) and (20). O

5. ON THE NONDEGENERACYASSUMPTION THE MASLOV INDEX.

In this section we will discuss the nondegeneracy assumfiiothe restriction
of the bilinear formg on the space$|t| defined in (20), and which is essential for
the proof of Theorem 4.2.

As we have observed, this assumption guarantees that tteé 6Bt .5)-focal
instants is discrete (Proposition 3.1); however, it is inigpat to observe that, even
when the number ofP, S)-focal instants is finite, such assumption cannot be re-
moved from the statement of Theorem 4.2 (see [16, Section 7])

A natural substitute for the terrﬁ:te]m[ sgr(t) appearing in formula (39) in
the case thay is possibly degenerate on soifig] is the so calledviaslov index
of the differential problem (17) and (18), denotedibyg, R, P, S) (see [12, 16]
for details). The Maslov indek,(g, R, P, S) is defined whenevef, = 1 is not a
(P, S)-focal instant. It is an integer number computed as the setgion number
of a continuous curve with a subvariety of codimension ong¢hef Lagrangian
Grassmannian of a symplectic space.

For the reader’s convenience, we sketch briefly the formfahitien of iy,; the
proofs and further details on our approach may be found, 6. [Consider the
differential problem inlR™ given by (17) and (18). Using the bilinear forgnone
considers the symplectic formin IR?" given by:

w((v1,v2), (w1, w2)) = g(v1, w2) — g(va, w1).
It is an easy observation that, if and W are solutions of (17), then the quantity
w((V (), V'(t)), (W(t), W'(t)) is constant ifa, b]; moreover, if” andW are in
J, then this constant is null (see formula (22)). A subsphaé# IR?" is said to be
isotropic with respect tav if wis null on L x L; the space

L= {(2)1,2}2) e R : v1 € P, vy +S[v1] € PJ‘}

is aLagrangian subspacef the symplectic spacgR?>",w), which is amaximal
isotropic subspace aR?" (necessarilyn-dimensional). The sek consisting of
all the Lagrangian subspaces of the symplectic s, w) is a compact, con-
nected, analytic embedded submanifold of the Grassmai#jaik>"), called the
Lagrangian Grassmanniaaf (IR>",w).

By what has been observed, for al [a, b], the subspace di?" given by:

L{t) = {(V(t), V1)V e J}
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is Lagrangian, hence the differential problem (17) and @&fjnes a continuous
curve inA. Considering the Lagrangian subspacdrf::

Ly={0}® R",

it is an easy observation that an instante |a, b] is P-focal if and only if L(tp) N

Ly # {0}, i.e., ifand only ifL(¢y) and L, aretransversal One then considers the
subsetAy C A consisting of those Lagrangians that are transversahtao\ is a
dense open subset af which is contractible. The first relative homology group
with integer coefficientdd; (A, Ag; Z) is computed in [16] as:

Hl(A,AQ; Z) ~ 7.

The continuous curvé(t) in A defined by our differential problem does not define
a homology class i1 (A, Ag; Z), because its initial point is never iky; more-
over, its final point is inAy precisely wherty = b is not aP-focal point. Let's
assume that, = b is not aP-focal point; by Proposition 3.1, if we consider the
restriction L. of the curveL(t) to an interval of the formja + ¢,b], withe > 0
small enough, then we have a well defined continuous curvewith endpoints

in Ag. The relative homology class of this curve is easily seerioxdepend on the
choice of the smakt. The Maslov index,, (g, R, P, S) is defined to be the relative
homology class of.. in Hi(A, Ag; Z).

Such index equals the SuEte}O,l[ sgr(t) when the non degeneracy assumption
for g is satisfied ([16, Theorem 5.1.2]). Moreover, the esseptiaperty ofi,, is
that, since it is a topological invariant, it ableby C°-small perturbations of
the data(g, R, P, S) ([16, Theorem 5.2.1]). As an immediate application of the
uniform stability ofi,;, we obtain immediately that the result of Theorem 4.11 can
be extended to the case thats only continuous, provided that the instapt= 1
is not (P, S)-focal, by replacing the terrEte]O,l[ sgr(t) in (60) with the Maslov
indexiy (g, R, P, S).

