arXiv:0708.3854v2 [math.DG] 25 Mar 2008

CONFORMAL OPERATORS ON FORMS AND DETOUR COMPLEXES ON EINSTEIN MANIFOLDS

A. ROD GOVER AND JOSEF ŠILHAN

Abstract. For even dimensional conformal manifolds several new conformally invariant objects were found recently: invariant differential complexes related to, but distinct from, the de Rham complex (these are elliptic in the case of Riemannian signature); the cohomology spaces of these; conformally stable form spaces that we may view as spaces of conformal harmonics; operators that generalise Branson’s Q-curvature; global pairings between differential form bundles that descend to cohomology pairings. Here we show that these operators, spaces, and the theory underlying them, simplify significantly on conformally Einstein manifolds. We give explicit formulae for all the operators concerned. The null spaces for these, the conformal harmonics, and the cohomology spaces are expressed explicitly in terms of direct sums of subspaces of eigenspaces of the form Laplacian. For the case of non-Ricci flat spaces this applies in all signatures and without topological restrictions. In the case of Riemannian signature and compact manifolds, this leads to new results on the global invariant pairings, including for the integral of Q-curvature against the null space of the dimensional order conformal Laplacian of Graham et al..

1. Introduction

Differential forms provide a fundamental domain for the study of smooth manifolds. In Riemannian geometry the de Rham complex, its associated Hodge theory, and distinguished forms representing characteristic classes are among the most basic and important tools (e.g. [14, 15]). In physics the study of forms is partly motivated by Maxwell theory and its generalisations. Operators on differential forms feature strongly in string and brane theories. In both mathematics and physics Einstein manifolds have a central position [2] and thus they give an important class of special structures for the study of geometric objects.

Among the differential operators that are natural for pseudo–Riemannian structures only a select class are conformally invariant. Conformal invariance is a subtle property which reflects an independence of point dependent scale. This symmetry is manifest in the equations of massless particles. It is linked to CR geometry (hence complex analysis) through the Fefferman metric [19]; the natural equations on the Fefferman space are conformally invariant. This symmetry also underpins the conformal approach to Riemannian geometry. For example, it is essentially exploited in the Yamabe problem (see [36] and references therein) of prescribing the scalar curvature. Recently there has been a focus on variations of this idea, including the conformal prescription of Branson’s Q-curvature [5, 13, 16]. These problems use the conformal Laplacian on functions (or densities) and its higher order analogues due to Paneitz, Graham et al. [32]._1

The use of conformal operators on forms provides a setting where, on the one hand, there is potential to formally generalise such theories, but which, on the other hand, should yield access to rather different geometric data. An immediate difficulty is that forms are more difficult to work with than functions and so, while there was much early work in this direction (e.g. [3, 4]), this did not yield a clear picture. In dimension 4, and inspired by constructions from twistor theory, some rather interesting directions and applications to global geometry were pioneered in the work of Eastwood and Singer [17, 18]. Links between this result and the tractor calculus of [1, 9, 10] were established in [6]. On the other hand in [11, 27] it is shown that the conformal tractor connection may be recovered as a suitable linearisation of the ambient metric of Fefferman and Graham [20] (and see also [21]). Exploiting both developments a rather complete theory of conformal operators on forms was derived in the joint works [7, 8] of the first author with Branson. The main point of that article was not simply to construct conformal operators on differential forms, but rather, to expose and develop the discovery of preferred versions of such operators and the rather elegant picture that these yield: one may immediately construct, on even dimensional conformal manifolds, a host of new global conformal invariants. Some of these generalise, in a natural way, the integral of Q-curvature.

For most of these new operators explicit formulae are not available. For any particular operator a formula may be obtained algorithmically via tractor calculus and the theory developed in [27, 28]. However the resulting operators, when presented in the usual way, are given by extremely complicated formulae. It turns out there are striking simplifications when these operators are studied on conformally Einstein manifolds. The purpose of this article is to expose this, via a comprehensive but concise treatment, and use the results to study, in the Einstein setting, the related global conformal invariants and spaces.

To describe the content in more detail we first review the relevant results from [7] and [8]. On conformal manifolds of even dimension n ≥ 4 there is a family of formally self-adjoint conformally invariant differential complexes: (1) E^{0 d}→ · · ·^d→ E^{k−1 d}→ E^{k Lk}→ E_k^δ→ E_{k−1}^δ→ · · ·^δ→ E_0 . Here, for each k ∈ {0, 1, · · · , n/2 − 1}, E^k denotes the space of k-forms, E_k denotes an appropriate density twisting of that space, d is the exterior derivative and δ its formal adjoint. An interesting feature of these complexes is that the operators L_k have the structure of a composition

L_k = δQ_{k+1}d

where Q_{k+1} is from a family of differential operators, parametrised by k = −1, · · · , n/2− 1, and which, as operators on closed forms, generalise Branson’s Q-curvature; in particular under conformal rescaling of the metric g → ^g = e^{2ω}g (ω ∈ C^∞) these have the conformal transformation formula Q̂_k u = Q_ku + L_k(ωu) for u a closed k-form,

Q_01 is the Q-curvature and L_0 is the dimension order GJMS operator of [32]. On closed forms these Q-operators have the form Q_{k+1} = (dδ)^{n/2−k−1}+lower order terms, so in the case of Riemannian signature the complexes (1) are elliptic. Writing H^k_L for the (conformally invariant) cohomology at k, for the complex (1), it follows that on compact Riemannian manifolds H^k_L is finite.

The composition G_k := δQ_k is a conformal gauge companion operator for L_k and also for the exterior derivative d. What this means is that the systems (L_k, G_k) and (d, G_k) are, in a suitable sense, conformally invariant and, in the case of Riemannian signature, are graded injectively elliptic. For example the null space H^k_G of (d, G_k) is conformally stable and, as pointed out in [7], is a candidate for a space of “conformal harmonics”. Some perspective on these objects is given by the sequence (2) 0 → H^{k−1} → H^{k−1}_L^d→ H^k_G → H^k, k ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n/2} where H^k indicates the usual de Rham cohomology. The map H^{k−1} → H^{k−1}_L is the obvious inclusion, since L factors through the exterior derivative. The map H^k_G → H^k is that which simply takes solutions of (d, G_k) to their cohomology class. It is immediate from the definitions of the spaces that the sequence is exact, but it is an open question whether in general the final map H^k_G → H^k is surjective. When it is we say that the space is (k − 1)-regular [7].

We present here a study of all of these spaces and operators specialised to the setting of an Einstein structure. By exploiting some recent developments we obtain a treatment which, surprisingly, obtains most of the results in a uniform way in all signatures and without assuming the manifold is compact. As indicated above the motivation is manifold. The cohomology spaces, and related structures, mentioned above are clearly fundamental to conformal geometry. An important problem is to discover what data they capture. On the other hand there is the opportunity to shed light on Einstein structures which form an important class of geometries which remain rather mysterious; for example there are very few non-existence results for compact Riemannian Einstein spaces, while the construction of examples is primarily through Kähler geometry. The idea that this might be a rewarding approach is suggested by the intimate relationship between conformal geometry and Einstein structures. Conformal structures admit a natural conformally invariant connection on a prolonged structure: this is the Cartan connection of [12], or equivalently the induced structure is the conformal standard tractor connection that was already mentioned. An Einstein structure is equivalent to a suitably generic parallel section of this tractor bundle and so is, in this sense, a type of symmetry of conformal structure.

For case of the conformal Laplacian type operators this last point was exploited heavily in [24] where two of the three main results are as follows: on Einstein manifolds the GJMS operators of [32] factor into compositions of operators each of which is of the form of a constant potential Helmholtz Laplacian; the Q-curvature is constant and (up to a universal constant) simply a power of the scalar curvature. (See also [21] where similar results are obtained using different techniques.) Here we develop the analogous theory for operators on differential forms. In fact we do much more. A first step is that we obtain factorisations of the key operators which generalise those from [24] (to our knowledge such factorisations are new even for the conformally flat Einstein setting). On the other hand in [30, 31] we show that if the factors P_i : V → V (for some vector space V), in a composition P := P_0P_1 · · · P_ℓ of mutually commuting operators, are suitably “relatively invertible” then the general inhomogeneous problem P u = f decomposes into an equivalent system P_iu_i = f, i = 0, · · · , ℓ. This is used extensively in the current work to reduce, on non-Ricci flat Einstein manifolds, the generally high order conformal operators to equivalent lower order systems. The outcome is that in any signature (and without any assumption of compactness) on non-Ricci flat Einstein manifolds we can describe the spaces N (L_k) (the null space of L_k), and H^k_G explicitly as a direct sum of H^k_σ := N (d) ∩ N (δ) and the (possibly trivial) “eigenspaces”, H^k_{σ,λ} := {f ∈ E^k | dδf = λf}, ~H^k_{σ,λ} := {f ∈ E^k | δdf = λf}, for various explicitly known λ ∈ R. (Here σ denotes the Einstein scale in the conformal class, see Section 5.) See in particular Proposition 5.3 and (25), and note that for λ ≠ 0 the displayed spaces give the R(d) (range of d) and R(δ) parts of the form Laplacian “eigenspace” {f ∈ E^k | (dδ + δd)f = λf}. We also come to a simple decomposition for H^k_L (see expression (27)) and other conformal spaces from [7].

Stronger results are available in the compact Riemannian setting and these are summarised in Theorem 6.4. Observe, in particular, that this shows that all compact Riemannian Einstein even manifolds are k-regular for k = 0, 1 · · · , n/2 − 1, and that, in this setting, H^k_σ agrees with the usual space of harmonics for the form Laplacian. From the k-regularity it follows that the global conformally invariant pairings on H^k_G, as defined in [8], descend to a conformal quadratic form on de Rham cohomology. See Theorem 6.5, and also Proposition 6.2 which shows that, in the Einstein case, the pairing is given by a power of the scalar curvature; in fact by a formula which generalises the formula from [24] for Q-curvature on Einstein manifolds. Also in Theorem 6.5 we show that the conformal pairing, via Q-operators, of closed forms against forms in N (L_k) descends to a closed form pairing. See the Remark following Theorem 6.5, which emphasises that this also gives a result for the usual Q-curvature. Some of the results for compact Riemannian manifolds could be obtained by using, at the outset, the complete spectral resolution of the form Laplacian. However doing this conceals the fact that, for the most part, the same results are available even when we do not have access to diagonalisations of the basic operators.

