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NONCOMPACT HARMONIC MANIFOLDS
GERHARD KNIEPER AND NORBERT PEYERIMHOFF

ABSTRACT. The Lichnerowicz conjecture asserts that all harmonic
manifolds are either flat or locally symmetric spaces of rank 1. This
conjecture has been proved by Z.I. Szabé [Sz] for harmonic mani-
folds with compact universal cover. E. Damek and F. Ricci [DR]
provided examples showing that in the noncompact case the con-
jecture is wrong. However, such manifolds do not admit a compact
quotient. The classification of all noncompact harmonic spaces is
still a very difficult open problem.

In this paper we provide a survey on recent results on non-
compact simply connected harmonic manifolds, and we also prove
many new results, both for general noncompact harmonic mani-
folds and for noncompact harmonic manifolds with purely expo-
nential volume growth.
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1. INTRODUCTION

A complete Riemannian manifold X is called harmonic if the har-
monic functions satisfy the mean value property, that is, the average
on any sphere coincides with its value in the center. Equivalently, for
any p € X the volume density 0,(¢) = y/det g;;(¢) in normal coordi-
nates, centered at any point p € X, is a radial function. In particular,
if ¢ : [0,00) — X is a normal geodesic with ¢(0) = p, the function
f(t) := 0,(c(t)) is independent of c. It is easy to see that all rank 1
symmetric spaces and Euclidean spaces (model spaces) are harmonic.
In 1944, A. Lichnerowicz conjectured that conversely every complete
harmonic manifold is a model space. He confirmed the conjecture up
to dimension 4 [Lic]. It was not before the beginning of the 1990’s
that general results where obtained. In 1990 Z.1. Szabé [Sz|] proved the
Lichnerowicz conjecture for compact simply connected spaces. How-
ever, not much later, in 1992, E. Damek and F. Ricci [DR] showed
that in the noncompact case the conjecture is wrong. They provided
examples of homogeneous harmonic spaces which are not symmetric.
Nevertheless, in 1995 G. Besson, G. Courtois and S. Gallot [BCG] con-
firmed the conjecture for manifolds of negative curvature admitting a
compact quotient. The proof consisted in a combination of deep rigid-
ity results from hyperbolic dynamics and used besides [BCG| the work
of Y. Benoist, P. Foulon and F. Labourie [BFL] and P. Foulon and
F. Labourie [FT].

In 2002, A. Ranjan and H. Shah showed |RSh2] that noncompact,
simply connected harmonic manifolds of polynomial volume growth are
flat. Using a result by Y. Nikolayevski [Ni] showing that the density
function f is an exponential polynomial, subexponential volume growth
of noncompact simply connected harmonic manifolds implies flatness
as well. In 2006, J. Heber [He| proved that among the homogeneous
harmonic spaces only the model spaces and the Damek-Ricci spaces
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occur. Therefore, it remains to study nonhomogeneous harmonic man-
ifolds of exponential volume growth. In particular, these are spaces
without conjugate points and their horospheres have constant mean
curvature h > 0.

As has been recently observed by the first author [Kn3| the asymp-
totic nature of the volume growth has a crucial impact on the geometry
of the harmonic space. In particular, in [Kn3| it has been proved that
purely exponential volume growth, geometric rank 1, Gromov hyper-
bolicity and the Anosov-property of the geodesic flow (with respect
to the Sasaki-metric) are equivalent for noncompact harmonic spaces
with h > 0. Note that the volume growth is called purely exponential
if there exists a constant ¢ > 1 such that for the volume density f the
estimate

1 f(t

SR
holds for all ¢ > 1. In [Kn3] it is also proved that nonpositive curvature
or more generally no focal points imply the above conditions. We also
note that all examples of noncompact harmonic spaces including the
Damek-Ricci spaces have nonpositive curvature. Therefore, the follow-
ing questions are fundamental in the study of noncompact harmonic
spaces:

(A) Has every non-flat simply connected noncompact harmonic man-
ifold purely exponential volume growth?

(B) Has every non-flat simply connected noncompact harmonic man-
ifold nonpositive curvature?

(C) Are there nonhomogeneous simply connected harmonic mani-

folds?

In particular, a negative answer to Question (C) implies a positive
answer to Question (A) and Question (B). If Question (B) has a pos-
itive answer, Question (A) has a positive answer as well but not nec-
essarily vice versa. If Question (A) has an affirmative answer its proof
could be considered as a first step into the direction of the classifica-
tion of all harmonic manifolds. But we like to mention that even under
the additional assumption that a non-flat simply connected noncom-
pact manifold (X, ¢g) admits a compact quotient, there is at present no
proof that (X, ¢g) has purely exponential volume growth without a fur-
ther assumption. However, in case a compact quotient exists and the
volume growth is purely exponential one can deduce using the above
mentioned rigidity results that (X, g) is a symmetric space of negative
curvature. In particular, if the answer to question (A) is yes it would
solve the classification of harmonic spaces admitting a compact quo-
tient (see [Kn3| for details).
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We refer the reader to [Sz], [Krey] and [Be] for well known classical
results on harmonic spaces, mostly related to the case of simply con-
nected compact harmonic spaces. For informative surveys on Damek-
Ricci spaces, we refer the reader to [BTV] and [Rou].

The article does not cover recent results on asymtotically harmonic
spaces given in [He], [Zil, Zi2] and |[CaSaml|, nor does it present the
integral geometric results for general noncompact spaces given in [PS].
Moreover, the article is complementary to [Kn3]. One of the aims of
this article is to present many important other recent results by several
authors in a self-contained way. Another aim is the presentation of a
number of new results. An overview over these results is given at the
beginning of each of the two parts of this article.

Acknowledgement: This research was mainly carried out during a
Research in Pairs Programme (RiP) in August 2012 at the Mathema-
tisches Forschungsinstitut Oberwolfach. The authors want to express
their gratitude for this opportunity. We also like to thank U. Dzwigoll
for her support in typing this article.
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Part 1. General noncompact harmonic manifolds

In this part, we give mostly self-contained presentations of the fol-
lowing topics:

(1) Nikolayevsky’s result [Ni] that the density function of a non-
compact harmonic space is a exponential polynomial,

(2) Ranjan/Shah’s result [RSh2] that harmonic spaces with poly-
nomial volume growth are flat, and their integral formula for
harmonic functions,

(3) Zimmer’s result [Zi3] that Busemann and Martin boundary co-
incide on nonflat harmonic spaces, and the calculation of the
Radon-Nykodym derivative of the visibility measures.

The material is presented in our own framework and notation, and is
often very different from the articles mentioned above. We also present
several other new results, amongst them a uniform divergence result
for geodesic rays emanating from the same point (Chapter [3)), vari-
ous curvature properties of spheres and horospheres (Chapter []), and
a differential inequality (see (Z.H])) for the density function f of every
noncompact harmonic space. Moreover, we give an explicit formula for
the Green’s kernel in terms of the density function, our treatment of
visibility measures and their Radon-Nykodym derivative differs consid-
erably from [Zi3], and we discuss representations of bounded harmonic
functions in connection with the Martin boundary.

2. THE DENSITY FUNCTION OF HARMONIC MANIFOLDS

The main goal of this chapter is Nikolayevsky’s result [Ni] that the
density functions of harmonic manifolds are exponential polynomials.

We start with the more general assumption that (X, g) is a complete,
simply connected manifold without conjugate points. By a theorem of
Cartan-Hadamard, the exponential map exp, : T,X — X is a diffeo-
morphism.

Let us first briefly recall some basic facts on the calculus of Jacobi
tensors (see e.g. [Es|, [Gre], [Kn2] and [Kn] for more details). Let
¢ : I — X be a unit speed geodesic and let N(c) denote the normal
bundle of ¢ given by a disjoint union

Ni(c) :=={w € Ty X | (w, é(t)) = 0}.
A (1, 1)-tensor along c is a differentiable section

Y : I = End N(c) = | JEnd(Ny(c)),
tel
i.e., for all orthogonal parallel vector fields x; along ¢ the covariant
derivative of t — Y (¢)z; exists. The derivative Y'(t) € End(NV(c)) is
defined by
D

Y'(t) () = 7

(Y (t)zr) -
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Y is called parallel if Y'(¢t) = 0 for all . If Y is parallel we have
Y (t)xy = (Y(0)z), and, therefore, (Y (¢)z;, y:) is constant for all parallel
vector fields zy,y; along ¢ . In particular, Y is parallel if and only if Y
is a constant matrix with respect to parallel frame field in the normal
bundle of ¢. Therefore, parallel (1, 1)-tensors are also called constant.

The curvature tensor R induces a symmetric (1, 1)-tensor along c
given by

R(t)w := R(w, &(t))é(t).
A (1,1)-tensor Y along c is called a Jacobi tensor if it solves the Jacobi
equation
Y"(t)+ R()Y(t) = 0.
If Y, Z are two Jacobi tensors along c the derivative of the Wronskian
WY, Z)(t) == Y™ (1) Z(t) = Y™ (1) Z'(t)

is zero and thus, W(Y, Z) defines a parallel (1,1)-tensor. A Jacobi
tensor Y along a geodesic ¢ : I — X is called Lagrange tensor if
W(Y,Y) = 0. The importance of Lagrange tensors comes from the
following proposition.

Proposition 2.1. (see, e.g, [Kn3, Prop. 2.1]) Let Y : I — End N(c)
be a Lagrange tensor along a geodesic ¢ : I — X which is nonsingular
for allt € I. Then forty € I and any other Jacobi tensor Z along c,
there exist constant tensors Cy and Cy such that

t

(2.1) Z(t) =Y(t) /(Y*Y)—l(s)ds C, + Cy

for allt € 1. Conversely, every tensor of the form 2.1) with Y, Cy, Cs
as above is a Jacobi tensor.

Let SX denote the unit tangent bundle of X with fibres 5, X, p € X
and m : SX — X be the canonical footpoint projection. For every
v e SX, let ¢, : R — X denote the unique geodesic satisfying ¢,(0) =
v. Define A, to be the Jacobi tensor along ¢, with A,(0) = 0 and
Al (0) = id. Then the volume of a geodesic sphere S(p,r) of radius r
about p is given by

vol S(p,r) = /detAv('r’)dﬁp(v),

SpX

where df,(v) is the volume element of S, X induced by the Riemannian
metric.

Definition 2.2. Let (X, g) be a complete, simply connected manifold
without conjugate points. X is a harmonic manifold if the volume den-
sity det A,(t) does not depend on v € SX. We call the function

F(t) = det A, (1)
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the density function of the harmonic space X.

Remark. If (X, g) is a harmonic space, we have

vol S(p, ) = wy f(7),
where w,, is the volume of the sphere in the Fuclidean space R™. Since
f'(r) _ (det Ay(r))’ : 1
= =tr(A (r)A,
) = et = AT

is the mean curvature of the geodesic sphere of radius r > 0 about m(v)
in cy(r), X is harmonic if and only if the mean curvature of all spheres
s a function depending only on the radius.

Proposition 2.3. Let (X, g) be a simply connected manifold without
conjugate points and v € SX. Let B, be the Jacobi tensor along c,
with B,(0) =1id and B.(0) = 0. Fort # 0, the tensor

Qu(t) = A, (t)B,(t)

is well defined, since (X, g) has no conjugate points. The tensor Q,
satisfies
t

@m—@@:—/mmn%wm

S

for 0 < s <t.
Proof. Since A, is a Lagrange tensor along ¢, and nonsigular for ¢ # 0
((X, g) has no conjugate points), Proposition 2.1] yields
¢
(2.2) B,(t) = Av(t)(/(A:jAU)_l(u)du Cy + Cy).

For t = s, we obtain B,(s) = A,(s)Cy, and therefore Cy = Q,(s).
Differentiation at t = s yields
Bi(s) = Al (s)Cy+ A,(s)(ALA,) ' (s)C)
A (8)Qu(s) + (A7) (s)Ch
(A,(8) A5 () Bu(s) + (A7) 7' (s)Ch
= (A)7'6s )(AZ)) (5)Bu(s) + (A7) (s)Ch.
Here we used that A’ (s)A;'(s) is symmetric since it is the second

fundamental form of a geodesic sphere with radius s around p. This
implies that

AL (5) B, (5) = (4,)"(s) Bu(s) + C1,
i.e., the constant tensor C} satisfies C; = A%(s) Bl (s)—(A))*(s)B,(s) =
—W(A,, B,)(s). At s = 0, we conclude C1(0) = —id-id = —id.
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Plugging this into (2.2]), we obtain
caszﬁwaﬁwriﬂmmw%wm+@mﬁ

S

U
Proposition 2.4. Let A, s be Jacobitensor along ¢, with A, s(s) =0
and A, (s) =id. Then
t
(2.3) f%@:m@ﬂ@mw@mg@.

S

Note that A%(s) in the above formula is a constant tensor.

Proof. A, s and the right hand side of (2.3) are both Jacobitensors,
because of Proposition 2.1l Since

S

x%A$=0=AA@/Um%Y%wwAH@=0
and 8
A (s) = id = AL(s) - 0+ Ay ()(ATA) " (s)A%(s),

both Jacobitensors agree. O
Corollary 2.5. We have
Qu(s) — Qu(t) = A, () Aus(t) (A7) (s)

Proof. Using Proposition 2.1l and 2.4, we conclude
t

Qu(s) = Qu(t) = / (A3A,)H(w)du = A7 (1) Aus(£)(A7) 7 (s).

S

Proposition 2.4] leads to the following important result for manifolds
without conjugate points:

det A, ()

= it <.
det Ay(D) - det Ay(s) or0=ss

det(QU (5) - Qv (t))

We assume now that (X, g) is a harmonic manifold and are about to
present the main result of this chapter. We have f(t) = det A,(t) and
det A, 5(t) = f(t — s). Therefore, we obtain

M—e s) — where s) = A7(s s
70~ 9eH(Quls) = Qut) where Qu(s) = A7 (5) Bul).
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Our main result (Theorem 2.7 below) follows easily from the follow-
ing useful fact.

Proposition 2.6. For a function ¢ € C*(R), we denote its translation
to s € R by ps and define this function as ps(t) = @(t—s). Assume that
the vector space, spanned by all translates of ¢, is finite dimensional.
Then ¢ is an exponential polynomial, i.e., we have

k

o(t) = Z(p,(t) sin(B;t) + qi(t) cos(Bt) ) e’

i=1
where p;, q; polynomials and B;, a; € R.
Proof. Let V' be the finite dimensional vector space defined by
V :=span {¢, | s € R}.

