arXiv:1912.08030v2 [math.DG] 20 Dec 2019

CONFORMAL HARMONIC COORDINATES

MATTI LASSAS AND TONY LIIMATAINEN

Abstract. We study conformal harmonic coordinates on Riemannian manifolds. These are coordinates constructed as quotients of solutions to the conformal Laplace equation. We show their existence under general conditions. We find that conformal harmonic coordinates are a close conformal analogue of harmonic coordinates. We prove up to boundary regularity results for conformal mappings. We show that Weyl, Cotton, Bach, and Fefferman-Graham obstruction tensors become elliptic operators in conformal harmonic coordinates if one normalizes the determinant of the metric. We give a corresponding elliptic regularity result, which includes an analytic case. We prove a unique continuation result for local conformal flatness for Bach and obstruction flat manifolds. We discuss and prove existence of conformal harmonic coordinates on Lorentzian manifolds. We prove unique continuation results for conformal mappings both on Riemannian and Lorentzian manifolds.

1. Introduction

In this article we study a coordinate system called conformal harmonic coordinates on Riemannian manifolds. Conformal harmonic coordinates were invented in a recent joint paper [LLS16] by the authors. These coordinates are conformally invariant and they have similar properties to harmonic coordinates. One of the main motivations of this paper is to better understand these coordinates. This is done by proving new results in conformal geometry and by giving new proofs of some earlier results. The results concern conformal mappings and conformal curvature tensors such as Weyl and Bach tensors. We prove the existence and regularity of conformal harmonic coordinates and characterize them. We also initiate the study of conformal harmonic coordinates on Lorentzian manifolds.

Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold. The standard harmonic coordinates on the manifold M are defined as a coordinate system (x^1, . . . , x^n) with the property that the coordinate functions x^k satisfy

Δ_gx^k = 0.

Here Δ_g is the Laplace-Beltrami operator Δ_gu = −|g|^{−1/2}∂_a ( |g|^{1/2}g^{ab}∂_bu ) . We use Einstein summation convention where repeated indices are summed over. Harmonic coordinates have several uses in Riemannian geometry. In harmonic coordinates Ricci and Riemann tensors can be regarded as elliptic operators [DK81]. The DeTurck trick to prove local wellposedness of the Ricci flow by fixing the diffeomorphism invariance of the flow is also related to harmonic coordinates [CK04, GL91]. Harmonic coordinates have been used to study Cheeger-Gromov convergence of manifolds [JK82, Jo84, Pe87, GW88, AKKLT04], unique continuation of Ricci 1

curvature [GS09, AH08], geometric inverse problems [GS09, LLS18] and regularity of isometries and local flatness of low regularity metrics [Ta06]. The notion of harmonic coordinates goes back to Einstein [Ei16] and to studies of Lorentzian geometry in general relativity. In Einstein’s general relativity harmonic coordinates have for example been used to study gravitational waves and wellposedness of the Einstein equations [Wa84, Ch09]. A comprehensive list of all the applications harmonic coordinates would be quite long.

The conformal Laplacian on a Riemannian manifold (M, g) of dimension n ≥ 3 is the operator

L_g = Δ_g + n − 2 4(n − 1) R(g). Here Δ_g is as before and R(g) is the scalar curvature of the Riemannian metric g. The scalar curvature acts on functions by multiplication. The conformal Laplacian is conformally invariant in the sense that if c is a positive function, then L_{cg}u = c^{− n+24} L_g(c^{n−24} u). (1) We refer to [LP87] for more properties of the conformal Laplacian.

We define conformal harmonic coordinates as quotients of solutions to the conformal Laplace equation: We say that coordinates (Z^1, . . . , Z^n) are conformal harmonic coordinates if the coordinate functions Z^k are of the form

Z^k = f^k f , (2)

where f^k and f > 0 are any functions that satisfy the conformal Laplace equation L_gf^1 = · · · = L_gf^n = L_gf = 0.

Conformal harmonic coordinates are conformally invariant. If c is a positive function then coordinates (Z^1, . . . , Z^n) of the form (2) satisfy the definition of conformal harmonic coordinates for both g and cg. See Proposition 2.7. Conformal harmonic coordinates were invented in [LLS16] (called Z-coordinates in the paper) to serve as a tool to solve a conformal Calderón inverse conductivity problem. The beneficial property of conformal harmonic coordinates used in the paper is that these coordinates are real analytic for any manifold that is locally conformal to a real analytic manifold.

We prove existence and regularity properties of conformal harmonic coordinates on general Riemannian manifolds in Theorem 2.2, and in Theorem 2.3 for manifolds with boundary. These theorems state that on a neighborhood of any point on a C^r smooth, r > 2 and r /∈ Z, Riemannian manifold exists C^{r+1} smooth conformal harmonic coordinates. If the manifold is real analytic C^ω, then conformal harmonic coordinates are real analytic. The smoothness (we also use the term regularity) of conformal harmonic coordinates is conformally invariant by Proposition 2.7.

We characterize conformal harmonic coordinates in Propositions 2.4− 2.8. We notice that conformal harmonic coordinates are harmonic coordinates for a conformal metric whose scalar curvature vanishes. The conformal metric is achieved by solving a Yamabe problem locally for zero Yamabe constant. This is equivalent to finding a local positive solution f > 0 to the linear equation L_gf = 0. We however find that the formulation (2) of conformal harmonic coordinates as quotients of solutions leads to new applications. The reason behind this is that harmonic coordinates for a zero scalar curvature metric are not conformally invariant. The quotient formulation also naturally generalizes isothermal coordinates. We show that conformal harmonic coordinates are characterized as a coordinate system where the contracted Christoffel symbols Γ^a = g^{bc}Γ^a_{bc} and Γ_a = g_{ab}Γ^b satisfy the coordinate condition Γ_a = 2∂_a log f, where f > 0 solves L_gf = 0. A feature of this coordinate condition is that the function f in the condition depends non-locally on g. This causes some additional considerations in some applications we present.

We give applications of conformal harmonic coordinates. We first prove an up to boundary regularity result for conformal mappings.

Theorem 1.1. Let (M, g) and (N, h) be n-dimensional, n ≥ 3, Riemannian manifolds possibly with boundaries. Assume that the Riemannian metric tensors g and h are C^{k+α}, C^∞ or C^ω smooth, with k ∈ N, k ≥ 2 and α ∈ (0, 1). Let F : M → N be C^3 smooth locally diffeomorphic conformal mapping, F^∗h = c g in M, where c is a function in M. If ∂M ≠ ∅, we also assume ∂N ≠ ∅, that g and h are C^{k+α}, C^∞ or C^ω up to boundary, F is C^3 up to boundary and that F (∂M) ⊂ ∂N. Then F and its local inverse are in C^{k+1+α}, C^∞ or C^ω respectively, up to boundary if ∂M ≠ ∅.

After that we show a unique continuation result for conformal mappings.

Theorem 1.2. Let (M, g) and (N, h) be connected n-dimensional Riemannian manifolds, n ≥ 3. Assume that F_1 and F_2 are two C^3 locally diffeomorphic conformal mappings M → N, F^∗_j h = c_j g, j = 1, 2, where c_j are functions in M. If M has a boundary, we also assume that F_1 and F_2 are C^3 up to ∂M and that F_1(∂M) ⊂ ∂N.

Assume either that F_1 = F_2 on an open subset of M or that F_1 and F_2 agree to second order on an open subset Γ ⊂ ∂M, if ∂M ≠ ∅. Then

F_1 = F_2 on M.

Here we regard that two mappings agree to second order on a set if the zeroth, first and second derivatives of the mappings are the same on the set.

The regularity result extends the results in the interior, see [LS14] and references therein. The latter result has also been studied in [Pa95], but we give a new simple proof and include a unique continuation from the boundary result. Both of these results are based on the fact that conformal harmonic coordinates are preserved by conformal mappings.

We then continue by studying Bach, Fefferman-Graham obstruction, Cotton and Weyl conformal curvature tensors. These tensors are conformally invariant, which consequently fail to be elliptic unless both the coordinate and conformal invariances are properly fixed. On an even n ≥ 4 dimensional manifold, the Fefferman-Graham obstruction tensors O = O_{(n)} (or simply obstruction tensors) satisfy O_{ab} = 1 n − 3 Δ^{n/2−2}B_{ab} + lower order terms.

If (M, g) is a smooth Riemannian manifold, we show that by choosing conformal harmonic coordinates the conformal curvature tensors mentioned above become elliptic operators for the conformal metric |g|^{−1/n}g. We call |g|^{−1/n}g the determinant normalized metric. The choice of conformal harmonic coordinates and normalizing the determinant of the metric may be viewed as a local gauge condition that results in elliptic equations for conformal curvature tensors. In fact, we calculate in Proposition 3.5 that in this local gauge the principal symbol of the obstruction tensor O_{(n)} is just the scalar − 1 2(n − 3) |ξ|^n. We prove the corresponding elliptic regularity result.

Theorem 1.3. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional Riemannian manifold without boundary, and let g ∈ C^r, in some system of local coordinates.

(a) If n ≥ 4, r > 2, and if W^d_{abc} is in C^s, C^∞ or C^ω, for some s > r − 2, s /∈ Z, in conformal harmonic coordinates, then |g|^{−1/n}g_{ab} is in C^{s+2}, C^∞ or C^ω respectively in these coordinates.

(b) If n = 3, r > 2, and if C_{abc} is in C^s, C^∞ or C^ω, for some s > r − 3, s /∈ Z, in conformal harmonic coordinates, then |g|^{−1/n}g_{ab} is in C^{s+3}, C^∞ or C^ω respectively in these coordinates.

(c) If n ≥ 4 is even, r > n − 1, and if |g|^{n−2}2n O_{ab} is in C^s, C^∞ or C^ω, for some s > r − n, s /∈ Z, in conformal harmonic coordinates, then |g|^{−1/n}g_{ab} is in C^{s+n}, C^∞ or C^ω respectively in these coordinates. Here O = O_{(n)}.

Especially, if a tensor W , C or O vanishes, then |g|^{−1/n}g is real analytic C^ω in conformal harmonic coordinates.

A similar result, though not including the C^ω case, was proven in a joint work [LS15] by the second mentioned author of this paper in a different gauge, which will be discussed below. Theorem 3.7 states that a Riemannian manifold whose Bach or obstruction tensor vanishes, is locally conformal to a real analytic manifold. We use real analyticity to prove the following results. We show that if on a Bach or obstruction flat manifold a point has a neighborhood conformal to the Euclidean space, then the same property holds for all points of the manifold.

Theorem 1.4. Let (M, g) be an obstruction flat, O_{(n)} ≡ 0, connected Riemannian manifold without boundary of even dimension n ≥ 4 with g ∈ C^r, r > n − 1. Assume that W (g) = 0 on an open set of M. Then (M, g) is locally conformally flat i.e. W (g) ≡ 0 on M. Theorem 3.8 can be regarded as a rigidity result for Weyl flat metrics. We also have that Bach and obstruction flat manifolds can be locally conformally embedded in R^{n(n+1)/2−1} .

Theorem 1.5. An obstruction flat, O_{(n)} ≡ 0, Riemannian manifold (M, g) of even dimension ≥ 4 with g ∈ C^r, r > n − 1, can be locally embedded in R^N , N = n(n + 1)/2 − 1, by a conformal mapping.

Lastly we turn to discuss conformal harmonic coordinates on Lorentzian manifolds. On Lorentzian manifolds we call these coordinates conformal wave coordinates. We show the existence of conformal wave coordinates and record coordinate formulas for conformal curvature tensors in these coordinates. Our final new result is a unique continuation of conformal mappings on Lorentzian manifolds.

Theorem 1.6. Let (M, g) be a connected, oriented, time oriented, globally hyperbolic Lorentz manifold without boundary of dimension n ≥ 3, and let (N, h) be an n-dimensional Lorentz manifold without boundary. Let S be a C^∞ smooth spacelike Cauchy hypersurface in M. Let Ω be a subset of S.

Assume that F_1 and F_2 are two C^∞ smooth locally diffeomorphic conformal mappings M → N, F^∗_1 h = c_1g and F^∗_2 h = c_2g. Assume also that F_1 and F_2 agree to second order on Ω. Then, for p ∈ D^+(Ω) ∪ D^−(Ω) holds

F_1(p) = F_2(p).

Here D^+(Ω) and D^−(Ω) are the future and past Cauchy developments of Ω. Especially if Ω = S, then F_1 = F_2 in M.

1.1. Comparison with previous literature. The regularity of conformal mappings between Riemannian manifolds in the interior has been studied in [Le76, Re78, Iw82, Sh82]. Recent works on this subject include [LS14, JLS16], and the works [CCL017] and [MT17] on subRiemannian and Finslerian manifolds respectively. The works [LS14, JLS16] rely on constructing coordinates called n-harmonic coordinates on a Riemannian manifold of dimension n that satisfy the n-Laplace equation −∇^a(|∇u|^{n−2}∇_au) = 0. The n-Laplace equation is nonlinear and degenerate elliptic. The work [CCL017] applies coordinates on a subRiemannian manifold that solve a so called Q-Laplace equation, which is analogous to the n-Laplace equation. An additional assumption, which is satisfied on contact manifolds and related to the degeneracy of the Q-Laplace equation, is imposed in [CCL017] to prove regularity of conformal mappings in general. Unique continuation of conformal mappings on Riemannian manifolds has also been studied in [Pa95]. A beneficial property of using conformal harmonic coordinates in studying regularity and unique continuation questions in conformal geometry seems to be that the involved equations are linear and elliptic (or hyperbolic in the Lorentzian setting). For example, boundary regularity of linear elliptic equations is standard.

There are a number of results in conformal geometry that employ various gauges to obtain elliptic or parabolic regularity and existence results. We mention the works [AV12, An03, He08, TV05], which study asymptotically locally Euclidean manifolds with obstruction flat metrics or boundary regularity of conformally compact Einstein metrics. These works involve constant scalar curvature to fix the conformal invariance and use harmonic coordinates for a conformal metric of constant scalar curvature. The works [LS15, JLS16] uses n-harmonic coordinates and determinant normalized metric to have elliptic regularity results for conformal curvature tensors.

A conformal analogue of the Ricci flow in dimension 4 is the Bach flow. The work [BH11] uses a version of the DeTurck trick to show that certain analogues of the Ricci flow, including flows involving the Bach and obstruction tensors, are locally well posed. The question of local wellposedness of the actual Bach flow is to the best of our knowledge still open, see e.g. [Ho18]. We also mention the works [GV15], [GV16] that study quadratic curvature functionals, where the corresponding Euler-Lagrange equations become elliptic via suitable gauge conditions.