The development is as follows. Section 2.1 summarises some basic conformal geometry, tractor results, and identities to be used. In Section 3 we construct Laplacian operators on weighted tractor bundles. This is in the spirit of [24], but there is an algebraic adjustment to the basic operators. Using these Laplacian power operators, in section 4 we derive formulae for the key operators, L_k, Q_k, and so forth, in the Einstein setting. The main result is Theorem 4.2. In fact in contrast to the construction in [7] (which heavily uses the Fefferman-Graham ambient metric), these operators are developed and defined directly using invariant tractor operators. That we recover the operators from [7] is the the main subject of Section 7. In each case the operators are given in terms of compositions of commuting operators. This enables, in Section 5, the use of the tools from [30] as recounted in Theorem 5.1.

The first author would like to thank the Royal Society of New Zealand for support via Marsden Grant no. 06-UOA-029. The second author was supported from Basic Research Center no. LC505 (Eduard Čech Center for Algebra and Geometry) of the Ministry of Education of Czech Republic. We are appreciative of the careful reading by the referee; this exposed a number of typographical errors in the original manuscript.

2. Background: Einstein metrics and conformal geometry

We first sketch here notation and background for general conformal structures and their tractor calculus following [11, 27]. The latter is then used to describe operators that we will need acting on tractor forms and some key identities are developed. Some parts of the treatment are specialised to Einstein manifolds.

2.1. Conformal geometry and tractor calculus. Let M be a smooth manifold of dimension n ≥ 3. Recall that a conformal structure of signature (p, q) on M is a smooth ray subbundle Q ⊂ S^2T^∗M whose fibre over x consists of conformally related signature-(p, q) metrics at the point x. Sections of Q are metrics g on M. The principal bundle π : Q → M has structure group R_+ , and each representation R_+ ∋ x → x^{−w/2} ∈ End(R) induces a natural line bundle on (M, [g]) that we term the conformal density bundle E[w]. We shall write E[w] for the space of sections of this bundle. Here and throughout, sections, tensors, and functions are always smooth. When no confusion is likely to arise, we will use the same notation for a bundle and its section space.

We write g for the conformal metric, that is the tautological section of S^2T^∗M ⊗ E[2] determined by the conformal structure. This will be used to identify T M with T^∗M[2]. For many calculations we will use abstract indices in an obvious way. Given a choice of metric g from the conformal class, we write ∇ for the corresponding Levi-Civita connection. With these conventions the Laplacian Δ is given by Δ = g^{ab}∇_a∇_b = ∇^b∇_b . Note E[w] is trivialised by a choice of metric g from the conformal class, and we write ∇ for the connection arising from this trivialisation. It follows immediately that (the coupled) ∇_a preserves the conformal metric.

Since the Levi-Civita connection is torsion-free, the (Riemannian) curvature R_{ab}^c_d is given by [∇_a, ∇_b]v^c = R_{ab}^c_dv^d where [·, ·] indicates the commutator bracket. The Riemannian curvature can be decomposed into the totally trace-free Weyl curvature C_{abcd} and a remaining part described by the symmetric Schouten tensor P_{ab}, according to R_{abcd} = C_{abcd} + 2g_{c[a}P_{b]d} + 2g_{d[b}P_{a]c}, where [· · · ] indicates antisymmetrisation over the enclosed indices. We shall write J := P^a_a. The Cotton tensor is defined by A_{abc} := 2∇_{[b}P_{c]a}. Under a conformal transformation we replace a choice of metric g by the metric ĝ = e^{2ω}g, where ω is a smooth function. Explicit formulae for the corresponding transformation of the Levi-Civita connection and its curvatures are given in e.g.

[27]. We recall that, in particular, the Weyl curvature is conformally invariant ^C_{abcd} = C_{abcd}. We next define the standard tractor bundle over (M, [g]). It is a vector bundle of rank n + 2 defined, for each g ∈ [g], by [E^A]_g = E[1] ⊕ E_a[1] ⊕ E[−1]. If ^g = e^{2Υ}g, we identify (α, μ_a, τ) ∈ [E^A]_g with (^α, ^μ_a, ^τ ) ∈ [E^A]_{^g} by the transformation (3) ^α ^μ_a ^τ = 1 0 0 Υ_a δ_a^b 0 −^1_2 Υ_cΥ^c −Υ^b 1 α μ_b τ ,

where Υ_a := ∇_aΥ. It is straightforward to verify that these identifications are consistent upon changing to a third metric from the conformal class, and so taking the quotient by this equivalence relation defines the standard tractor bundle T , or E^A in an abstract index notation, over the conformal manifold. (Alternatively the standard tractor bundle may be constructed as a canonical quotient of a certain 2- jet bundle or as an associated bundle to the normal conformal Cartan bundle [10].) On a conformal structure of signature (p, q), the bundle E^A admits an invariant metric h_{AB} of signature (p + 1, q + 1) and an invariant connection, which we shall also denote by ∇_a, preserving h_{AB} . In a conformal scale g, these are given by

(4) h_{AB} =

0 0 1 0 g_{ab} 0 1 0 0 and ∇_a α μ_b τ = ∇_aα − μ_a ∇_aμ_b + g_{ab}τ + P_{ab}α ∇_aτ − P_{ab}μ^b .

It is readily verified that both of these are conformally well-defined, i.e., independent of the choice of a metric g ∈ [g]. Note that h_{AB} defines a section of E_{AB} = E_A ⊗ E_B, where E_A is the dual bundle of E^A. Hence we may use h_{AB} and its inverse h^{AB} to raise or lower indices of E_A, E^A and their tensor products.

In computations, it is often useful to introduce the ‘projectors’ from E^A to the components E[1], E_a[1] and E[−1] which are determined by a choice of scale. They are respectively denoted by X_A ∈ E_A[1], Z_{Aa} ∈ E_{Aa}[1] and Y_A ∈ E_A[−1], where E_{Aa}[w] = E_A ⊗ E_a ⊗ E[w], etc. Using the metrics h_{AB} and g_{ab} to raise indices, we define X^A, Z^{Aa}, Y^A. Then we immediately see that

Y_AX^A = 1, Z_{Ab}Z^A_c = g_{bc},

and that all other quadratic combinations that contract the tractor index vanish. In (3) note that ^α = α and hence X^A is conformally invariant.

Given a choice of conformal scale, the tractor-D operator D_A : E_{B···E}[w] → E_{AB···E} [w − 1] is defined by

(5) D_AV := (n + 2w − 2)wY_AV + (n + 2w − 2)Z_{Aa}∇^aV − X_A□V,

where □V := ΔV +wJV . This also turns out to be conformally invariant as can be checked directly using the formulae above (or alternatively there are conformally invariant constructions of D, see e.g. [22]).

The curvature Ω of the tractor connection is defined by

[∇_a, ∇_b]V^C = Ω_{ab}^C_EV^E for V^C ∈ E^C . Using (4) and the formulae for the Riemannian curvature yields (6) Ω_{abCE} = Z_C^cZ_E^eC_{abce} − 2X_{[C} Z_{E]}^eA_{eab} We will also need a conformally invariant curvature quantity defined as follows (cf. [22, 23])

(7) W_{BC}^E_F := 3 n − 2 D^AX_{[A}Ω_{BC]}^E_F ,

where Ω_{BC}^E_F := Z_B^bZ_C^cΩ_{bc}^E_F . In a choice of conformal scale, W_{ABCE} is given by (8) (n − 4) ( Z_A^aZ_B^bZ_C^cZ_E^eC_{abce} − 2Z_A^aZ_B^bX_{[C} Z_{E]}^eA_{eab} −2X_{[A}Z_{B]}^bZ_C^cZ_E^eA_{bce} ) + 4X_{[A}Z_{B]}^bX_{[C} Z_{E]}^eB_{eb},

where B_{ab} := ∇^cA_{acb} + P^{dc}C_{dacb}. is known as the Bach tensor. From the formula (8) it is clear that W_{ABCD} has Weyl tensor type symmetries.

We will work with conformally Einstein manifolds. That is, conformal structures with an Einstein metric in the conformal class. This is the same as the existence of a non-vanishing section σ ∈ E[1] satisfying [ ∇_{(a}∇_{b)0} + P_{(ab)0} ] σ = 0, where (. . .)_0 indicates the trace-free symmetric part over the enclosed indices. Equivalently (see e.g. [1, 26]) there is a standard tractor I_A that is parallel with respect to the normal tractor connection ∇ and such that σ := X_AI^A is non-vanishing. It follows that I_A :=^1_n D_Aσ = Y_Aσ + Z^a_A∇_aσ −^1_n X_A(Δ + J)σ, for some section σ ∈ E[1], and so X^AI_A = σ is non-vanishing. If we compute in the scale σ, then for example W_{ABCD} = (n − 4)Z^a_AZ^b_B Z^c_C Z^d_DC_{abcd}. 2.2. Tractor forms. Following [7] we write E^k[w] for the space of sections of (Λ^kT^∗M) ⊗ E[w] (and E^k = E^k[0]). Further we put E_k[w] := E^k[w + 2k − n]. The space of closed k-forms shall be denoted by C^k ⊆ E^k.

In order to be explicit and efficient in calculations involving bundles of possibly high rank it is necessary to employ abstract index notation as follows. In the usual abstract index conventions one would write E_{[ab···c]} (where there are implicitly kindices skewed over) for the space E^k. To simplify subsequent expressions we use the following conventions. Firstly indices labelled with sequential superscripts which are at the same level (i.e. all contravariant or all covariant) will indicate a completely skew set of indices. Formally we set a^1 · · · a^k = [a^1 · · · a^k] and so, for example, E_a1_{···a}k is an alternative notation for E^k while E_a1_{···a}k−1 and E_a2_{···a}k both denote E^{k−1}. Next, following [29] we abbreviate this notation via multi-indices: We will use the forms indices a^k := a^1 · · · a^k = [a^1 · · · a^k], k ≥ 0,

ȧ^k := a^2 · · · a^k = [a^2 · · · a^k], k ≥ 1.