The derivative of ¢ can be expressed as the following limit of func-
tions:

<,0/(t) _ limw(t)_(p(t_s)
_ i 2 — (1)
= (=)

We have (¢ — ¢,) € V for all s > 0 and ¢’ =1li 0%(@ — ¢s). Since V
S—
is finite dimensional, it is closed and we have ¢’ € V.
Now, the (dim V') + 1 functions ¢, ¢’, ..., d™V) € V must be lin-
ear dependent over R. This shows that ¢ satisfies a linear ordinary
differential equation with constant coefficients and is, therefore, an ex-

ponential polynomial. O
We are now ready to prove our main result.

Theorem 2.7. (see [Ni, Theorem 2]) Let (X, g) be a harmonic mani-
fold. Then the density function f(t) is an exponential polynomial.

Proof. As introduced earlier, we define the translations f; : R — R by
fs(t) = f(t —s), where f is the density function. Since Q,(s) — Q. (t)

is a matrix with entries of the form ¢(s) — ¢(t), we have

fs(t) = det(Qv(S) - Qv(t)f(t)f(s)
= Zba(s)ca(t)a

for some integer N and with suitable smooth functions b,, c,.
In particular, the vector space

Vi=span{fs; | s € R} Cspan{c,| 1 <a <N}
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has dimension < N. Applying Proposition [2.6] we see that f(¢) is an
exponential polynomial. O

Remark. Let (X, g) be a harmonic manifold.
(a) The volume of a geodesic ball By(p) of radiust > 0 in (X, g) can
be expressed by

t

vol By(p) = /VolSu(p)du

t

_ / [ stwin = [ s

0 SpX 0
where w, 1s the volume of the (n—1)-dimensional Fuclidean unit sphere.
(b) We have f(t) = (=1)3mX=1 (1) since
Ay(t) = —A_,(~1) = C(1)
which follows from the fact that both sides are Jacobi-Tensors along c,
with A,(0) = C(0) =0 and A,(0) = C"(0) =id. This implies
f(t) =det A,(t) = det[-A_,(—t)] = (=1)¥X"1det A_,(—t)
— (_1)dimX71f<_t).
(c) The quotient fTI(r) > 0 is the mean curvature of sphere S,(p)

w1t respec 0 € outwara normal vector) in s , an —/ r) 18
ith respect to the outward [ vector) in (X, g dJ;

monotone decreasing to the (constant) mean curvature h > 0 of the
horospheres of (X, g).

Corollary 2.8. Let (X, g) be a harmonic manifold. Then the following
properties are equivalent:

e h =0,

e X has polynomial volume growth,

e X has subexponential volume growth.

Proof. Assume h = 0. Then we have lim,_, J}/((:)) = 0. Using I’Hopital,
we obtain

lim 7logf(r) = lim @

r—00 r r—00 f(r)

=0.

This shows that f(r) has subexponential volume growth.
Assume that f(r) has subexponential volume growth. Since f(r) is
an exponential polynomial, this implies

f(<CL+r)f  Vr>0,

with a suitable C' > 0 and for some k& > 0. Therefore, (X, g) has
polynomial volume growth.
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Finally, assume that (X, g) has polynomial volume growth. This

implies that
. log f(r)
lim ———=

r—00 r =0.
On the other hand, we have
!
im L) ),
r—00 f('r)

Using I"Hopital, again, we conclude that
1 /
0= tim 28Iy, L)

r—00 r r—00 f(r)

This shows that h = 0. ]

Remark. In chapter [0, we will see that h = 0 has an even much
stronger implication: A harmonic manifold (X, g) with h = 0 is flat.

3. UNIFORM DIVERGENCE OF GEODESICS

In this chapter, we prove that for every distance d > 0 and any angle
a > 0 there exists a ty > 0, such that any two unit speed geodesics
1, co starting at the same point and differing by an angle > a will
diverge uniformly in the sense that d(ci(t), c2(t)) > d for all t > ¢,. For
the proof, we start with the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let (X, g) be a manifold without conjugate points. De-
note by S, the stable Jacobi tensor along the geodesic c, defined by
Sy = lim, 00 Sy, where S, , is the Jacobi tensor along c, defined by
the boundary conditions S, (0 ) =id and S,,(r) = 0. Then we have

(i) Sy( f w)du,

t

(i) 5,(0) =5,,(0) = Jia u)du.

For a proof see [EOS, pp. 227].

Corollary 3.2. With the notation in Lemmal3. 1, we have

AL(MATH (L) = S()STH(t) = AT (t)7(S,(0) = 8,,(0)) AT (1)
Proof. Evaluating the Wronskian W (A,, S,)(t) at ¢ = 0 we obtain

W (A, 8,)(t) = (A,)"(£)S,(t) — A7) S, (¢) = id
which implies
(A TH A (1) = SL(1) S () = (A) (1) S (8).
Lemma [B.1] yields
Sy H(t) = (8,(0) = 8,,(0) T A (1).
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Since B, = A A, ! is the second fundamental form of spheres centered
at ¢,(0), B, is a symmetric operator, i.e.,

AL OATH(E) = (AL (AT (1)" = (A7) 71 ()(A)" ().
Combining these results yields the asserted identity. U

Proposition 3.3. Let (X, g) be a noncompact harmonic manifold and
f ats density function f. Then there exist constants ty > 0 and a > 0
such that
a
I
f@) h

1A ()] =

for all t > tq.

Proof. We know that (X, ¢g) has no conjugate points and that the sec-
tional curvature of X is bounded. From the lower bound —b? < Ky
follows (see [Knl Cor. 2.12 in Section 1.2]) that

—b < A ()AS(t) < beoth bt
for all £ > 0, and
—b < S (1)S, () <b

for all ¢. Choose ty > 0 such that bcoth bty = 2. Using the identity in
Corollary B.2, we obtain for ¢t > t,

1(8(0) = S5, (0) M = [[A(6) (AL A (1) = Su(1) ST (1) Au(t) ]
< A (®)]?3b.

Since S;,(0) — S;,;(0) is positive definite by Lemma [3.1](ii), and

(5,(0) — 8,0 = L8

f(t)
we obtain
’ _ -1 L
165:0) =5, OV = e =3, o]
1 1

> = .
—(S(0) = 5,,(0) LW _p
This yields the required estimate. O

Using this we derive the uniform divergence of geodesics described
above.

Corollary 3.4. Let ¢, : [0,00) — X and ¢, : [0,00) = X be two
geodesics with v,w € S,X. Then
d(cy(t), cw(t)) > a(t)£(v.w)

where a : [0,00) — [0,00) is a function (not depending on p € X ) with

lim a(t) = oo.
t—o00
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Proof. Let ¢ : [0,1] — X be a geodesic connecting c¢,(t) with c¢,(t).
Then c is given by
o(s) = exp, r(5)0(s),
where v(s) € S,X such that v(0) =v , v(l) =w for all 0 < s <1 and
r(0) =r(1) = t. Then
d
| cls) = Dexpy(r(so)v(so)) (' (s0)u(s0) +1(s0)v'(s0))

o P (50) ey (M(50)) + Ay (r(50)) (0 (50).
Since ¢, 1(r(s0)) L Au(so)(7(s0))(v'(50)), we obtain

S0

d

ds = (r"(50))” + || Au(so) (7(50))0 (50) |

$=80

> [ Aueo) (r(s0))v'(s0)]*-

If there exists so € [0, 1] such that r(sg) < % then using the triangle
inequality we have d(c,(t),c,(t)) >t > (t/m)£(v, w). If this is not the
case, we obtain for all ¢ > 0

dlent)scult)) = longth(©) = [ [140(r(5))0'(5)ds

1
a
R — v'(s)||ds
> ﬂwm_h/u<>u
f(t/2) 0
> % w,w).
I _

f(t/2)
The corollary follows now with the choice

. t a
a(t) =min{ —, ——
T [P

f(t/2)

4. CURVATURE PROPERTIES OF SPHERES AND HOROSPHERES

This chapter is devoted to the proof of the following facts about
spheres and horospheres:

Proposition 4.1. Let (X,g) be a noncompact harmonic manifold.
Then
(A) There exist constants C(Ry) > 0 such that all spheres of radius

r > Ry > 0 (and horospheres) have sectional curvatures in
[=C(Ro), C(Ro)].
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(B) All spheres have constant scalar curvature where the constant
depends only on the radius.

(C) The horospheres have constant non-positive scalar curvature
and the constant does not depend on the horosphere. The con-
stant is zero if and only if X has constant sectional curvature.

Recall that if A,, is the Jacobi tensor along the geodesic ¢,, with
Ay(0) = 0 and A, (0) = id, then B,, = A, - A, is the second
fundamental form of the sphere centered at ¢,,(0). B,, is symmetric
and satisfies the Ricatti equation B}, + B2 + R = 0. In the proof below
we need another notation of the second fundamental form: Let S,(p)
be the sphere of radius r > 0 around p, ¢ € S,(p), and v € T,X be
the outward unit normal vector of the sphere S, (p) at ¢. Let vy € T, X
be the unit vector such that v = ¢ (r). We also denote the second
fundamental form of S,(p) at ¢ by B,.(r), that is, we have B,, =

By, (1) (see Figure [).

Sy (p)

Vo (%

FIGURE 1. Second fundamental forms of spheres

Proof. The Gauss equation for geodesic spheres implies

(R (1, w)w, ) = (RS, w)w, )
+ (U, Byo(r)w)? — (Byo(r)u, u) - (By.,(r)w, w) Vu, w € T,S.(p).
The sectional curvature of a harmonic space is bounded. Therefore,

there exists a constant C'x > 0 such that we have for all orthonormal
vectors u, w:

K (span{u, w})| = [(R(u, w)w, )| < Cx.

Since there exists b > 0 such that the curvature tensor along c,, is
bounded from below by —b? < R(r), we have (see [Kn, Cor. 2.12 in
Section 1.2])

—b < B, ,(r) < bcothbr.
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From |[RSh3, Prop. 2.1] we also know that B, ,(r") < B,,(r) if ' > r.
Therefore, we can find a constant Cy(Ry) > 0 such that ||B,.,(r)|| <
Co(Ryp) for all » > Ry. Hence, for r > Ry, we have
[K5® (span{u, w})| < [K¥(span{u, w})| + 2] By (r)]”
S CX + 200(R0)2 = C(Ro)

This shows (A).

For the proof of (B), we consider u, w € T,S,(po).
Starting with the Gauss equation above for the geodesic sphere S, (p)
and taking trace with respect to u in 7,5, (p), we obtain

Ric® (w, w) — (R™ (v, w)w, v) =

Ric™ P (w, w) + || By (r)w||* — tr[Byu(r)] - (By.o(r)w, w)

= Ric™ P (w, w) + (B, (r)*w, w) — tr[By,(r)] - (Byu(r)w, w).
Taking trace again, now with respect to w in T},5,(p), we obtain

(n — DRic™ — Ric® = scal®™®)(q) + tr[B,,(r)?] — (tr[By.(1)])%
and therefore
(4.1) (n — 2)Ric™ = scal®®)(q) + tr[By(1)?] — (tr[By.(r)])*
The Ricatti equation
B, (r)+ BL(r)+ R(r) =0
with R(r)w = R(w, ¢, (r))c,, () yields, after applying the trace
tr[B,, (r)] + tr[B2 (r)] + Ric* = 0.

From this and (1)) we conclude

tr[B., (r)] + (n — DRic® — scal>*®)(q) + (tr[B,,(r)])* = 0.

Since tr By, (1) = f7/(7“), we obtain

(ﬂ)l (r) 4+ (n — DRic® — scal™®)(g) + (f%(r))2 = 0.

f
Furthermore,
L’)’ e

(5) =50
implies
(4.2) fTN(T) + (n — 1)Ric® —scal®™ P (q) =0,
that is ,

scal¥ @ (q) = f—(r) + (n — 1)Ric*.

S
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Hence scal® ®) is constant, and the constant depends only on the radius

r but not on center p of S,(p). Therefore, we can write it as scal®".
This proves (B).

Since the values scal®” converge to the scalar curvature scal” of any
horosphere H as r — oo, we know that the scalar curvature of horo-
spheres is constant and the constant does not depend on the horo-

f//

sphere. Moreover, we conclude that lim 7(7“) exists and
r—00

"

— lim “(r) = (n — 1)Ric* — scal™.
r—00 f

Let us denote this limit by a. Our next goal is to determine . We
derive from (L2) that f satisfies the differential equation

f(r) + ((n — 1)Ric® — scal®) f(r) = 0.
Note that we have

lim (n — 1)Ric® — scal®” = a.
r—00

Using the result in [Per], we conclude that lim £% = lim o) where

oo f(T) o0 Jo(T)
fo is the solution of

o(r)+afo(r)=0.
On the other hand, we know that lim ! /(:) = h. This shows that

royoo £(7)
lim }EE:; = h, that is « = —h?. This shows that
T—00
(4.3) (n — 1)Ric® — scal™® = —h2.

The Ricatti equation for orthogonal horospheres along c,, yields
tr[(BX) (r)] + tr[BY (r)?] + Ric* = 0.

Since the trace is linear and tr[BJ (r)] = h, the derivative vanishes and
we end up with
tr[BX (r)?] + Ric® = 0.

2
Using (n — 1) 377 a2 > (E;;l aj) , we conclude

(4.4) (n— 1) tr[B(r)?] > ([BX(r)])* = 12,
which implies
(4.5) (n — DRic® = —(n — 1) t2[BX(r)?] < —h?

Combining (43]) and (4.35]), we obtain
scal = h? + (n — DRic® < h* —h? =0.

This shows the first part of (C), namely that the scalar curvature of
horospheres is a non-positive constant.

For the second part, we can assume that A > 0. (In the case h = 0,
the manifold X is isometric to the flat R™, and all its horospheres are



NONCOMPACT HARMONIC MANIFOLDS 17

isometric to the flat R*~1.) The scalar curvature of the horospheres
vanishes if and only if (n — 1)Ric® = —h?, i.e., if the inequality (&4)
holds with equality. The inequality (£.4]) holds with equality if and only
if BI!(r) is a multiple of the identity for every r. Since tr[BZ(r)] = h,
this multiple does not depend on vy and r, and we have

h

Bl (r) = n—lid'

Looking at the Ricatti equation again
H H 2
(Byy)'(r) + (B (r))” + R(r), =0,

we see that
h2
R(r) = ——id,
i.e., the Jacobi operator along c,, is a fixed constant multiple of the
identity, which means that the sectional curvature of X is constant.
Therefore the scalar curvature of horospheres vanishes if and only if

X has constant sectional curvature. This yields (C). O

5. HARMONIC FUNCTIONS WITH POLYNOMIAL GROWTH

For the reader’s convenience, let us first recall the notion of sub- and
superharmonicity.