Let us give examples of gauge fixes in conformal geometry. For a 4- dimensional Riemannian manifold whose Bach tensor vanishes, choosing a conformal metric with constant scalar curvature produces the equation

B_{ab} = ∇^c∇_cR_{ab} + lower order terms = 0

for the conformal metric. This equation becomes elliptic in harmonic coordinates for the conformal metric, see e.g. [An03, He08, TV05]. In this paper, we fix the coordinate invariance by using conformal harmonic coordinates, which are indeed harmonic coordinates for a constant scalar curvature metric. However, we fix the conformal invariance by normalizing the determinant of the metric instead of using constant scalar curvature. Possible benefits of using our gauge (conformal harmonic coordinates + determinant one) over (constant scalar curvature + harmonic coordinates) are that the fix of the conformal invariance is local and explicit in the metric (used in [LLS16]), and that in some applications fixing the determinant (the volume form) of the metric might be more natural. One example of the latter is the Bach flow, which preserves the volume form. The works [LS15, JLS16] prove a theorem similar to Theorem 3.7 in a gauge, which combines the use of n-harmonic coordinates with determinant normalized metric. A possible benefit of our gauge (conformal harmonic coordinates + determinant one) over the gauge (n-harmonic coordinates + determinant one), is that the involved equations are linear and elliptic instead of nonlinear and degenerate elliptic. Also the principal symbol of the obstruction tensor in the gauge of [LS15, JLS16] is not a scalar as it is in our gauge, which can be useful for example in studying unique continuation. In addition, there is no theory of n-Laplace equation in Lorentzian geometry to the best of our knowledge.

Lastly we mention the recent interest in physics in conformal gravity [Ma11, Ma12]. This is a theory of Lorentz manifolds governed by the Bach tensor. In a vacuum, the field equations are B_{ab} = 0. In the leading order, the equations B_{ab} = 0 in conformal wave coordinates are just the square of the wave operator □^2 operating on the determinant normalized metric. In conformal wave coordinates, the contracted symbols Γ_a for the determinant normalized metric satisfy ΔΓ_a = 0 in the leading order. This condition is similar to the condition of harmonic coordinates, which have been useful in the study of the Einstein’s general relativity. Because of these formulas, our gauge (conformal wave coordinates + determinant one) has potential to be a useful gauge in conformal gravity. Section 4 for the formulas.

As a summary, conformal harmonic coordinates, used together with determinant normalization in some applications, seem to combine some of the advantageous properties of different previous gauges. Conformal harmonic coordinates are a close conformal analogue of harmonic coordinates and other Riemannian applications of harmonic coordinates might have conformal analogues by using conformal harmonic coordinates. A notable disadvantage of conformal harmonic coordinates is that a notion of scalar curvature is needed. Since scalar curvature contains derivatives of the metric up to second order, the works [LS15, JLS16] can prove results for metrics of lower regularity than we can do in this paper. On this matter, we mention a distributional formulation of the scalar curvature studied in the recent paper [LF15].

1.2. Organization of the paper. The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2 we prove the existence and regularity of conformal harmonic coordinates and characterize them. In Section 3 we apply conformal harmonic coordinates in Riemannian geometry by first studying regularity and unique continuation properties of conformal mappings. In Section 3.2 we study conformal curvature tensors and regularity of Riemannian metrics satisfying conformal curvature equations. In Section 4.2 we discuss conformal wave coordinates and prove a unique continuation results for conformal mappings on a Lorentzian manifold. The appendix contains a list of formulas in Riemannian geometry and an existence result for solutions to the conformal Laplacian equation with some prescribed properties at a single point.

1.3. Acknowledgments. The authors were supported by the Finnish Centre of Excellence in Inverse Modelling and Imaging (Academy of Finland grant 284715). The authors wish to thank Vesa Julin and Mikko Salo for helpful discussions. We also wish to thank Jürgen Jost for providing additional references regarding the use of the usual harmonic coordinates.

2. Conformal harmonic coordinates

In this section we introduce conformal harmonic coordinates. We prove that if a Riemannian manifold (M, g) has a C^r regular metric tensor g, r > 2, then on a neighborhood of any point on the manifold M exists a conformal harmonic coordinate system. After proving the existence, we derive characteristic properties of conformal harmonic coordinates including a coordinate condition for the Christoffel symbols.

The manifold M may have a boundary ∂M in some parts of the text. We always assume that dimensions of the manifolds we consider are at least three, n = dim(M) ≥ 3.

If M has a boundary, we denote the interior points of M by M^{int}. We call a coordinate system U on a neighborhood Ω of a boundary point a boundary coordinate system if U(Ω) ⊂ {x ∈ R^n : x^n ≥ 0} and U(Ω ∩ ∂M) ⊂ {x ∈ R^n : x^n = 0}. If the Riemannian metric is C^r, we assume that the transition functions of the atlas of the manifold are C^{r+1}. Especially, if the manifold has a boundary, we assume the boundary is C^{r+1} and that the Riemannian metric is C^r up to {x^n = 0} in any boundary chart of the atlas. If r = ∞ or r = ω we assume that the transition functions are C^∞ smooth or real analytic C^ω. We refer to [Le13] for more details about manifolds with boundary.

Conformal harmonic coordinates are defined as follows [LLS16].

Definition 2.1. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold, possibly with boundary, and where g is in C^r with r > 2. Local coordinates (Z^1, . . . , Z^n) on a neighborhood Ω of a point p ∈ M are called conformal harmonic coordinates if the components Z^k, k = 1, . . . , n, are functions on Ω of the form

Z^k = f^k f , (3)

where f^k and f > 0 are any functions that satisfy

L_gf^k = L_gf = 0 on Ω.

If p ∈ ∂M, we additionally require that (Z^1, . . . , Z^n) is a boundary coordinate system.

Conformal harmonic coordinates were invented in [LLS16]. In that paper the coordinates were called Z-coordinates and their existence were shown for neighborhoods of boundary points and under an additional assumption. We prove the existence also for the interior points and without additional assumptions. We also consider the cases of Hölder regular and real analytic metrics. In proving the existence, we will use Lemma B.1 in the appendix to have solutions to the conformal Laplace equation with prescribed values and gradients at a single given point.

Theorem 2.2 (Existence in the interior). Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold without boundary whose metric is in C^r, with r > 2. Let p ∈ M. (1) There exist conformal harmonic coordinates on a neighborhood of p. (2) If r = k + α, k ∈ N, k ≥ 2, and α ∈ (0, 1), all conformal harmonic coordinates defined on a neighborhood of p have C^{r+1} regularity. If additionally g ∈ C^∞ or g ∈ C^ω, then all conformal harmonic coordinates are C^∞ or C^ω respectively.

(3) There exist conformal harmonic coordinates so that the coordinate representation of the metric in these coordinates satisfies g_{jk}(p) = δ_{jk}.

Proof. Let p ∈ M. Let (x^k) be a coordinate system on a neighborhood of p where the coordinate representation of the Riemannian metric is in C^r. We may assume that x(p) = 0. By Lemma B.1, there is ε > 0 and functions f^k ∈ C^r, k = 1, . . . , n, so that

L_gf^k = 0 on B(0, ε), with df^k(0) = dx^k and f^k(0) = 0. (4)

By the same lemma, there is also a positive function f ∈ C^r such that L_gf = 0 on B(0, ε) and f(0) = 1.

Let us denote F = (f^1, . . . , f^n). The Jacobian matrix of the mapping Z = (Z^1, . . . , Z^n), where Z^k = f^k/f, reads DZ = 1 f DF − 1 f^2 F ⊗ df. (5) Here F ⊗ df is a matrix field with components (F ⊗ df)^k_j = f^k∂_jf. By the equations (4) and (5) and the condition f(0) = 1, we have that DZ(0) = I_{n×n}.

Thus Z = (Z^1, . . . , Z^n) is a coordinate system on a neighborhood of p by the inverse function theorem.

By construction, the coordinate system Z is only C^r regular and we still need to prove the higher C^{r+1} regularity. For this we note that the metric g̃ = f^{p−2}g ∈ C^r, where p = 2n n − 2 , has zero scalar curvature due to the formula (66), R(g̃) = f^{1−p} ( 4 n − 1 n − 2 Δ_gf + R(g)f ) = 4 n − 1 n − 2 f^{1−p}L_gf = 0. Using (66) and the conformal invariance (65) of the conformal Laplacian, we have that

Δ_f p−2_g f^k f = L_f p−2_g f^k f = f^{1−p}L_gf^k = 0. (6)

Thus each f^k/f satisfies an elliptic equation in divergence form with C^r coefficients. It follows that Z ∈ C^{r+1} by elliptic regularity (see e.g. [GT01, Theorem 6.17]). The equation (6) also shows that any conformal harmonic coordinate system has C^{r+1} regularity. If g is real analytic, the coordinates Z are C^ω by real analytic elliptic regularity (see e.g. [Be08, Appendix J]). We have proven the claims (1) and (2) about the existence and regularity of conformal harmonic coordinates.

To prove the claim (3), we choose the solution f as before, but apply Lemma B.1 to have solutions f^k that satisfy

∂_jf^k(0) = A^k_j ,

and f^k(0) = 0, where A is an invertible matrix that satisfies g(0) = A^T A. □

Theorem 2.3 (Existence near boundary). Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold with boundary whose metric is in C^r, with r > 2. Let p ∈ M. (1) There exist conformal harmonic coordinates on a neighborhood of p. (2) If p ∈ ∂M, if r = k + α, k ∈ N, k ≥ 2 and α ∈ (0, 1), and if g is in C^r, C^∞ or C^ω, then all conformal harmonic coordinates, which are defined on a neighborhood of p, and whose restrictions to the boundary are C^{r+1}, C^∞ or C^ω, are in C^{r+1}, C^∞ or C^ω up to boundary respectively.

(3) If (u^1, . . . , u^n) is C^{r+1} boundary coordinate system of M, then there exist conformal harmonic coordinates whose restriction to the boundary equals (u^1, . . . , u^{n−1}, 0).

Proof. Existence in the interior was proven in Theorem 2.2. Let p ∈ ∂M. Let U = (u^1, . . . , u^n) be a boundary coordinate system on a neighborhood Ω of p, where the coordinate representation of the metric g is of class C^r up to the boundary of the set U(Ω) ∩ {x^n ≥ 0} ⊂ R^n . By Lemma B.1, there is ε > 0 and a function f > 0 so that L_gf = 0 on D_ε := B(0, ε) ∩ {x^n ≥ 0} and f = 1 on Γ_ε := D_ε ∩ {x^n = 0}. We scale the metric g as g̃ = f^{p−2}g, where p =^{2n}_{n−2} , so that by (66) we have that

L_{g̃} = Δ_{g̃}.

Since Δ_{g̃} has no zeroth order term, we may solve for k ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1} the boundary value problems (see [GT01, Theorem 8.9])

L_{g̃}v^k = 0, on D_ε ⊂ R^n ,

v^k = x^k on ∂D_ε ⊂ R^{n−1} .

We remind that we work in the coordinates U, which for instance means that x^k = u^k ∘ U^{−1}. By the conformal invariance (65) of L_g we have that the function f^k = fv^k solves L_gf^k = 0 on D_ε and f^k = x^k on Γ_ε.

Let f^n be a solution to L_gf^n = 0 in D_ε with f^n = 0 on Γ_ε and df^n(0) = dx^n. The existence of f^n is guaranteed by Lemma B.1. Let us define

Z^k = f^k f , k = 1, . . . , n. Then DZ(0) = I_{n×n} by the equation (5). Thus Z = (Z^1, . . . , Z^n) is a conformal harmonic coordinate system on a neighborhood of p. It is also a boundary coordinate system and it agrees with (u^1, . . . , u^{n−1}, 0) on the boundary since Z^k|_{Γε} = x^k. The claim about C^{r+1}, C^∞ or C^ω regularity follows from the equation (6) and boundary regularity results for elliptic equations, see e.g. [GT01, Theorem 6.19] and [MN57, Theorem A]. □

We next observe that conformal harmonic coordinates are harmonic coordinates for a conformal metric that has zero scalar curvature. Finding the conformal scaling can be thought as solving the Yamabe problem

L_gf = Δ_g + n − 2 4(n − 1)

R(g) = 0

locally for a zero Yamabe constant. If f > 0 solves the above, then R(f^{p−2}g) = f^{1−p} ( 4^{n−1}_{n−2} Δ_gf + R(g)f ) = 0. Here p =^{2n}_{n−2} as usual. By Lemma B.1 such an f can always be found on a sufficiently small domain.

Recall that a coordinate system U = (u^1, . . . , u^n) is harmonic with respect to a Riemannian metric g if all the coordinate functions u^k are harmonic:

Δ_gu^k = 0, k = 1, . . . , n. (7)

We refer to [DK81] for more details on harmonic coordinates. In the rest of this section the Riemannian metric g is assumed to be C^r, r > 2, without further notice.

Proposition 2.4. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold possibly with boundary. Let Z = (Z^1, . . . , Z^n) be coordinates on an open set Ω ⊂ M. Then Z are conformal harmonic coordinates on Ω if and only if there is a function f > 0 such that Z are harmonic coordinates with respect to the conformal metric f^{p−2}g whose scalar curvature vanishes, R(f^{p−2}g) = 0.

Proof. Assume that Z = (Z^1, . . . , Z^n) are conformal harmonic coordinates on an open set Ω. By definition, we have that

Z^k = f^k f , k = 1, . . . , n, where f^k and f solve L_gf^k = L_gf = 0, with f > 0. The scalar curvature transforms under the conformal scaling g̃ = f^{p−2}g, p =^{2n}_{n−2} , by the formula (66) R(g̃) = f^{1−p} ( 4 n − 1 n − 2 Δ_gf + R(g)f ) . (8)

Thus we have R(f^{p−2}g) = 0, since the function f solves

L_gf = Δ_gf + n − 2 4(n − 1) R(g)f = 0. We prove that (Z^1, . . . , Z^n) is a harmonic coordinate system for the conformal metric g̃ = f^{p−2}g. To prove it, we need to show that each Z^k, k = 1, . . . , n, satisfies Δ_{g̃}Z^k = 0. The conformal Laplacian transforms under a conformal scaling by the equation (65) as L_{g̃}(f^{−1}u) = f^{1−p}L_gu. (9) We calculate Δ_{g̃}Z^k = L_{g̃} f^k f = f^{1−p}L_gf^k = 0.