If k = 1 then ȧ^k simply means the index is absent. The corresponding notations will be used for tractor indices so e.g. the bundle of tractor k–forms E_{[A}1_{···A}k_] will be denoted by E_A1_{···A}k or E_Ak .

The structure of E_Ak is

(9) E_{[A}1_{···A}k_] = E_Ak ≃ E^{k−1}[k] + ( E^k[k] ⊕ E^{k−2}[k − 2] ) + E^{k−1}[k − 2];

in a choice of scale the semidirect sums + may be replaced by direct sums and otherwise they indicate the composition series structure arising from the tensor powers of (3).

In a choice of metric g from the conformal class, the projectors (or splitting operators) X, Y, Z for E_A determine corresponding projectors X, Y, Z, W for E_Ak+1 , k ≥ 1 These execute the splitting of this space into four components and are given as follows. Y^k = Y^{a1··· ak} A^0 A^1···A^k = Y a^k A^0 A^k = YA^0 Z a^1 A^1 · · · Z a^k A^k ∈ E a^k A^{k+1} [−k − 1] Z^k = Z^{a1··· ak}_{A1···Ak} = Z^{ak}_{Ak} = Z^{a1}_{A1} · · · Z^{ak}_{Ak} ∈ E^{ak}_{Ak} [−k] W^k = W^{a1··· ak} A^′ A^0A^1···A^k = W a^k A^′ A^0A^k = X[A^′ YA^0 Z a^1 A^1 · · · Z a^k A^k] ∈ E a^k A^{k+2} [−k] X^k = X^{a1··· ak} A^0 A^1···A^k = X a^k A^0 A^k = XA^0 Z a^1 A^1 · · · Z a^k A^k ∈ E a^k A^{k+1} [−k + 1]

where k ≥ 0. The superscript k in Y^k , Z^k, W^k and X^k shows the corresponding tensor valence. (This is slightly different than in [7], where k is the relevant tractor valence.) Note that Y = Y^0 , Z = Z^1 and X = X^0 and W^0 = X_{[A}′ Y_A0_]. From (4) we immediately see ∇_pY_A = Z^a_AP_{pa}, ∇_pZ^a_A = −δ^a_p Y_A − P^a_p X_A and ∇_pX_A = Z_{Ap}. From this we obtain the formulae (cf. [29])

∇_pY^{ak}_A0_Ak = P_{pa0} Z^{a0 ak}_A0_Ak + kP^{a1}_p W^{ȧk}_A0_Ak

∇_pZ^{a0 ak}_A0_Ak = −(k + 1)δ^{a0}_p Y^{ak}_A0_Ak − (k + 1)P^{a0}_p X^{ak}_A0_Ak

∇_pW^{ȧk}_A0_Ak = −g_{pa}1 Y^{ak}_A0_Ak + P_{pa}1 X^{a1ȧk}_A0_Ak

∇_pX^{ak}_A0_Ak = g_{pa}0 Z^{a0 ak}_A0_Ak − kδ^{a1}_p W^{ȧk}_A0_Ak ,

(10)

which determine the tractor connection on form tractors in a conformal scale. Similarly, one can compute the Laplacian Δ applied to the tractors X, Y, Z and W . As an operator on form tractors we have the opportunity to modify Δ by adding some amount of W ♯♯, where ♯ denotes the natural tensorial action of sections in End(E^A). Analogously, we shall use C♯♯ to modify the Laplacian on forms; here ♯ denotes the natural tensorial action of sections in End(E^a). It turns out (cf. [7]) that it will be convenient for us to use the operator

Δ/ = { Δ +^1_{n−4} W ♯♯ n ≠ 4 Δ n = 4.

(Note Δ = ∇^a∇_a.) Since the Laplacian is of the second order, it is convenient to consider e.g. Δ/ Y^ȧ_A τ_ȧ where τ_ȧ ∈ E_ȧ[w]. It will be sufficient for our purpose to calculate this only in an Einstein scale. For example, using (10) and then that

P_{ab} = g_{ab}J/n, we have

∇^p∇_pY^ȧ_A τ_ȧ =∇^p [ P_{pa}1 Z^a_A + (k − 1)P^{a2}_p W^ä_A + Y^ȧ_A ∇_p ] τ_ȧ

= − Y^ȧ_A [( δd + dδ + (1− 2(k−1)(n−k+1) n )J + C♯♯ ) τ ] ȧ + 2 nk Z^a_A(Jdτ)_a − 2(k−1) n W^ä_A (Jδτ)_ä − n−2k+2 n^2

X^ȧ_A J^2τ_ȧ,

where, as usual, A = A^k and a = a^k. Summarising, one can compute that in an Einstein scale we obtain

−Δ/ Y^ȧ_A τ_ȧ = Y^ȧ_A [( δd + dδ + (1− 2(k−1)(n−k+1) n )J ) τ ] ȧ − 2 nk Z^a_A(Jdτ)_a + 2(k−1) n W^ä_A (Jδτ)_ä + n−2k+2 n^2

X^ȧ_A J^2τ_ȧ

−Δ/ Z^a_Aμ_a = −2kY^ȧ_A (δμ)_ȧ + Z^a_A [( δd + dδ − 2k(n−k−1) n J ) μ ] a − 2k n X^ȧ_A (Jδμ)_ȧ

−Δ/ W^ä_A ν_ä = 2 k−1 Y^ȧ_A (dν)_ȧ + W^ä_A [( δd + dδ − 2(k−3)(n−k+2) n J ) ν ] ä − 2 n(k−1) X^ȧ_A (dν)_ȧ

−Δ/ X^ȧ_A ρ_ȧ = (n−2k+2)Y^ȧ_Aρ_ȧ − 2(k−1)W^ä_A (δρ)_ä − 2 k Z^a_A(dρ)_a + X^ȧ_A [( δd + dδ + (1− 2(k−1)(n−k+1) n )J ) ρ ] ȧ.

(11)

if either n = 4, k = 1 or n ≠ 4, cf. [37, (1.50)]. Here τ_ȧ ∈ E_ȧ[w], μ_a ∈ E_a[w], ν_ä ∈ E_ä[w] and ρ_ȧ ∈ E_ȧ[w] where a = a^k, k ≥ 1 and w is any conformal weight.

2.3. Useful identities. Here we first introduce and discuss some identities that hold on a general conformal manifold.

Recall that sequentially labelled indices are assumed to be skew over, e.g. A^1A^2 = [A^1A^2]. The operator (12) D_A1_A2 = −2(wW_A1_A2 + X^a_A1_A2 ∇_a) was introduced in [23]. Also recall the definition of the tractor W_B1_B2_C1_C2 in (7). By replacing Δ by Δ/ in (5) we obtain the conformally invariant operator

D/_A = { D_A −^1_{n−4} X_AW ♯♯ n ≠ 4 D_A n = 4.

The case n ≠ 4 of this operator was introduced in [7]. In contrast to D, and surprisingly, the commutator of D/ is algebraic (cf. the commutator of D in [27]) for n ≠ 4:

[D/_A, D/_B] = n + 2w − 2 n − 4 [ (n + 2w − 4)W_{AB}♯ − (D_{AB}W )♯♯ ] f, n ≠ 4. (13)

This can be checked by a direct computation, or alternatively by a rather simple calculation using the ambient metric and its links to tractors as in Section 7. For n = 4 we have [D/_A, D/_B] = [D_A, D_B], see [27] for the latter. Note one can moreover show that for n ≠ 4, the operator D_A − yX_AW ♯♯, y ∈ R has algebraic commutator only for the value y =^1_{n−4} .

Proposition 2.1. D_A1_A2 and W_B1_B2_C1_C2 have the following properties: (i) D_{[A}1_A2 W_B1_B2_{]C}1_C2 = 0 (ii) D_A1^P W_{P A}2_B1_B2 = −W_A1_A2_B1_B2 .

Proof. We shall use the form indices A = A^2, B = B^2 and C = C^2 throughout the proof. Both identities can be verified by the direct computation. To simplify the computation note that alternatively [37] we have

W_{BC} = [ (n − 4)Z^b_B − 2X^{b2}_B ∇^{b1} ] Ω_{bC} ∈ E_{BC}[−2].

(i) Using the relations W_{[A} X^b_{B]} = X^a_{[A} X^b_{B]} = X^b_{[A} W_{B]} = 0 (which follow from X_{[A}X_{B]} = 0) we obtain

D_{[A}W_{B]C} = − 2(n − 4)W_{[A} Z^b_{B]}Ω_{bC} − 2(n − 4)X^a_{[A} Y^b_{B]}Ω_{abC} + (n − 4)X^a_{[A} Z^b_{B]}∇_aΩ_{bC} − 2X^a_{[A} Z^b_{B]}g_{ab}1 ∇^pΩ_{pb}2_C.

Now clearly the first two terms on the right hand side add up to 0 and the remaining ones both vanish.

(ii) Clearly W_A1^P Z^{a1a2}_{P A2} = X_A1^{P a1} X_P^{a2}_{A2} = 0. Thus

D_A1^P W_{P A}2_B = −2 { 4(n − 4)W_A1^P X_P^{a2}_A2 ∇^qΩ_{qa}2_B

+ (n − 4)X_A1^{P p} [ −2Y_P^{a2}_A2 Ω_{pa}2_B + Z^{a1a2}_{P A}2 ∇_pΩ_{aB} ] + X_A1^{P p} [ −2Z^{a1a2}_{P A}2 g_{pa}1 + 2W_{P A}2 δ^{a2}_p ] ∇^qΩ_{qa}2_B } . Now using W_A1^P X_P^{a2}_{A2} =^1_4 X^{a2}_A , X_{A1}^{P p}Z^{a1a2}_{P A2} =^1_2 X^{a2}_A g^{pa1} and X_{A1}^{P p}Y_P^{a2}_{A2} = −^1_4 Z^{pa2}_A − 1 4 W_A g^{pa2} the proposition follows. □

Lemma 2.2. (i) Let I^A ∈ E^A be a parallel tractor. Then I^P D_P^QW_{QA}2_B1_B2 = 0 and I^P D_{P [A}0 W_A1_A2_{]B}1_B2 = 0.