Definition 5.1. Let (X, g) be a Riemannian manifold, A = div o grad
be its Laplacian and v € C*(X). u is called subharmonic if Au > 0.
u 18 called superharmonic if Au < 0. Obviously, if u is superharmonic
then —u s subharmonic, and vice versa. Moreover, a harmonic func-
tion is both sub- and superharmonic.

It is easy to see that subharmonic functions on arbitrary harmonic
manifolds satisfy the mean value inequality.

Proposition 5.2. (Mean Value Inequality) Let (X, g) be a harmonic
manifold and u € C*(X) be subharmonic. Then we have for allp € X
andr >0,

1

w0 < gy L @)

Proof. Let m, : C(X) — C(X) be the radialisation, i.e., (mu)(p) =
u(p) and
1

)0) = oy [l )

for all ¢ € X with d(p,q) = r. Let u be subharmonic, i.e., Au > 0. It
is well known that m, and A commute. Therefore, we obtain

A(mpu) = m,(Au) > 0,
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i.e., up = mpu is again subharmonic. Since v, is radial around p, we
have uy = F o d, and, using (7.1]), we have

!/

(5.1) 0 < Aug(q) = F" o dy(q) + (TF/) o dy(q).

Note that F' is an even function with F'(0) = u(p) and F'(0) = 0. Since

1
Vol 5, (p) /ST(M u(q)dp(q) = uo(q) = F o dy(q),

it suffices to show that F(r) > F(0) = u(p) for all » > 0. From (5.1))
we conclude

(fE) (r) = f(r)F"(r) + f'(r)F'(r) = 0.
Integrating over [0, r] and using f(0) = 0 = F’(0), we obtain
f(r)F'(r) 20,

and since f(r) > 0 for r > 0, we see that I’ is monotone increasing on
[0, 00). This shows F(r) > F(0), finishing the proof. O

In the remainder of this chapter, we consider a harmonic manifold
(X, g) of polynomial volume growth. The main goal is to prove that the
vector space of all harmonic functions of polynomial growth of order
< D is finite dimensional. A main tool in the proof is the following
result for general Riemannian manifolds.

Lemma 5.3. (compare with |Li, Lemma 28.3]) Let (X, g) be a Rie-
mannian manifold, p € X, and M > 0 be a non-negative number. Let
K be a finite dimensional linear space of functions on X such that for
each u € K, there exists a constant C, > 0 such that

(5.2) / lu(2)|?dz < C,(1+ p)™ Vp > 0.
By (p)

Then, for every 8 > 1,0 > 0,py > 1, there exists p > py such that

the following holds: if {u;}%_, with k = dim K is an orthonormal basis

of K with respect to the quadratic form Ag,(u,v) = [ u(z)v(z)de,
B,Bp(p)

then
k

> / i) Pde > k=),
=lB,0)
Proof. We assume that the lemma is wrong. Then, for all p > po, there
exists an orthonormal basis {u;} with respect to Ag, such that
k k
trgp Ap = Y Ap(us,u) =) / () [Pda < k=),
i=1

=B, (p)
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Note that the trace does not depend on the choice of orthonormal
basis {u;}. The arithmetic-geometric mean states that (detg, AP)% <
%terAp. This implies that

(5.3) 0 < detg,A, < B7FMT) 5> .

Note that for p,p’ we have det,, A, = detU, ,, where the endomor-
phism U, , is defined by A,(u,v) = Ay (U, yu,v). This implies that
det, A, =1 and

(5.4) detpuAp = (detp//Ap/) (detp/Ap) .
Applying this identity iteratively to (B.3]), we obtain
(5.5) detgi, A, < [IkR(M+9) Y p > po,

for all positive integers j.
For a fixed orthonormal basis {g;} of K with respect to A,, the
growth condition (5.2)) implies that there exists a C' > 0 such that

/ |gi(x)Pde < C(1+ p)M ¥ p' > 0.
Byt ()

This implies that

0 <det,Ag, = det / gi(x)gr(z)dz
Bij(p)
< ) (L Fp)M < RO T M,
oc€Sk

with suitably chosen constants C’,C"” > 0. From this we conclude,
using again (5.4)),

_ 1
(5.6) detgi, A, = (det, Agi,) ™" > [ANeL
Combining (5.5]) and (5.6]), we obtain for all fixed p > po and all positive
integers 7,

B—jkM —kM

ks kM

won s
Since # > 1, the left hand side tends to infinity as j — oo, whereas the
right hand side is a constant. This is the desired contradiction. U

Remark. The case considered in [Li, Lemma 28.3] is a Riemannian
manifold (X, g) of polynomial volume growth, i.e.,

vol(B,(p)) < Cx(1+p)*  Vp =0,

and a vector space K such that each uw € K has polynomial growth of
degree at most D, i.e., there exists a constant ¢, > 0 such that

lu(2)] < cu(1+ dy(z))” Vo e X.
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This implies that
/ lu(z)|?dr < Cxey(1+ p)?PTH Vp' >0,
By (p)

and Lemma[2.3 is applicable in this situation with M = 2D + p.
Now we present the main result.

Theorem 5.4. (see also [LiW, Theorem 4.2] for a more general situa-
tion) Let (X, g) be a harmonic manifold of polynomial growth, py € X
and D a positive integer. Let

Hp(po) ={p € C*(X) | Ap=0,Tc1,c0>0:|p(x)] < cr1-tcady, (p)”}
Then dim Hp(pg) < oc.

Proof. Assume that (X, g) is of polynomial volume growth of degree <
1. Henceforth, we fix the constants (3, d, po in Lemma[5.3] in particular
g =2.

Let H C Hp(po) be an arbitrary finite dimensional subspace, and
denote its dimension by k. We will derive an upper bound on k. Recall

that
/ f(z)g(z)dvol(x)

Bp (po)
is a proper inner product for every p > 0, since a function f € H with
(f, f)p = 0 would have to vanish on B,(py). By the unique continuation
principle for eigenfunctions (see [Aro|), this would mean f = 0.
The remark above shows that inequality (5.2)) is satisfied with M =
2D + p. By Lemma 53] we can then find an r > py such that we have
for all orthonormal bases {¢;} C H with respect to (v, )op:

(5.7) Ck:—CZ / eHe dx<z /
B21" po = 1Br(p0)
with O = 2-(@P+wto),
k
Since 2?21 ¢? is subharmonic, i.e., A(Y" ¢3) > 0, we can apply the

i=1
maximum principle and obtain

/Z% dw<Z<pJ -vol(B:(po)),

Br(pO) I=

for some q € 9B, (po). Since (X, g) is harmonic, we have vol(B,(pg)) =
vol(B,(q)), and we obtain

Z% Ydx < Z% -vol(B,(q))-

B'r (pO)
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Choose an orthogonal transformation A € 0(k) such that the functions

k k
©r = Y aeps satisfy Pa(q) = --- = r(q) = 0. Then Y ¢i(z) =
s=1 i=1
k
Y2 (x) for all z € X, and
=1

J

/ iwi(x)dw < iw]2‘<Q)'V01(Br(p0)):V()l(Br(pO))'w%((D
Br(po) 77 i=1
(5.8) = vol(B,(q)) - ¥7(q) < Br(q)wf(x)dl“
< /f QT(pO)@ZJ%(x)dx
= NZZI/BMPO) arjanp;(z)ei(r)de

k k
(5.9) = Zafj/B @3 (x)de = Zafj =1
j=1 j=1

Here, we used the Mean Value Inequality (Proposition (.2)) in (5.8),
and orthogonality of the functions ¢; with respect to (-,-)2, in (5.9).

2r (P0)

k
Combining (5.7) with the inequality Y. [ ¢5(z)dz <1 just derived,
J=1B(po)
we conclude that Ck < 1, i.e., k = dimH < 1/C = 22P+#+9,
Since H C Hp(py) was an arbitrary finite dimensional subspace,
Hp(po) itself must also be finite dimensional with dimension < 22P+#+9,

U

6. HARMONIC MANIFOLDS WITH h = 0 ARE FLAT

Recall from Corollary 2.8 that harmonic manifolds (X, g) with mini-
mal horospheres, i.e., with h = 0 (h denotes the mean curvature of the
horospheres), must have polynomial volume growth. In this chapter,
we present the proof of the much stronger result, due to [RSh2], that
h = 0 already implies that (X, g) is flat.

The function p, which we introduce in the following proposition,
will play a crucial role in this proof. Let us first collect some general
properties of this function.

Proposition 6.1. Let (X, g) be a general harmonic manifold with den-
sity function f(r). Then the function p(r) = % satisfies the fol-
lowing properties:
(a) We have u(0) =
(b) We have pu(r) >

, W(0) = %7 1”(0) =0, and 1" (0) = 2Ric™

0 n(n+2)°
0, for all r > 0.
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(c) We have 0 < p/(r) <1 for allr > 0.
(d) We have —p"(r)u(r) < %, for all 7> 0.

Proof. (a) Recall from [Wi, Chapter 3.6] that

. X
RIZ 2+ 0(r)).

Fry =1 -

By integration, we obtain

/ Flode =" -

This implies that

p(r) =  7s)ds - 1- 6%?1})7“2 +00Y
f(r) nrt=t ] — Rietpa 4 ()
= % <1 — 6(?7:3:(2)7”2 + O(r4)) (1 + RGi:LXTQ + O(r4))
() o)
- o 3niicj 5" O,

which allows us to read off the results of (a).

(b) This follows immediately from f(r) > 0 for all » > 0.

(c) Choose a point py € X. It is straightforward to see that pu
satisfies the following differential equation

/
(6.1) )+ L) = 1
i.e., A(pody,) = 1, which shows that pod,, is subharmonic. Applying
the maximum principle to p o d,,, we see that the restriction of this
function to any closed ball around py assumes its maximum at the
boundary of this ball. But p o d,, is constant along the boundary of
any of these balls, and we conclude that

W(r)y>0  Vr>0.

On the other hand, using the above differential equation for p again,
as well as (f'/f)(r) > 0 and u(r) > 0, we obtain

f/

pir)=1- Frulr) < 1.
(d) Rewriting (6.1]), we obtain
L’(r) _ 1)
f plr)
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and, consequently, using the fact that (f’/f)(r) converges monotonely
decreasing to h,

ﬂ)’(r) _ —pr)p(r) = (A= pf(n)w'(r).

0= (3 20

This implies that

=" (r)p(r) < (1= p'(r))p'(r).
Since 0 < p/(r) < 1, we conclude that

' (ulr) <

==

We will also need the following general fact.

Proposition 6.2. Let (X, g) be a general harmonic manifold and py €
X. Let p € C*(X) be a function satisfying

Ap =c, ¢(po) =0,

for some constant ¢ € R. Let g € C*(R) such that g o dp, = mp,(¢) =
i [ ¢(cw(r))db,,(w). Then we have
PO

g'(r) = cu(r).

Proof. Note that ¢g(0) = ¢(po) = 0 and that ¢ is even, since 7,,(p) is
radial around py. Therefore, we have ¢’(0) = 0. The function g satisfies
the differential equation

B F(r)g"(r) + £ (r)g (r) = cf (),

which, in turn, transforms into

(fg')(r) = cf(r).
Integrating over [0, 7], and using f(0)g’(0) = 0, leads to

, _Cforf(t)dt_c .
() = 5= = eulr).

t

From now on, we assume that (X, g) is a harmonic manifold with
h = 0, i.e., all its horospheres are minimal. The main step in the
proof of flatness is to prove that (X, g) is Ricci flat. We will show
that Ric® < 0 would imply unboundedness of —u”p from above, in
contradiction to Proposition [6.I(d). On the other hand, we cannot
have Ric® > 0, because this would imply compactness of (X, g), by the
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Bonnet-Myers Theorem. But we only consider noncompact harmonic
manifolds.
Let v € Sp, X, and b, be the associated Busemann function with

by(po) = 0. Then

Ab, = h =0,
i.e., b, is harmonic. This implies that
(6.2) Ab? = 2|| grad b, ||* = 2,

and we can apply Proposition with ¢ = b2. Then the function
gody, = mpy,(b?) satisfies ¢'(r) = 2u(r). Our next goal is to prove that
the function ¢ is a very special exponential polynomial.

Proposition 6.3. g has the following properties:

(a) g is an even function.
(b) We have 0 < g(r) < r?, for all r > 0.
(¢) We have 0 < ¢"(r) < 2, for all r > 0.

Proof. (a) Since 7, (b?) is radial around py, g must be even.
(b) 0 < g(r) follows from g(0) = b,(po)? =0, g(r) = 1 [, p(t)dt and
w(r) >0, for r > 0. Moreover,

1
o) = [ Blet <t
n JSpy X T
(c) This follows from Proposition [6.1](c). O

The next proposition is a key ingredient for the proof that g is an
exponential polynomial.

Proposition 6.4. Let (X,g) be a harmonic manifold with minimal
horospheres. Consider the vector space

F={¢: X =R |3c,c,eo >0 with Ad = ¢, |¢(7)] < ¢1 + cady, ()* ).
Then F is finite dimensional.

Proof. We know from Theorem [5.4] that

Hy(po) ={¢: X - R| A¢p=0,Fc1,co > 0 with |p(z)| < c1+eady, (7)*}

is finite dimensional. The map ® : F — R, ®(¢) = A¢ is linear and
ker ® = Hj(pg). Therefore

dim F < dim Hy(pg) + 1 < o0.
U

Next, we introduce the concept of translation of a radial function.

Definition 6.5. Let ¢ € C(X) be a radial function around py with
o(q) = F(dp,(q)). The translation of ¢ to another point p € X is
denoted by ¢, and defined by

Pp(q) = F(dp,(q))-
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We now consider the radial function ¢ = m,,(b2). Then ¢ = g o d,,
and ¢, = g od,. From (6.2]) we conclude that
Ap = Amy, (b2) = 7Tpo(Asz;) = 2.
The translation of ¢ to any point p € X satisfies also
Ag, =2,

since A, applied to a radial function, is in radial coordinates indepen-
dent of the centre. Using [6.3(b), we have, for all p € X,

|Pp(2)] < dp(x)Q < (dp(po) + dpo(x))Q < 2dp(p0)2 + deo(x)Qa
which shows that ¢, € F, for all p € X.

Let v : R — X be a geodesic with v(0) = po. For a function
1 € C®(X), we define v*¢p € C®(R) via (v*9)(t) = ¥(y(t)). Let F
be the finite dimensional vector space introduced in Proposition
Then the vector space F = y*F C C*°(R) has also finite dimension.