Here in the first equality we have used the fact that R(g̃) = 0. Thus (Z^1, . . . , Z^n) are harmonic coordinates for the conformal metric g̃ = f^{p−2}g with R(g̃) = 0 on Ω.

To prove the opposite implication of the propositions claim, assume that there is a positive function f on Ω such that R(f^{p−2}g) = 0, and that Z^k solves Δ_f p−2_gZ^k = 0, k = 1, . . . , n. Let us write Z^k = fZ^k f (10)

and denote g̃ = f^{p−2}g as usual. We need to show that both the numerator and the denominator satisfy the conformal Laplace equation for the metric g. By the equation (9) and the fact that R(g̃) = 0, it follows that L_g(fZ^k) = f^{p−1}L_{g̃}(f^{−1}fZ^k) = f^{p−1}Δ_{g̃}Z^k = 0.

For the function f in the denominator of (10), we have similarly L_g(f) = f^{p−1}Δ_{g̃}(1) = 0. Thus (Z^1, . . . , Z^n) are conformal harmonic coordinates with respect to the metric g. □ We will next show that a necessary and sufficient condition for coordinates to be conformal harmonic coordinates is the condition Γ_a = 2∂_a log f for the contracted Christoffel symbols Γ_a. Here f is a positive function satisfying L_gf = 0. Contracted Christoffel symbols are defined as Γ^a = g^{bc}Γ^a_{bc} and Γ_a = g_{ab}Γ^b, see Appendix (A).

Proposition 2.5. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold possibly with boundary. Let Z = (Z^1, . . . , Z^n) be coordinates on an open set Ω ⊂ M. Then Z are conformal harmonic coordinates on Ω if and only if the contracted Christoffel symbols Γ_a, a = 1, . . . , n, in the coordinates Z satisfy Γ_a = 2∂_a log f (11) for some positive function f on Ω that satisfies L_gf = 0.

Proof. Assume first that (Z^1, . . . , Z^n) are conformal harmonic coordinates on Ω. Denote as usual g̃ = f^{p−2}g, where the function f > 0 solves L_gf = 0 on Ω. By Proposition 2.4, we have that Z are harmonic coordinates for the metric g̃. Coordinates (Z^k) are harmonic coordinates for the metric g̃ if and only if Γ_a(g̃) = 0, a = 1, . . . , n. This is well known [DK81] and it follows from the calculation

0 = Δ_{g̃}Z^a = −g̃^{bc}(∂_b∂_cZ^a − Γ^d_{bc}(g̃)∂_dZ^a) = g̃^{bc}Γ^d_{bc}(g̃)δ^a_d = Γ^a(g̃). (12) By lowering the index of Γ^a, we have in the coordinates Z that Γ_a(g̃) = Γ_a(f^{p−2}g) = 0. (13) The contracted Christoffel symbols can be written by the formula (60) as

Γ_a(g) = g^{bc}∂_bg_{ac} − 1 2 ∂_a(log|g|) If c is positive function, we have that Γ_a(cg) = (cg)^{bc}∂_b(cg)_{ac} − 1 2 ∂_a(log|cg|) = g^{bc}∂_bg_{ac} + 1 c ∂_a log c − 1 2 ∂_a(log|g| + ∂_a log c^n)

= Γ_a(g) − n − 2 2 ∂_a log c. (14)

Applying this formula for c = f^{p−2} yields

Γ_a(f^{p−2}g) = Γ_a(g) − n − 2 2 (p − 2)∂_a log f = Γ_a(g) − 2∂_a log f, (15)

which in combination with (13) yields (11).

To see the opposite implication, assume that in a system Z = (Z^1, . . . , Z^n) of coordinates holds Γ_a = 2∂_a log f, a = 1, . . . , n, and where f satisfies L_gf = 0. The equation (15) shows that Γ_a(f^{p−2}g) = 0. Since coordinates are harmonic if and only if the contracted Christoffel symbols vanish, we have that (Z^1, . . . , Z^n) are harmonic coordinates for the metric f^{p−2}g. As we have by now seen many times, the conformal metric f^{p−2}g has zero scalar curvature by the formula R(f^{p−2}g) = f^{1−p} ( 4 n − 1 n − 2 Δ_gf + R(g)f ) . Thus Z are conformal harmonic coordinates by Proposition 2.4. □

The next proposition shows that the coordinate condition (11) for the contracted Christoffel symbols is in a specified sense conformally invariant.

Proposition 2.6. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold possibly with boundary. Let (Z^1, . . . , Z^n) be conformal harmonic coordinates on an open set Ω ⊂ M. Let c ∈ C^r(M), r > 2, be a positive function. The contracted Christoffel symbols for the conformally scaled metric cg in the coordinates (Z^1, . . . , Z^n) satisfy Γ_a(cg) = 2∂_a log f_{cg} (16) for a = 1, . . . , n, where f_{cg} = c^{− n−24} f_g (17) is a positive function that satisfies L_{cg}f_{cg} = 0. (18)

Proof. Let (Z^1, . . . , Z^n) be conformal harmonic coordinates on an open set Ω ⊂ M. We have Γ(g)_a = 2∂_a log f_g by Proposition 2.5, where L_gf_g = 0, f_g > 0. The function f_{cg} = c^{− n−24} f_g satisfies L_{cg}f_{cg} = c^{− n+24} L_gf_g = 0 (19) by the conformal invariance (64) of the conformal Laplacian. The right hand side of (16) now reads

2∂_a log(c^{− n−24} f_g) = − n − 2 2 ∂_a log c + 2∂_a log f_g. (20)

By combining (14) and (20) and the coordinate condition Γ(g)_a = 2∂_a log f_g of conformal harmonic coordinates, we have that

Γ_a(cg) = Γ_a(g) − n − 2 2 ∂_a log c = Γ_a(g) + 2∂_a log(c^{− n−24} f_g) − 2∂_a log f_g

= 2∂_a log f_{cg},

where L_{cg}f_{cg} = 0 by (19). This proves the claim. □

A consequence of the results above is that conformal harmonic coordinates, and especially their smoothness, are conformally invariant.

Proposition 2.7. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold possibly with boundary. Assume that c ∈ C^r(M), r > 2, is a positive function. Let Z be conformal harmonic coordinates defined with respect to g. Then Z are conformal harmonic coordinates for the metric cg.

If g is in C^{k+α}, C^∞ or C^ω, then all conformal harmonic coordinates for the conformal metric cg are C^{k+1+α}, C^∞ or C^ω respectively. Here we assume k ∈ N, k ≥ 2 and α ∈ (0, 1). (In the case of conformal harmonic coordinates on a neighborhood of a boundary point, we also assume that the restrictions of the coordinates to the boundary are C^{k+1+α}, C^∞ or C^ω.)

Proof. Let Z be conformal harmonic coordinates defined with respect to g. By Proposition 2.6, we have in the coordinates Z that Γ_a(cg) = 2∂_a log f_{cg}, where L_{cg}f_{cg} = 0. Thus by Proposition 2.5 we have that Z are conformal harmonic coordinate system for the metric cg as claimed. (Alternatively one can write Z^k = f^k/f = (c^{− n−2}4 f^k)/(c^{− n−2}4 f) and notice that

L_{cg} ( c^{− n−2}4 f^k ) = L_{cg} ( c^{− n−2}4 f ) = 0 to see that the definition of conformal harmonic coordinates is satisfied.) The claim about regularity follows from part (2) of Theorem 2.2, or from part (2) of Theorem 2.3 if M has boundary. □

We end this section by noticing that conformal harmonic coordinates are a generalization of isothermal coordinates. Recall that coordinates (x^1, . . . , x^n) on an open set are isothermal if the condition

g_{ab}(x) = c(x) δ_{ab} (21)

holds in the coordinates (x^a) for some positive function c. We consider here only manifolds without boundary for simplicity.

Proposition 2.8. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold without boundary. Assume that coordinates (x^1, . . . , x^n) are isothermal in the sense of (21), with c ∈ C^r, r > 2. Then (x^1, . . . , x^n) are conformal harmonic coordinates.

Proof. Assume that (x^1, . . . , x^n) are isothermal coordinates, g_{ab} = c δ_{ab}, on an open subset of M. By Proposition 2.5, we only need to show that the coordinate condition Γ_k(g) = 2∂_k log f of conformal harmonic coordinates holds in the coordinates (x^k) for some positive function f satisfying L_gf = 0. Denote by e the Euclidean metric with components e_{ab} = δ_{ab}. By the formula (14) we have in the isothermal coordinates (x^k) that

Γ_a(g) = Γ_a(ce) = Γ_a(e) − n − 2 2 ∂_a log(c) = 2∂_a log c^{2−n4} .

We set f = c^{2−n}4 . Since the scalar curvature of the Euclidean metric e vanishes, we have by (64) that

L_gf = L_{ce}f = c^{− n+24} L_e(c^{n−24} c^{2−n4} ) = c^{− n+24} Δ_e(1) = 0.

By Proposition 2.5, the coordinates (x^k) are conformal harmonic coordinates. (The claim alternatively follows from Proposition 2.4 by noticing that if g̃ = f^{p−2}g = c^{−1}g = e, then trivially R(g̃) = 0 and the condition of harmonic coordinates Γ_a(g̃) = 0 also holds.) □

For smooth enough metrics a necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of isothermal coordinates is that the Weyl and Cotton curvature tensor vanishes in dimension n ≥ 4 and n = 3 respectively. (For the required smoothness, see [LS15].) Since conformal harmonic coordinates always exist, we conclude that conformal harmonic coordinates are not always isothermal.

3. Applications of conformal harmonic coordinates

In this section we give applications of conformal harmonic coordinates. We begin with a regularity result for conformal mappings, which contains a boundary regularity result. Then we prove a unique continuation result for conformal mappings. These are Theorems 3.2 and 3.3.

After the first applications we move on to study conformal curvature tensors. We show that conformal curvature tensors such as the Bach and

Fefferman-Graham obstruction tensors can be regarded as elliptic operators for a determinant normalized metric in conformal harmonic coordinates.

We prove an elliptic regularity result for conformal curvature tensors in conformal harmonic coordinates in Theorem 3.7. This shows for example that obstruction flat manifold are locally real analytic up to a conformal factor. We use the real analyticity to show that if on a Bach or obstruction flat manifold a point has a neighborhood conformal to the Euclidean space, then the same property holds for all points of the manifold. We also give a local conformal embedding result of obstruction flat manifolds into Euclidean space. These are Theorems 3.8 and 3.9.

In this section the Riemannian metrics are assumed to be in C^r, r > 2, up to boundary when applicable, without further notice. As before, if g ∈ C^r, we assume that the atlas of the manifold is C^{r+1}. We also assume that dimensions of the manifolds are ≥ 3.

3.1. Regularity and unique continuation of conformal mappings. The regularity result for conformal mappings follows from the fact that conformal harmonic coordinates are preserved by conformal mappings.

Lemma 3.1. Let (M, g) and (N, h) be Riemannian n-dimensional manifolds possibly with boundaries, n ≥ 3. Assume that F : (M, g) → (N, h) is C^3 smooth locally diffeomorphic conformal mapping, F^∗h = c g, where c is a function on M. If ∂M ≠ ∅, we also assume that F is C^3 up to boundary and that F (∂M) ⊂ ∂N. Then F pulls back any function of the form u_2 v_2 , where u_2 and v_2 > 0 are locally defined functions on N satisfying L_hu_2 = L_hv_2 = 0, to a function of the form u_1 v_1 , where L_gu_1 = L_gv_1 = 0 and v_1 > 0. Especially F pulls back conformal harmonic coordinates on (N, h) to conformal harmonic coordinates on (M, g).

Proof. Let u_2 and v_2 > 0 satisfy L_hu_2 = L_hv_2 = 0. We write F^∗ ( u_2 v_2 ) = F^∗u_2 F^∗v_2 = c^{n−2}4 F^∗u_2 c^{n−2}4 F^∗v_2 . By applying the conformal Laplacian on (M, g) to the numerator, we have by the conformal invariance (64) that

L_g(c^{n−24} F^∗u_2) = L 1_{c F} ∗_h(c^{n−24} F^∗u_2) = c^{n+24} L_F ∗_hF^∗u_2 = c^{n+24} F^∗(L_hu_2) = 0. (22)

The assumption that F is C^3 was used here to justify the calculations. Likewise we have that L_g(c^{n−2}4 F^∗v_2) = 0. Thus F^∗ ( u_2 v_2 ) = u_1 v_1 where L_gu_1 = L_gv_1 = 0 and v_1 > 0.

Let (Z^1, . . . , Z^n) be conformal harmonic coordinates on an open subset of N. By the definition of the conformal harmonic coordinates, and by what we have already proven, we have that F^∗Z^k = F^∗(f^k/f) = w^k/w, where L_gw^k = L_gw = 0, w > 0. This proves the latter claim of the lemma. □

Theorem 3.2. Let (M, g) and (N, h) be n-dimensional, n ≥ 3, Riemannian manifolds possibly with boundaries. Assume that the Riemannian metric tensors g and h are C^{k+α}, C^∞ or C^ω smooth, with k ∈ N, k ≥ 2 and α ∈ (0, 1). Let F : M → N be C^3 smooth locally diffeomorphic conformal mapping, F^∗h = c g in M, where c is a function in M. If ∂M ≠ ∅, we also assume ∂N ≠ ∅, that g and h are C^{k+α}, C^∞ or C^ω up to boundary, F is C^3 up to boundary and that F (∂M) ⊂ ∂N. Then F and its local inverse are in C^{k+1+α}, C^∞ or C^ω respectively, up to boundary if ∂M ≠ ∅.

Proof. Interior points: Let p ∈ M^{int} and let Z = (Z^1, . . . , Z^n) be conformal harmonic coordinates on a neighborhood Ω of F (p) in (N, h). The mapping Z : Ω → R^n is a local C^{r+1} diffeomorphism by Theorem 2.2. Define W = F^∗Z. Then W are also conformal harmonic coordinates on a neighborhood of p by Lemma 3.1. Thus W and its local inverse are C^{r+1} regular by Theorem 2.2. Since Z is an invertible mapping, we can express

F = Z^{−1} ∘ W. (23)

This mapping is C^{r+1} regular as a composition of C^{r+1} regular mappings. Since W is locally invertible, it follows from (23) that the local inverse of F is also C^{r+1}.