Using a similar perturbation argument, we now want to pusirésult of Theo-
rem 4.11 beyond the assumption of non degeneracy.fdo this aim, we argue as
follows.

Let’s assume that a set of ddi@a R, P, S) is given inIR", withn_(g) = 1, and
suppose that the following assumptions are satisfied:

(a) g is non degenerate af;
(b) the differential equatiofy”’= RV admits a solutiorY” satisfyingg(Y,Y) < 0
in [0,1];

(c) the instanty, = 1 is not (P, S)-focal.
If ¢’ is a symmetric bilinear form o™ which is sufficiently close tg and P’
is a subspace aR” sufficiently close taP (in the sense of the Grassmannian of
subspaces ak"™), then clearlyn_(¢’) = 1 andg’ is non degenerate ai'. So, the
assumption (a) above is stable by small perturbations.

Moreover, standard results on the continuous dependeonetfre data for or-
dinary differential equations guarantee that also therapions (b) and (c) above
are stable by uniformly small perturbations of the objegct®, P andS.

Finally, to complete the argument, we need to prove thapibssible to produce
arbitrarily C°-small perturbations of the datg, R, P, S) for which the restriction
of ¢ to the spaceg§|t| is non degenerate for all€]0,1]. It is easy to prove that
such perturbations of the Morse—Sturm problem (17) and €x&t in the more
general class dfnearized Hamiltonian system&here some of the results of this
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paper and of [16] still hold in a more general form. In thissslathe set of systems
for which the non degeneracy assumptiof’fsdense. Since both the Morse index
and the Maslov index are stable by uniformly small pertudret (see [16]), we
obtain the following extension of Theorem 4.11.:

Theorem 5.1. Let (g, R, P, S) be a set of data for the Morse—Sturm probl€tii)
and (18). Suppose that the following assumptions are satisfied:

n_(g) =1

R is continuous;

to = 1 is not a(P, S)-focal instant;

the equatior’/” = RV admits a solutiort” satisfyingg(Y,Y) < 0 on [0, 1];

Let K be the subspace dfL([0,1],IR") consisting of thosé’'s such that the
quantityg(V',Y) — g(V,Y”) is constant a.e. of), 1]. Then

(61) n_(Iilx) = n—(glp) + in;
whereiy, = iy(g, R, P, S) is the Maslov index of the Morse—Sturm problem &nd
is the bilinear form onH ([0, 1], IR™) defined in(25). O

6. THE LORENTZIAN MORSEINDEX THEOREM

The main motivation for studying extensions of the Morser&ttheory in the
case of non positive metrigscomes from the applications to the geodesic problem
in semi-Riemannian geometry. In this section we discusc#ise of Lorentzian
manifolds, and in particular we show how Theorem 5.1 can berpreted as a
generalization of the classical Morse Index Theorem.

We introduce the following geometrical setup.

Let's assume thatM, g) is a Lorentzian manifoldp = dim(M), and that
v :[0,1] — M is a geodesic, i.eV+7 = 0, whereV is the covariant derivative of
the Levi-Civita connection qf. We denote by the curvature tensor &, chosen
with the following sign conventionf2(X,Y) = VxVy — VyVx — Vx y].

Let P be a smooth submanifold of1, with v(0) € P, 4(0) € TP,
7(1) = ¢, and assume thatis non degenerate dfi, () P; we say thatP is non
degenerate at(0). Thesecond fundamental forof P at~(0) in the directionn
is the symmetric bilinear forn%,, : T, )P x T,()P + IR given by:

Sn('l)l, ’02) - g(vv1 V27 TL),

wherels is any extension ofi; to a vector field orP. Sinceg is non degenerate
onT, )P, then there exists a linear operator, still denotedshyonT’, )P, such
that S, (vi, v2) = g(Snlv1],v2) for all vy, vy € T, ) P.

A Jacobi fieldalong~ is a smooth vector field along+y that satisfies the Jacobi
equation

(62) ViZJ+R(3,J)% = 0;
a’P-Jacobi field is a Jacobi field along~ that satisfies the initial conditions:
(63) T0) € TyoPs [Vao)T + Ss0) [T (O] € Ty P

Theindex formIy, py is the symmetric bilinear form defined on the vector space
Hy,,py consisting of those piecewise smooth vector fieltislongy such that
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V(0) € TP andV (1) = 0, defined by:

1
Tomy (V) = [ [a(93V.9:0) + o(RG.V)3.0)] at +

= 9(S50)[V(0)], W(0)).