(ii) Let I^A, Ī^A ∈ E^A be a two parallel tractors. Then I^{A1}Ī^{A2} D_A1_A2 W_B1_B2_C1_C2 = 0. Proof. Recall any parallel tractor I^A satisfies I^{A1} W_A1_A2_B1_B2 = 0 [26]. Thus the first relation of (i) follows by applying I^{A1} to Proposition 2.1 (ii) and the second relation of (i) by applying I^{A1} to Proposition 2.1 (i). Similarly, (ii) follows by applying I^{A1}Ī^{A2} to Proposition 2.1 (i). □

3. Einstein manifolds: conformal Laplacian operators on tractors

We assume that the structure (M, [g]) is conformally Einstein, and write σ ∈ E[1] for some Einstein scale from the conformal class. Then I^A :=^1_n D^Aσ is parallel and X^AI_A = σ is nonvanishing.

The operator □ = Δ + wJ acting on tractor bundles of the weight w is invariant only if n + 2w − 2 = 0. On the other hand the scale σ (or equivalently I^A), yields the operator (14) �/_σ := I^AD/_A : E_{B···E} [w] −→ E_{B···E} [w − 1] which is well defined for any w, cf. [24]. Thus we can consider the composition (�/_σ)^p, p ∈ N and we set (�/_σ)^0 := id. These operators generally depend on the choice of the Einstein scale but one has the following modification of [24, Theorem 3.1].

Theorem 3.1. Let σ, σ̄ be two Einstein scales in the conformal class and consider the operators 1 σ^p (�/_σ)^p, 1 σ̄^p (�/_{σ̄})^p : E_{B···E}[w] −→ E_{B···E}[w − 2p], for p ∈ Z_{≥0}. If w = p − n/2 then^1_{σp} (�/_σ)^p =^1_{σ̄p} (�/_{σ̄})^p.

Proof. Assume w = p − n/2 and denote the Einstein metric corresponding to σ by g := σ^{−2}g. Then^1_{σp} (�/_σ)^p is very similar to the operator P^g_p given by [24, (19)]. The difference is, beside the sign, that we have replaced D_A in the definition of P^g_p by D/_A in the definition of^1_{σp} (�/_σ)^p. Thus our statement is analogous to [24, Theorem 3.1] for the operators P^g_p . We can follow the proof of the latter theorem literally; the difference between D_A and D/_A appears only in the commutator in the last display in the proof of [24, Theorem 3.1]. In our case, we need the commutator [D/_A, D/_B ] instead of that display and to finish the proof it remains to show that I^AĪ^B [D/_A, D/_B ] vanishes on density valued tractor fields. Here I^A =^1_n D^Aσ, Ī^B =^1_n D^Bσ̄ are parallel tractors corresponding to the Einstein scales σ, σ̄. But this follows from (13), Lemma 2.2 (ii) and the fact I^{A1} W_A1_A2_B1_B2 = 0. □

4. Einstein manifolds: Q-operators, gauge operators and detour complexes

The main aim here is to recover, in the Einstein setting, the differential complexes (1), the Q-operators and the related conformal spaces, as defined in [7]. In that source the Fefferman-Graham ambient metric is used to generate the operators which form the “building blocks” of the theory. In contrast here, in the conformally Einstein setting, all the operators are “rediscovered” directly using the tractor operators. However in Section 7 we use the ambient metric to establish that we do have exactly the specialisation of the operators and spaces from [7]; see the comment following expression (19) and Proposition 7.1.

Here we work on an Einstein manifold in an Einstein scale σ ∈ E[1]. The first step is the conformally invariant differential splitting operator M^a_A : E_a −→ E_A[−k]

M^a_Af_a = n − 2k k Z^a_Af_a + X^ȧ_A (δf)_ȧ.

(15)

where A = A^k and a = a^k. This is a special case of the operator M from [29] (up to the multiple k).

Let I^A :=^1_n D^Aσ be the Einstein tractor for σ ∈ E[1]. Since I^A = Y^Aσ −^1_n X^AσJ in the scale σ, it follows from (14) that

(16) �/_σ = σ(−Δ/ − 2 w n (n + w − 1)J) : E_{B···E}[w] −→ E_{B···E}[w − 1] in the scale σ. For any differential operator E : E^k → E^k we have the compositions

(17) P^p_k [E] := p∏ i=1 ( E + 2i(n − 2k − i + 1) n J )

for p ≥ 1. We set P^p_k [E] := id for p ≤ 0. Note that P^p_k can be considered as a polynomial in E.

Next we define the operator

(18) L^p_k := 1 σ^p (�/_σ)^pM^a_A : E_a[w] −→ E_A[w − k − 2p]

for p ≥ 0 where (�/_σ)^0 := id. We put L_k := L^p_k for p =^{n+2w−2k}_2 . It follows from Theorem 3.1 that L_k is independent on the choice of the Einstein scale σ.

Now we are ready to state the main technical step of our construction.

Theorem 4.1. Let f_a ∈ E_a where a = a^k and p ≥ 1. Then computing in the Einstein scale σ we obtain

(L^p_k f)_a = − p(n − 2k − 2p)Y^ȧ_A [δP^{p−1}_k [dδ]f]_ȧ + 1 k Z^a_A[(n − 2k − 2p)dδP^{p−1}_k [dδ]f + (n − 2k)δdP^{p−1}_{k+1} [δd]f]_a + X^ȧ_A [δ(dδ + p(n − 2k + 2) n J)P^{p−1}_k [dδ]f]_ȧ.

Proof. It is easy to show by a direct computation (using (10) and (11)) that the theorem holds for p = 1. Now assume, by induction, that the theorem holds for a fixed p ∈ N. To verify the theorem for p + 1 we need to compute

(L^{p+1}_k f)_a = 1 σ^{p+1} �/_σ(�/_σ)^pM^a_Af_a = 1 σ^{p+1} σ ( −Δ/ + 2 k + p n (n − k − p − 1)J ) (�/_σ)^pM^a_Af_a = ( −Δ/ + 2 k + p n (n − k − p − 1)J ) (L^p_k f)_a

where the multiple of J follows from (16) and from the conformal weight of (�/_σ)^pM^a_Af_a ∈ E_A[−k − p]. Since the theorem yields the formula for (L^p_k f)_a we can continue in the computation using (10) and (11). The rest of the proof is to finish this computation. Let us show at least the top slot. Using (10), (11) and the formula for (L^p_k f)_a we obtain

Y^ȧ_A [ − p(n − 2k − 2p)δdδP^{p−1}_k [dδ]f − p(1 − 2(k − 1)(n − k + 1) n )(n − 2k − 2p)JδP^{p−1}_k [dδ]f − 2(n − 2k − 2p)δdδY (p − 1)f + (n − 2k + 2)δ(dδ + p(n − 2k + 2) n J)P^{p−1}_k [dδ]f − 2 k + p n (n − k − p − 1)p(n − 2k − 2p)JδP^{p−1}_k [dδ]f ] ȧ . Summing up appropriate terms, we obtain that this is exactly −(p + 1)(n − 2k − 2(p + 1))Y^ȧ_A [δP^p_k [dδ]f]_ȧ.

The computation of remaining slots is similar and the theorem follows. □ Now let us assume that the dimension n is even and k ∈ {1, . . . ,^n_2 }. Then putting p =^{n−2k}_2 ≥ 0 in Theorem 4.1, we obtain

(19) (L_k f)_a = 2p k Z^a_A ( δdP^{p−1}_{k+1} [δd]f ) a + X^ȧ_A ( δP^p_k [dδ]f ) ȧ. for f_a ∈ E_a. It follows from Proposition 7.1 that L_k acting on E_a agrees with the operator L_k defined in [7] up to a nonzero scalar multiple. Thus we have the following results for the operators G^σ_k , Q^σ_k and L_k from [7].

Theorem 4.2. In an Einstein scale σ we have, up to a nonzero scalar multiple, the formula

(20) δ n−2k 2∏ i=1 ( dδ + 2i(n − 2k − i + 1) n J ) . for the operator G^σ_k of [7] G^σ_k : E^k → E_{k−1}.

As an operator on closed k-forms, up to a nonzero scalar multiple, we have:

Q^σ_k = n−2k 2∏ i=1 ( dδ + 2i(n − 2k − i + 1) n J ) . (21)

Note that at the k = n/2 extreme these are taken to mean G^σ_{n/2} = δ and Q^σ_{n/2} = id.

Proof. Note that setting p =^{n−2k}_2 in Theorem 4.1, the coefficient of Y vanishes in the display and the left-hand-side of the display is the operator L_k of [7]. The coefficient of X is thus G^σ_k as in Theorem 4.5 of [7]. This gives the formula presented. Here we have used the fact that the factor dδ +^{p(n−2k+2)}_n J, with p =^{n−2k}_2 , of the coefficient of X appears as a composition factor in P^p_k [dδ] (the factor with i = p in (17)).

Now by Theorem 2.8 of [7] and its proof we have that G^σ_k = δQ^σ_k and Q^σ_k is formally self-adjoint. Thus the formal adjoint G^{σ,∗}_k of G^σ_k is Q^σ_k d : E^{k−1} → E_k. On the other hand since Q^σ_k is a differential operator it follows from this that G^{σ,∗}_k determines the given formula for Q^σ_k as an operator on closed forms. □

Observe that from (21) we have immediately the following useful observation.

Corollary 4.3. On Einstein manifolds and in an Einstein scale Q^σ_k : C^k → C^k.

The operator G^σ_k acting on closed forms will be denoted by G_k : C^k → E_{k−1}. It follows from (19) that G_k is conformally invariant (recall it is defined as projection to the X-slot of (19)).

Corollary 4.4. In an Einstein scale σ the conformally invariant detour operator L_k : E^k → E_k is given, up to a nonzero scalar multiple, by

L_k = δ n−2k−2 2∏ i=1 ( dδ + 2i(n − 2k − i − 1) n J ) d for k < n/2. Moreover we set L_{n/2} = 0.