Boundary points: Let p ∈ ∂M. Thus by assumption F (p) ∈ ∂N. By Theorem 2.3, on a neighborhood Ω of F (p) in (N, h) exist conformal harmonic coordinates Z = (Z^1, . . . , Z^n) which are C^{r+1} regular up to the boundary. By Lemma 3.1 we have that W = F^∗Z are conformal harmonic coordinates on a neighborhood of p. Thus we may express F in the form (23), which proves the claimed regularity in the interior.

Next we show that F restricted to the boundary is C^{r+1} and then apply Theorem 2.3 part (2) to show that W is C^{r+1} up to the boundary. To do that, we define F : (∂M, g|_{∂M} ) → (∂N, h|_{∂N} ), F (q) = F (q), q ∈ ∂M. As F is conformal, we see that F is a conformal mapping between Riemannian manifolds without boundary that have C^r regular Riemannian metrics. From the first part of this theorem, we have that F is C^{r+1}. Thus W |_{∂M∩Ω} = Z ∘ F |_{∂M∩Ω} = Z ∘ F ∈ C^{r+1}(∂M ∩ Ω). Thus the restriction of W to the boundary is C^{r+1} and it follows from Theorem 2.3 part (2) that W are conformal harmonic coordinates, which have C^{r+1} regularity up to boundary. Finally we have that F = Z^{−1} ∘ W is a local diffeomorphism, which is C^{r+1} regular up the boundary.

The claims concerning C^∞ or C^ω metrics follow similarly for both the interior and boundary points. □

We remark that if F in the theorem above is a homeomorphism, then the assumption F (∂M) ⊂ ∂N can be dropped. A homeomorphism maps boundary to boundary, but for a local homeomorphism this is not true (consider z → z^2 on a horseshoe shaped domain in C ).

We prove next a unique continuation result for conformal mappings, which has also been studied in [Pa95]. We say that two mappings F_1 and F_2 between n-dimensional manifolds M and N agree to second order on a set Ξ ⊂ M if F_1|_Ξ = F_2|_Ξ and if for each p ∈ Ξ there are coordinates (x^1, . . . , x^n) and (y^1, . . . , y^n) on neighborhoods of the point p and the point F_1(p) = F_2(p) ∈ N respectively such that for x ∈ Ξ holds

∂_{xa} F^l_1(x) = ∂_{xa} F^l_2(x) and ∂_{xa} ∂_{xb} F^l_1(x) = ∂_{xa} ∂_{xb} F^l_2(x) for all a, b = 1, . . . , n and l = 1, . . . , n.

Theorem 3.3. Let (M, g) and (N, h) be connected n-dimensional Riemannian manifolds, n ≥ 3. Assume that F_1 and F_2 are two C^3 locally diffeomorphic conformal mappings M → N, F^∗_j h = c_j g, j = 1, 2, where c_j are functions in M. If M has a boundary, we also assume that F_1 and F_2 are C^3 up to ∂M and that F_1(∂M) ⊂ ∂N.

Assume either that F_1 = F_2 on an open subset of M or that F_1 and F_2 agree to second order on an open subset Γ ⊂ ∂M, if ∂M ≠ ∅. Then F_1 = F_2 on M.

Proof. Let us first assume that F_1 = F_2 on an open subset of M. Let B be the largest open subset of M where F_1 = F_2. We have that B is nonempty and that c_1 = g^{−1}F^∗_1 h = g^{−1}F^∗_2 h = c_2 on B.

Let p ∈ ∂B. Since F_1 and F_2 are continuous, we have that q := F_1(p) = F_2(p). Let Z = (Z^1, . . . , Z^n) = (f^1/f, . . . , f^n/f) be conformal harmonic coordinates on a neighborhood Ω of q. We have for k = 1, . . . , n and j = 1, 2 that F^∗_j ( f^k f ) = F^∗_j f^k F^∗_j f = c^{(n−2)/4} j F^∗_j f^k c^{(n−2)/4} j F^∗_j f . A calculation similar to the one in (22) shows that L_g(c^{(n−2)/4} j F^∗_j f^k) = L_g(c^{(n−2)/4}_j F^∗_j f) = 0.

We have on the nonempty open set F^{−1}_1 (Ω)∩F^{−1}_2 (Ω)∩B that c^{(n−2)/4}_1 F^∗_1 f^k = c^{(n−2)/4} 2 F^∗_2 f^k. By the unique continuation principle of solutions to elliptic partial differential equations we have c^{(n−2)/4} 1 F^∗_1 f^k = c^{(n−2)/4}_2 F^∗_2 f^k and c^{(n−2)/4}_1 F^∗_1 f = c^{(n−2)/4}_2 F^∗_2 f

on the open set F^{−1}_1 (Ω) ∩ F^{−1}_2 (Ω). It follows that

F^∗_1 ( f^k f ) = c^{(n−2)/4} 1 F^∗_1 f^k c^{(n−2)/4} 1 F^∗_1 f = c^{(n−2)/4} 2 F^∗_2 f^k c^{(n−2)/4} 2 F^∗_2 f

= F^∗_2 ( f^k f ) . By denoting W^k = F^∗_1 (_{f k} f ) = F^∗_2 (_{f k} f ) and W = (W^1, . . . , W^k) we see that

F_1 = Z^{−1} ∘ W = F_2 (24) holds on the open neighborhood F^{−1}_1 (Ω) ∩ F^{−1}_2 (Ω) of p. It follows that p ∈ B. Consequently B is nonempty, open and closed set. Thus B = M as M is connected.

Let us then assume that F_1 and F_2 agree to second order on Γ ⊂ ∂M. Let p ∈ Γ and let Z be conformal harmonic coordinates on a neighborhood of the boundary point q := F_1(p) = F_2(p). As in the argument above, we have L_g(c^{(n−2)/4} j F^∗_j f^k) = L_g(c^{(n−2)/4}_j F^∗_j f) = 0, on an open subset of M, j = 1, 2 and k = 1, . . . , n. Since F_1 and F_2 agree to second order on the boundary, we have that c_1|_Γ = c_2|_Γ and ∇c_1|_Γ = ∇c_2|_Γ,

since c_j = g^{−1}F^∗_j h, j = 1, 2. Therefore, the Cauchy data of c^{(n−2)/4}_1 F^∗_1 f^k and c^{(n−2)/4}

1 F^∗_1 f on Γ agree with those of c^{(n−2)/4}_2 F^∗_2 f^k and c^{(n−2)/4}_2 F^∗_2 f respectively. Thus, by elliptic unique continuation we have c^{(n−2)/4}_1 F^∗_1 f^k = c^{(n−2)/4} 2 F^∗_2 f^k and c^{(n−2)/4}_1 F^∗_1 f = c^{(n−2)/4}_2 F^∗_2 f^k. It follows from the argument above first that F_1 = F_2 on an open subset, and consequently that F_1 = F_2 on M. □

3.2. Conformal curvature tensors in conformal harmonic coordinates. We show that common conformal curvature tensors in conformal geometry become elliptic operators for the determinant normalized metric in conformal harmonic coordinates. Let us recall definitions of the conformal curvature tensors. We write R_{abcd}, R_{ab}, and R for the Riemann curvature tensor, Ricci tensor, and scalar curvature, respectively. The Schouten tensor is defined as P_{ab} = 1 n − 2 ( R_{ab} − R 2(n − 1) g_{ab} ) . The Weyl tensor of (M, g) is the 4-tensor W_{abcd} = R_{abcd} + P_{ac}g_{bd} − P_{bc}g_{ad} + P_{bd}g_{ac} − P_{ad}g_{bc}, the Cotton tensor is the 3-tensor C_{abc} = ∇_aP_{bc} − ∇_bP_{ac}, (25) and, if n ≥ 4, the Bach tensor is the 2-tensor B_{ab} = ∇^c∇_aP_{bc} − ∇^c∇_cP_{ab} + P^{cd}W_{acdb}. (26) The Bach tensor can also be written as B_{ab} = ∇^c∇^dW_{acbd} + 1 2 R^{cd}W_{acbd}. (27) We also consider the Fefferman-Graham obstruction tensors O = O_{(n)} having the property O_{ab} = 1 n − 3 Δ^{n/2−2}B_{ab} + lower order terms, (28)

where Δ = ∇^a∇_a and n ≥ 4 is even. If n = 4, then O_{ab} = B_{ab}. These tensors have the following behavior under conformal scaling in various dimensions: W (cg) = cW (g) for n ≥ 4, C(cg) = C(g) for n = 3. The Bach (26) and obstruction (28) tensors are defined in any dimension n ≥ 4. If the dimension n of the manifold is even and ≥ 4, then the obstruction tensor O_{(n)} satisfies O(cg) = c^{− n−22} O(g). We refer to [AV12, Ba21, Be08, De83, FG84, FG12, TV05] for additional information on the conformal curvature tensors above.

In [LS15] it was explained how the above conformal curvature tensors can be regarded as distributions. Especially, if in a coordinate system the components of the metric tensor g_{jk} satisfy g_{jk} ∈ C^1, g_{jk} ∈ C^2 or g_{jk} ∈ C^{n−1}, then W_{abcd}, C_{abc} and O_{ab} can be regarded as distributions respectively. We refer to [LS15] for the details.

We begin with a proposition which says that in conformal harmonic coordinates the scalar curvature R(ĝ) of the determinant normalized metric

ĝ = g |g|^{1/n} does not contain second order derivatives of the metric ĝ. That is, the highest order part of the scalar curvature of ĝ vanishes in conformal harmonic coordinates. We find this a little surprising and we comment the result after the proof of the proposition. If g is a metric tensor, we use the notation T_k(g) (29) to denote an unspecified polynomial of the components of g, components of the inverse of g and derivatives of g up to order k ∈ N. That is T_k(g) = P (g_{ab}, g^{ab}, ∇g_{ab}, . . . , ∇^kg_{ab}), where P is a polynomial.

Proposition 3.4. In conformal harmonic coordinates the scalar curvature of the determinant normalized metric ĝ does not contain second order derivatives of ĝ:

R(ĝ) = T_1(ĝ). (30)

Proof. Let us first recall some identities that hold in general coordinates (x^a) for a general Riemannian metric g. We have the general formula for the Laplacian of a logarithm:

Δ_g log f = 1 f Δ_gf + |d log f|^2_g. (31)

Here g is any Riemannian metric and f any positive C^2 function. We have the coordinate formula (62) for the Ricci tensor

R_{ab}(g) = ∂_cΓ^c_{ab} − ∂_aΓ^c_b + Γ^c_{ab}Γ^d_c − Γ^d_{cb}Γ^c_{ad}

= ∂_cΓ^c_{ab} − Γ^d_{cb}Γ^c_{ad} − 1 2 ∂_a∂_b(log|g|) + 1 2 Γ^c_{ab}∂_c(log|g|), which holds in any system of local coordinates. Here Γ^c_{ab} = Γ^c_{ab}(g). Consequently, for the scalar curvature of the determinant normalized metric ĝ we have R(ĝ) = ĝ^{ab}R_{ab}(ĝ) = ĝ^{ab} ( ∂_cΓ^c_{ab}(ĝ) − 1 2 ∂_a∂_b log |ĝ| ) + T_1(ĝ)

= ∂_c(ĝ^{ab}Γ^c_{ab}(ĝ)) − (∂_cĝ^{ab})Γ^c_{ab}(ĝ) + T_1(ĝ) = ∂_cΓ^c(ĝ) + T_1(ĝ)

= ∂_c(ĝ^{cd}Γ_d(ĝ)) + T_1(ĝ) = ĝ^{cd}∂_cΓ_d(ĝ) + T_1(ĝ). (32)

Here and in the rest of the proof indices are lowered, raised and contracted by using the metric ĝ.

Let us then calculate in conformal harmonic coordinates. Proposition 2.6 applied for c = |g|^{−1/n} shows that ĝ satisfies the coordinate condition Γ_a(ĝ) = 2∂_a log f_ĝ, (33) where f_ĝ satisfies

L_ĝf_ĝ = Δ_ĝf_ĝ + n − 2 4(n − 1)

R(ĝ)f_ĝ = 0.

The Laplace-Beltrami operator satisfies ĝ^{ab}∂_a∂_b = −Δ_ĝ + Γ^a(ĝ)∂_a. (34) By using (31), (33) and (34), we have that

ĝ^{ab}∂_aΓ_b(ĝ) = 2ĝ^{ab}∂_a∂_b log f_ĝ = −2Δ_ĝ log f_ĝ + 2Γ^a(ĝ)∂_a log f_ĝ

= −2 1 f_ĝ Δ_ĝf_ĝ − 2|d log f_ĝ|^2_ĝ + 2Γ^a(ĝ)∂_a log f_ĝ

= −2 1 f_ĝ Δ_ĝf_ĝ − 1 2 Γ_a(ĝ)ĝ^{ab}Γ_a(ĝ) + Γ^a(ĝ)Γ_a(ĝ) = 2 n − 2 4(n − 1)

R(ĝ) + 1 2 Γ^a(ĝ)Γ_a(ĝ). (35)

Combining (35) with (32) shows that n 2(n − 1)

R(ĝ) + T_1(ĝ) = 0.

The claim follows. □

We comment the result of Proposition 3.4. In defining conformal harmonic coordinates we find a positive solution f to the equation L_gf = 0, which can be seen as solving a local Yamabe problem for zero scalar curvature. Especially, by the equation (66), the conformal metric g̃ = f^{p−2}g, p = 2n n − 2 , has zero scalar curvature, R(f^{p−2}g) = 0, in any coordinate system.

However, in conformal harmonic coordinates, which are constructed with respect to the metric g, the determinant normalized metric ĝ is not generically the same as the metric f^{p−2}g. An example is given by letting (M, g) to be a Riemannian manifold whose scalar curvature vanishes. Then any harmonic coordinates are conformal harmonic coordinates by Proposition 2.4, where the function f ≡ 1 in the definition of conformal harmonic coordinates. Let U be harmonic coordinates such that det g is not identically one in these coordinates. (For the existence, see [DK81], or apply Lemma B.1 by noticing that now L_g = Δ_g.) Then we have ĝ ≠ g = f^{p−2}g in the conformal harmonic coordinates U, where R(f^{p−2}g) = 0. Nevertheless we still have R(ĝ) = T_1(ĝ). We do not find the interpretation of Proposition 3.4 obvious because of this reasoning.