It is easy to see that a vector field € H, py is a’P-Jacobi field if and only if
itis in the kernel of, py. A point~(to) is said to be @-focal point alongy if
there exists a non zerB-Jacobi field alongy vanishing atty; the multiplicity of
a P-focal point is the dimension of the vector space offallacobi fields along
~ vanishing atty. If the initial submanifoldP reduces to a fixed point of1, in
which case theP-Jacobi fields alongy are simply the Jacobi fields vanishing at
t = 0, then the focal points are also callednjugate pointslf -~ is either timelike
or lightlike, in which caseéP is necessarily a spacelike submanifold/df at~(0),
then there are only a finite number Btfocal points alongy, and their number,
with multiplicity, is defined to be thgeometric indexf the geodesie (see [19]).
The geodesig is a critical point of the action functional:

1
(65) ﬂ@=149®@&,

(64)

2

defined onthe sétp ,, of pathsz : [0, 1] — M such that(0) € P andz(1) = g;
the spacet(, py can be seen as the tangent spacRgf ,, aty and the bilinear
form I, p, is thesecond variatiorof f aty. Hence, the index of, py In Hy, py
is the Morse index of the functiondl at the critical pointy; moreover;y is a non
degenerate critical point ¢f precisely when the pointis notP-focal alongy.

The Morse index off at+ is not finite, due to the indefiniteness of the metric
g. However, the theory developed in the previous sectiongate that we can
determine a finite index carrying some geometric infornmattouty provided
that we restrict the bilinear forf., p, to a suitable subspace #f;, py.

To describe how the geometrical problem fits into the thedrilorse—Sturm
systems discussed in the previous sections, we consitieradization of the tan-
gent bundleT’ M along~ by means of a famil{ E1, ... , E,} of parallel vector
fields alongy.

The mapV = >, A\ - E; — (A1,...,\,) gives an isomorphism Ofl (P}
with the vector space of all piecewise smodfi-valued functions off), 1]. Since
eachkF; is parallel, the covariant derivative of vector fields alengorrespond to
the usual differentiation idR™; moreover, the Lorentzian metrigis carried to a
constant nondegenerate bilinear form&fi, still denoted byg, with n_(g) = 1.
For eacht € [0, 1], the map

R" ~ T,Y(t)./\/l SV R(ﬁ(t),v) v(t) S T.y(t)./\/l ~ IR"

is given by ag-symmetric linear operator o™, still denoted byR(t). Finally,
the tangent spack, P corresponds to g-nondegenerate subspaeef 2", and
the second fundamental forf, o) gives ag-symmetric linear mag : P — P.
The bilinear formI{%p} is carried into the bilinear fornd;, defined in the set
of piecewise smootliR"-valued functions o1f0, 1], given by formula (25). Since
I, has a continuous extension to the Hilbert spAGe[0, 1], IR™), an easy density
argument shows that the index i, »; on H, » is equal to the index of; on

HA(]0,1], IR™). The Jacobi equation (62) becomes the Morse—Sturm syst&m (1
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the initial conditions (63) are read into (18), and we haaedfated our Lorentzian
geodesic problem into the Morse—Sturm problem (17) and (18)

Clearly, the spacg defined in (19) corresponds to the skt of P-Jacobi fields,
and the(P, S)-focal instants are precisely tffe-focal points alongy. The space
Jplt] C T,uM is defined to be the set of valuestaf the fields inJp; the
signaturesgr{~(to)) of theP-focal pointy(ty) is defined to be the signature of the
metric g on the spacefp|t]*; the P-focal point~(ty) is said to bepositive, null
or negativeaccording to whethesgr(~(to)) is positive, null or negative.

The important observation here is thatyifs causal, i.e., timelike or lightlike,
then the restriction of the metrigto the space/p[t]* is always positive definite,
so that the signature of7a-focal point coincides with its multiplicity. This implies
in particular that the Maslov index of coincides precisely with the geometrical
index of~.