Proof. On a general manifold we have L_k = δQ^σ_{k+1}d from Theorem 2.8 of [7]. Hence the statement follows from the formula Q^σ_{k+1} from (21). □

Remark 4.5. Observe that the operators L_k, and the fact that they have the form δMd, may be extracted directly from expression (19). Thus, in this conformally Einstein setting, we obtain detour complexes as in (1) from (19). Of course these were developed on general conformal manifolds in [7] but the construction in the conformally Einstein setting here is independent of [7]. Proposition 7.1 is only used here to verify that it is (the specialisation of) the same complex and also to make the connection to the Q-operators from [7].

We have constructed the operator L_k (thus also G^σ_k , Q^σ_k and L_k) for k ∈ {1, . . . ,^n_2 } as we assumed the latter range in (19). However formulae (20) for G^σ_k , (21) for Q^σ_k and Corollary 4.4 for L_k make sense also for k = 0 [24]; the operators Q^σ_0 and L_0 formally agree, up to a nonzero scalar multiple, with the corresponding operators Q^g and □_{n/2} from [24]. Further we put L_0 := L_0. Here and below g = σ^{−2}g is the Einstein metric. So henceforth we shall assume k ∈ {0, . . . ,^n_2 }.

5. Decompositions of the conformal spaces

We work on a general (possibly noncompact) conformally Einstein even dimensional manifold (M, [g]) of signature (p, q). As usual we write σ to denote an Einstein scale. If not stated otherwise, we assume k ∈ {0, . . . ,^n_2 } and we put E_{−1} := 0. The space H^k_G = N (G_k : C^k −→ E_{k−1}), where G_k := δQ^σ_k , is conformally invariant [7], and we shall term it the space of conformal harmonics.

We shall describe H^k_G in more details. As mentioned in the Introduction, we will use the notation H^k_{σ,λ} := {f ∈ E^k | dδf = λf}, ~H^k_{σ,λ} := {f ∈ E^k | δdf = λf} and H^k_σ := N (d) ∩ N (δ) where λ ∈ R. Then H^k_σ ⊆ H^k_{σ,0} + ~H^k_{σ,0}. Note that if λ ≠ 0 then H^k_{σ,λ} ⊂ R(d), and similarly ~H^k_{σ,λ} ⊂ R(δ).

As well as H^k_G, we shall also study the null spaces of the operators G_k and L_k. Our treatment relies on the following observation:

Theorem 5.1. Let V be a vector space over a field F. Suppose that E is a linear endomorphism on V, and P = P [E] : V → V is a linear operator polynomial in E which factors as P [E] = (E − λ_1) · · · (E − λ_p) where the scalars λ_1, . . . , λ_p ∈ F are mutually distinct. Then the solution space V_P , for P , admits a canonical and unique direct sum decomposition (22) V_P = ⊕^ℓ_{i=1}V_{λi} , where, for each i in the sum, V_{λi} is the solution space for E − λ_i. The projection Proj_i : V_P → V_{λi} is given by the formula

Proj_i = y_i j=p∏ i≠j=1 (E − λ_j ) where y_i = j=p∏ i≠j=1 1 λ_i − λ_j . This is a special case of Theorem 1.1 from [30]. To use this result in our setting we need the following result. Lemma 5.2. The constants − 2i(n − 2k − i + 1) n , i ∈ N, k ∈ {0, · · · , n − 1}, are mutually distinct and negative for i = 1, . . . ,^{n−2k}_2 . Proof. Assume that the scalar

2i(n − 2k − i + 1) − 2j(n − 2k − j + 1) = 2(i − j)[n − 2k − (i + j) + 1] is equal to zero for some i, j = 1, . . . ,^{n−2k}_2 . This can happen only if i = j or n − 2k − (i + j) + 1 = 0. But the latter possibility cannot happen as i, j ≤^{n−2k}_2 means i + j ≤ n − 2k. Thus the discussed scalars are mutually distinct. The scalars are negative since for the ranges considered i ≥ 1, and 2i ≤ n − 2k implies that i + 2k ≤ n − i < n + 1. □ Definition: We define the scalars:

(23) λ^k_i := − 2i(n − 2k − i + 1) n J, i ∈ N, k ∈ {0, · · · , n − 1}, where, recall, J is the trace of the Schouten tensor. So on Einstein manifolds these scalars are constant and, if J ≠ 0 then these are non-zero and mutually distinct. Proposition 5.3. Let (M, g) be an Einstein manifold which is not Ricci flat. We will use the scalars λ^k_i from (23) and put p =^{n−2k}_2 . The null space of the conformally invariant operator L_k : E^k → E_k defined in Corollary 4.4 is N (L_k) = ~H^k_{σ,0} ⊕ p−1⨁ i=1 ~H^k_{σ,λk+1i} , k ∈ {0, . . . , n 2 − 1}, and N (L_{n/2}) = E^{n/2} = E_{n/2}.

Proof. The case k = n/2 is obvious so assume k ∈ {0, . . . ,^n_2 − 1}. Since L_k = δP^{p−1}_{k+1} [dδ]d according to Corollary 4.4 and P^{p−1}_{k+1} [dδ]d = dP^{p−1}_{k+1} [δd] we get L_k = δdP^{p−1}_{k+1} [δd]. Now the Proposition follows from Theorem 5.1 for E = δd and Lemma 5.2. □

Note that C^k ⊆ ~H^k_{σ,0}, C^k ∩ ⊕^{p−1}_{i=1} ~H^k_{σ,λk+1i} = {0}, and ⊕^{p−1}_{i=1} ~H^k_{σ,λk+1i} ⊆ R(δ) for k ≠^n_2 .

Lemma 5.4. Let (M, g) be an Einstein manifold which is not Ricci flat. In the Einstein scale σ, the null space of the operator G^σ_k : E^k → E_{k−1} given by (20) is

(24) N (G^σ_k ) = N (δ) ⊕ p⨁ i=1 H^k_{σ,λ}k_i , where the scalars λ^k_i are from (23) and p =^{n−2k}_2 .

Proof. Observe G^σ_k = δP^p_k [dδ] = P^p_k [δd]δ. We will work in the Einstein scale σ throughout the proof. The case k =^n_2 is obvious so we assume k <^n_2 .

Let us start the inclusion ⊇. Clearly N (δ) ⊆ N (G^σ_k ). Further suppose that f ∈ H^k_{σ,λj} for some j ∈ 1, . . . ,^{n−2k}_2 . This means dδf = λ^k_j f using the definition of H^k_{σ,λ}k_j . The composition factors in (21), which yields the formula for P^p_k [dδ], commute and one of these factors is dδ − λ^k_j . Hence P^p_k [dδ]f = 0 which means f ∈ N (G^σ_k ).

Now we discusses the inclusion N (G^σ_k ) ⊆ N (δ) ⊕ ⨁_p i=1 H^k_{σ,λ}k_i . From Lemma 5.2 it follows that the λ^k_i for i = 1, . . . , p are mutually distinct. First observe N (G^σ_k ) ⊆ N (dδP^p_k [dδ] : E^k → E^k) since G^σ_k = δP^p_k [dδ]. It follows from Theorem 5.1 (where we put E = dδ) that f ∈ N (dδP^p_k [dδ]) can be uniquely written in the form f = f̄ + ∑_p i=1 f_i where f̄ = ȳ [^p∏ j=1 (dδ − λ^k_j ) ] f and f_i = y_i dδ [^{j=p}∏ i≠j=1 (dδ − λ^k_j ) ] f, i = 1, . . . , ℓ where ȳ and y_i are appropriate scalars, and this decomposition satisfies dδf_i = λ^k_i f_i for i = 1, . . . , p and dδf̄ = 0. Note the last display means f̄ = ȳP^p_k [dδ]f.

Now consider this decomposition for f ∈ N (G^σ_k ). The condition dδf_i = λ^k_i f_i means f_i ∈ H^k_{σ,λ}k_i . Further applying δ to f̄ = ȳP^p_k [dδ]f, we obtain δf̄ = ȳδP^p_k [dδ]f = ȳG^σ_k f = 0. Hence f̄ ∈ N (δ). □

Theorem 5.5. Let (M, g) be an Einstein manifold which is not Ricci flat. We use λ^k_i to denote the scalars from (23) and put p =^{n−2k}_2 . The conformally invariant space H^k_G = N (G_k : C^k −→ E_{k−1}) is given by the direct sum

(25) H^k_G = H^k_σ ⊕ p⨁ i=1 H^k_{σ,λ}k_i .

Proof. By the definition, H^k_G is equal to the intersection N (G^σ_k ) ∩ N (d). Since N (G^σ_k ) = N (δ) ⊕ ⨁_p i=1 H^k_{σ,λ}k_i according to Lemma 5.4, and H^k_{σ,λ}k_i ⊆ R(d) ⊆ N (d), we obtain H^k_G = (N (δ) ∩ N (d)) ⊕ ⨁_p i=1 H^k_{σ,λ}k_i . □ As discussed in the Introduction, a conformally invariant cohomology space may be defined:

H^k_L := N (L_k)/R(d) , where of course d means d : E^{k−1} → E^k, as is clear by context. From the definitions of the various spaces it follows automatically that this fits into the complex (2) of [7]. Here and below we put H^{−1} := 0 and H^{−1}_L := 0.

Let us work on a non Ricci-flat Einstein manifold. To discuss (2) we note that we have mappings (26) H^k_{σ,λ}^δ−→ ~H^{k−1}_{σ,λ} and ~H^{k−1}_{σ,λ}^d−→ H^k_{σ,λ}. In the case λ ≠ 0 this is a bijective correspondence as f^δ→ δf^d→ dδf = λf for f ∈ H^k_{σ,λ} and similarly for the opposite direction. In particular d : n−2k 2⨁ i=1 ~H^{k−1}_{σ,λki} → n−2k 2⨁ i=1 H^k_{σ,λ}k_i , is a bijection. Using this it is easily verified that our results above are consistent with (2) in the sense that from Proposition 5.3 and (25) one verifies that (2) is exact at H^k_G. Also since ⊕^{n−2k2}_{i=1} ~H^{k−1}_{σ,λki} intersects trivially with R(d) it follows that, in the Einstein scale σ,

(27) H^{k−1}_L = n−2k 2⨁ i=1 ~H^{k−1}_{σ,λki} ⊕ ( ~H^{k−1}_{σ,0} /R(d)) . The spaces H^∗_L also contribute to another exact complex on even conformal manifolds, (28) 0 → H^{k−1} → H^{k−1}_L^d→ H^k_L → H^k_L , k ∈ {0, 1, · · · , n/2} which is a tautological consequence of the definition: H^k_L = N (L_k ). In analogy with (2), surjectivity of the last map is not known in general. This motivates studying N (L_k ). From the results for the null spaces of L_k and G_k we have the following.