We also point out that the equation (30) is not a tensorial equation for g. This is because ĝ is not tensorial in g in the sense that

T^∗ĝ = J^{2/n} ^T^∗g

for a general coordinate transformation T . (The reason for the transformation rule is that the determinant of g is a half density, see e.g. [Du96].) Here J is the Jacobian determinant of T and ^T^∗g = T^∗g/(|T^∗g|^{1/n}).

3.2.1. Results for Bach and obstruction tensors. We consider next the ellipticity properties of the Bach and the obstruction tensors in conformal harmonic coordinates. These tensors have invariances under both coordinate transformations and conformal scalings. Let us first discuss what do we mean when we say that a conformal curvature tensor can be regarded as an elliptic operator.

Consider the Bach tensor B(ĝ) for the determinant normalized metric ĝ in local coordinates. The expression for B(ĝ) is achieved by substituting ĝ into the formula (26) of the Bach tensor. The expression of B(ĝ) can be thought as a quasilinear partial differential operator applied to ĝ:

B(ĝ) = ∑ |α|=4 A^α(ĝ, ĝ^{−1}, ∇ĝ, . . . , ∇^3ĝ)∂_αĝ + T_3(ĝ). (36)

The coefficients A^α are polynomials of their arguments and α = (α_1, . . . , α_n) is a multi-index. The expression T_3(ĝ) was defined in (29).

We apply the coordinate condition (16) of conformal harmonic coordinates for the conformal metric ĝ to have the formula

Γ_a(ĝ) = 2∂_a log f_ĝ (37)

We substitute (37) to the part of the expression (36) of B(ĝ) that contains fourth order derivatives of ĝ. The function f = f_ĝ in (37) depends nonlocally and implicitly on ĝ via the equation

L_ĝf_ĝ = 0, (38)

but in general we do not know much about the exact form of the dependence.

In the coordinate expression of the Bach tensor, the contracted Christoffel symbols Γ_a in fact appear only under the operation by the Laplace operator Δ (or in terms of lower order derivatives of the metric). Now, in conformal harmonic coordinates, a contracted Christoffel symbol satisfies Γ_a = 2∂_a log f, and the Laplacian of log f satisfies Δ log f = −^{n−2}_{4(n−1)} R + a term containing lower order derivatives of the metric. For the latter see (31) and (38). Note that now Δ log f is a partial differential operator acting on g. By these remarks, B(ĝ) can be considered as a quasilinear operator acting on ĝ even after substituting the non-local coordinate condition of conformal harmonic coordinates to the part of B(ĝ) containing derivatives of order 4.

For the Weyl curvature tensor the situation is different. Imposing the coordinate condition of conformal harmonic coordinates for the Weyl tensor leads to a situation where one needs to deal directly with the complicated dependence of f on g. This is because the contracted Christoffel symbols do not appear under the operation by the Laplacian in the formula of the Weyl tensor. However, the Weyl tensor can still be considered as a quasilinear overdetermined elliptic operator in conformal harmonic coordinates when acting on the determinant normalized metric. We will get back to this matter before Theorem 3.7.

Let us move on to the calculation of the principal symbols of the Bach and obstruction tensors. These tensors were defined at the beginning of Section 3.2, where it was also explained how these tensors are regarded as distributions for non-smooth Riemannian metrics. The principal symbol of a quasilinear operator is defined as the principal symbol (see e.g. [Ta11]) of the linearization of the operator. For example, the notation σ(B_{ab}(ĝ)) means the principal symbol of the operator achieved by linearizing B_{ab} at ĝ. Proposition 3.5. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional Riemannian manifold, n ≥ 4. In the conformal harmonic coordinates hold:

(a) Assume that g ∈ C^r, r > 3, then the coordinate representation of the Bach tensor for the determinant normalized metric can be regarded as a quasilinear operator B(ĝ)_{ab} = − 1 2 Δ^2_ĝ ĝ_{ab} + T_3(ĝ)

whose principal symbol σ(B_{ab}(ĝ)) satisfies σ(B_{ab}(ĝ))h = − 1 2 |ξ|^4h_{ab}. (b) If g ∈ C^r, r > n − 1, then the coordinate representation of the Fefferman-Graham obstruction tensor for the determinant normalized can be regarded as a quasilinear operator O(ĝ)_{ab} = − 1 2(n − 3)

Δ^{n/2}_ĝ ĝ_{ab} + T_{n−1}(ĝ)

whose principal symbol σ(O_{ab}(ĝ)) satisfies σ(O_{ab}(ĝ))h = − 1 2(n − 3) |ξ|^nh_{ab}. Here ĝ is the determinant normalized metric and | · | = | · |_ĝ. Proof. If g ∈ C^r, r > 3, then by Theorem 2.2, we have that g_{jk} ∈ C^r in conformal harmonic coordinates. Consequently ĝ ∈ C^r and the Bach tensor of ĝ can be regarded as a distribution by the discussion at the beginning of this section.

The Bach tensor is defined for a general Riemannian metric tensor g and in general coordinates by the formula (26) B_{ab} = ∇^c∇_aP_{bc} − ∇^c∇_cP_{ab} + P^{cd}W_{acbd}, where P_{ab} = 1 n − 2 ( R_{ab} − R 2(n − 1) g_{ab} ) . By using the Bianchi identity ∇^aR_{ab} =^1_2 ∇_bR we have that

(n − 2)B_{ab} = 1 2 ∇_a∇_bR − 1 2(n − 1) ∇_a∇_bR − ∇^c∇_cR_{ab} + 1 2(n − 1) (∇^c∇_cR)g_{ab} + T_3 + (n − 2)P^{cd}W_{acbd}. (39)

Here term T_3 = T_3(g) results from commuting covariant derivatives. Note that P^{cd}W_{acbd} = T_2(g). The notation T_k(g) was defined in (29).

Let us then calculate in conformal harmonic coordinates and apply (39) to the determinant normalized metric. By Proposition 3.4, we have the condition R(ĝ) = T_1(ĝ). (40) Thus we have that the Bach tensor for ĝ in conformal harmonic coordinates satisfies B(ĝ)_{ab} = ^∇^c ^∇_cR(ĝ)_{ab} + T_3(ĝ).

Here ^∇ means the covariant derivative calculated with respect to the determinant normalized metric ĝ, and indices are raised, lowered and contracted with respect to ĝ. The coordinate formula for the Ricci curvature of ĝ can be written by (63) as R(ĝ)_{ab} = − 1 2 Δ_ĝĝ_{ab} + 1 2 (∂_aΓ(ĝ)_b + ∂_bΓ(ĝ)_a) + T_1(ĝ). (41)

In conformal harmonic coordinates we have by Proposition 2.6 applied in the case c = |g|^{−1/n} that Γ_a(ĝ) = 2∂_a log f_ĝ. (42) where f_ĝ satisfies Δ_ĝf_ĝ = − n − 2 4(n − 1) R(ĝ)f_ĝ. Consequently, by using the formula (31), we have that

2Δ_ĝ log f_ĝ = 2 1 f_ĝ Δ_ĝf_ĝ + 2|d log f_ĝ|^2_ĝ = − n − 2 2(n − 1)

R(ĝ) + 1 2 Γ^a(ĝ)Γ_a(ĝ) = − n − 2 2(n − 1)

R(ĝ) + T_1(ĝ). (43)

Combining the equations (42) and (43), and by using (34) shows that

Δ_ĝΓ_a(ĝ) = −ĝ^{bc}∂_b∂_cΓ_a(ĝ) + Γ^a(ĝ)∂_aΓ_a(ĝ) = −2ĝ^{bc}∂_a∂_b∂_c log f_ĝ + T_2(ĝ) = −2∂_a(ĝ^{bc}∂_b∂_c log f_ĝ) + 2(∂_aĝ^{bc})∂_b∂_c log f_ĝ + T_2(ĝ) = 2∂_a(Δ_ĝ log f_ĝ) − 2∂_a(Γ^b(ĝ)∂_b log f_ĝ) + (∂_aĝ^{bc})∂_bΓ_c(ĝ) + T_2(ĝ) = 2∂_a(Δ_ĝ log f_ĝ) − ∂_a(Γ^b(ĝ)Γ_b(ĝ)) + T_2(ĝ) = ∂_a ( − n − 2 2(n − 1)

R(ĝ) + T_1(ĝ) ) + T_2(ĝ) = 2 − n 2(n − 1)

∂_aR(ĝ) + T_2(ĝ). (44)

We denote by ^∇ the covariant derivative with respect to ĝ. By applying the formulas (40), (41) and (44) and we have that ^∇^c ^∇_cR(ĝ)_{ab} = −1 2 ^∇^c ^∇_c( ^∇^d ^∇_d ĝ_{ab} − (∂_aΓ(ĝ)_b + ∂_bΓ(ĝ)_a)) + T_3(ĝ) = − 1 2 Δ^2_ĝ ĝ_{ab} + 2 − n 2(n − 1)

∂_a∂_bR(ĝ) + T_3(ĝ) = − 1 2 Δ^2_ĝ ĝ_{ab} + T_3(ĝ).

Thus we have that B_{ab}(ĝ) = − 1 2 Δ^2_ĝ ĝ_{ab} + T_3(ĝ) (45)

and consequently the principal symbol satisfies σ(B_{ab}(ĝ))h = − 1 2 |ξ|^4_ĝh_{ab}. The claim regarding the Fefferman-Graham obstruction tensor O follows from the definition of the obstruction tensor

O_{ab}(ĝ) = 1 n − 3 Δ^{n/2−2} ĝ B_{ab}(ĝ) + T_{n−1}(ĝ)

and by using the equation 45. □

We record a formula from the proof for later reference. We have in conformal harmonic coordinates

Δ_ĝΓ_a(ĝ) = T_2(ĝ), (46)

which follows by combining (40) and (44). We note that this condition is similar to the condition Γ_a = 0 of harmonic coordinates.

We next calculate a formula for the Cotton tensor for a determinant normalized metric in conformal harmonic coordinates. We show that in this situation the Cotton tensor can be regarded as overdetermined elliptic operator. An overdetermined elliptic partial differential operator is a partial differential operator whose principal symbol is injective.

Proposition 3.6. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional Riemannian manifold, n ≥ 3. In conformal harmonic coordinates hold: C_{abc}(ĝ) = − 1 2(n − 2)

Δ_ĝ( ^∇_aĝ_{bc} − ^∇_bĝ_{ac}) + T_2(ĝ),

where ^∇ is the covariant derivative with respect to ĝ.

The Cotton tensor can be regarded as an overdetermined elliptic operator for the determinant normalized metric in conformal harmonic coordinates.

Proof. By Proposition 3.4 and by the equation (41) we have that

R(ĝ) = T_1(ĝ) R_{ab}(ĝ) = − 1 2 Δ_ĝ ĝ_{ab} + 1 2 (∂_aΓ_b(ĝ) + ∂_bΓ_a(ĝ)) + T_1(ĝ). (47)

We ease the notation for the rest of the proof by regarding all quantities depending on a Riemannian metric to be calculated with respect to ĝ without further notice. By using the definition of the Cotton tensor, see (25), and the equations (47) we have that (n − 2)C_{abc} = ∇_a(R_{bc} − 1 2(n − 1) R ĝ_{bc}) − ∇_b(R_{ac} − 1 2(n − 1) R ĝ_{ac}) = ∇_aR_{bc} − ∇_bR_{ac} + T_2(ĝ) (48) = − 1 2 ∇_a(Δ ĝ_{bc} − (∂_bΓ_c + ∂_cΓ_b)) + 1 2 ∇_b(Δ ĝ_{ac} − (∂_aΓ_c + ∂_cΓ_a)) + T_2(ĝ) = − 1 2 Δ(∇_a ĝ_{bc} − ∇_b ĝ_{ac}) + 1 2 ∂_c(∂_aΓ_b − ∂_bΓ_a) + T_2(ĝ). (49) We next use the coordinate condition of conformal harmonic coordinates (17) Γ_a = 2∂_a log(f_ĝ) for the conformal metric ĝ to conclude be commuting partial derivatives that ∂_aΓ_b − ∂_bΓ_a = 0.

Thus the equation 48 reads (n − 2)C_{abc} = − 1 2 Δ(∇_aĝ_{bc} − ∇_bĝ_{ac}) + T_2(ĝ). (50) To show that the Cotton tensor is an elliptic operator for the determinant normalized metric in conformal harmonic coordinates, we continue to manipulate the formula (50) for the Cotton tensor. We write the leading order part of (50) by adding a vanishing term log |ĝ| = 0 as − 1 2 Δ ( ∇_aĝ_{bc} − 1 n ∇_a(log |ĝ|)ĝ_{bc} − ∇_bĝ_{ac} ) . (51) We show that the operator ĝ_{ab} → ∇_aĝ_{bc} − 1 n ∇_a(log |ĝ|)ĝ_{bc} − ∇_bĝ_{ac} (52) is a quasilinear overdetermined elliptic operator acting on ĝ. For this, we need to show that the principal symbol h_{ab} → ξ_ah_{bc} − 1 n ξ_ahĝ_{bc} − ξ_bh_{ac} (53) of the linearization of the operator (52) is injective. Here h_{ab} is a symmetric matrix and ξ ∈ R^n \ {0}. We have also denoted h = ĝ^{ab}h_{ab} and used ∇_a(log|ĝ|) = ĝ^{bc}∇_aĝ_{bc}. To show the injectivity, we set the symbol in (53) to zero: ξ_ah_{bc} − 1 n ξ_ahĝ_{bc} = ξ_bh_{ac}. (54)

Contracting the equation (54) with ĝ^{bc} and ξ^a and ĝ^{ac}ξ^b sequentially yield the equations 0 = h(ξ)_a, a = 1, . . . , n |ξ|^2(h_{bc} − 1 n hĝ_{bc}) = ξ_bh(ξ)_c, b, c = 1, . . . , n h(ξ, ξ) − 1 n |ξ|^2h = |ξ|^2h. Here we have denoted h(ξ)_a = h_{ab}ξ^b, h(ξ, ξ) = h_{ab}ξ^aξ^b and ξ^a = ĝ^{ab}ξ_b. Together the first and the last of these equation shows that h = 0. By substituting h = 0 to the middle equation and by using the first equation again yields h_{ab} = 0, a, b = 1, . . . , n. Thus the principal symbol is injective, and we can regard the Cotton tensor as an overdetermined elliptic for the determinant normalized metric in conformal harmonic coordinates. □

In the proof of Proposition 3.6 above, we added the term^1_n ∇_a(log |ĝ|)ĝ_{bc} in (51) in a seemingly arbitrary way. One way to interpret this step is by considering an example where the Cotton tensor satisfies an equation C(ĝ) = 0 in conformal harmonic coordinates. In this case ĝ is a symmetric positive definite matrix field, which satisfies the overdetermined system

0 = C_{abc}(ĝ) = − 1 2 Δ_ĝ( ^∇_aĝ_{bc} − ^∇_bĝ_{ac}) + T_2(ĝ)

0 = Δ_ĝ ^∇_a log(ĝ) = ĝ^{bc}Δ_ĝ ^∇_aĝ_{bc} + T_2(ĝ).