Under the assumption that the pointl) is not’P-focal alongy, we can there-
fore apply Theorem 5.1 to the geometrical problem, obtgitire following gener-
alization of the Morse Index Theorem for Lorentzian geockewiith variable initial
endpoint:

Theorem 6.1. Let (M, g) be a Lorentzian manifold? C M a smooth submani-
fold, v : [0,1] — M a geodesic withy(0) € P and¥(0) € T,(o)P+. Assume that
the following hypotheses are satisfied:

o there exists a timelike Jacobi field along~;

e P is non degenerate at(0);

¢ (1) is notP-focal along~y.

Then, denoting byC” the space of (piecewise smooth) vector fiéldslong~y sat-
isfyingV (0) € T,)P, V(1) = 0andg(V5V,Y) — g(V, V4Y) = Cy (constant),
the index ofl ., py on K7 is finite, and the following equality holds:

(66) n—([{%P}’lC”) = n—(g’Tﬂ,(O)P) +iu (7).
Moreover, ify is causal, then,, (v) equals the geometric index of O

Observe that the quantity on the right hand side of (66) dm¢slepend on the
choice of the timelike Jacobi field, hence the index of{%p} on the spacdC”
is also independent on the choice ¥6f We also remark that, i is a timelike
geodesic, then one can take as a timelike Jacobi fieltie tangent fieldy. It
is easy to see that, in this case, the sp&@econsists precisely of those vector
fields along~ that are pointwise orthogonal to. Hence, Theorem 6.1 gives a
generalization of the Timelike Morse Index Theorem of [3gdtem 10.27].

An important class of examples where the assumption on ikteaxe of a time-
like Jacobi field along any geodesic is satisfied is given bgtationary Lorentzian
manifolds i.e., Lorentzian manifolds admitting a timelike Killingeutor field. In
this case, a timelike Jacobi vector field along every geodsgjiven by the restric-
tion of any timelike Killing field (see [18, Lemma 9.26, p. 3h2

It is interesting to observe that, for non positive definitetrics, as we can de-
duce from equation (66), the Morse index of the action fumal at a given geo-
desicy may be strictly positive even in the case thahas no focal points. This
happens precisely when the initial submanif@ds non spacelike. For a better

3The reader should observe that we are using a terminologhtisii different from the one
adopted in [12], where it is definedianelike, a null and a spacelike indésr each conjugate point.
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understanding of this fact, one can consider the followimgpte but instructive
example.

Example6.2 Let (M, g) be the two-dimensional flat Minkowski space, with met-
ric do? — dy?. Let~y(t) = (¢,0), t € [0, 1], and letP denote the one-dimensional
timelike submanifold ofM given by they-axis; we are in the situation described
in the hypotheses of Theorem 6.1, conadefiﬁg: as the timelike Jacobi field
along~. Clearly, there are n®-focal points alongy, and both the curvature tensor
R of g and the second fundamental fosrof P are null.

We haven_ (g\T(0 oP) = 1; the spaceC” consists of vector fields of the form

V=af(t )8:(: + b(t )a , with a(0) = a(1) = b(1) = 0 andd/(t) = Cy constant on
[0,1]. ForV € K7, the value of the index forndg, »,(V, V') is computed easily
as:

1 1
I, (V,V) :/O [d'(t)* = V' (t)?] dt:/o d(t)? dt — CZ.

If we considera = 0, we get a one-dimensional subspacéCéfon whichly, p, is
negative definite; on the other hand, if we consider 0 anda arbitrary, we get a
complementary subspace whéfe py is positive definite, thus_ (I, py[xc») = 1.

It is fairly easy to give examples @-focal points in stationary Lorentzian man-
ifolds of every causal type. Examples of positive focal anjuogate points are eas-
ily constructed by considering causal geodesics, or siacgéodesics admitting
a parallel timelike Jacobi field along them (see Example @I6vi). In the next
example we construct elementary examples of negative alhdocal points in
manifolds with flat metric.