Note that ¢ = v*¢ € F. Let g4(t) := g(t — s). Then we have, for
all s € R, g = 7" ¢y € F. Applying Proposition 2.6 we see that
g is an exponential polynomial. From Proposition [6.3, we know that
0 < g(t) < t* and that g is even. Therefore, we must have

Ny Na
g(t) = Z a;cos(a;t) + t Z b; sin(5;t)
i=1 i=1

N3
+ # Z ¢; cos(;t),
i=1
with suitable constants a;, b;, ¢;, ;. Bi, v: € R.
Since ¢”(t) < 2 by Proposition [6.3|(c), this simplifies to

N
g(t) = Z a; cos(agt) + ct?.

i=1
Differentiating g trice, we obtain

N
1 1
M”(t) — 5g///(t) = 3 Zl aioz‘? sin(ait).

Now, we assume that Ric™® < 0. Proposition G.I)(a) then tells us that
w"(0) = fRiCX < 0, which implies that there exist d,79 > 0 such that

(n+2)
w1 (ro) = =8 < 0. Since p” is a finite sum of sines, p” is almost periodic,
and there exists a sequence 1, — oo such that p”’(ry) = —6 (see, e.g.,

[Bohr]). This implies that —pu(rg)u” (ry) = ou(ry) — 0o, because of
1 /
lim — = hm,,f&: lim fir) =
r—00 lu('r) r—00 fO f(t)dt r—00 f(T')
But p(rg)u”(rr) — oo is in contradiction to G.I(d). This implies that
X must be Ricci flat.

= 0.
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Next, we consider the Ricatti equation
Uy (r) + U (r) + Ry(r) =0,

where U, (r) (a self-adjoint endomorphism on ¢, (r)* C T,, (- X) denotes
the second fundamental form of the horosphere through ¢,(r), and
centered at ¢,(—o0), and R,(r)(w) = R(w,d,(r))c,(r) is the Jacobi

v

operator. Note that trU,(r) = (Ab,)(c,(r)) = h = 0 and, therefore,
also tr U/ (r) = (trU,)'(r) = 0. This implies that, after taking traces,
trU(r) = —tr R,(r) = —Ric® =0,

i.e., U?(r) = 0, which implies that U,(r) = 0. Inserting this back into
the Riccati equation, we end up with R,(r) = 0, which shows that
(X, g) is flat, finishing the proof.

Finally, we like to present another (very strong) criterion, which
implies flatness. For non-unit tangent vectors v € T X, let us define
the corresponding Busemann functions by by, := ||v||by/|ju|-

Proposition 6.6. Let (X, g) be a harmonic manifold of dimension n.
If the vector space

span{b, | v € T, X}
18 n-dimensional, then the map F': X — R"”,

F(z) = (be, (), ..., be, (2))
is an isometry. In particular, (X, g) is flat.
Proof. Let B :=span{b, | v € T,X}. Note that the map F' : B — T, X,
F(b) = grad b(p) is a bijection, since both vectors spaces B and T, M

have the same dimension and F' is surjective, because of grad b,(p) =
—v. Let v,w € T, X. Since

F(b, +by) = —(v+w) = F(byyw),
we conclude that b, ., = b, + b,,.
Let ¢ € X. It is sufficient to show that DF(q) : T,X — R" is a
linear isometry. Note that
DF(q)(w) = ((grad be, (q),w), . .., (grad b, (q),w)) -

We first show that
(6.3) (grad by, (¢), grad by, (q)) = (v1,v2) Vv, v € T,X,
using by, 1v, = by, +by,. Note that [|b,(q)|| = ||v|| for all v € TX. Using

both facts, we obtain
”Ul + U2 H2 = <grad bUl +v2 (Q), grad bvl +v2 (q»
= (gradby, (), grad by, (q)) + (grad by, (q), grad by, (¢))
+ 2(grad by, (9), grad by, (q))
[or][* + Jlv2]|* + 2(grad by, (q), grad by, (q)).
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This shows (6.3]). Therefore {gradb,,(¢) | 1 <i < n} are an orthonor-
mal basis of 7, X. This implies that

IDF(q)(w)]* = Z<gradbei(Q),w>2 = [lwl®

n

Remark. It is tempting to use Proposition [6.0, to cook up an alter-
native proof of the fact that h = 0 implies flatness of (X, g). But our
attempt to do this, falls short. Nevertheless, let us see, how far we get:
In the case h = 0, the harmonic manifold (X, g) has polynomial growth,
by Corollary[2Z.8. Moreover, we have Ab, =0, and therefore

span{b, | v € TX} C Hi(po).

Theorem tells us that this span is finite dimensional. In view of
Proposition [6.0, we would like to show that

dim (span{b, | v € T,X}) = n.

But we do not know how to derive such a precise result on the dimension
of this space.

7. SPECIAL EIGENFUNCTIONS OF GEODESIC SPHERES

Let (X, g) be an arbitrary harmonic manifold with reference point
po- Ranjan/Shah introduce in [RSh2] an interesting family of functions
vy on X \ {po}. It turns out that these functions, restricted to the
geodesic spheres S, (po), are eigenfunctions of the Laplacian AS-(®0) for
all radii » > 0. These eigenfunctions have just two nodal domains,
both with half the volume of S,(pg), and it is natural to assume that
@, are eigenfunctions to the smallest non-trivial eigenvalue of AS®o)
(see [RSh2, p. 690, Remark (iii)]). But there is currently no proof of
this assumption.

We first define w,,(q) € Sp, X by

€T Pp, (dpo <Q>wp0 (Q)) =q,
where dp,(q) = d(po, q).

Proposition 7.1. (see [RSh2| Section 4]) For each v € T,,, X, let ¢, :
X\ {po} = R be the function

vo(q) = (v, wp(q))-

Then the restriction of ¢ to the geodesic sphere S,.(po) C X is an
eigenfunction of the Laplacian ASP). The corresponding eigenvalue is

_ (%’)'(T) > 0.



28 GERHARD KNIEPER AND NORBERT PEYERIMHOFF

Proof. Let 7y : (—¢,€) — X be a smooth curve with 7/(0) = v € T,,, X
Then we have

| d0E) = (Eadd, ). /(0)
= _<wp0(Q)>'U>:_(pv(Q)'
Using
(1) AX(Fody)(q) = F"odyq) + (f7 F) o dy()

and the chain rule, we conclude

Molo) = A (5] d6e)) =% Bt
- 5| Foe.0 - ~(5) @)

This implies
f/

A%, (g) = (7)'<dpo<q>>gov<q>.

Since the radial derivatives of ¢,(q) with respect to the the centre py
vanish, we have for all ¢ € S,(po)

AXp,(q) = ATy, (g),
ie., ,
AS ), (g) — (fT) (Poulg) = 0.

0

Remark. Let (X, g) be a harmonic manifold of dimension n with ref-
erence point pg.

A\
(a) The eigenspace £ of ASP)) to the eigenvalue — (%) (r) has

dimension > n. This follows from the fact that the map T,, X — &,
v = @, 1S linear and injective.

(b) We have the asymptotics —(f%)’(r) — 0 as r — oo, see Chapter

[4 It would be interesting to find out whether —(f%)’(r) > 0 is the

smallest non-zero eigenvalue of S, (py).

(c) After the canonical identification of S, (po) with Sy, X via the ex-
ponential map and pullback of the Riemannian metric on S.(py) C X,
we obtain a family of Riemannian manifolds (Sy, X, g.) such that the
Laplace eigenfunction o, is a spherical harmonic of degree 1. In gen-
eral, it s unlikely that spherical harmonics of higher degree are also
Laplace eigenfunctions, but these spherical harmonics can be used to
obtain orthonormal bases of the Hilbert spaces L*(Sy, X, g,), r > 0,
since the Riemannian measures of (Sp,X, gr) are multiples of the Eu-
clidean measure of Sy, X C T, X (viewed as a round unit sphere).
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Let (X,g) be a harmonic manifold and v € T,X. Consider the
function ¢, : X — R defined by

po(q) = (v, wpq)

where g = exp,(d(p, ¢)wp(q)). Since in the radial direction the function
is constant we have for ¢ = ¢, (r): grad v,(q) € T;S4p.q (). We want
to calculate the gradient of p,:

Take a curve o : (—¢,€) = S, X with a(0) = w. Then

o (Ca(s) (1)) = (v, als))

2 Ca(s)(T) ) = vg
5|0 o(e) q_ " s

<grad ©u(q), 3

This implies

s:0a<s>>p

Let A, be orthonormal Jacobitensor along ¢, with A,(0) = 0 and
Al (0) =id . Then det(A,(r)) = f(r) and
()
s=0 p

<grad u(4), Au(r) % SOO‘(S)>Q - <”’ %
So“(5)>,,

- <U - <'U,U}>U}, %

Since this holds for all 2 .o @(s) we have

(7.2) Az (r) grad p,(q) = v — (v, w)w

and

and therefore

0

1), = (o

(0 atnia. 2

a<s>>p.

grad ¢y (q) = (A},(r) ™ (v = (v, w)w).
This yields

Fgrad ()] = (A, (r)(A3(r) (v = (v, ww), v — (v, w)w).
p

Since ¢, is eigenfunction with A% ®p, = (L (r))e,, we have

f
[ lgradeu|Pdp. [ APy (q)e(g)dp(q) N
S (p) _ 5D _ (L) )
| widu, | #@du () f
Sr(p) Sr(p)
On the other hand
[ Gn = [ @ reds,w = 10" w0
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and
/ | erad o, |%dp, = £(r) / (A A () (0= (0, whw), v— (v, whw)ddy(r)
Sr(p) SpX
implies

f// - * -1 —{(v,ww), v—{v, ww
-(%) (’“)<“’”>‘wn_1s/ (A A7 () 0 (o)) o o, ),

for all v € T, X. Define the symmetric endomorphism

_ )AL AL) T () ifu Lw,
H(r)u = {0 if v € span{w}.

We obtain the identity

L[ (Hatryo, ey ) = - (fT) ()0, ).

P

Since both sides are symmetric linear forms, we conclude that

2 [ttt = - (L) @
and p
73 L[ 00w = - (fy) (r) iy
Using the arithmpetric—geometric mean, we have
(7.4) ( le(r)> - = det (Hw(r)}wl)ﬁ < - i -t Ho (7).

Taking traces in (7.3))

wﬁn tr Hoy(r)(-)db,(w) = —n ("%) (r),

SpX

and using (4] yields the inequality:

0 (o) o< (5

SpX

Therefore

or equivalently
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(7.5) (n—1) < —f=1(r) (f%)/ (r).

The density function f(r) of every noncompact harmonic space
satisfies the differential inequality (ZH). In cases f(r) = r"~! or
f(r) = sin k"~ (r) we have equality in (Z.H).

, !/
Proposition 7.2. The eigenvalue — (fT) (r) of the Laplacian on ge-

AN\
odesic spheres of radius r tends to zero as r tends to co. If — <f7> (r)

tends to zero on an exponential rate, the volume growth of (X, g) is
purely exponential.

Proof. The first assertion follows from (4.3)) since
. f/ / . f// (f/)2
lim (—? (r) = rlggo 7(7“) - ?(T) = 0.

To prove the second claim consider the function a : [0,00) — [0, 00)
defined by f(r) = e" a(r). Since

1 e (ha(r) + a' (1)) a

() = —ha

f <T> €hrCL(7’) + a (T)v
we have

f/ !/ a/ /
(-5) 0=(-%) o
Since fT,('r’) is monotonically decreasing and converging to h, %/(7’) is
f !/

monotonically decreasing and converging to 0. If — (%) (r) tends to

zero at an exponential rate we have constants ¢ > 0 and ro > 0 such

that
(e

for all » > ry. Hence, for r > rq we obtain

[e.e]

a 1
- — —eslg — Ze~Cr
- (r) /e s=—e,

and therefore

a(r)
a(ro) = c

1

. (6*07’0 _ efcr> < lefcro’

c2

which yields the second assertion. O



32 GERHARD KNIEPER AND NORBERT PEYERIMHOFF

8. AN INTEGRAL FORMULA FOR SUBHARMONIC FUNCTIONS

Let (X, g) be a harmonic manifold. Our main goal in this chapter
is an explicit integral formal for the derivative of harmonic functions
which was first presented by Ranjan and Shah in [RSh2l, Theorem 2.1].
Their formula generalises to sub- and superharmonic functions. We
present a derivation in this more general setting. Our derivation differs
from the proof in [RSh2].

Assume u € C?(X) is subharmonic (i.e., Au > 0). We present the
derivation in this case. The subharmonic case is derived by replacing u
by —u. Let ¢ = u - ¢, and ¢ = ¢,(r) for a suitable choice of w € S, X
and r > 0. Then

d2 f/ d 5:(0)
Adlg) = —mulen(r)){v,w) + T(T)au(cw(r))@,w + AT - ) (q)

> —(A%Pu)(q)pu(q) + AP (u- 0,)(g).
Integrations over S,.(p) yields

[ st = 10155 [ et o, w) +

Sr(p) SpX

£ 1015 [ uleun) o widdyw)

SpX

> / (A5 Plu)(q) - @u(q)dpr(q)
Sr(p)

= [ wo (%) o

f
Sr(p)

_—TL//T‘ U\ C, \T v, Ww w
_ f(Kf)<Lé (w(r)) (v, w)dB (w).

Introducing g(r) = [ u(cy(r))(v, w)db,(w), we obtain
SpX

ﬂmmww+fvmw»+ﬂm(—)<wmmzo.

Since f > 0, we can divide by f

70+ g+ 500 (£) 09001 2 0,

and simplify the result to

(5.1) g%mﬁ(—g)%m;zo

~
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We have the initial conditions
90) = ulp) [ (v,w)dt ) =0
SpX
and
Wn
g'(0) = /(grad u(p), w) (v, w)db,(w) = ;(gradu(p),v)
SpX
Next, we integrate (81I) over [0, 7] and obtain

g'(r)—4'(0) + (f%g) (r) — (f%g) (0) > 0.

lim (i'g) 1) = tim " Lg) = (n— 1)l 2090

t—0 ¢ t—0

= (0= 1)(0) = wnfgradu(p).v),

we conclude
70+ (£9) () 2 ng(0) = o eradulp) o)

Multiplying by f > 0, we obtain
(f9)'(r) = (fg)(r) + (f'9)(r) = wnlgradu(p), v} f(r).