This system for ĝ can be seen to be overdetermined elliptic by calculations similar to those done in the proof of Proposition 3.6.

We will next prove regularity results for conformal curvature tensors. We have shown that Bach, Fefferman-Graham obstruction and Cotton tensors are elliptic in conformal harmonic coordinates for the determinant normalized metric. As discussed before in this section, the situation for the Weyl tensor is more complicated. To prove a regularity result for the Weyl tensor, we recall the formula B_{ab} = ∇^c∇^dW_{acbc} + 1 2 R^{cd}W_{acbd}. This formula together with Proposition 3.5 imply that the principal symbol of the Weyl tensor is injective for a determinant normalized metric in conformal harmonic coordinates: If σ(W_{acbd}(ĝ))h = 0, then ξ^cξ^dσ(W_{acbd}(ĝ))h = σ(∇^c∇^dW_{acbd}(ĝ))h = σ(B_{ab}(ĝ))h = 0 and thus h_{ab} = 0. Therefore, we are able to consider the Weyl tensor as an overdetermined elliptic operator.

Theorem 3.7. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional Riemannian manifold without boundary, and let g ∈ C^r, in some system of local coordinates.

(a) If n ≥ 4, r > 2, and if W^d_{abc} is in C^s, C^∞ or C^ω, for some s > r − 2, s /∈ Z, in conformal harmonic coordinates, then |g|^{−1/n}g_{ab} is in C^{s+2}, C^∞ or C^ω respectively in these coordinates.

(b) If n = 3, r > 2, and if C_{abc} is in C^s, C^∞ or C^ω, for some s > r − 3, s /∈ Z, in conformal harmonic coordinates, then |g|^{−1/n}g_{ab} is in C^{s+3}, C^∞ or C^ω respectively in these coordinates.

(c) If n ≥ 4 is even, r > n − 1, and if |g|^{n−2}2n O_{ab} is in C^s, C^∞ or C^ω, for some s > r − n, s /∈ Z, in conformal harmonic coordinates, then |g|^{−1/n}g_{ab} is in C^{s+n}, C^∞ or C^ω respectively in these coordinates. Here O = O_{(n)}.

Especially, in the situations above, if a tensor W , C or O vanishes, then |g|^{−1/n}g is real analytic C^ω in conformal harmonic coordinates.

Proof. We argue in conformal harmonic coordinates. We have that g is in C^r in these coordinates. By using the conformal invariance of conformal curvature tensors, we have that W^d_{abc} (ĝ), C_{abc}(ĝ) and O_{ab}(ĝ) are in C^s. These tensors can be considered as quasilinear elliptic operators for the determinant normalized metric by Propositions 3.5 and 3.6. The ellipticity of Weyl tensor was discussed above. The claims of the theorem follow then by applying elliptic regularity results for linear elliptic systems together with a bootstrap argument. Details for the proof for the cases where s ∈ R can be found from the proof of [LS15, Theorem 1.2]. If the determinant normalized metric ĝ_{ab} = |g|^{−1/n}g_{ab} has enough regularity initially, the claims also follow from [Be08, Theorem 41]. By first proving that ĝ_{ab} ∈ C^k, where k ∈ N is large enough, the case s = ω follow from [Be08, Theorem 41]. See also [Mo66, Theorem 6.7.6 and 6.8.1] and [ADN64]. □

Boundary regularity results for conformal curvature tensors involve defining proper boundary conditions for higher order nonlinear elliptic systems. Discussing these boundary conditions is outside the scope of this work. We expect that natural boundary regularity results for conformal curvature tensors can be proven by using conformal harmonic coordinates. Our expectation is based on the facts that the conformal harmonic coordinates are constructed by solving well-behaved linear elliptic equations and that the conformal invariance is fixed by explicit normalization of the determinant of the metric. We refer to [Gr08, Mo66] for discussions regarding boundary conditions for higher order elliptic systems. We also mention that boundary regularity for the Ricci tensor in harmonic coordinates has been studied before, see e.g. [AKKLT04].

Next we give a couple of applications of the real analytic regularity results in Theorem 3.7. The first result says that if on a Bach or obstruction flat manifold a point has a neighborhood conformal to the Euclidean space, then the same property holds for all points of the manifold. Recall that if the Weyl tensor vanishes on a neighborhood of a point in dimension ≥ 4, there exists isothermal coordinates on neighborhood of the point, where g_{ab} = c(x)δ_{ab}.

Theorem 3.8. Let (M, g) be an obstruction flat, O_{(n)} ≡ 0, connected Riemannian manifold without boundary of even dimension n ≥ 4 with g ∈ C^r, r > n − 1. Assume that W (g) = 0 on an open set of M. Then (M, g) is locally conformally flat i.e. W (g) ≡ 0 on M.

Proof. Let B ⊂ M be the largest open set where W = 0. By assumption B ≠ ∅. Let p ∈ ∂B and let Z be conformal harmonic coordinates on a neighborhood Ω of p. Since the obstruction tensor O_{(n)}(g) vanishes in M, we have by Theorem 3.7 that

ĝ_{ab} ∈ C^ω(Ω). (55)

Since the Weyl tensor is conformally invariant, we have that

W (ĝ) = 0 on B ∩ Ω.

Since the Weyl tensor is a polynomial of the components of the metric, its inverse and its derivatives up to second order, we also have by Equation 55 that W (ĝ) ∈ C^ω(Ω).

Thus W (ĝ) = 0 in Ω by real analyticity. Since W is conformally invariant, it follows that W (g) = 0 in Ω and thus Ω ⊂ B. Especially we have that p ∈ B, which shows that B is closed. We have proven that B is open, closed and nonempty, and thus B = M since M is connected. □

The Cartan-Janet theorem [Ja26, Ca27] states that a real analytic Riemannian manifold can be locally isometrically embedded into R^{n(n+1)/2} . Since an obstruction flat metric is real analytic up to a conformal factor, it is more natural to consider local conformal embeddings into a Euclidean space. In this case the dimension of the Euclidean space can also be lowered by one:

Theorem 3.9. An obstruction flat Riemannian manifold (M, g), O_{(n)} ≡ 0, of even dimension ≥ 4 with g ∈ C^r, r > n − 1, can be locally embedded in R^N , N = n(n + 1)/2 − 1, by a conformal mapping.

Proof. Let p ∈ M and let Z be conformal harmonic coordinates on a neighborhood Ω of p. Since (M, g) is obstruction flat, we have that ĝ ∈ C^ω by Theorem 3.7. By the Cartan-Janet theorem for conformal embeddings [JM73, Theorem 2] there exists a mapping I : (B, ĝ) → R^N , where B is an open subset Z(Ω) ⊂ R^n , such that I^∗e = c ĝ where c is a positive function and N = n(n + 1)/2 − 1. Here e is the Euclidean metric. Then I ∘ Z is a local conformal embedding of (M, g) to (R^N , e) with c := (c |g|^{−1/n})|_Z as the conformal factor: (I ∘ Z)^∗e = Z^∗I^∗e = Z^∗(c ĝ) = (c |g|^{−1/n})|_Z g = c g. □ 4. Conformal wave coordinates in Lorentzian geometry

In this final section we briefly discuss conformal wave coordinates on Lorentzian manifolds. We define these coordinates in analogy to the conformal harmonic coordinates in the Riemannian setting. We assume for simplicity that the manifolds and the Lorentzian metrics considered in this section are C^∞ smooth. We also assume that the considered manifolds have no boundary and the dimensions of the manifolds are at least 3. We keep the exposition short and refer to [Ri09] for standard definitions in Lorentzian geometry.

The conformal Laplacian has a direct analogue on a Lorentzian manifold called the conformal wave operator

L_g = □_g + n − 2 4(n − 1) R(g), where □_gu = ∇^a∇_au = −|g|^{−1/2}∂_a ( |g|^{1/2}g^{ab}∂_bu ) and |g| = − det(g). The conformal wave operator has the same conformal invariance properties as its Riemannian counterpart, see e.g. [CG18].

Definition 4.1. (Conformal wave coordinates) Let (M, g) be a Lorentzian manifold of dimension n ≥ 3. Local coordinates (Z^1, . . . , Z^n) on an open set Ω are called conformal wave coordinates if the components functions Z^k, k = 1, . . . , n, are functions on Ω of the form

Z^k = f^k f , (56)

where f^k and f > 0 satisfy L_gf^k = L_gf = 0.

We prove the existence of conformal wave coordinates.

Proposition 4.2. Let (M, g) be Lorentzian manifold, dim(M) = n ≥ 3. Let p ∈ M. There exists a C^∞ smooth local coordinate system Z = (Z^1, . . . , Z^n) on a neighborhood of p whose coordinate functions Z^k, k = 1, . . . , n, are of the form

Z^k = f^k f , (57)

L_gf^k = L_gf = 0, f > 0.

Proof. In the Lorentzian setting finding solutions f^k and f such that Z = (f^1/f, . . . , f^n/f) is a coordinate chart is more straightforward than in the Riemannian setting. This is because the conformal wave operator is hyperbolic and we may thus prescribe Cauchy data of solutions of the conformal wave operator on a spacelike Cauchy hypersurface.

Let p ∈ M. We first recall that all Lorentzian manifolds can be regarded locally as globally hyperbolic manifolds [Mi19, Theorem 2.7]. Thus there is a neighborhood Ω of p with coordinates (t, x^′) and a local C^∞ smooth spacelike Cauchy surface S = {t = 0} ⊂ Ω such that we may find a C^∞ smooth solution u to the equation

L_gu(t, x^′) = 0, (t, x^′) ∈ Ω (58) u(0, x^′) = u_0(x^′) and ∂_tu(0, x^′) = u_1(x^′), x^′ ∈ S (59)

where u_0 and u_1 are any C^∞ smooth functions defined on S = {t = 0}, see e.g. [BGP07, Theorem 3.2.11]. Let us construct the functions f^k and f as follows. We let f^1 solve (58) with f_1(0, x^′) ≡ 0 and ∂_tf^1(0, x^′) ≡ 1. Denote x^′ = (x^′_2, . . . , x^′_n). We let f^k, k = 2, . . . , n, solve (58) with f^k(0, x^′) = x^′_k and ∂_tf^k(0, x^′) ≡ 0 and we let f solve (58) with f^k(0, x^′) ≡ 1 and ∂_tf^1(0, x^′) ≡ 0. Then we have DZ|_S = I_{n×n} by the calculation in (5). Thus Z is invertible on a neighborhood of (t, x^′) = (0, 0) by the inverse function theorem. □

The behavior of conformal wave coordinates under conformal scalings and mappings is the same as for conformal harmonic coordinates. Especially statements of Propositions 2.4 and 2.5 converted for conformal wave coordinates remain true. We also have

Γ(g)_a = 2∂_a log f,

where L_gf = 0 in conformal wave coordinates. In analogy to Corollary 2.7, conformal wave coordinates for a Lorentzian metric g are conformal wave coordinates for any conformal metric cg. We have the same formulas for curvature tensors in conformal wave coordinates for the determinant normalized metric ĝ:

R(ĝ) = T_1(ĝ) O(ĝ)_{ab} = − 1 2(n − 3)

□^{n/2}_ĝ ĝ + T_{n−1}(ĝ) if n ≥ 4 C(ĝ)_{abc} = − 1 2 □_ĝ( ^∇_aĝ_{bc} − ^∇_bĝ_{ac}) + T_2(ĝ) if n ≥ 3,

where a, b, c = 1, . . . , n. The equation

Δ_ĝΓ_a(ĝ) = T_2(ĝ)

is also satisfied in conformal wave coordinates. See Section 3.2 for the formulas.

A major difference of the Lorentzian setting to the Riemannian case is that the smoothness of conformal wave coordinates can vary. Not all conformal wave coordinates are C^∞ smooth even if g is C^∞ smooth. This has consequences. To give an example, the argument we used to prove a regularity result for conformal mappings in the Riemannian setting fails in the Lorentzian setting; Using a conformal mapping to pull back smooth conformal wave coordinates does not produce conformal wave coordinates that are automatically smooth. We mention that regularity of conformal mappings in the Lorentzian setting was proven by Hawking [HKM76].

We finish with a unique continuation result of conformal mappings in Lorentzian spacetimes. We defined in Section 3.1 before Theorem 3.3 what it means that two mappings on a manifold agree to second order on a subset of the manifold. We refer to [Ri09] on the standard definitions appearing in the result and in its proof.

Theorem 4.3. Let (M, g) be a connected, oriented, time oriented, globally hyperbolic Lorentz manifold without boundary of dimension n ≥ 3, and let (N, h) be an n-dimensional Lorentz manifold without boundary. Let S be a C^∞ smooth spacelike Cauchy hypersurface in M. Let Ω be a subset of S.

Assume that F_1 and F_2 are two C^∞ smooth locally diffeomorphic conformal mappings M → N, F^∗_1 h = c_1g and F^∗_2 h = c_2g. Assume also that F_1 and F_2 agree to second order on Ω. Then, for p ∈ D^+(Ω) ∪ D^−(Ω) holds

F_1(p) = F_2(p).

Here D^+(Ω) and D^−(Ω) are the future and past Cauchy developments of Ω. Especially if Ω = S, then F_1 = F_2 in M.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 3.3. However, the simple topological argument used there to show that the set where the claim holds is open and closed, and thus the whole manifold, is replaced here by an argument that uses that M is globally hyperbolic. For the latter, we argue similarly as in the proof of [Ri09, Corollary 12.12]. We show that F_1 = F_2 on D^+(Ω). The proof for D^−(Ω) follows from an analogous argument.