Corollary 5.6. The null space N (L_k ), of L_k , is conformally invariant. On (M, g), an Einstein manifold which is not Ricci flat, N (L_k ) is given by the direct sum:

N (L_k ) = ( N (δ) ∩ N (δd) ) ⊕ p−1⨁ i=1 ~H^k_{σ,λk+1i} ⊕ p⨁ i=1 H^k_{σ,λ}k_i , 0 ≤ k ≤ n 2 − 1 where the scalars λ^k_i are given in (23) and p =^{n−2k}_2 . Further N (L_{n/2} ) = N (δ).

Proof. The case k = 0 follows from Proposition 5.3 and the case k =^n_2 is obvious. Assume 1 ≤ k ≤^n_2 − 1. The conformal invariance follows from the conformally invariance of L_k . In the scale σ, we have N (L_k ) = N (L_k) ∩ N (G^σ_k ) hence we need intersection of the direct sums in the displays of Proposition 5.3 and Lemma 5.4. Since H^k_{σ,λ}k_i ⊆ N (δd) = ~H^k_{σ,0} (by the definition of these spaces) for i = 1, . . . , p, we obtain

N (L_k) ∩ N (G^σ_k ) = N (δ) ∩ [ ~H^k_{σ,0} ⊕ p−1⨁ i=1 ~H^k_{σ,λk+1i} ] . Since similarly ~H^k_{σ,λk+1i} ⊆ N (δ) for i = 1, . . . , p − 1, the statement follows. □

Returning to the sequence (28), exactness is easily verified using Corollary 5.6 and the bijections (26). Note the direct summand N (δ)∩N (δd) from the previous corollary satisfies (29) N (δ) ∩ N (d) ⊆ N (δ) ∩ N (δd) ⊆ N (dδ + δd) . Remark. We can also study the space N (Q^σ_k : C^k → E_k). A direct application of Theorem 5.1 shows that

N (Q^σ_k : C^k → E_k) = p⨁ i=1 H^k_{σ,λ}k_i ⊆ R(d), on (M, g) an Einstein manifold which is not Ricci flat and with notation as above.

Let us, as usual, assume that (M, g) is Einstein and not Ricci flat. The operator Q^σ_k simplifies on H^k_G. Considering (25), observe that Q^σ_k vanishes on H^k_{σ,λ}k_i ⊆ H^k_G, for each of the nonzero scalars λ^k_i ; this is because the composition factor dδ − λ^k_i of Q^σ_k vanishes on H^k_{σ,λ}k_i . Further, Q^σ_k is a multiple of the identity on H^k_σ because δ vanishes on H^k_σ. Using (25), we summarise this.

Proposition 5.7. Let (M, g) be an Einstein manifold which is not Ricci flat. The restriction of Q^σ_k : C^k → E_k to the conformal harmonics H^k_G is given in the Einstein scale σ as follows:

Q^σ_k |_Hk_{σ,λki} = 0 and Q^σ_k |_Hk_σ = s^kJ^{(n−2k)/2} id where

s^k = n−2k 2∏ i=1 2i(n − 2k − i + 1) n . Note the last display means s^{n/2} = 1.

The space B^k = {df | Q^σ_k df ∈ R(δ)} ⊆ H^k_G is conformally invariant and in [7] plays a role in studying H^k_G. Clearly f^′ := df ∈ H^k_{σ,λ}k_i , i = 1, . . . , p :=^{n−2k}_2 satisfies Q^σ_k f^′ = 0 thus trivially f^′ ∈ B^k. Therefore ⨁_p i=1 H^k_{σ,λ}k_i ⊆ B^k.

6. Compact conformally-Einstein spaces Recall that for φ ∈ E^k, ψ ∈ E_k, and (M, [g]) compact of signature (p, q), there is the natural conformally invariant global pairing (30) φ, ψ → ⟨φ, ψ⟩ := ∫ M φ · ψ dμ_g, where φ · ψ ∈ E[−n] denotes a complete contraction between φ and ψ. When M is orientable we have ⟨φ, ψ⟩ = ∫ M φ ∧ ⋆ψ where ⋆ is the conformal Hodge star operator.

This pairing combines with the operator Q^σ_k to yield other global pairings. For example on compact pseudo-Riemannian manifolds, there is a conformally invariant pairing between N (L_k) and C^k given by (31) (u, w) → ⟨u, Q_kw⟩ k = 0, 1, · · · , n/2 for w ∈ C^k and u ∈ N (L_k) [7, Theorem 2.9,(ii)]. We want to examine this in the Einstein setting. The case k = n/2 just recovers (30) and so we focus on the remaining cases.

We assume that (M, g) is even dimensional, Einstein and not Ricci-flat. Consider ⟨u, Q_kw⟩ with w ∈ C^k, u ∈ N (L_k), k ∈ {0, · · · n/2 − 1}. By Proposition 5.3 u decomposes directly: u = u_0 + u_1 where u_0 ∈ ~H^k_{σ,0} and u_1 ∈ ⊕^{p−1}_{i=1} ~H^k_{σ,λk+1i} . Now u_1 = δu^′ for some (k + 1)-form u^′ so, integrating by parts, ⟨u_1, Q^σ_k w⟩ = ⟨u^′, dQ^σ_k w⟩ . But using Corollary 4.3 we have dQ^σ_k w = 0. We summarise this simplification of the pairing.

Lemma 6.1. On an even, Einstein, and non Ricci-flat, compact manifold (M, g = σ^{−2}g) the pairing on N (L_k) × C^k descends to ~H^k_{σ,0} × C^k.

Note that for k = 0, ~H^k_{σ,0} is the null space of the Laplacian.

Next, on compact pseudo-Riemannian manifolds, we recall that Q^σ_k also gives a conformally invariant quadratic form on H^k_G [8]; this is given by (31) with now u, w ∈ H^k_G. We write this as (32) Θ̃ : H^k_G × H^k_G → R . By Proposition 5.7, this specialises as follows:

Proposition 6.2. On non Ricci-flat compact even Einstein manifolds (M, g) the quadratic form Θ̃ : H^k_G × H^k_G → R descends to H^k_σ × H^k_σ → R k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n/2} given by (u, w) → s^kJ^{n−2k2} ⟨u, w⟩ where the constant s^k is given in Proposition 5.7.

6.1. Compact Riemannian spaces. We now assume (M, g) is a compact Einstein manifold of Riemannian signature. As above we relate g to σ ∈ E_+[1] by g = σ^{−2}g, we assume k ∈ {0, . . . ,^n_2 } and we set E_{−1} := 0. Many results from the previous section simplify in this setting. In particular we may use the de Rham Hodge decomposition E^k = R(d) ⊕ R(δ) ⊕ H^k_σ and H^k_σ is the usual space of de Rham harmonics, that is H^k_σ = N (dδ + δd) ∼= H^k. It also follows that the containments in (29) may be replaced by set equalities. Note also that, for example, N (δd) = N (d). Next observe that, since the operators δd and dδ are positive, we have the following from Lemma 5.2.

Proposition 6.3. If (M, g) is a positive scalar curvature compact Riemannian Einstein manifold then ~H^{k′}_{σ,λki} = 0 and H^{k′}_{σ,λki} = 0 k^′ ∈ {0, · · · , n} for the λ^k_i as in (23).

Using (29) and the related observations we have the following specialisations of the results of Section 5.

Theorem 6.4. Let (M, g) be a compact Riemannian Einstein manifold of even dimension. We have the exact sequences

0 → H^{k−1} → H^{k−1}_L^d→ H^k_G → H^k → 0, and 0 → H^{k−1} → H^{k−1}_L^d→ H^k_L → H^k_L → 0.

In particular (M, [g]) is (k − 1)-regular for k = 1, · · · , n/2.

Assume (M, g) is not Ricci-flat. With the scalars λ^k_i as in (23) and p =^{n−2k}_2 we have:

N (L_k) = C^k ⊕ p−1⨁ i=1 ~H^k_{σ,λk+1i} , k < n/2.

H^k_G = H^k_σ ⊕ p⨁ i=1 H^k_{σ,λ}k_i .

N (L_k ) = H^k_σ ⊕ p−1⨁ i=1 ~H^k_{σ,λk+1i} ⊕ p⨁ i=1 H^k_{σ,λ}k_i , k < n/2, while trivially we have N (L_{n/2}) = E^{n/2} and N (L_{n/2} ) = N (δ). In particular, in the case of positive scalar curvature: N (L_k) = C^k and N (L_k ) = H^k_σ for k < n/2, and H^k_G = H^k_σ.

If (M, g) is Ricci-flat then

N (L_k) = C^k and H^k_G = N (L_k ) = H^k_σ for k < n/2.

Note that in the non Ricci-flat case H^k_G is formally as in (25), but now we have H^k_σ ∼= H^k.

The implications for the global pairings are as follows. The first statement in the Theorem follows from Lemma 6.1, Theorem 6.4, and that ~H^k_{σ,0} = C^k in the compact Riemannian setting.

Theorem 6.5. Let (M, g) be a compact Riemannian Einstein manifold of even dimension. The pairing on N (L_k)×C^k, by (u, w) → ⟨u, Q_kw⟩, with k = 0, 1, · · · , n/2 descends to C^k × C^k. By Theorem 6.4, the quadratic form Θ̃ from (32) yields a conformally invariant quadratic form H^k × H^k → R. In the Einstein scale this is given by Proposition 6.2 where H^k_σ are the usual harmonics for g. In the Ricci–flat case this quadratic form is zero for k < n/2 and recovers (30) for k = n/2.

The last statement of the Theorem uses expression (21) and Theorem 6.4.