Integrating, again, over [0, r] and using f(0) = 0 = ¢g(0) leads to

(f9)(r) = (f9)(r) — (9)(0) > wn(grad u(p / £(0)

ie.,

(gradu(p),v) < u(cw(r)){v, w)dfy(w)

/
o ff( >dts/x

P

= u va dﬂr
vol(B
S (p)

This proves the following result:

Theorem 8.1. Let (X, g) a harmonic manifold. If u is subharmonic
on X (i.e., Au>0) and v € T,X, then

1
(gradu(p),v) < ms é | u(q)pu(q)dpn(q)

for all r > 0.
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Corollary 8.2. Let (X, g) be a harmonic manifold with subexponential
volume growth. If u is subharmonic with sublinear growth, then wu is
constant.

Proof. We conclude from Theorem 2.7 and the fact that f(r) > 0 that
f(r)=ar"+o(r") asr — oo,

with an appropriate a > 0. This implies that we have for a suitably
large Ry > 0,

e ()
r)r
| <C Vr=> Ry,
Jo f(s)ds
with an appropriate C' > 0. Subexponential growth of u implies
|u(z)]
— 0 as d(p,z) — oo.
dipay )
Consequently, we can find for every ¢ > 0 an R; > 0 such that
(o) _
d(p, )

for all x € X with d(p,x) > R;. Using Theorem B, we conclude that,
for all » > max{Ry, R} and all v € S, X,

(grad u(p),v) < Tfier < Ce.
[ f(s)ds
0
Since € > 0 and v € S, X were arbitrary, this shows that grad u(p) =0
for all p € X, i.e., u is a constant function. O

Remark. Let (X, g) be a harmonic manifold.
(a) If u is a harmonic function, then u? is subharmonic:

Au® = u - Au+ Au - u + 2(grad u, grad u) = 2| grad ul|* > 0.

(b) A similar argument shows for arbitrary harmonic manifolds (X, g)
(also those with exponential volume growth) that if u is subharmonic
(i.e., Au > 0) with linear growth, then || gradul| is a bounded func-
tion. Ezamples of those functions are Busemann functions b,(q) =
limy 00 d(q, ¢,(t)) — t. In this case we have Ab,(q) = h > 0 (h denotes
the mean curvature of the horospheres) and || gradb,(q)|| = 1 for all
qe X.

(c¢) If all horospheres of X are minimal, i.e., h = 0, then all Buse-
mann functions are harmonic functions with linear growth. Moreover,
X has polynomial volume growth, by Corollary [2.8. This shows that
Corollary (8.2 is sharp.
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9. SPECIAL HARMONIC FUNCTIONS

Based on their eigenfunctions ¢, on geodesic spheres of harmonic
manifolds, Ranjan/Shah introduced in [RSh2, formula (4.1)] interesting
harmonic functions, denoted by h,. In the case of harmonic manifolds
with subexponential growth, these functions h, have linear growth. In
the case of harmonic manifolds with exponential growth, the functions
h, are bounded. These functions can be used in the latter case to
construct a diffeomorphism from the harmonic manifold (X, g) of di-
mension n to an n-dimensional Euclidean open ball (see Chapter [I0]).
Moreover, this diffeomorphism is a harmonic map (see [RSh2, p. 690,

Remarks (i,ii)]).

Theorem 9.1. Let (X, g) be a harmonic manifold of dimension n and
v e T,X. Then the function

ho(q) = p(dp(q))wu(q)

ff(s)ds
with p(r) = Sy s harmonic.
We have seen earlier in the proof of flatness of noncompact harmonic
spaces with h = 0 that the function y played a crucial role.

Proof. Using (1)), the fact that ¢, is a Laplace eigenfunction on geo-
desic spheres, and grad(u o d,) L grad ¢,, we obtain

Ah(q) = (M(dp(q))+f7'<dp<q>>u'<dp<q>>) oo(d)

ie.,

/ !/
= ¢u(q) (/J+ 7#) o dp(q).
Therefore it suffices to show that p' + fTI,u is constant. This follows

immediately from

T

f(r)? = [ f(s)dsf'(r) f

(9.1) p(r) = ) =1- 7(7“)#(7“)-

0

Remark. (a) If (X,g) is a harmonic manifold with subexponential
growth, we have m — 0. Similar arguments as those in the proof
of Corollary 8.2 show that then u(r) = O(r), as r — oo, i.e., @
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is bounded and h, has linear growth. (We have already seen that a
harmonic manifold with subexponential growth must be flat. But we
like to stress that the growth behaviour of h, can be derived without this
much stronger result.)

(b) If (X, g) is a harmonic manifold with exponential growth, we have

POt e

02 B =l e = e T

where h > 0 denotes the mean curvature of the horospheres of X. In
this case, h, is a bounded harmonic function.

We end this chapter with the following straightforward observation.

Lemma 9.2. Let (X,g) be a harmonic manifold, u € C*(X) be a
harmonic function and r > 0 with

(9.3) uls, () € span{gov}sr(p) |veT,X}.
Then there exists a vector v € T, X, such that we have u = h,,.

Proof. By the assumption (0.3]), we can find constants «; € R such that
Se(p) ;MT)O‘WQ = M("’)@i e Let v = ; a;e;. Then

v 1=1

u

i=1

h”‘sr(p) s T 0,

and h, —u is harmonic. By the maximum principle, h, —u vanishes on
the closed ball B,(p). By the unique continuation principle (see [Ard]),
we conclude that h, —u = 0. O

10. BALL MODEL OF A NONCOMPACT HARMONIC SPACE

Let (X, g) be a simply connected, noncompact harmonic manifold of
dimension n with A > 0, p € X and v € T,X. Recall from Theorem

that
»v(q)

———
ho(q) = u(d(p, q)) - (v, wp(q)),

ff(s)ds
where wy(q) € S, X, q = exp,(d(p, ¢)wy(q)) and pu(r) = - More-

over, we have 1(0) = 0 and p/(0) = lig(l),u/(r) = 1/n (see Proposition
[6.1)). Since

hy(exp,(rw)) = pu(r)(v,w) Yw e SpX,veT,X,
we have h,(p) =0, and h, is differentiable in p with

(grad hy(p),w) = % t:OhU(epr(tw)) = 2Ig% @(v,w)

= KO, w) =~ (0, w),
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i.e., gradh,(p) = 2. For ¢ # p, we have

grad h,(q) = 1/ (d(p, q))wu(q) grad d,(q) + p(d(p, q)) - grad ¢,(q).
From (7.2)) we deduce
grad (pv(q) = A:jup(q)(r)_l ('U - <'Ua pr>wpq) S qur(p)a

where r = d(p, q¢). Moreover, we know from Theorem [Q.Ilthat Ah,(q) =
0.

Let O, be the set of all orthonormal bases of T, X and E, = (e1,...,e,) €
O,. Define

FEp(Q) = (h61(Q)7 sy hen(Q))'
Theorem 10.1. For all E, € O,, the map

1
Fr,: X = By(0) = {y € B"| o] < 7)

s a harmonic map and a diffeomorphism.

Proof. Fg, is a harmonic map since all its component functions are
harmonic functions. The proof that Fg, is a diffeomorphism proceeds
in two steps.

Step 1: Fg, is a bijection, i.e., for every y € B%(O) there exists a
unique ¢ € X with Fg,(¢q) =y. We have to solve

Fg,(q) = (he,(q),-- - he (@) = (W1, Yn)
= p(d(p,q))((er, wp(q)), - - -, (€n, wp(q)))

This implies Y- 47 = p*(d(p, q)), i.e., llyll = p(d(p,q)), which defines
=1

1(d(p, q)) uniquely since g : [0,00) — [0, 3) is a bijection (1(0) = 0,
@' (r) > 0 by the Strong Maximum Principle (see the proof of [RSh2]
Lemma 4.1]), p(r) — ¢ for r — oo (see ([@.2))). Furthermore

1
wy(q) = m Z Yi€i

—_—

. 1
and ¢ = exp,, | (1) (llyll) o > v
dpg)

€S, X
Step 2: DFp)(¢)w = 0 for w € T, X implies w = 0. The assumption

DFg)(q)w = ((grad he, (), w), . .., (grad ke, (q), w)) =0

implies that (grad he,(q), w) = 0 for all 7. This, in turn, implies for all
(o,..., ) € R™
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0= Zai<grad he,(q),w) = <Z a; grad he, (q), w>

i=1
= <grad hz aie; (Q)u U}> ;
since a straightforward consequence of the definition of h, is
Athy, (Q) + Azl (q) = ,u(d(p, Q)) ’ <)‘1”1 + Aoz, wp(Q)) = Pxyur+a0m (Q)
Thus we conclude that (grad h,(q),w) = 0 for all v € T, X. Using the
above formula for the gradient of h,, we obtain for all v € T, X:
(' (d(p, 0))pu(q) grad dy(q) +u(d(p, q)) grad ¢, (q), w) = 0.
—— —
(TySr(p))* T4Sr(p)

Next, we write w € T, X as

w = (w, grad dy(q)) grad d,(q) +w’

J/

-~

(TySr(p))+

with w’ € T,S,(p). This implies
(10.1) 0 = p'(dp,q))es(q)(w,gradd,(q))

+ u(d(p,q)){grad p,(q),w') VveT,X.
Recall that we have

grad @, (q) = As, ) (1) (v = (v, wpq)wpq).

Choose v = wy(q), i.e. v — (v, wpq)w,yq = 0, i.e. grad¢,(q) = 0. Then

0 = 1/ (d(p, 7)) Pu,(q) (@) (w, grad dy(q)).
Since Qu,(q)(q) = (wy(q), wy(q)) =1 and 1'(d(p, q)) > 0, we obtain

(10.2) (w, gradd,(q)) = 0.
This implies together with (I0.]) that
(10.3) 0 = p(d(p, q))(grad p,(q), w') Vv e T,X.

For v € (wy(q))*t we have gradp,(q) = (A*wp(q)('r’))’l(v), and since
(A%, @) (r)~t: (w,y(q))*+ — T,S,(p) is an isomorphism, we can realise
every vector in 7,5, (p) as grad ¢,(q), in particular we can find v € T, X
such that v’ = grad ¢,(q). Putting this into (I0.3)) yields

0= p(d(p, q))(w',w'),
—
>0
i.e., w' = 0. Equation (I0.2) and w" = 0 imply that
w = (w, grad d,(q)) grad d,(q) + w' =0,
~——— —
=0
finishing the proof. O
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REMARK The above proof can be simplified by using the Cartan-
Hadamard Theorem: Since X is simply connected and has no conjugate
points, the map exp, : T,X — X is a diffeomorphism. We can view
Fg, as a radial rescaling of the inverse exponential map, followed by a
canonical identification of 7, X with R" via the basis ey, ..., e,.

Next, we calculate Fg, in the case of the hyperbolic plane. We realise
the hyperbolic plane as the Poincaré unit disk D = {z € C | |z|] < 1}
(see Figure [2)) with metric

A(da® + dy?)
IR

Poincaré unit disk D

F1GURE 2. The Poincaré unit disk model of the hyper-
bolic plane

Let z € Dand |z| =r < 1. Let ¢ : [0,7] — D be the curve ¢(t) =t- 2
with zg = |—j| € S'. Then

4

/t 2 —
”C( )”]D) 1 —t2)2

and

r r arctanh(r)
1
dp(z,0) = / I ()] x dt =2 / T dt = 2 / cosh? u(1 — tanh? u) du
0 0

0

arctanh(r)

= 2 / du = 2arctanh(r),
0
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using the substitution ¢ = tanh(u), which implies dt = (1 — tanh®u)du
and 1 —t? = 1 — tanh®u = —1,—. Note that f(t) = sinh(t), i.e.,

cosh? u
[ f)dt
pir) = =
f(r)
B coshr — 1
sinh r

Let p = 0 € D and E, = {ey,e2}, where ¢; is the standard basis in
R? = C. Note that h = 1. Then

F = Fg, :D — By (0) = By(0)
is given by F(z) = p(dp(0,2)) - &. Since dp(0, z) = 2arctanh(r) for

||
z € D with |z| = r, we obtain
cosh(2arctanh(r)) — 1
d pum
#(dn(0, 2)) sinh(2arctanh(r))
cosh?(arctanh(r)) + sinh?(arctanh(r)) — 1
2 sinh(arctanh(r)) cosh(arctanh(r))

B sinh?(arctanh(r)) .,
~ sinh(arctanh(r)) cosh(arctanh(r))

This implies that
F(z)=r- - z,
r

i.e., the model of the hyperbolic plane obtained via the harmonic map
F' is the Poincaré unit disk, as we would have expected.

11. THE BUSEMANN BOUNDARY

Let (X, g) be a noncompact complete Riemannian manifold and p €
X fixed. Define B” : X — C(X), where BP(y) = B : X — R is given
by

Bj(x) = d(y, x) — d(p,y)-
Lemma 11.1. Assume that C(X) carries the topology of uniform con-
vergence on compact sets. Then B : X — C(X) is injective and
continuous. Furthermore, BP(X) is compact in C(X).

Proof. Consider y,y" € X such that BY = BS/. This implies
d(z,y’) —d(y',p) = d(x,y) — d(y,p)

for all x € X. In particular, for z = y and = = 3/ we obtain
d(y,y") = d(y',p) — d(y,p) and —d(y',p) = d(y,y") — d(y,p),
and therefore d(y,y’) = 0, which shows injectivity.

To show that BP is continuous, we have to prove that, for each
sequence y, converging to y, the sequence Bf ~converges uniformly on
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compact subsets to BY. The continuity of d implies that B} converges
pointwise to B,. Since

|BY(x) — By(2')| < d(x,2)
the family B} is equicontionous and by Arzela-Ascoli converges uni-

formly on compact subsets. Since BP(X) is a Fréchet space, it is metriz-
able and we only have to check sequential compactness. Let Bl be
an arbitrary sequence. Since |B(z)| < d(z,p) is bounded on com-
pact subsets independent of y, Arzela-Ascoli implies the existence of
a subsequence converging uniformly on compact sets to a continuous
function f. O

Definition 11.2. The set BP(X) is called the Busemann compactifi-
cation and 03X = BP(X) \ BP(X) is called the Busemann boundary
with respect to p. Using the bijection BP : X — BP(X), a sequence
Yn € X converges to & € 0pX (in the Busemann topology) iff BP

converges to & uniformily on compact subsets.

Note that the point p is only a normalization (i.e., all functions
f € Br(X) satisfy f(p) = 0), and the convergence of a sequence is
independent of the choice of p. More precisely, if p’ is another point,
we have

BY(z) — BY () = d(y,p) — d(y,p) = BL(p).
Hence, for a given sequence y, € X, the functions Bf converge uni-
formly on compact sets to £ if and only if the functions Bg; = Bl —
BP (p') converge uniformly on compact sets to & — £(p’).