It is sufficient to proof that F_1 = F_2 holds in the interior of D^+(Ω). This is because D(Ω)^+ \ Ω ⊂ Int(D(Ω)^+) by [Ri09, Proof of Corollary 12.12]. Thus, if F_1 = F_2 on Int(D^+(Ω)), then by the continuity of F_1 and F_2, it follows that F_1 = F_2 on D(Ω)^+ \ Ω. By assumption F_1|_Ω = F_2|_Ω.

Let P ∈ Int(D^+(Ω)). Then, by [On83, Lemma 40, p. 423], the set

K := J^−(P ) ∩ D^+(Ω)

is compact. Let t be a temporal function such that all its level sets are spacelike Cauchy hypersurfaces and t^{−1}(0) = S, see [Ri09, Theorem 11.27]. Given an interval I ⊂ R and t_0 ∈ R, we set

R_I = t^{−1}(I) ∩ K, S_{t0} = t^{−1}(t_0) and R_{t0} = S_{t0} ∩ K.

Define T = t(P ) > 0. We will prove that the set I_B of s ∈ [0, T ), such that F_1 and F_2 agree to second order on R_{[0,s]}, is the set [0, T ). Let t_0 ∈ [0, T ) and assume that F_1 = F_2 agree to second order on R_{t0} . Let q ∈ R_{t0} and let Z be conformal wave coordinates on a neighborhood Ω_N of F_1(q) = F_2(q). Let Ω_M = F^{−1}_1 (Ω_N ) ∩ F^{−1}_2 (Ω_N ). We choose an open neighborhood U_q of q contained in Ω_M , q ∈ U_q ⊂ Ω_M , such that if z ∈ U_q, which lies to the future of S_{t0} , there are geodesic normal coordinates on V centered at z such that J^−(z)∩J^+(S_{t0} ) is compact and contained in V . Such an open set U_q can be found by modifying the argument used to prove of [Ri09, Lemma 12.7] to apply for the Lorentz manifold Ω_M . (The proof of [Ri09, Lemma 12.7] only uses that a causal curve can intersect a Cauchy hypersurface only once. Causal curves in Ω_M can intersect S_{t0} only once.) The reason U_q is chosen this way, is that we will apply [Ri09, Lemma 12.10] later.

Since R_{t0} is compact, we find a finite open covering {U_{qr} }^L_{r=1} of R_{t0} with the following properties: For each r ∈ {1, . . . , L}, we have that there are q_r ∈ R_{t0} , an open neighborhood U_{qr} of q_r and conformal wave coordinates on a neighborhood Ω_{N,r} ⊂ N of the point F_1(q_r) = F_2(q_r) such that q_r ∈ U_{qr} ⊂ F^{−1}_1 (Ω_{N,r}) ∩ F^{−1}_2 (Ω_{N,r}). Let us denote U = ∪^L_{r=1}U_{qr} . We have that there is ε > 0 such that R_{[t0,t0+ε]} ⊂ U, see [Ri09, Proof of Corollary 12.12], if R_{t0} ⊂ U and R_{t0} non-empty.

Let z ∈ R_s for some s ∈ [t_0, t_0 +ε]. By the construction of U, we have that z ∈ U_{qr} for some r ∈ {1, . . . , L}. Let Z be the conformal wave coordinates on Ω_{N,r} as described above. Thus Z = (Z^1, . . . , Z^n) = (f^1/f, . . . , f^n/f) and we have on U_{qr} that F^∗_j ( f^k f ) = F^∗_j f^k F^∗_j f = c^{(n−2)/4} j F^∗_j f^k c^{(n−2)/4} j F^∗_j f . As in the proof of Theorem 3.3, we have on U_{qr} that L_g ( c^{(n−2)/4} j F^∗_j f^k ) = L_g ( c^{(n−2)/4} j F^∗_j f) = 0, for j = 1, 2 and k = 1, . . . , n. Since F_1 and F_2 agree to second order on R_{t0} , we have that c_1|_{Rt0} = c_2|_{Rt0} and ∇c_1|_{Rt0} = ∇c_2|_{Rt0} , since c_j = g^{−1}F^∗_j h for j = 1, 2. It follows that the values and gradients of the functions c^{(n−2)/4}_1 F^∗_1 f^k and c^{(n−2)/4}_2 F^∗_2 f^k agree on R_{t0} . Note that J^−(z) ∩ S_{t0} ⊂ R_{t0} : Let w ∈ J^−(z) ∩ S_{t0} . Since w ∈ J^−(z) and z ∈ D^+(Ω), we have that w ∈ D^+(Ω). Since w ∈ J^−(z) and z ∈ J^−(P ), we have that w ∈ J^−(P ). Thus w ∈ S_{t0} ∩ J^−(P ) ∩ D^+(Ω) = R_{t0} .

By the above and by [Ri09, Lemma 12.10] we have that c^{(n−2)/4} 1 F^∗_1 f^k = c^{(n−2)/4}_2 F^∗_2 f^k on J^−(z) ∩ J^+(S_{t0} ).

We have similarly c^{(n−2)/4}_1 F^∗_1 f = c^{(n−2)/4}_2 F^∗_2 f on J^−(z) ∩ J^+(S_{t0} ). By denoting W_j = F^∗_j Z, j = 1, 2, we have that F_1 = Z^{−1} ∘ W_1 = Z^{−1} ∘ W_2 = F_2 on J^−(z) ∩ J^+(S_{t0} ). Thus F_1 and F_2 agree to second order at z. Since s ∈ [t_0, t_0 + ε] and z ∈ R_s were arbitrary, we have that F_1 and F_2 agree to second order on R_{[t0,t0+ε]}.

The set I_B of s ∈ [0, T ) such that F_1 and F_2 agree to second order on R_{[0,s]} is non-empty by assumption, closed by C^2 smoothness of F_1 and F_2 and open by the argument above. Thus I_B = [0, T ) and we have that F_1(P ) = F_2(P ).

Thus F_1 = F_2 on D^+(Ω). If Ω = S, then D(Ω) = M. □

Appendix A. List of formulas in Riemannian geometry We list formulas in Riemannian geometry. The Christoffel symbols are given by Γ^c_{ab} = 1 2 g^{cd}(∂_ag_{bd} + ∂_bg_{ad} − ∂_dg_{ab}). Contracted Christoffel symbols are defined as Γ^a = g^{bc}Γ^a_{bc}, Γ_a = g_{ab}Γ^b.

Noting the identity g^{bc}∂_ag_{bc} = ∂_a(log|g|), we see that

Γ^a = −∂_bg^{ab} − 1 2 g^{ab}∂_b(log|g|), Γ_a = g^{bc}∂_bg_{ac} − 1 2 ∂_a(log|g|). (60) This also implies that Γ^b_a = 1 2 ∂_a(log|g|). (61)

The Ricci tensor, R_{bc} = R^a_{abc} , where R^d_{abc} is the Riemann curvature tensor, is given by

R_{ab} = ∂_cΓ^c_{ab} − ∂_aΓ^c_b + Γ^c_{ab}Γ^d_c − Γ^d_{cb}Γ^c_{ad}

= ∂_cΓ^c_{ab} − 1 2 ∂_{ab}(log|g|) − Γ^d_{cb}Γ^c_{ad} + 1 2 Γ^c_{ab}∂_c(log|g|). (62)

The latter equality follows from (61). The Ricci curvature can also be written as R_{ab} = − 1 2 Δg_{ab} + 1 2 (∂_aΓ_b + ∂_bΓ_a) + lower order terms. (63)

See e.g. [DK81, Lemma 4.1].

The conformal Laplacian transforms under a conformal scaling of the metric g by a positive function c as L_{cg}u = c^{− n+24} L_g(c^{n−24} u). (64) By defining p = 2n n − 2 , then the conformal invariance can also be written as L_cp−2_g(c^{−1}u) = c^{1−p}L_gu. (65) The scalar curvature transforms under a conformal scaling by c as R(c^{p−2}g) = c^{1−p} ( 4 n − 1 n − 2 Δ_gc + R(g)c ) = 4 n − 1 n − 2 c^{1−p}L_gc = 0. (66)

Appendix B. Construction of local solutions for the conformal Laplace equation We construct local solutions to L_gu = 0 with some prescribed properties at a given point. The first part of the lemma below can also be found from [BJS64, p. 228, Theorem 1]. The proofs of both parts of the lemma are based on the fact that the maximum principle holds for L_g in small enough domains and on a relatively standard scaling argument. Lemma B.1. Let Ω ⊂ R^n be a neighborhood of the origin.

(1) Let g ∈ C^r(Ω), r > 2, be a Riemannian metric on Ω ⊂ R^n . Let σ ∈ R^n . Then there exists ε > 0 and a function f^σ ∈ C^r(B(0, ε)) that solves L_gf^σ = 0 on B(0, ε), with df^σ(0) = σ and f^σ(0) = 0.

Also, there is a function f ∈ C^r(B(0, ε)) such that L_gf = 0 and f > 0 on B(0, ε) with f(0) = 1.

(2) Let g ∈ C^r, r > 2, be a Riemannian metric on the set Ω ∩ {x ∈ R^n : x^n ≥ 0}. Let D = B(0, 1) ∩ {x ∈ R^n : x^n ≥ 0} ⊂ R^n and Γ = D ∩ {x ∈ R^n : x^n = 0}, and set D_ε = {εx : x ∈ D} and Γ_ε = D_ε ∩ {x ∈ R^n : x^n = 0}. There exists ε > 0 and a function f^n ∈ C^r(D_ε) that solves L_gf^n = 0, in D_ε,

f^n = 0, on Γ_ε, with df^n(0) = dx^n.

Also, there is a function f ∈ C^r(D_ε) such that L_gf = 0 and f > 0 on D_ε and f = 1 on Γ_ε.

Proof. (1) The conformal Laplace equation for a function u ∈ C^2 reads − 1 |g|^{1/2} ∂_a ( |g|^{1/2}g^{ab}∂_bu ) + R(g)u = 0, (67)

where R(g) is a polynomial of the components of g and g^{−1} and derivatives of the components of g up to order 2. Since r > 2, the equation 67 is an elliptic equation for u whose coefficients are in the Hölder class C^{r−2} with r − 2 > 0.

We first find a function f that satisfies L_gf = 0, with f(0) = 1 on a neighborhood Ω ⊂ R^n of the origin. Such a function f can be found by first considering a small enough neighborhood of the origin so that the maximum principle holds for L_g, see e.g. [BNV94, Proposition 1.1]. After that one may apply the Fredholm alternative, see e.g. [GT01, Theorem 6.15], to solve a Dirichlet problem with a positive boundary value. By scaling one may fix f(0) = 1. (Alternatively, see [BJS64, p.228, Thm. 1] for the existence.) The solution f is C^r regular. Let δ > 0 so that f > 0 on B(0, δ) ⊂ Ω. We scale the metric as g̃ = f^{p−2}g ∈ C^r. Then we have that L_{g̃} = Δ_{g̃} since R(g̃) = 0 by the equation R(g̃) = f^{1−p} ( 4 n − 1 n − 2 Δ_gf + R(g)f ) = 4 n − 1 (n − 2) f^{1−p}L_gf = 0. Let k ∈ {1, . . . , n} and let x^k be the corresponding coordinate function.

Since the operator L_{g̃}, which is defined for functions on B(0, δ), has no zeroth order term, the Dirichlet problem for L_{g̃} on any B(0, ε) is uniquely solvable for any C^1 boundary value function for any ε ∈ (0, δ]. We refer to [GT01, Theorem 8.9] for this standard result. For ε ∈ (0, δ], we solve the Dirichlet problem L_{g̃}u_ε = 0, on B(0, ε), (68) u_ε = x^k on ∂B(0, ε).

Define a family of functions ũ_ε, ε ∈ (0, δ] on the domain B(0, 1) by

ũ_ε(x) = 1 ε u_ε(εx). We have that ũ_ε solves the equation

−g̃^{jk}(εx)∂_{jk}ũ_ε(x) + εΓ̃^l(εx)∂_lũ_ε(x) (69) = − ε^2 ε (g̃^{jk}∂_j ∂_ku_ε)(εx) + ε^2 ε (Γ̃^l∂_lu_ε)(εx) = ε(Δ_{g̃}u_ε)(εx) = 0 on the fixed domain B(0, 1). Here Γ̃^l = g̃^{ab}Γ̃^l_{ab}, where Γ̃^l_{ab} are the Christoffel symbols with respect to the scaled metric g̃ ∈ C^r.

Define a family L^ε, ε ∈ (0, δ], of operators acting on functions on B(0, 1) by L^εv := −g̃^{jk}(εx)∂_{jk}v(x) + εΓ̃^l(εx)∂_lv. Let us also write ũ_ε(x) = x^k + w_ε(x).

If x ∈ ∂B(0, 1), we have that ũ_ε(x) = u_ε(εx)/ε = (εx)^k/ε = x^k. Using this and the equation 69 we have that w_ε solves L^εw_ε(x) = −L^εx^k = −εΓ̃^k(εx), x ∈ B(0, 1) w_ε(x) = 0, x ∈ ∂B(0, 1). Let us denote r_ε(x) = −εΓ̃^k(εx) Since the operator L^ε has no zeroth order term we have by [GT01, Theorem 8.16] (by taking λ = 1, ν^2 = ε ∑ l|Γ̃^l|^2_∞, g = r_ε) that sup B(0,1) |w_ε| ≤ sup_{∂B(0,1)}|w_ε| + C_1‖r_ε‖_C0_{(B(0,1))} = C_1‖r_ε‖_C0_{(B(0,1))}.

Elliptic estimates [GT01, Theorem 8.33] give for α ∈ (0, 1) that ‖w_ε‖_C1,α_{(B(0,1))} ≤ C_2(‖w_ε‖_C0_{(B(0,1))} + ‖r_ε‖_C0_{(B(0,1))}).

The constants C_1 and C_2 are independent of ε. Consequently we have that ‖w_ε‖_C1,α_{(B(0,1))} ≤ C_2(C_1 + 1)‖r_ε‖_C0_{(B(0,1))} ≤ C_3ε, (70) where C_3 is independent of ε.

We have du_ε(x) = d(εũ_ε(x/ε)) = (dũ_ε)(x/ε) Combining this with (70), and since dx^k is constant, we have the estimate ‖dx^k − du_ε‖_Cα_{(B(0,ε))} = ‖dx^k − dũ_ε‖_Cα_{(B(0,1))} < C_3ε. (71) By adding a constant to u_ε, we may redefine u_ε so that u_ε(0) = 0 while still having L_{g̃}u_ε = 0 and the estimate (71).