Example6.3. Consider the Minkowski plan#&? endowed with the flat metrig =
da? — dy?; lety(t) = (¢,0) be the (spacelike) geodesic segment ontiaeis, and
let P denote the parabola through the origin given by the equaffon 2z = 0.
Then,~ is orthogonal tdP at (0,0) = ~(0); the second fundamental form Bfat

(0,0) is easily computed as
0 0
s (3) = 35

so thatJ(t) = (t — 1)3% is a P-Jacobi field alongy which vanishes at =
1. Clearly, v(1) = (1,0) is aP-focal point of multiplicity one alongy, and
sgriy(1)) = sgriglr.y1) = S99l . 2 ) = —1.

To construct an example of a nljﬂ “focal point we now consider the three-
dimensional flat Minkowski spacgt = IR? with metricg = dz? + dy? — dz?
and the spacelike geodesi¢t) = (¢,0,0), ¢t € [0, 1]. Let’P be any smooth surface
through the origin such that the tangent plahg, )P is theyz-plane and such
that the second fundamental foi$y ) of P at (0, 0,0) satisfies

sl 9y_2 0
Oy T2 T oy 0z
4of course, such submanifol® exists; see for instance [16, Lemma 2.3.2] for details on how

to construct a smooth submanifold of a semi-Riemannian folanivhen its tangent space and its
second fundamental form is assigned at one point.
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Arguing as before it is easy to verify thd(t) = (t — 1)(£ + 7-) is aP-Jacobi
field alongy, J(1) = 0, J'(1) is the lightlike vectorg. + £, and~(1) is a nul
‘P-focal point alongy.

Remark6.4. Theorem 6.1 can be extended to the case of geodesics in semi-R
mannian manifold$.M, g), with g of arbitrary indexn_(g) = k > 1. In this case,
given a geodesig in M, one needs to assume the existencé& dacobi fields
Ji,...,Ji alongy generating &-dimensional timelike distribution along, and
satisfying the relationg(V.Y;,Y;) — g(Y;,V5Y;) = 0forall i,j = 1,... k.
One considers the spa¢g’ of vector fieldsV” along+y satisfyingV'(0) € TP,

V(1) = 0andg(V+V,Y;)—g(V, V5Y;) = C” (const.) foralk = 1,... , k. Then,
if (1) is notP-focal, the index off ., py on K7 equalsiy (v) + n—(glT, 4 P)-
Examples of semi-Riemannian manifolds where the theorliegpare given by
those manifolds admitting a family of Killing vector field§, ... ,Y; that gener-
ate ak-dimensional timelike distribution oM, and satisfying the commutation
relations[Y;,Y;] = Oforall i, = 1,... , k. A variational theory for geodesics in
this kind of manifolds is presented in [11]. All the result&gented in this paper
can be extended to this more general situation.

We now discuss the case of conjugate points along Lorenggadesics satis-
fying the hypotheses of Theorem 6.1, and so we assume thatitiaé manifold
‘P reduces to a single point. This means that®h8acobi fields along are sim-
ply the Jacobi fields vanishing at= 0. We denote by, the index form alongy
relative to the choice of a trivial initial manifold.

The first observation is that, in this situationYifis parallel along the geodesic
~, then the conjugate points alongare isolated, and they are all positive.

Example6.5. Suppose thaY is a parallel timelike Jacobi field along the geodesic
~; this means thal’ ;Y = 0, and soViY = R(%,Y) § = 0.

If J is Jacobi, thew(V4J,Y) — g(J,V+Y) = g(V4J,Y) is constant ono, 1],
hencej—;g(.], Y) =g(V:J,Y) =0, andg(J,Y) is an affine function of0, 1].

If v(t9) is conjugate toy(0) along-~y, and.J is a non trivial Jacobi field along
~ vanishing at0 andt,, then it must bey(J,Y) = 0, and sog(V:J,Y) = 0.
Itis Jplto]t = {V4J(to) : J Jacobi, with J(0) = J(ty) = 0}, and it follows
that 7p[to]* C Y (v(to))*. SinceY is timelike, it follows that the restriction of
the metricg to Jp[to]* is positive definite, which implies that the conjugate point
v(to) is isolated and that its signatusgr{~y(t¢)) is equal to its multiplicity. Hence,
the Maslov index ofy coincides with its geometric index. In this case, Theore 6.
tells us that, ify(1) is not conjugate tey(0) along-, the index off, on £ is equal
to the geometric index of.