Note also that y,, — £ € J5X means necessarily that d(p,y,) — oo:
If y,, would have a subsequence y,; with d(p, y,,) < C for some C' > 0,
then a subsequence of y,, would be convergent to a point y € X.
Uniqueness of the limit would imply BY — BF, uniformly on compact
sets, but BY & 05X

If (X, g) has no conjugate points, the Busemann boundary 0% X can
be represented via Busemann functions. Let S, be the stable Jacobi
tensor along ¢, as defined in Lemma [l The corresponding unstable
Jacobi tensor U, along ¢, is given by U,(t) = S_,(—t). We say that
(X, g) has continuous asymptote if the stable solution v — S/ (0) of the
Ricatti equation is continuous. Let us mention some important results
for manifolds without conjugate points (see [Kn2, Satz 3.5] and [Zi3|
Lemma 4.3]).

Proposition 11.3. Let (X, g) be a complete, simply connected Rie-

mannian manifold without conjugate points. Forv € SX consider b, :

X — R, defined by b, (x) = d(z,c,(t)) —t. Then b,(z) = tlim byt ()
— 00

exist and defines a C* function on X. The functions grad b, converge
to grad b, in C(X), i.e., the convergence is uniformly on compact sets.
Furthermore, grad b, is Lipschitz continuous.
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If (X, g) has continuous asymptote, then the map b : SX — C(X)
with v — b, s continuous.

REMARK  For a proof of the first two properties in Proposition [11.3]
above under the additional assumption of a continuous asymptote see
[Es, Prop. 1 and 2]. Note that noncompact harmonic manifolds have
continuous asymptote (see Ranjan and Shah |[RSh3] or Zimmer [Zi3
Lemma 5.4]).

The following proposition is due to Zimmer [Zi3, Prop. 2.11 and
Lemma 4.5]. For convenience we provide a proof.

Proposition 11.4. Assume that (X, g) is a complete, simply connected
manifold without conjugate points such that the map b : SX — C(X)
s continuous. Then the following properties hold.

(1) The sequence b,(x) converges uniformly on compact subsets of
X x SX to by(x).

(2) Let 0% X be the Busemann boundary of X with respect to py €
X. Then, for any p € X the map ¢b° : S, X — 05X with
@ho(v) 1= b, — by(po) is a homeomorphism.

(3) A sequence y, = expy(t,v,) € X with v, € S, X and t, > 0
converges to a point £ € XX if and only if t, — oo and
there exists v € S, X with v, — v. In particular, § is given by
bv - bv<p0)-

Proof. (1) From the triangle inequality, we obtain for all v € SX and
x € X that b, (z) < b,s(x) if s <t Since the map (z,v) — b,(x) is
continuous, Dini’s theorem implies that b,(x) converges uniformly on
compact subsets of X x SX to b,(x).

(2) Proposition IT.3limplies that (b° is continuous. To show surjectivity
assume that BIY converges to { € 05 X. Define v, € S,X and ¢, > 0
such that ¢,, (t,) = y,. Then

352 (:E) = d(xa Cuy, (tn)) - d(CUn (tn),po) = bvn,tn (:E) - bvn,tn (pO)-

By passing to a subsequence if necessary, we can assume that v, con-
verges to v € S,X. Recall that ¢, — co. Because of (1), the right hand
converges to § = b, — b,(po). This shows that ¢P is surjective. The
map is also injective since @b°(v) = @h°(w) implies —v = grad b,(p) =
gradb,(p) = —w. Therefore, @ : S, X — J0F X is continuous and
bijective and, since 5, X is compact, ¢I° is a homeomorphism.

(3) Let y, = expy(t,v,) € X with v, € S,X and ¢, > 0 be a se-
quence. Assume that y, converges to £ € 9% X, i.e., B converges to
& = b, — by(po) for some v € S,X. Since d(y,,p) = oo, we know that
t, — oo. As above we have

BZI;:)L (Z’) = d(x’ CUn (tn)) - d(CUn (tn)7p0) = b'Unytn (Z’) - bUn7tn (po)
If v, /4 v, we would have a subsequence of v,, converging to w € S, X
with w # v. But then, following the arguments in (2), this subsequence
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would converge to b, — b,(po), violating the injectivity of the map
@0, Conversely, if v, — v and t,, — oo, (1) implies B = b,, ;, —
by, t, (Do) = by — by(po) =: &, uniformily on compact subsets of X. [

12. VISIBILITY MEASURES AND THEIR RADON-NYKODYM
DERIVATIVE

Let (X, g) be a noncompact, simply connected harmonic manifold
of dimension n. We choose a reference point p, € X and define
OpX := 0% X. For any other point p € X, we know from Proposition
T4 that the map @2 o (¢2)~' : 9pX — 93X is a homeomorphism,
identifying both Busemann boundaries in a canonical way. Moreover,
the homeomorphisms ¢£° : S, X — 5 X motivate the following defini-
tion.

Definition 12.1. Let M;(9pX) denote the space of Borel probability
measures on the Busemann boundary 0g X . For everyp € X, we define
Uy € M1<aBX) Via

1
f&) dup(§) = — [ flgp*(v)) dbp(v) V[ e C0pX),
opX Wn JS,x
where wy, is the volume of the (n—1)-dimensional standard unit sphere
and df, is the volume element of S, X induced by the Riemannian met-
Tic.
We call 1, the visibility measure of (X, g) at the point p.

We will see that any two visibility measures f,, i, € M;(0pX) are
absolutely continuous, by calculating their Radon-Nykodym derivative
via a limiting process. This needs some preparations.

Lemma 12.2. Let (X, g) be a noncompact simply connected harmonic
space. For all p,q € X there exists a t(p,q) > 0 such that for all
t > t(p,q) and all v € S, X the geodesic ray ¢, : [0,00) — X intersects
Si(p) in a unique point Fy(v) (see Figure[3). In particular, the map
F, 1 5,X — Si(p) is bijective.

Proof. Let a(t) be as in Corollary 3.4] . Choose ty such that for all
t >ty we have 2d(p,q) < a(t). Define

t(p,q) = max{d(p, q) + 1, to}.

In particular, ¢ lies in the ball of radius ¢ around p, for all ¢ > ¢(p, q),
and hence for all v € S, X the geodesic ray ¢, : [0,00) — X intersects
Si(p). Let t > t(p,q), and assume that ¢’ = ¢,(t;) is the second inter-
section point. Let w € S,X be the unique vector such that ¢,(t) = ¢
Since ¢,(t1) either points into By(p) or is tangent to S;(p) we have

L(éo(ty), u(t)) > /2.



44 GERHARD KNIEPER AND NORBERT PEYERIMHOFF

f%(v)

Si(p)

p

FiGure 3. Ilustration of the map F; : S, X — Si(p)

Using the triangle inequality we obtain

t—d(p,q) <t <t+dp,q)

Using Corollary B.4] we obtain for all s > 0

d(c,(t; — s), cw(t — ) > a(s)m/2.
In particular for s = ¢ this yields

a(t)m/2 < d(c,(t1 — t),p) < d(co(ti — ), q) + d(q,p) < 2d(p, q) < a(t),

which is a contradiction. Hence, a second intersection point cannot
occur. U

Proposition 12.3. Let (X, g) be a complete, simply connected non-
compact manifold without conjugate points and p,q € X. Consider the
map Fy 1 S X — Si(p), where Fy(v) is the first intersection point of the
geodesic ray ¢, : [0,00) = X with Si(p). If q is contained in the ball of
radius t about p, this map is well defined. Then the Jacobian of F; is
given by
det A,(d(q, Fy(v)))
(Np(Fi(v)), No(Fi(v)))”

where N, (y) = (grad d,)(y) and A, is Jacobitensor along ¢, with A,(0) =
0 and A!(0) = id. Note that we have det A,(s) = f(s) if (X, g) is har-

monic.

Jac Fy(v) =

Proof. Choose a curve 7 : (—¢,€) — S, X with 7(0) =v € S,X. Then

Fi(v(s)) = exp,(d(q, Fy(v(s)) - v(s)),
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and, using the chain rule and the product rule,

DFy(v)(7(0)) =
D exp,(d(g, Fi(v)) - v) ((Ng(Fi(v)), DF(v)7(0))v + d(g, 5 (v)) - (0)).

)
Note that 4(0) L v
We have

D exp, (tv)(tw) = Y (t)(w) = J(1),

where Y is the Jacobi tensor along ¢, with Y(0) = 0 and Y'(0) = id, and
therefore J is a Jacobi field along ¢ satisfying J(0) = 0 and J'(0) = w

Note that Y and A, are related by A, = Y‘( - In particular, we have

D exp,(tv)(tv) = tD exp,(tv)(v) = tc,(t).

v

This yields

DF,(v)(7(0)) = (Ng(Fi(v)), DF(v)¥(0)) Dexp,(d(q, Fi(v))v)(v)
+ Au(d(g, Fi(v)))(7(0))
= (Ng(Fi(v)), DFy(v)1(0)) ¢, (d(g, Fi(v)))
+A,(d(g; Fi()))(7(0)).

Consequently;,
DFy(v)(7(0)) =
(Ng(Fi(v)), DF(0)7(0)) Ny(F(v)) + Au(d(g, Fy(v)))(7(0)).

Next, we introduce the map

Ly : Np(2)™ = Ny(2)*,
Lo(w) = w — (w, Ny(x)) Ny(z).

Then we have

Lp,)(DFy(0)(7(0))) = Au(d(q, Fi(v)))(5(0)).

The finish the proof of the above Proposition, we need the following
lemma.

Lemma 12.4. Jac L, = [(N,(x), Ny(z))].
Proof. Consider
Ny(x)r N Ny(2)*" ={w € T, X | (w, N,(z)) =0 and (w, N,(z)) =0}.

Then N,(x)t N N,(x)* has co-dimension one in N,(z)* and L, is the
identity on N, (z)* N N,(z)*. Let

wo = No(w) — (Ny(x), Np(2)) Ny(x) € Ny ()™
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The vector wy is orthogonal to N,(z)* N N,(z)* since for all w €
Ny(z)* N Ny(z)* we have (w, N,(z)) = 0 and (w, N,(z)) = 0, and

therefore
(10, w0) = (1, Ny(@)) — (Ny(), Ny () (1, Ny(a)) = 0.
H:B_/ T

Moreover, L,wy is also orthogonal to N,(z)* N N, (z)*:
Lowy = wo — (wo, Ne(2)) Ny ()
= Ny(x) = (Ny(), Np(2)) Np () — (Ny(2), Ny(2)) Ny()
+H(Ny (@), Np(2))*) Ny()
= (Np(@), Ny(2)) ((Np(), No(2)) No () = Np(2)),

and consequently (w, Lywy) = 0 for all w satisfying (w, N,(z)) =
(w, Ny(z)) = 0. Consequently:
|| Lawol|

Jac L, = )
[[wol|

Since
| Lywol* = (N, Np(x), Ny(2))? + 1 = 2(N, (), Ny())?)

— (Ny(z), No(2))?)

—~
8
SN—
QZ
—
8
S—
~
[\o}
~—~
—_ o~

and

we obtain

Jac L,

((Np(w%Nq(x)) (1 = (Np(2), Nq(w)>2))1/2
1= (Np(x), No())*

= [(Np(2), Ng(2))],
which yields the lemma. O
Finally, Lg,) o DFy(v) = A,(d(q, Fy(v))) implies that

det Ay(d(g, Fy(v))) _ _ det Ay(d(g, F1(v)))
Jac Lp,(v) (Np(Fi(v)), Ng(Fi(v)))”

finishing the proof of the proposition. U

Jac Fy(v) =

Corollary 12.5. Let (X,g) be a noncompact, simply connected har-
monic space. Let By : SgX — S, X, v — T exp,t oFy(v) (see Figure[f).
Then we have
Fd(g, Fv) 1

f(t) (Np(Fy(v)), Ng(F(v)))

Jac By(v) =
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f%(v)

Si(p)

FIGURE 4. [lustration of the map B; : 5, X — 5, X

Proof. Let u € S,X. Then D exp,(tu) : ut — Texp, (tu) S(p) is given by
Dexp,(tu)(w) = 1A, (t)(w), and therefore with u = By(v),

Tt

Jac B;(v) - Jac Fy(v)

det A, (%)
det Au(d(g, Fi(v))) 1
det A, (t) (Np(Fi(v)), No(Fy(v)))

Since X is harmonic, we have det A,(s) = f(s), which finishes the proof
of the corollary. O

Let f € C(0pX). We know from Lemma [I2.2 that B; : S, X — S, X
is a bijection, for ¢ > 0 large enough. Then we have with f; = f o @b:

FEO A€ = — [ fi(w) db(w)

X Wn JS,x

= 2 (o BYW)Jac B)(v) by (v).

Wn Js,x

We will show that

(1) limy o0 By = (37) 7" © ("),
(ii) There exist constants to > 0 and C' > 0 such that

| Jac By(v)| < C Vwve SX,t>t1.
(iii) We have, for all v € S, X,

lim Jac By(v) = e " ®),
t—00
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Having these facts, we conclude with Lebesgue’s dominated conver-
gence that

f(&)du,(§) = lim i/SX(floBt)(v)(JabcBt)(v) db,(v)

opX t—o00 Wn,
1 —hby
= o qu(fwé"’)e ®) ag,(v)
= F(&)e s dp (&),
opX

with b, e =& —&(q) for ¢ € X and £ € 95 X. This shows the following
fact:

Theorem 12.6. Let (X, g) be a simply connected noncompact har-
monic manifold with reference point py € X. Let (u,)pex be the asso-
ciated family of visibility measures. Then these measures are pairwise
absolutely continuous and we have

dpp —hb
) =e ,6(P)
diig
It remains to prove (i), (ii) and (iii) above.
Proof of (i): Let ¢, — oo and s, > 0, w, = By, (v) € S,X such
that y, = exp,(s,v) = exp,(t,wy,). We obviously have s, — oo and
Yn — by — by(q). Let w,, be a convergent subsequence of w,, = By, (v)

with limit w € S,X. Then we have y,, — b, — by (p), by Proposition
MT.4(3), and

e (v) = by = by(q) = by — bu(p) = i (w).
This shows that limy, o0 By, (v) = (¢h°) ™" 0 oL (v). O

For the proof of (ii), we need the following lemma:

Lemma 12.7. For every e > 0, there exists tg > 0 such that we have
for allv € S;X

(N(F(0)), N(F(0)) = 1] < € Vit

Proof. This is an easy consequence of corollary 3.4 O

Proof of (ii): Since f(¢) > 0 is an exponential polynomial, there
exists m > 0 such that

ft)

(12.1) st 1 ast— oo.