Let us define f^k_ε := fu_ε.

Then we have on B(0, ε) that 0 = L_{g̃}u_ε = f^{1−p}L_g(fu_ε) = f^{1−p}L_gf^k_ε and df^k_ε (0) = df(0)u_ε(0) + f(0)du_ε(0) = du_ε(0) = dx^k + O_Cα (ε).

We also have f^k_ε (0) = 0. Since k and ε were arbitrary it follows that on a small enough ball B(0, ε), ε > 0, we may approximate any coordinate function x^k by a solution to the equation L_gf^k = 0 to a small error in C^1(B(0, ε)). Let σ ∈ R^n . It follows by the linearity of L_g that we may find a small neighborhood of the origin so that L_gf^σ = 0, with f^σ(0) = 0, df^σ(0) = σ. (72)

We have proven the first part of the lemma.

(2) The proof of the second part of the lemma is almost identical to the proof of the first part. We only point out the differences.

Let D = B(1, 0) ∩ {x ∈ R^n : x^n ≥ 0} ⊂ R^n . It will be convenient to work with C^{1,α} smooth domains. For this, let D^′ ⊂ D be a convex C^{1,α} smooth closed domain, α ∈ (0, 1), such that D^′ contains the half-ball B(γ, 0) ∩ {x ∈ R^n : x^n ≥ 0}, for some γ > 0. (Consider D^′ to be D with suitably rounded edges.) Let us denote D^′_ε = {εx : x ∈ D^′} ⊂ R^n and Γ^′_ε := D^′_ε ∩ {x^n = 0} for ε > 0 small.

There is γ > δ > 0 such that there exists a positive function f that solves

L_gf = 0 on D^′_δ

f = 1 on Γ^′_δ

The existence of f follows from the fact that the maximum principle holds for L_g on small enough domains [BNV94, Proposition 1.1] and by the Fredholm alternative [GT01, Theorem 6.15]. Define g̃ = f^{p−2}g. Since L_{g̃} has no zeroth order term on D_δ , the family of Dirichlet problems

L_{g̃}u_ε = 0, on D^′_ε, (73)

u_ε = x^n on ∂D^′_ε.

has a unique solution for ε ∈ (0, δ]. The scaling argument of part (1) can be used also here since D^′ is convex and thus star-shaped with respect to origin. The scaling argument together with [GT01, Theorem 8.33] (here we use that D^′_ε is C^{1,α}) shows that ‖dx^n − du_ε‖_{Cα(D}′_{ε)} < Cε. The functions

f^n_ε := fu_ε

parameterized by ε defined on D^′_ε satisfy

L_gf^n_ε = 0 and f^n_ε |_Γ′_ε = 0.

Since f^n_ε is zero on the part Γ^′_ε of the boundary of D^′_ε, we have that df^n_ε (0) = ∑ a(∂_af^n_ε (0))dx^a = (∂_nf^n_ε (0))dx^n (no summation over n here). It follows that

df^n_ε (0) = (∂_nf^n_ε (0))dx^n = (f(0)∂_nu_ε(0) + u_ε(0)∂_nf(0))dx^n = ∂_nu_ε(0)dx^n = (1 + O_Cα (ε))dx^n.

Thus for ε small enough we have by scaling by a constant that there is a function such that L_gf^n = 0 on D^′_ε, with f^n = 0 on Γ^′_ε, and which satisfies df^n(0) = dx^n. □ Since B(γ, 0) ∩ {x ∈ R^n : x^n ≥ 0} ⊂ D^′ and because D^′ is convex, we have that D_{γε} = B(εγ, 0) ∩ {x ∈ R^n : x^n ≥ 0} ⊂ D^′_ε. Redefining ε as γε proves the claim.

References

[AV12] A.G. Ache, J. Viaclovsky, Obstruction-flat asymptotically locally Euclidean metrics, Geom. Funct. Anal. 22 (2012), no. 4, 832–877.

[ADN64] S. Agmon, A. Douglis and L. Nirenberg, Estimates near the boundary for solutions of elliptic partial differential equations satisfying general boundary conditions II. Communications on pure and applied mathematics 17.1 (1964): 35-92.

[An03] M.T. Anderson, Boundary regularity, uniqueness and non-uniqueness for AH Einstein metrics on 4-manifolds, Adv. Math. 179 (2003), no. 2, 205–249.

[AKKLT04] M. Anderson, A. Katsuda, Y. Kurylev, M. Lassas and M. Taylor, Boundary regularity for the Ricci equation, geometric convergence, and Gel’fand’s inverse boundary problem, Inventiones mathematicae 158.2 (2004): 261-321.

[AH08] M. T. Anderson and M. Herzlich, Unique continuation results for Ricci curvature and applications, Journal of Geometry and Physics 58.2 (2008): 179-207.

[Ba21] R. Bach, Zur Weylschen Relativitätstheorie und der Weylschen Erweiterung des Krümmungstensorbegriffs, Math. Z. 9 (1921), no. 1-2, 110–135.

[BH11] E. Bahuaud, D. Helliwell, Short-time existence for some higher-order geometric flows, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 36 (2011), no. 12, 2189–2207.

[BNV94] H. Berestycki, L. Nirenberg and S. R. S. Varadhan, The principal eigenvalue and maximum principle for second-order elliptic operators in general domains, Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 47, No.1, (1994), 47–92.

[BJS64] L. Bers, J. Fritz and M. Schechter, Partial differential equations, Lectures in Applied Mathematics, Vol. III, Interscience Publishers John Wiley & Sons, Inc. New York-London-Sydney, 1964.

[Be08] A. Besse, Einstein manifolds, Classics in Mathematics, Springer-Verlag, 2008. [BGP07] C. Bär, N. Ginoux and F. Pfäffle. Wave equations on Lorentzian manifolds and quantization. Vol. 3. European Mathematical Society, 2007.

[CCL017] L. Capogna, G. Citti, E. Le Donne, A. Ottazzi, Conformality and Qharmonicity in sub-Riemannian manifolds, Journal de Mathématiques Pures et Appliquées (2017).

[Ca27] É, Cartan, Cartan, Élie. ”Sur la possibilité de plonger un espace riemannien donné dans un espace euclidien, Ann. Soc. Polon. Math. 6 (1927).

[Ch09] Y. Choquet-Bruhat, General relativity and the Einstein equations. Oxford University Press, 2009.

[CK04] B. Chow, D. Knopf, The Ricci flow: an introduction. AMS, 2004. [CG18] S. N. Curry and R. Gover, An Introduction to Conformal Geometry and Tractor Calculus, with a view to Applications in General Relativity in Asymptotic analysis in general relativity, eds. T. Daudé, D. Häfner, and J-P Nicolas, Vol. 443. Cambridge University Press, 2018.

[De83] A. Derdziński, Self-dual Kähler manifolds and Einstein manifolds of dimension four, Compositio Math. 49 (1983), 405–433.

[DK81] D. DeTurck, J. Kazhdan, Some regularity theorems in Riemannian geometry, Annales ENS 14 (1981), 249–260.

[Du96] J. J. Duistermaat, et al. Fourier integral operators. Vol. 2. Boston: Birkhäuser, 1996.

[Ei16] A. Einstein, Näherungsweise Integration der Feldgleichungen der Gravitation, S.-B. Preuss. Akad. Wiss. (1916), 688–696.

[FG84] C. Fefferman, R. Graham, Conformal invariants, The Mathematical Heritage of Élie Cartan, Astérisque (1984), Numero Hors Serie, 95–116.

[FG12] C. Fefferman, R. Graham, The ambient metric. Annals of Mathematics Studies 178, Princeton University Press, 2012.

[GT01] D. Gilbarg and N. S. Trudinger, Elliptic Partial Differential Equations of Second Order, Springer (2001).

[GL91] C. R. Graham. J. M. Lee, Einstein metrics with prescribed conformal infinity on the ball, Adv. Math. 87 (1991), 186–225.

[GW88] R. Greene, H-H. Wu, Lipschitz convergence of Riemannian manifolds, Pacific journal of mathematics 131.1 (1988): 119-141.

[Gr08] G. Grubb, Distributions and operators. Vol. 252. Springer Science & Business Media, 2008.

[GV15] M. Gursky, J. Viaclovsky, Rigidity and stability of Einstein metrics for quadratic curvature functionals, Journal für die reine und angewandte Mathematik (Crelles Journal) 2015.700 (2015): 37-91.

[GV16] M. Gursky, J. Viaclovsky, Critical metrics on connected sums of Einstein fourmanifolds, Advances in Mathematics 292 (2016): 210-315.

[GS09] C. Guillarmou and A. Sá Barreto, Inverse problems for Einstein manifolds, Inverse Problems and Imaging, Vol. 3, (2009) 1–15.

[He08] D. Helliwell, Boundary regularity for conformally compact Einstein metrics in even dimensions, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 33 (2008), no. 4-6, 842–880.

[HKM76] S. W. Hawking, A. R. King, P. J. McCarthy, A new topology for curved space–time which incorporates the causal, differential, and conformal structures, Journal of mathematical physics 17.2 (1976): 174-181.

[Ho18] P. T. Ho, Bach flow, Journal of Geometry and Physics 133 (2018): 1-9. [Iw82] T. Iwaniec, Regularity theorems for solutions of partial differential equations for quasiconformal mappings in several dimensions. Dissertationes Math. (Rozprawy Mat.), 198, 1982.

[JM73] H. Jacobowitz, J. D. Moore and S. S. Chern, The Cartan—Janet Theorem for Conformal Embeddings, Indiana University Mathematics Journal 23.2 (1973): 187-203.

[Ja26] M. Janet, Sur la possibilité de plonger un espace riemannien donné dans un espace euclidien, Annales de la Société Polonaise de Mathématique T. 5 (1926).

[JK82] J. Jürgen, H. Karcher, Geometrische Methoden zur Gewinnung von a-priori- Schranken für harmonische Abbildungen Manuscripta Mathematica, 40, No. 1, (1982), 27–77.

[Jo84] J. Jürgen, Harmonic mappings between Riemannian manifolds. The Australian National University, Mathematical Sciences Institute, Centre for Mathematics & its Applications, 1984.

[LP87] J. M. Lee, T. Parker, The Yamabe problem, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. (N.S.), 17, No.1 (1987), 37–91.

[Le13] J. M. Lee, Introduction to Smooth Manifolds, Springer, New York, NY, 2013. [LF15] D. Lee and P. LeFloch, The Positive Mass Theorem for Manifolds with Distributional Curvature, Communications in Mathematical Physics”, Vol. 339”, No. 1, (2015), 99–120.

[Le76] J. Lelong-Ferrand, Geometrical interpretation of scalar curvature and regularity of conformal homeomorphisms, Differential Geometry and Relativity (M. Caheu and M. Flato, eds.), D. Reidel, Dordrecht, 1976, pp. 91–105.

[LLS18] M. Lassas, T. Liimatainen, M. Salo, The Poisson embedding approach to the Calderón problem, Mathematische Annalen (2018): 1-49.

[LLS16] M. Lassas, T. Liimatainen nad M. Salo, The Caldeón problem for the conformal Laplacian, To appear in Communications in Analysis and Geometry, arXiv:1612.07939, (2016) [JLS16] V. Julin, T. Liimatainen and M. Salo, p-harmonic coordinates for Hölder metrics and applications, Communications in Analysis and Geometry, 25, No. 2, (2017), 395–430.

[LS14] T. Liimatainen and M. Salo, n-harmonic coordinates and the regularity of conformal mappings, Mathematical Research Letters 21, No.2, (2014), 341– 361.

[LS15] T. Liimatainen and M. Salo, Local gauge conditions for ellipticity in conformal geometry, International Mathematics Research Notices, (2015).

[Ma11] J. Maldacena, Einstein gravity from conformal gravity, preprint arXiv:1105.5632 (2011).

[Ma12] P. D. Mannheim, Making the case for conformal gravity, Foundations of Physics 42.3 (2012): 388-420.

[MT17] V. Matveev, M. Troyanov, The Myers-Steenrod theorem for Finsler manifolds of low regularity, Proceedings of the American Mathematical Society 145.6 (2017): 2699-2712.

[Mi19] E. Minguzzi, Lorentzian causality theory, Living reviews in relativity 22.1 (2019): 3.

[MN57] C. B. Morrey Jr., L. Nirenberg, On the analyticity of the solutions of linear elliptic systems of partial differential equations, Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics, 10 (1957), 271–290.

[Mo66] C. B. Morrey, Jr., Multiple integrals in the calculus of variations. Springer Science & Business Media, 2009.

[On83] B. O’neill, Semi-Riemannian geometry with applications to relativity. Vol. 103. Academic press, 1983.

[Pa95] Y. Pan, Unique continuation of weakly conformal mappings between Riemannian manifolds, The Rocky Mountain Journal of Mathematics (1995): 1477- 1483.

[Pe87] S. Peters, Convergence of Riemannian manifolds, Compositio Mathematica 62.1 (1987): 3–16.

[Re78] Yu. G. Reshetnyak, Differential properties of quasiconformal mappings and conformal mappings of Riemannian spaces, (Russian) Sibirsk. Mat. Zh. 19 (1978), no. 5, 1166–1183, 1216. Translated in Siberian Math. J. 19 (1978), no. 5, 822–834 (1979).

[Ri09] H. Ringström, The Cauchy problem in general relativity. Vol. 6. European Mathematical Society, 2009.

[Sh82] S. Z. Shefel, Smoothness of a conformal map of Riemannian spaces, (Russian) Sibirsk. Matemat. Zh. 23 (1982), no. 1, 153–159. Translated in Siberian Math. J. 23 (1982), no. 1, 119–124.

[Ta11] M. E. Taylor, Partial Differential Equations I, Second ed. Springer-Verlag, (2011).

[Ta06] M.E. Taylor, Existence and regularity of isometries, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 358 (2006), 2414–2423.

[TV05] G. Tian, J. Viaclovsky, Bach-flat asymptotically locally Euclidean metrics, Invent. Math. 160 (2005), 357–415.

[Wa84] R. M. Wald, General Relativity, University of Chicago Press, 1984.

Department of Mathematics and Statistics, University of Helsinki E-mail address: matti.lassas@helsinki.fi

Department of Mathematics and Statistics, University of Jyväskylä, Department of Mathematics and Statistics, University of Helsinki E-mail address: tony.liimatainen@helsinki.fi