Remark 6.6. Note that, for the case of k = 0 and M connected, the first result of the Theorem states that for f in the null space of the dimension order GJMS operator (recall L_0 = Δ^{n/2} + lower order terms) ∫ fQ = c ∫ Q. where c is a unique constant such that c − f ∈ R(δ^σ). (Here we write δ^σ to emphasise that, although the display is conformally invariant, to write the difference c − f as a divergence requires working in the Einstein scale.)

Corollary 6.7. Put p :=^{n−2k}_2 . In an Einstein scale the space B^k is given as follows:

B^k = { ⊕^p_{j=1}H^k_{σ,λ}k_i J ≠ 0 0 J = 0.

7. The Fefferman-Graham ambient metric

Thus let us review briefly the basic relationship between the Fefferman-Graham ambient metric construction and tractor calculus as described in [11] for general conformal manifolds.

Let π : Q → M be a conformal structure of signature (p, q). Let us use ρ to denote the R_+ action on Q given by ρ(s)(x, g_x) = (x, s^2g_x). An ambient manifold is a smooth (n + 2)-manifold M̃ endowed with a free R_+ –action ρ and an R_+ – equivariant embedding i : Q → M̃. We write X ∈ X(M̃) for the fundamental field generating the R_+ –action, that is for f ∈ C^∞(M̃) and u ∈ M̃ we have Xf(u) = (d/dt)f(ρ(e^t)u)|_{t=0}. If i : Q → M̃ is an ambient manifold, then an ambient metric is a pseudo– Riemannian metric h of signature (p + 1, q + 1) on M̃ such that the following conditions hold:

(i) The metric h is homogeneous of degree 2 with respect to the R_+ –action, i.e. if L_X denotes the Lie derivative by X, then we have L_X h = 2h. (I.e. X is a homothetic vector field for h.)

(ii) For u = (x, g_x) ∈ Q and ξ, η ∈ T_uQ, we have h(i_∗ξ, i_∗η) = g_x(π_∗ξ, π_∗η). To simplify the notation we will usually identify Q with its image in M̃ and suppress the embedding map i.

To link the geometry of the ambient manifold to the underlying conformal structure on M one requires further conditions. In [20, 21] Fefferman and Graham treat the construction of a formal power series solution, along Q, for the Goursat problem of finding an ambient metric h satisfying (i) and (ii) and the condition that it be Ricci flat, i.e. Ric(h) = 0. In even dimensions for a general conformal structure this is obstructed at finite order. However when the underlying conformal structure is (conformally) Einstein then an explicit Ricci-flat ambient metric is available [33, 34, 35]. (In fact also more generally a similar result is available for certain products of Einstein manifolds [25].) Here we shall use only the existence part of Ricci-flat ambient metric. The uniqueness of the operators we will construct is a consequence of the fact that they can be uniquely expressed in terms of the underlying conformal structure as in [11, 27].

It turns out that one may arrange that h is a metric satisfying the conditions above (i.e. (i) and (ii) and with h Ricci flat to the order possible) with Q := h(X, X) a defining function for Q, and 2h(X, ·) = dQ to all orders in both odd and even dimensions. We write ∇ for the ambient Levi-Civita connection determined by h. We will use upper case abstract indices A, B, · · · for tensors on M̃. For example, if vB is a vector field on M̃, then the ambient Riemann tensor will be denoted R_{AB}^C_D and defined by [∇_A, ∇_B]v^C = R_{AB}^C_Dv^D. In this notation the ambient metric is denoted h_{AB} and, with its inverse, this is used to raise and lower indices in the usual way. We will not normally distinguish tensors related in this way even in index free notation; the meaning should be clear from the context. Thus for example we shall use X to mean both the Euler vector field X^A and the 1-form X_A = h_{AB}X^B .

Let Ẽ(w) denote the space of functions on M̃ which are homogeneous of degree w ∈ R with respect to the action ρ. That is f ∈ Ẽ(w) means that Xf = wf. Similarly a tensor field F on M̃ is said to be homogeneous of degree w if ρ(s)^∗F = s^wF or equivalently L_X F = wF . Just as sections of E[w] are equivalent to functions in Ẽ(w)|_Q we will see that the restriction of homogeneous tensor fields to Q have interpretations on M as weighted sections of tractor bundles [11, 27].

On the ambient tangent bundle T M̃ we define an action of R_+ by s · ξ := s^{−1}ρ(s)_∗ξ. The sections of T M̃ which are fixed by this action are those which are homogeneous of degree −1. Let us denote by T the space of such sections and write T (w) for sections in T ⊗ Ẽ(w), where the ⊗ here indicates a tensor product over Ẽ(0). Along Q the R_+ action on T M̃ is compatible with the R_+ action on Q, so the quotient (T M̃|_Q)/R_+ , is a rank n + 2 vector bundle over Q/R_+ = M; in fact this is (up to isomorphism) the normal standard tractor bundle T (or E^A) [11, 27] and the composition structure of T reflects the vertical subbundle T Q in

T M̃|_Q. Sections of T are equivalent to sections of T M̃|_Q which are homogeneous of degree −1, that is sections of T |_Q. Using this relationship one sees that the ambient metric h and the ambient connection ∇ descend to, respectively the tractor metric h, and the tractor connection ∇^T . For the metric this is obvious. We discuss the connection briefly. For U ∈ T , let Ũ be the corresponding section of T |_Q. A tangent vector field ξ on M has a lift to a homogeneous degree 0 section ξ̃, of T M̃|_Q, which is everywhere tangent to Q. This is unique up to adding fX, where f ∈ Ẽ(0)|_Q. We extend Ũ and ξ̃ smoothly and homogeneously to fields on M̃. Then we can form ∇_{ξ̃}Ũ; along Q, this is clearly independent of the extensions.

Since ∇_XŨ = 0, the section ∇~_ξŨ is also independent of the choice of ξ̃ as a lift of ξ. Finally, the restriction of ∇~_ξŨ is a homogeneous degree −1 section of T M̃|_Q and so determines a section of T which depends only on U and ξ. This is ∇^T U.

Finally we will say that an ambient tensor F is homogeneous of weight w if ∇_X F = wF . The weight is a convenient shifting of homogeneity degree. Note, for example, that an ambient 1-form Ũ which is homogeneous of degree −1 is homogeneous of weight 0 and this means that ∇_XŨ = 0.

7.1. The main result. In Section 4 several operators were defined on conformally Einstein manifolds directly using tractor calculus and the parallel tractor of the Einstein structure. On the other hand in [7] operators with the same notation were defined on general conformal manifolds via the Fefferman-Graham ambient metric, and its link to tractor calculus. The aim of this section is simply to show that these agree (up to a nonzero multiple).

Proposition 7.1. Assume n even and k ∈ {1, . . . ,^n_2 }. On Einstein manifolds the operator L_k defined by (19) agrees with the operator with the same notation in [7]. The operators L_k and G^σ_k from Section 4 also agree with the operators of the same notation in [7].

Here “agree” means the operator is the same up to a non-zero multiple, and we will not pay attention to the detail of what this constant factor is.

On the ambient manifold a special role is played by differential operators P on ambient tensor bundles which act tangentially along Q, in the sense that P Q = QP^′ for some operator P^′ (or equivalently [P, Q] = QP^{′′} for some P^{′′}). Note that compositions of tangential operators are tangential. If tangential operators are homogeneous (i.e. the commutator with the Lie derivative L_X recovers a constant multiple of the operator) then they descend to operators on M. An example of a tangential operator is given by

(n + 2w − 2)∇ + XΔ/ =: D/ : T^Φ(w) → T ⊗ T^Φ(w − 1)

where T^Φ(w) indicates the space of sections, homogeneous of weight w, of some ambient tensor bundle, and Δ/ = Δ − R♯♯. Here we use the Laplacian Δ := −∇^A∇_A for compatibility with [7]. We will leave the verification that D/ is tangential to the reader, but note this also follows from the result that (n+2w −2)∇ +XΔ =: D : T^Φ(w) → T ⊗T^Φ(w −1) is tangential as discussed in [27, 11]. Since this is tangential and homogeneous it descends to an operator on weighted tractors. In fact it gives the usual tractor-D operator [27, 11]. The ambient R♯♯ similarly descends (in dimensions n ≠ 4) to a multiple of W ♯♯. Thus acting on weighted tractor bundles [28]. Thus T^Φ(w) → T ⊗ T^Φ(w − 1) descends to T^Φ(w) → T ⊗T^Φ(w −1) in dimensions other than 4. (Here T^Φ means the tractor bundle corresponding to T^Φ.) Henceforth for (M, [g]) of dimension 4 we take D/ := D, rather then the definition above.

Now if (M, [g]) is conformally Einstein and I a parallel tractor corresponding to an Einstein scale then along Q in M̃ we have a corresponding parallel vector field I. From the explicit formula for the ambient metric over an Einstein manifold ones sees that I extends to a parallel vector field on M̃. (In fact when the Einstein scale is not Ricci flat then the ambient metric is given as a product of the metric cone with a line.) We have (on T^Φ[w])

I^AD/_A = (n + 2w − 2)I^A∇_A + σΔ/ ,

where σ = I_AX^A ∈ Ẽ(1). Note that σ is a homogeneous function on Q corresponding to σ = I_AX^A.

Thus if we extend a tensor field U ∈ T^Φ(w)|_Q off Q in such a way that I^A∇_AU = 0 (which implies U ∈ T^Φ(w)) then we get simply I^AD/_A = σΔ/ . Note that I^A∇_AU = 0 can be achieved by starting with a section along Q and then extending off Q by parallel transport. The key point here is that I^AX_A is non-vanishing, at least in a neighbourhood of Q, and so I^A∇_A is not tangential to Q.

Next observe that, since σ = I_AX^A and I_A is parallel, we have ∇_Aσ = I_A , which is parallel. Thus (33) [Δ/, σ] = [Δ, σ] = 2I^A∇_A where we consider σ as a multiplication operator.

The following observations will be useful.

Lemma 7.2. If R denotes the ambient curvature then I^A∇_AR = 0. Proof. By the Bianchi identity I^A∇_AR_{BC}^D_E + I^A∇_C R_{AB}^D_E + I^A∇_BR_{CA}^D_E = 0.