Therefore, there exists ¢y > 0 such that

1 3
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for all ¢ > ty. Using Lemma [I2.7] and increasing ty > 0 if necesary, we
can also assume that

(Np(Fy(v)), Ny(Fi(v))) =

DO | —

for all ¢ > ty. Since d(q, Fy(v)) < t+d(p, q), we conclude from Corollary
for all t >t and all v € S, X,

t+d m ph(t+d(p,q)) d m
| Jac By(v)| < 6< +dp. g» hf <6 (1 + @) ehda)

Proof of (iii): This is a immediate consequence of Lemma [I2.7 and
the following Lemma:

Lemma 12.8. Using the notation above we have that
lim f(d((LF’t('U))) — efhbv(p)

Proof. Note that Bf, (z) = d(z, Fy(v)) — d(q, Fy(v)) converges uni-
formly to b,. Hence, for all € > 0 there exists t; > 0 such that for
all ¢ > ¢y we have

b, (p) — d(p, Fy(v)) +d(q, Fy(v))| < e.
=t
This implies
—e+1t—by(p) < d(g, Fi(v)) < e+t —by(p).

Note that f(r) is monotone, since fT,('r’) > h > 0. Therefore,

f(=e+t=by(p)) < fld(g, Fi(v))) < fle+1—bu(p))

and
Floett—bp) _ fdlg. @) _ fle+t—byp)
() A O R ()
Using (I2.0]), we obtain for a € R.
ftt—a) Y ft—a) (t —a)mehli=a)  gmeht
M f(6) e (f—aymeta T gment f(D)
_ tli)m<;a)m€fha — ¢ ha

Hence, for all € > 0, we have

e Mo ®)+e) < Jip inf f(d(q, Fi(v))) < lim sup f(d(g, Fi(v))) < ¢ hlbu(p)=e).
t—00 ft) 500 f(t)
This implies the claim. O
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13. THE GREEN’S KERNEL AND THE MARTIN BOUNDARY

Let (X, g) be a simply connected noncompact harmonic manifold.
In this chapter we calculate explicitly the Green’s kernel, which is the
smallest non-negative fundamental solution of the Laplace equation on
X, i.e., G is a function defined on X x X\{(z,z) | x € X}, and having
the following properties:

(a) A:G(z,y) =0 Vay,

(b) G(z,y) > 0 for all z # y,

)
(c) For all y € X, we have inf,cx .2, G(z,y) =0,
(@) [ Gz y)Aply)dy = —p(x) V¢ € CG(X).

G can also be expressed with the help of the smallest positive funda-
mental solution of the heat equation p;(x,y) as

G(z,y) = /Ooopt(:c,y)dt.

This implies that G(z,y) = G(y, x). For dim X > 3, the Green’s kernel
has a singularity at the diagonal with the asymptotic

Cn
d(z, y)»=?
with a fixed constant ¢, > 0 depending on the dimension.

Since the heat kernel p;(x,y) of a harmonic space X only depends on
d(z,y) (see [Szl, Thm 1.1]), the same holds true for the Green’s kernel,

i.c., there exists a function G such that G(z,y) = G(d(z,y)).
Property (a) means that for r = d(y, z) = d,(x) we have

fl
f

G(z,y) = (I+0(1)) asx—y,

0= A, (Gody)(x) =G"(r) + = (r)G'(r),

ie.
(fG")(r) + (f'G)(r) =0,
e., (fé’) (r) = 0. Integration yields fG' + B = 0. We choose 3 =

i = vol(S %) and obtain G’( )= )
This leads us to consider G’ ﬁ f fd—. The above derivations
show that

G: (X xX)\{(zx,z) |z € X} =R,

defined by G(z,y) = G(d(z,y)), satisfies 0 = A,G(x,y) for all = # y,
which shows (a) for this choice of G.

The properties (b) und (c) for this choice of G(z, y) are easily verified.
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The following calculation shows (d). We have for all ¢ € C§°(X):
<G<SL’, ')7 A@) =

- / G, 4) Ap(y)dy = / / F(Gr)(Ap)(cul(r))dba(v) dr
X 0 S X
_ / (G / (poc)'(r) + f7'<r><so 0 ¢,) ()b (v) dr
0 S X

= OOTOOL oc,) (r L,'r o¢,) (r v T
—5O/f()/f(t)[((90 D'0)+ L0 0 ) ()8 (0) e d

r 1 n / /
5 [{ / o / F)(0c)' () + /(1) (p o ) (r) dr dt b, (v)

7
'

(f-(pocv))'(r)

o0 1 /
— 5 4 / T (020 ) (i db. )

We conclude that the Green’s kernel of a noncompact harmonic man-
ifold (X, g) has the form

Gla.y) = Gld(wy) = - / %
d(z,y)

Let po € X be a fixed reference point. We define
Gz, xp)

G<p07 xm)
G(z,xm)

where the convergence ooy — K,(z) is meant uniformly on all

compact subsets of X. Let 0 = (z,,),0" = (2,,) € ¥. We call o0 ~ o' if
and only if K, = K.

Y, =10 = (vn) C X | d(zm,po) = o0, — Ky(z)},

Definition 13.1. The Martin boundary o’ X is defined as

ON X =X/~
X carries a metric, defined by
dg)<0-7 J/) = — sup |Ko<x) - Ko/<x>|'

$EB(p071)
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ExamMpLE  (Martin Boundary of Euclidean space) Assume that X =
R™ with n > 3, i.e., X is the flat Euclidean space. Then the Green’s
kernel is given by

1

(n—2) wy |z -y

G(x,y) =

Let pg = 0. We have
G(z, 1) N ( | T )n2
G(po, Tm) |7 — 2] '

Now, d(z,, po) — 0o means that |z,,| — co. Since

|| = || < |2 — 2| < ] + [,

we conclude that, for |z,,| — oo,
G(z, xp,)
G(p()v {L‘m)
i.e., 0AR" consists of a single point, the constant harmonic function 1.

Since O%R™ is a topological sphere of dimension n — 1, we have
OLR™ £ O R™.

However, Busemann boundary and Martin boundary agree for non-
flat noncompact harmonic spaces.

lim =1,

Theorem 13.2. Let (X, g) be a noncompact harmonic manifold with
h > 0. Then we have

X =X
as topological spaces.

Proof. We first show 0,, X = 0aX as sets.

(a) Our first goal is: If £ € 9% X, and (z,,) is a sequence in X such that
r, — £ in the Busemann topology, then we have the following uniform
convergence on compacta:

G@zn) | he)
G(p07 l‘n)

This implies that (x,,) is also convergent to a point in the Martin bound-
ary, and we obtain a canonical injective map

95 (X) = X (X),

¢ — (x,), where (x,) is any sequence with z,, — £ in the Busemann
topology.

(13.1)

Proof of (I3.1]): We first prove: Let I be a compact interval. Then

Jra 7

+a7® _, —ha
= i
0
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uniformly on I as s — oo. To prove this consider

< dt
wa<u)_ %-ﬁ—am.

Then lim,_,¢ %, (u) = 0 and by the mean value theorem we obtain

oy Yelw) _ val0) =) _ (o)
Po(u) — tho(u) —ho(u)  ¥h(z)

for some x € (0,u). Since

1
Ug(z) = FTr a2
we obtain
’wa(u) _ o ha :’ f(%) _ _—ha
Yo(u) f(E+a)
for some = € (0,u). Using [2.1] we obtain that zggz; converges on

—ha

compact intervals uniformly to e as u — 0 which is equivalent to

the assertion above.
o0

G(x, .
Let hy(x) = G(;Of’;). Since G(x,y) = id( | %7 we have
zy

Jie

x, t

hy(x) = ooyiﬂ'
fd(povy) f(@)

Let z, — & € 0% X in the Busemann topology. By definition this
implies that, for each compact subset K C X and all € > 0, there
exists ng(€, K) > 0, such that for all n > ng(e, K) we have

|d(@, 20) — d(po, ma) — &(2)] <€

for all n > ng(e, K) and « € K. In particular ,we have for all n >
no(e, K) and x € K

d(p0>xn) + f(l‘) —€< d(l‘, xn) < d(po, xn) + g +e

1

Ok 0, we conclude that

Since

dt

00 00 dt
fd(po,xn)-i-f(x)—e f(t) <h (x) < fd(po,xn)-f—f(ﬂf)'i‘ﬁ f(¢)

foo dt_ = foo dt_
d(po,zn) f(t) d(po,zn) f(t)
Since £ is bounded on K we can choose for each € > 0 (using (*)) a
number n, (€, K), such that for all n > ny (e, K),
e MEEH) < b (7) < e,
This implies, that
lim h,,(z) = e @),
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uniformly on each compact set. Therefore,

lim G(xn, ) _ o hé@)

n—0o0 G(xna pO)

converges uniformly on compact sets and (z,) converges to a point in
the Martin boundary.

(b) Let ¢ = (x,) be convergent to a point in the Martin boundary,

ie. d(x,,po) — oo and % — K, uniformly on compacta. Since

x, € X C BPo(X) and BPo(X) is compact, there exists a subsequence
r,; € X such that z,, — § € Br(X), in the Busemann topology.
Since d(xn,po) — 00, £ € 9% X we obtain that

G(a:nj, x)
- S - %
G(xnj ) pO)

Therefore, K, = e . Let (2,,) be an arbitary subsequence of ()

o~ hé@)

which is convergent in the Busemann topology to a point & € 0% X.

Glana) K., we conclude that

Then, from G lm o)

_ _he!
e e — o hE

i.e., & = ¢'. Hence (z,) is convergent in the Busemann topology. This
shows that the above map 9% (X) — 9 (X) is also surjective.

(c) Assume &, € 0% (X) converges to £ € d% (X), i.e., we have uniform
convergence of &, — &, on each compact subset K C X. In particular,
sup [&n(z) — &(2)[ = 0,

z€B1(x0)

and, consequently, sup |e”n(®) — ¢=h@)| 5 . This means that a
z€B1(x0)
convergent sequence &, in the Busemann topology is also convergent in

the Martin boundary topology.

Therefore, we obtain that the map 0% (X) — 9 (X) with £ — (z,,)
where (x,) is a sequence converging to &, is a continuous bijection.
Since 0% (X)) is compact, this map is a homeomorphism. O

14. REPRESENTATION OF BOUNDED HARMONIC FUNCTIONS

Let (X, g) be a simply connected noncompact harmonic manifold.
One of the merits of the Martin boundary theory, which we like to
recall, is the representation of bounded harmonic functions (see e.g.
[Wo] for more details).

For py € X define the set

H,y(X) ={F € C*(X) | AF =0, F(po) = 1, F > 0}
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of normalized positive harmonic functions on X. This set is convex
and compact with respect to the topology of uniform convergence on
compact subsets. We call an element F' € H, (X) minimal, if for any
two function Fi, Fy € Hy (X) with

F=X\F +(1-\F

we have F) = F,. Note, that the minimal set is contained in the Martin
boundary. Therefore,

o )i ={K,|oe€d(X), K, is minimal}

is the set of minimal elements in H,,(X). Using Choquet theory we ob-
tain for each F' € H,,(X) a unique probability measure vg on %’ . (X)

with
a0

A, mln

mln(

1’1’111’1

If we do not insists in probablhty measures, we can represent in this
way positive harmonic functions which are not normalized as well. If
F. G are positive harmonic functions with ' < G then G — F is a
positive harmonic function and

e =Vr+ Vg < Vp.

This implies that vg is absolutely continuous to vg. Of fundamental
importance is the harmonic measure v, := vy, i.e the unique probablity

on O ) defined by
/ Ko &) ().
R0

A mm

mln (

Using this measure, one can represent all bounded harmonic functions
on X in the following way. Consider first a harmonic function F' with
0 < F < M for some M > 0. This implies vp < Mv,,. In particular
the Radon-Nikodym derivative

dve

YE = dvy,

exists and defines an element in L'(9% (X)) with 0 < ¢p < M.

Hence,
/ K, (2)dvr(o / K (2)pr(0)dup (o).

%0 %0

A, mln A mm

Now, consider an arbltrary bounded harmonic function F' and as-
sume that —M < F' < M for some positive number M. Then

Flz)+ M= / Koy (@)1 (o) (0),
817

A,min

(X)



56 GERHARD KNIEPER AND NORBERT PEYERIMHOFF

where 0 < pp iy < 2M. Hence,

Flz) = / Koy (2)pr30(0) i (0) — / K () Mdvy (0)

_ / K (2)(prsar(0) — M)diy (0)
8Zol'nll']

- / K (2)(0)dvy (0),
820m1n

where —M < pp = ppiy — M < M. In particular, the following
theorem holds (see also [Wol Theorem (24.12)]):

Theorem 14.1. Denote by L=(0R,;,(X)) the set of bounded L' -functions
on OX in(X), and by H>®(X) the set of bounded harmonic functions
on X. Then the map H : L=(9Y ;,(X)) — H®(X) with

/ K, ( 0)dvy, (o)

A, mln

defines a linear isomorphism.

Now let (X, g) be a harmonic manifold with A > 0. Then as we
have shown above (see Theorem [[3.2]), the Martin boundary o%’(X))
and the Busemann boundary 0% (X) are isomorphic and, using the
identification ¢ — &, we have K, = e €. As has been observed by
Zimmer [Zi3], all functions e~ are minimal in H,,(X). Let p,, be the
visibility measure with respect to pg introduced above. We have that

1= / e_hgdﬂpo

95 (X))

which by the discussion above implies that p,, is the harmonic measure
on 2 (X)).

Related to the Martin representation is the Dirichlet problem at in-
finity, which deals with the following question. Let ¢ : 0% (X) — R be
a continuous function. Is there a harmonic function F' on X such that

lim F(z) = 9(€)?

By the maximal principle, F' is unique if it exists. A natural candidate
for the solution is the function H, defined by the integral presentation:

Hy(z) = / P(E)dpa(€) = / (€)@ (€).

O (X) 0 (X)
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Obviously, H,, is the solution of the Dirichlet problem if and only if
glcgl}é pz = Og,

where J¢ is the Dirac measure at £ € 9%’ (X) and the limit is taken in
the weak topology of Borel probability measure on 9%’ (X). We will see
in Chapter [I§ that this holds if (X, g) has purely exponential volume
growth.
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Part 2. Noncompact harmonic manifolds with purely
exponential volume growth

From now on, all harmonic manifolds (X, g) under consideration are
assumed to be noncompact, connected and simply connected, and of
purely exponential volume growth. As shown in the paper [Kn3| by
the first author, purely exponential volume growth, geometric rank 1,
Gromov hyperbolicity and the Anosov-property of the geodesic flow
(with respect to the Sasaki-metric) are equivalent for harmonic spaces
(X, g). Furthermore, nonpositive curvature or more generally no focal
points implies any of the above conditions.