Let's assume now that the geodesisatisfies the assumptions of Theorem 6.1
and the non degeneracy assumption of Proposition 3.1. t Bsagy observation
that there cannot b®o manynegative conjugate points along For example,
if v(to) is a negative conjugate point, i.esgr(y(tp)) = —1, then the Maslov
indexiy (7][0,¢,—e]) Must be strictly positive for > 0 small enough. This follows
immediately from the fact that, by Theorem 6.1¢if> 0 is small enough, it must
be

(Ll ) =ia(pto+e) = im(Vlo,-) =1 = 0.

t0+6
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In particular, the first conjugate point alongs nevernegative.

If dim(M) = 2, then the metric-¢ is Lorentzian inM. This simple observa-
tion allows to get some interesting consequences, likedt@fing:

Proposition 6.6. Let (M, g) be a two dimensional Lorentzian manifold and let
v : [0,1] — M be a spacelike geodesic . Suppose that there exists a timelike
Jacobi field alongy. Then, there are no conjugate points along

Proof. The curvey is clearly a timelike geodesic in the opposite Lorentziamma
ifold (M, —g) with the same conjugate points. We know that all the congigat
points along a causal geodesic are positive, henhas only negative conjugate
points in(M, g). Then, there cannot be any conjugate point, because the fsum o
their signatures must be non negative integer. O

By the same argument, it is easy to see thatig a spacelike geodesic in a two-
dimensional Lorentzian manifold, starting orthogonally to a one-dimensional
(necessarily timelike) submanifol® of M, then there isat the most oneP-
focal point alongy, which must be negative (see Example 6.3). It is well known
that conjugate points cannot occur along lightlike geartesi two-dimensional
Lorentzian manifolds (see [3]). However, we remark thatcspke (or timelike)
geodesics in two-dimensional Lorentzian Lorentzian nwdg may have conju-
gate points. For instance, in the conformally flat metfi¢d22 — d¢2) on IR?, the
curve~ (1) = (7,0) is a spacelike geodesic, and the Jacobi equation ajasdor

the vector field/ = (v, w) is given by the system

V' =0, w'+w=0.

Clearly, the pointy(r) is conjugate toy(0) along-y.
We leave unanswered the following questions:

1. do there exist examples of (spacelike) Lorentzian gecslestisfying the
hypotheses of Theorem 6.1 for which the sePefocal (or conjugate) points
is not discrete?

2. can a (spacelike) Lorentzian geodesic satisfying theotigses of Theo-
rem 6.1 really have one negative conjugate point?

3. suppose that is a (spacelike) geodesic satisfying the hypotheses of-Theo
rem 6.1 and having one or more isolated conjugate point foctwthe non
degeneracy assumption of Proposition 3.1 is not satisfged still true that
the Maslov index ofy is given by the sum of the signatures of its conjugate
points?

If one does not require the assumptions of Theorem 6.1 alabiowve questions
have easy answers (see [16]): the first two questions haveiavpanswer and the
third one has a negative answer.

We conclude this section with the remark that a Lorentziasiva of the Morse
Index Theorem for the two variable endpoints (see [13] fer Riemannian case)
can be easily deduced from Theorem 6.1. When the final endpbinis allowed
to vary on a submanifol@ of M, the index of the second variation of the action
functional aty is given by the sum of the right hand side of equation (66) and a
term that measures thelative convexityof O with respect tgP. The details are
found in [19, Theorem 2.7, Remark 2.10].
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7. THE GLOBAL MORSERELATIONS FORGEODESICS INSTATIONARY
LORENTZIAN MANIFOLDS

In this section we want to develop an infinite dimensional $8éatheory for the
geodesics joining two fixed points and ¢ in a stationary Lorentzian manifold
(M, g), in the spirit of [17] and using the modern terminology of.[9]he main
goal of this theory is to give estimates on the number of geiodéhaving a given
index; these estimates are given in terms of the topologhetpace of (contin-
uous) curves joining andq in M. The basic reference for most of the material
discussed in this section is [10]; we will make full use of thsults proven in that
article.