But I is parallel which implies that [∇, I] = 0 and I^AR_{AB}^D_E = 0 = I^AR_{CA}^D_E . So the result follows. □ Lemma 7.3. If U is an ambient tensor such that I^A∇_AU = 0 then, for any p ∈ N ∪ {0}, I^A∇_A(Δ/^pU) = 0 Proof. Clearly, acting on any ambient tensor, we have [I^A∇_A, ∇_B ] = 0. Thus I^A∇_A commutes with the Bochner Laplacian Δ. On the other hand by definition Δ/ differs from the Bochner by a curvature action: Δ/ − Δ = −R♯♯, while from the previous Lemma the ambient curvature is parallel along the flow of I^A∇_A. □

The main technical result we need is this.

Proposition 7.4. For f an ambient form homogeneous of weight k −n/2 we have

(I^AD/_A)^kf = σ^kΔ/^kf ,

along Q.

Proof. First note that both sides are tangential operators. For the right-hand-side this is proved in [7]. For the left-hand-side it holds simply because D/ is tangential and I is parallel on the ambient manifold. So neither side can depend on the transverse (to Q) derivatives of the homogeneous f.

Now the result is true if k = 1. Also, calculating along Q,

(I^AD/_A)^kf = (I^BD/_B)^{k−1}I^AD/_Af

and so by induction (I^AD/_A)^kf = σ^{k−1}Δ/^{k−1}I^AD/_Af . Since the result is independent of transverse derivatives we may choose the extension off Q to suit. Thus we assume without loss of generality that I^A∇_Af = 0. Then I^AD/_Af = σΔ/f and so σ^{k−1}Δ/^{k−1}(I^AD/_A)f = σ^{k−1}Δ/^{k−1}(σΔ/f). So from (33) and Lemma 7.3 the result follows. □

By Proposition 3.2 of [7], the operator Δ/^m is homogeneous and acts tangentially on ambient differential forms of weight m − n/2. Thus it descends to an operator that we denote Δ/_m on form-tractors of weight m−n/2. From the above Proposition we obtain immediately the following results.

Corollary 7.5. On conformally Einstein manifolds (M, [g]) the invariant operator Δ/_m : T^k[m − n/2] → T^k[−m − n/2], m ∈ {0, 1, 2, · · · }, is formally self-adjoint and given by Δ/_m = σ^{−m}(I^AD/_A)^m where σ^{−2}g is an Einstein metric on M and I =^1_n Dσ. In odd dimensions these are natural operators. In even dimensions the same is true with the restrictions that either m ≤ n/2 − 2; or m ≤ n/2 − 1 and k = 1; or m ≤ n/2 and k = 0. In the conformally flat case the operators are natural with no restrictions on m ∈ {1, 2, . . .}. Proof. The statements on naturality are extracted from [7]. It only remains to establish the claim that the operator is formally self-adjoint. But this is immediate from the formula for the right-hand-side from (16) because I^AD/_A = �/_σ according to (14). □

Finally we are ready to prove the main result:

Proof of Proposition 7.1 : By expression (40) from [7] and the fact that Δ/_m, as in Corollary 7.5, is formally self-adjoint we have that the operator L_k from [7] is given by L_k := Δ/_ℓι(D/ )ε(X)q_k , where the notation is from that source. But it is a straightforward calculation to verify that, up to a non-zero multiple, ι(D/ )ε(X)q_k is exactly the operator M from (15). (See also [37, 2.1.2 and (2.8)] where the special case k = 2 is treated in detail.) So the result now follows from the Corollary and (18) where w = 0 and p =^{n−2k}_2 . □

References

[1] T.N. Bailey, M.G. Eastwood, and A.R. Gover, Thomas’s structure bundle for conformal, projective and related structures, Rocky Mountain J. Math. 24 (1994) 1191–1217.

[2] A.L. Besse, Einstein manifolds, Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete (3) (Results in Mathematics and Related Areas (3)), 10. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1987. xii+510 pp. [3] T. Branson, Differential operators canonically associated to a conformal structure, Math.

Scand. 57 (1985) 293–345.

[4] T.P. Branson, Group representations arising from Lorentz conformal geometry, J. Funct.

Anal. 74 (1987) 199–291.

[5] T. Branson, Sharp inequalities, the functional determinant, and the complementary series, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 347 (1995) 3671–3742.

[6] T. Branson and A.R. Gover, Electromagnetism, metric deformations, ellipticity and gauge operators on conformal 4-manifolds. 8th International Conference on Differential Geometry and its Applications (Opava, 2001). Diff. Geom. Appl. 17 (2002), no. 2-3, 229–249.

[7] T. Branson and A.R. Gover, Conformally invariant operators, differential forms, cohomology and a generalisation of Q-curvature, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 30 (2005) 1611–1669.

[8] T. Branson and A.R. Gover, Pontrjagin forms and invariant objects related to the Qcurvature, Commun. in Comtemp. Math. 9, (2007) 335–358.

[9] A. Čap and A.R. Gover, Tractor calculi for parabolic geometries, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.

354, (2002) 1511-1548.

[10] A. Čap and A.R. Gover, Tractor bundles for irreducible parabolic geometries. In: Global analysis and harmonic analysis (Marseille-Luminy, 1999), pp. 129-154. Sémin. Congr., 4, Soc. Math. France, Paris 2000.

[11] A. Čap and A.R. Gover, Standard tractors and the conformal ambient metric construction, Ann. Global Anal. Geom. 24 (2003), no. 3, 231–259.

[12] E. Cartan, Les espaces à connexion conforme, Ann. Soc. Pol. Math. 2, (1923) 171–202. [13] S.-Y. A. Chang, J. Qing, and P. Yang, On the Chern-Gauss-Bonnet integral for conformal metrics on R^4, Duke Math. J., 103 (2000), 523–544.

[14] S-S. Chern and J. Simons, Characteristic forms and geometric invariants, Ann. Math. 99 (1974) 48–69.

[15] G. de Rham, Variétés différentiables. Formes, courants, formes harmoniques. Actualités Sci. Ind., no. 1222 = Publ. Inst. Math. Univ. Nancago III. Hermann et Cie, Paris, 1955. vii+196 pp.

[16] Z. Djadli and A. Malchiodi, Existence of conformal metrics with constant Q-curvature.

Preprint math.AP/0410141, http://www.arxiv.org [17] M.G. Eastwood and M. Singer, A conformally invariant Maxwell gauge, Phys. Lett. 107A (1985) 73–74.

[18] M.G. Eastwood and M. Singer, The Fröhlicher spectral sequence on a twistor space, J. Diff.

Geom. 38 (1993) 653–669.

[19] C. Fefferman, Monge–Ampére equations, the Bergman kernel and geometry of pseudoconvex domains, Ann. of Math. 103 (1976) 395–416; Erratum 104 (1976) 393–394.

[20] C. Fefferman and C.R. Graham, Conformal invariants, The mathematical heritage of Élie Cartan (Lyon, 1984). Astérisque 1985, Numero Hors Série, 95–116.

[21] C. Fefferman and C.R. Graham, The ambient metric, preprint arXiv:0710.0919, www.arxiv.org.

[22] A.R. Gover, Aspects of parabolic invariant theory. In: The 18th Winter School “Geometry and Physics” (Srní 1998), pp. 25–47. Rend. Circ. Mat. Palermo (2) Suppl. No. 59, 1999.

[23] A.R. Gover, Invariant theory and calculus for conformal geometries, Adv. Math. 163,(2001) 206–257.

[24] A.R. Gover, Laplacian operators and Q-curvature on conformally Einstein manifolds, Mathematische Annalen, 336, (2006) 311–334.

[25] A.R. Gover and F. Leitner, A sub-product construction of Poincare-Einstein metrics, preprint arXiv:math/0608044, www.arxiv.org.

[26] A.R. Gover and P. Nurowski, Obstructions to conformally Einstein metrics in n dimensions, J. Geom. Phys., 56 (2006) 450–484.

[27] A.R. Gover and L.J. Peterson, Conformally invariant powers of the Laplacian, Q-curvature, and tractor calculus. Commun. Math. Phys. 235, (2003) 339–378.

[28] A.R. Gover and L.J. Peterson, The ambient obstruction tensor and the conformal deformation complex, Pacific J. Math., 226, (2006) 309–351.

[29] A.R. Gover and J. Šilhan, Conformal Killing equation on forms – prolongations and applications, Diff. Geom. Appl., to appear.

[30] A.R. Gover and J. Šilhan, A decomposition theorem for linear operators; application to Einstein manifolds, preprint math.AC/0701377, www.arxiv.org.

[31] A.R. Gover and J. Šilhan, Commuting linear operators and algebraic decompositions, Archivum Mathematicum, 43, no 5 (2007), 373–387. preprint math.OA/0706.2404, www.arxiv.org.

[32] C.R. Graham, R. Jenne, L.J. Mason, G.A. Sparling, Conformally invariant powers of the Laplacian, I: Existence, J. London Math. Soc. 46, (1992) 557–565.

[33] C.R. Graham and K. Hirachi, The ambient obstruction tensor and Q-curvature, in AdS/CFT correspondence: Einstein metrics and their conformal boundaries, 59–71, IRMA Lect. Math. Theor. Phys., 8, Eur. Math. Soc., Zürich, 2005.

[34] Thomas Leistner, Conformal holonomy of C-spaces, Ricci-flat, and Lorentzian manifolds, Differential Geom. Appl. 24(5) (2006) 458–478.

[35] Felipe Leitner, Conformal Killing forms with normalisation condition, Rend. Circ. Mat.

Palermo (2) Suppl. No. 75 (2005), 279–292. e-print: math.DG/0406316. [36] R. Schoen, Conformal deformation of a Riemannian metric to constant scalar curvature, J. Differential Geom. 20 (1984), 479–495.

[37] J. Šilhan, Invariant differential operators in conformal geometry, PhD thesis, The University of Auckland, 2006 E-mail address: gover@math.auckland.ac.nz

ARG: Department of Mathematics, The University of Auckland, Private Bag 92019, Auckland 1, New Zealand

E-mail address: gover@math.auckland.ac.nz

JS: Eduard Čech Center, Department of Algebra and geometry, Masaryk University, Janáčkovo nám. 2a, 602 00, Brno, Czech Republic E-mail address: silhan@math.muni.cz