As customary, iff C IR is any interval, we will denote by7!(I, IR") the
Sobolev space of absolutely continuous curved — IR™ such that the integral
;121 dt is finite, where - | denotes the Euclidean norm IR™.

Givenany differentiable manifoldV, the sett/!([0, 1], N) is defined as the set
of all absolutely continuous curves: [0, 1] — N such that, for every local chart
(V,p)on N, with ¢ : U — IR™ a diffeomorphism, and for every closed subinter-
val I C [0,1] such that(I) C V,itis ¢ oz € H'(I,IR"). For all differentiable
manifold IV, with dim(N) = n, the setH*(]0, 1], N) has the structure of an infi-
nite dimensional manifold, modeled on the Hilbert spat&|0, 1], IR"). We will
denote byl' N the tangent bundle oV and byr : TN — N the canonical projec-
tion; forp € N, T,N = 7~1(p) denotes the tangent spacedfatp. A vector field
along a curver : [0,1] — Nisamap( : [0,1] — TN with 7({(t)) = z(t) for
all t. Given anyz € H'([0, 1], V), the tangent spacE H'([0, 1], N) is identified
with the set:

T.H'([0,1], N) = {C € H'([0,1],TN) : ¢ vector field alongz},

which is an infinite dimensional vector space, with a topglttat makes it into a
Hilbertable space.

Let's assume thatM, g) is a Lorentzian manifold which admits a timelike
Killing vector field, denoted by'. We assume that” is complete; letp and g
be fixed points inM. We introduce the following space:

Qpq = {z € H'(0,1,M) : 2(0) = p, 2(1) = q},

It is well known that(2, , has the structure of an infinite dimensional Hilbertian
submanifold of 7 ([0, 1], M); the action functionaff, defined in (65), is smooth
on 2, , and its critical points are precisely the geodesicsvinbetweenp andg.
We say thap andq are non conjugate iM if they are not conjugate along every
geodesic inM joining them.

For all geodesiey in M we have a conservation lay(y,Y) = ¢, (constant).
Now, if we consider the subsé?) of Q,, consisting of curves: satisfying
g(2,Y’) = const., then clearly the geodesics(iy , belong toQ}:q. It is proven
in [10] thatQ)  is a smooth submanifold &t, ,, and thatf has the same critical
points i€y, , and inQ) .

By differentiating the expressiof(z,Y) = const. with respect te, using the
Killing property of Y it is easy to see that the tangent spﬁg@z’;q is given by the
Hilbert space offf !-vector fields along: satisfyingV(0) = V(1) = 0 and such
that the quantity(V:V,Y) — ¢(V, V;Y) is constant a.e. ofd, 1].
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Hence, ify is a critical point for f in Qg,q, i.e., a geodesic betweenandg,
the tangent spadEVQZ,q is a completion of the spadé” of Theorem 6.1, and the
index of I, in K7 is equal to the Morse index of the functionalat the critical
pointy € QF .

Such index can therefore be interpreted as the numbessdntially different
directionsin which v can be deformed, in the class of curegsining p with ¢ and
satisfyingg(2,Y’) = const., in order to obtain a curve with smaller action.

1 : .
LetC, , denote the following space:

Chy= {z . [0,1] —M piecewiseC" :
2(0) =p, 2(1) =q, 9(2,Y) =c; (constant};

we give the following completeness condition for the suels\wof the restricted
action functional.

Definition 7.1. Givenc € IR, we say thaC},,q is c-precompact if every sequence

{zn}new C C;,q such thatf(z,) < ¢ has a uniformly convergent subsequence.

The c-precompactness property, which is given intrinsicallyDiefinition 7.1,
can be studied by means of suitable bounds of the metric ciegifs with respect
to the coordinates of a given atlas @ri. A wide class of examples of station-
ary Lorentzian manifold§. M, g) for which thec-precompactness assumption is
satisfied by all choices gf, ¢ andc is given in [10]. We emphasize that tle
precompactness for stationary Lorentzian manifold plaggtle of the complete-
ness assumption in Riemannian geometry; for this and oth&iogies with the
classical Riemannian theory we refer to [10], where it i @iscussed the relation
between the-precompactness and the propertyglabal hyperbolicity

We recall that, given a topological spage an algebraic fieldk and a natural
numberi, thei-th Betti numbers; (X; IK) of X relative toIK is the IK-dimension
of thei-th singular homology vector spaég (X; IK) of X with coefficients in .
The Poincaé polynomial, (X; IK) of X with coefficients inK is the formal
power series i\ € IK given by:

(67) PAXGIK) =Y Bi(X; K) N
=0

The global Morse relations provide relations between theftall the geodesics
joining p andq in M with the topology of the space of all continuous curves jajni
p andq in M, given in terms of the Betti numbers and the Poincaré pahjiabof
this space. A key point for the infinite dimensional Morseottyels the so called
Palais—Smalecondition. We recall that a smooth function&lon a manifold X
endowed with a Finsler structure is said to satisfy the Bafinale condition at
the levelc € IR if every sequencéx,, },ev C X such that:

(@) li_>m F(z,) =c¢
(b) lim ||dF(z,)| =0,
n—o0
has a converging subsequenceXin

The c-precompactness condition given in Definition 7.1 is the &sgumption
for the proof of the global Morse relations, which are giveithe following
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Theorem 7.2. Let (M, g) be a Lorentzian manifold. Suppose thet admits a
completetimelike Killing vector fieldy’, and assume thatandq are two points of
M such that the following hypotheses are satisfied:

e p andq are not conjugate inM;
e C} , is c-precompact for alk: € IR.

Let QO denote the space of all continuous curwes|0, 1] — M joining p and

g in M endowed with the topology of uniform convergence, and jgtdenote
the set of all geodesics in betweerp and q. Then, for all fieldIK there exists
a formal power serie€) i () in the variable), with coefficients inlV | J{+oc}

such that the following identity between formal power seisesatisfied:

(68) DM = Q0 IK) + (1+A) Qe (V).

Zegp q

Proof. Let fy- denote the restriction of the action functiorfaio the manlfoIde "
as we have observef))  is a smooth submanifold &t, , and the critical points
of fy on ng are precisely the geodesics joinipgndg in M.

We endovvﬂz,fq with the following Riemannian structure. We consider anilaux
iary Riemannian metrig®™) on M, and for allz € Q) we define a Hilbert space
inner product(-, -) in 7.QY _ by:

(69) (V,V) = /0 1 g(VV, V.V dt.

Using thec-precompactness assumption, as well as the dens(fgg pin Qp .
the following facts are proven in [10]:

1. fy is bounded from belowi.e., there exist® € IR such thatf(z) > D for
all ze Q) ;

2. forallc € IR, the sublevelf¢ = {z € Q) : f(z) < ¢} is acompletemetric
subspace oﬁ’zp "

3. for all ¢ € IR, fy satisfies the Palais—Smale condition at the levehen
Q}:q is endowed with the Finsler structure given by (69).

Finally, the condition thap and ¢ be non conjugate o\ implies that fy is a
Morse functiongli.e., all its critical points irﬂg,q are non degenerate. Namely, as
we have already observed, the second variatiofy cdt any geodesig is given by
the restriction of the index fornh,, and its kernel iril’, 2 coincides with the set
of Jacobi fields along vanishing at the endpoints. ﬁ»fandq are non conjugate in
M, thenI, has trivial kernel, and’y is a Morse functional.

Then, by standard results of Global Analysis on Manifolés f®r instance [15]),
denoting bym(z, fy') the Morse index of the critical pointof fy-, we have the fol-
lowing Morse relations. For all field< there exists a formal power seri€g ()
in the variable), with coefficients inZV | J{+oo} such that the following identity
between formal power series is satisfied:

(70) > AmER) = P (QF K + (14 A) Qre(N).
2€0p.q

By Theorem 6.1, for alt € G, , we havem(z, fy) = iu(z); moreover, sinc&”
is complete, it is proven in [10] that the spades, and Q};q are homotopically
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equivalent, which implies thaB, (Q) ; IK) = B(Qy4; IK) for all field K. Fi-
nally, also the spaceg,, , and QO ».q have the same homotopy type (see [17]), and
so the Morse relations (68) are easily obtained from (70). O
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