This part covers the following new results for harmonic manifolds
with purely exponential volume growth:

(1) Agreement of the geometric boundary and the Busemann bound-
ary as topological spaces.

(2) Solution of the Dirichlet Problem at infinity, and an explicit in-
tegral presentation using the visibility measures at infinity. The
solution of the Dirichlet Problem follows also from the general
theory of [Ancll [Anc2] for Gromov hyperbolic spaces (which
is related to earlier work for spaces of negative curvature by
[AnSch], see also [SchYl, Chapter II]). However, in the case of
harmonic spaces, these results can be deduced in much more
direct and geometric way.

(3) Polynomial volume growth of all horospheres. As an applica-
tion, we also pove a mean value property of bounded harmonic
functions at infinity. This latter result follows from a modifi-
cation of the arguments given in [CaSam]| for negatively curved
asymptotically harmonic spaces.

15. GROMOV HYPERBOLICITY
We start this chapter by introducing the Gromov product.

Definition 15.1. Let (X, d) be a metric space and xo € X a reference
point. The Gromov product (x,y)., of x,y € X is defined as

(& 9)eo = 5, 20) + dly,70) = ()

Note that the Gromov product (z,y),, is non-negative, by the tri-
angle inequality. A metric space (X, d) is called a geodesic space, if
any two points z,y € X can be connected by a geodesic, i.e., if there
exists a curve oy, : [0,d(x,y)] — X connecting x and y, such that
d(02y(8), 02y (t)) = |t — | for all s,t € [0,d(z,y)].

Lemma 15.2. Let (X,d) be a geodesic space. Then we have, for
z,Y,To € X;
(7,Y)zo < d(ZL‘O,O'xy).
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Proof. Consider 2’ € o, such that d(zg, 04,) = d(x¢,2"). Then

(1) = ) + d(y 70) — d(z,))

- %(d(l’, .To) =+ d(y7 .T}o) - d(ﬂ?, xl) o d(ﬂ?/, y>)
(e, a0) + d(e' 20)) = (. )

IA

t

Definition 15.3. A geodesic space (X, d) is called o-hyperbolic if ev-
ery geodesic triangle A is 6-thin, i.e., every side of A is contained in
the union of the d-neighborhoods of the other two sides. If a geodesic
space (X,d) is d-hyperbolic for some § > 0, we call (X,d) a Gromov
hyperbolic space.

Let us recall the following two general results for Gromov hyperbolic
spaces. Note that one of the inequalities in Proposition [I5.5 was stated
in Lemma [15.2]

Proposition 15.4. (see [CDPl Prop. 1.3.6]) Let (X, d) be a §-hyperbolic
space. Then we have for all xo,x,y,z € X:

(l‘, y)xo > min{(x, 2)9007 (yv 2)000} — 80.

Proposition 15.5. (see [CDPl Prop. 3.2.7]) Let (X, d) be a §-hyperbolic
space. Then we have

(:L‘7 y)mo S d(fL‘Q, Ul‘y) S (:L‘7 y)$0 + 325

Now assume that X is a harmonic manifold. We have seen in propo-
sition [T.4] that the Busemann boundary 0% X of X with respect to
po € X can be identified with S,X. The map ¢ : 5, X — X
with ¢l°(v) := b, — by(po) is a homeomorphism. A sequence z, =
expy(tyv,) € X with v, € S,X and ¢, > 0 converges to a point
¢ € 0p X if and only if t,, — oo and there exists v € S, X with v, — v.
In particular, ¢ is given by b, — b,(po). Hence, a sequence x,, converges
in the Busemann topology to infinity if and only if d(z,,p) — co and
Ly(xp, ) — 0 for n,m — oo.

Assuming additionally that X has purely exponential volume growth
and therefore is Gromov hyperbolic we show that x,, converges to in-
finity if and only if

lim (2, ), = 00.
n,Mm—00

We note that this is used for general Gromov hyperbolic manifolds
as a definition for convergence to infinity. (see [BS, Section 2.2]).
The following result is the main result of this chapter.

Theorem 15.6. Let X be harmonic manifold with purely exponential
volume growth, p € X and {x,} be a sequence in X. The following are
equivalent.
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(a) The sequence {x,} converges in the Busemann topology to in-
finity, i.e. d(z,,p) = 0o and £,(xp, ) — 0 for n,m — oo.
(b) (zn, Zm)p — 00 for n,m — oo.

Proof. (b) = (a): It was shown in [Kn3] that X is o-hyperbolic for

some 6 > 0. Let (x,, %), — 00. We know from Lemma that

d(p,xn), d(p, ) > (T, Tm)p, which shows that d(p, x,) — oo as n —

oo. It remains to show that Z,(x,, x,,) — 0. Let U,y,, Up,,, be d-tubes

around the geodesic arcs 0y, and o,,,,. Then the geodesic 0, ,,, must

contain a point p; € Uy, NUp,,,. We conclude from Lemma that
d(p1,p) > d(0rpzp,P) 2 (Tn, Tin)p-

Let v; and 72 be the shortest curves connecting p; with o,,,, and o,,,,
at the points y, and y,,, see Figure B Then d(p1, yn), d(p1, ym) < 0,
which implies d(y,, ym) < 20 and

A(Yn: ), d(Ym, ) = (Tp, Tm)p — 6.

Upe,,

<

F1cure 5. Illustration of the proof of (b) = (a) in The-
orem

We assume, without loss of generality, that d(y,,p) > d(ym,p). Let
Zm € Opg,, be such that d(p, z,) = d(p, y,,). This implies that

d(ynap) = d<ZWL7p) > ('rnv'rm)p — 0.
Since

A(Ym,p) < d(2m;P) = d(Yn, ) < d(Ym, P) + A(Yns Ym) < d(Ym, p) + 26,
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and since Y, 2, lie on the same geodesic arc 0,,,,, we have d(Yp,, 2p,) <
26. This implies that

A(zZm, Yn) < dYm, Yn) + d(Zm, Yn) < 20 + 26 = 46.
Using Corollary B.4] we conclude that
40 > length(oy,,,) > a(d(yn, p))Zp(Tn, Tpm).

Since d(y,,p) — oo, we also have a(d(y,,p)) — oo, which implies that
Lp(Tp, Tp) — 0.

(a) = (b): Assume Z,(zy, Tm) — 0 and d(z,, p) — oo for n,m — oco.
For all R > 0, there exists ng(R) > 0, such that for all n,m > ny(R):
(15.1) d(p,xn),d(p,xm) > R andd(cps, (R), cpe,, (R)) < 1,

since Z,(xp, Tm) — 0 for n,m — oo. Note that the constant ng(R)
does not depend on p, but only on the values d(p, z,,) and 2,(z,, z,),
since X has a uniform lower curvature bound.

We show now the following: The geodesic arc o,,,, has empty in-
tersection with the open ball BR_%(p) for all n,m > ny(R).

If 0., ., NBgr(p) = 0, there is nothing to prove. If o, ,, NBr(p) = 0,

there exists a first ¢ty > 0 and a last £; > 0 such that
q1 = Ozxpay, (tO)u q2 = Umnmm<t1) € SR<p>7
where Sg(p) denotes the sphere of radius R > 0 around p (see Figure
[@). Then we have
d(q1, ¢2) = U0unz,n) — A(Tny 1) — (T, G2)-
Using (I5:0)), we have
HOrpam) < d(@n, Ope, (R)) + d(0pa, (R), Op,, (R)) + d(0pa, (R), Tm)
< d(y, 0pe, (R)) + d(Tm, Ops,,, (R)) + 1,
which implies that
d(q1,¢2) < (d(@n, 0ps, (R)) — d(@n, ¢1))
+ (d(xm, Opz,, (R)) — d(Tp, g2)) + 1.

Since d(p,z,) = R+ d(0ps,(R),2n) < d(qr,2,) + R (by the trian-
gle inequality), we obtain d(z,,q) — d(xp, 0ps, (R)) > 0, and simi-
larly d(z,, ¢2) — (2, 0ps,, (R)) > 0. This, together with (I5.2)) shows

d(q1,q2) < 1. But then the geodesic segment of o, ., between ¢; and
¢» cannot enter the ball B Rfé(p).

(15.2)

Therefore, we have for all n,m > ng(R),

1
R— ) < d(p, 0spzm) < (T, Tm)p + 326,
using Proposition [[5.5 This shows that

(T, Tn)p — 00 @S M, M — 00.
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Tn Lm

p

FIGURE 6. Illustration of the proof of (a) = (b) in The-
orem (10,0

g

16. THE GEOMETRIC BOUNDARY OF A HARMONIC SPACE WITH
PURELY EXPONENTIAL VOLUME GROWTH

This chapter provides a purely self-contained introduction into the
geometric boundary X (00), based on equivalent geodesic rays, and its
associated cone topology for harmonic spaces with purely exponential
volume growth.

We like to mention that all results in the later chapters [18] and
could have also been formulated in terms of the Busemann bound-
ary dpX instead of the geometric boundary X (o0), in which case the
current chapter as well as the following Chapter 7 would be of no
relevance for these later results.

We first recall the classical definition of the geometric boundary.

Definition 16.1. The geometric boundary X (oco) of the harmonic
space (X, g) consists of all equivalence classes of geodesic rays, where
two unit speed geodesic rays o1, 05 : [0,00) = X are equivalent if there
exists C' > 0 such that

d(oy(t),oq(t) < C

for all t > 0. The equivalence class of a (unit speed) geodesic ray o is
denoted by [o]. The geodesic ray with initial vector v € SX s denoted
by o,.
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Proposition 16.2. For every p € X, the map
®,: 5,X — X(o0),
Pp(v) = [oy]
18 injective.
Proof. This is an immediately consequence of the uniform divergence

of geodesics (see Corollary B.7]). O

REMARK Proposition [16.2] holds in the general context of non-
compact harmonic manifolds (without the purely exponential volume
growth condition).

Lemma 16.3. There exists a universal constant A > 0, only depending
on X, such that for all unit speed geodesic rays o1,09 : [0,00) — X
with 01(0) = 02(0) we have

d(o1(t),o9(t)) < Ad(o1(T),05(T)) VO<t<T.
Proof. Because of the uniform lower and upper bound on the sectional

curvature of X, there exist Ay > 1 and ¢ > 0, only depending on X,
such that

d(O‘l(t),O'Q(t)) SAQd(O’l(T),O'Q(T)) VOStSTSE

Using again the lower curvature bound on X and Corollary 3.4, we can
find for every R > 0 a constant A;(R) > 1 such that

d(o1(1), 02(t)) < A1(X, R)d(01(T),05(T)) Ve<t<T<R.

We assume now that R > 0 is chosen large enough that R/2 is greater
than a certain universal constant ¢ > 0, introduced later and only
depending on X. It remains to show that there exists a universal
constant A; > 1, only depending on X, such that

d(o1(t),02(t)) < As(X, R)d(01(T),02(T)) VR<t<T.

Let T > R, and ¢ : [0,1] — X be a geodesic connecting oy (7") with
oo(T), written as

o(s) = exp, r(s)o(s),
where p = 01(0), 7(0) = (1) = T and v(s) € S, X forall 0 < s < 1.
Assume first that there is so € (0,1) such that r(so) = d(c(sg),p) <
T/2. Then d(o(T"),09(T)) > T and we have

d(o1(t),09(t)) <2t < 2T < 2d(01(T), 02(T)).
So we can disregard this case and assume that r(sg) = d(c(so),p) >
T/2, for all sg € [0,1]. Let R <t =0T, and ¢ : [0,1] = X be given
by c;5(s) = exp,, 0r(s)v(s). Then
d

T aals) = Dexpy(3r(so)o(so) (07'(s0)v(s0) + dr{so)o/(s0))

— 1 (50)car) (57(50)) + Aueny (57 (50)) (¢ (50)
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Since ¢, 1(07(s0)) L Au(se)(07(50))(v'(s0)), we obtain

% ()| = (07(50) [ A (07 (o)) (s0)]

< (1'(50))” + [[Auso) (07(50)) Ay ) (P (50 - | Au(so) (7 (50)) (v (s0)) 1.

Let B(t) = Ay (H)A U(SO ( (s0)). This is an orthogonal Jacobi-Tensor
along cy(sp). Let w € (d),(r(s 0)))t with |Jw]| = 1. Then J(t) =

B(t)w is a Jacobi field with J(0) = 0, J(r(s¢)) = w. Using the Anosov
property of the geodesic flow and the theorem in [Bol p. 107], we
condude the existence of a universal A > 2. such that

(16.1) T < Az [|J(r(s0))]| = A

for all t € [c,r(sg)] with a universal constant ¢ > 0, only depending on
X. Therefore

[B(#)]] < A

for all ¢ < ¢ < r(s). Note that dr(sg) > 6% > £, and that we assumed
earlier that R/2 > ¢. This implies that

d
s TG S AZ (' (50))” + [ Augso) (7 (50))v" (50) 1)
S$=50
d
S Ag %57500(8) )
which shows that
1
length(cs) = / 4 cs(s)|| ds

g 5 B ds S=50 5

ds = Ay d(01(T), 02(T)).

< a2

0
Since ¢s connects o1(67") with 05(6T"), we conclude

d(o1(t),02(t)) < Ay d(01(T),09(T)) forall R<t=0T<T.

g

Proposition 16.4. For every p € X, the map ®, : S,X — X(o0) is
bijective.

Proof. In view of Proposition [[6.2] it suffices to prove surjectivity of
®,. Let [0] € X(00) and ¢(0) = ¢. Choose t,, — oo and v, € S, X and
sn € R such that o(t,) = exp,(s,v,). Obviously

|tn - 3n| S d(p, q)
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Then d(p,o(ty)) = d(gn,0(tn)) = sn, where g, = o(t, — sy). By
Lemma [I16.3] we have

d(co, (1), 0(tn = sp +1)) < Ad(p, gn) A(d(p, @) + [tn = snl)

<
< (A+1)d(pq)

for all ¢ € [0, s,]. This implies that
d(c,, (t),0(t)) < dlc, (t),0(tn — sy +t))+d(o(t, — s, +1t),0(t))
< (A1) d(p,q) + [t = sal < (A+2) dlp,q)
for all ¢ € [0, s,,]. Since S, X compact, there exists vy € S,X such that

a subsequence of v,, converges to vg. We conclude that d(c,,(t), o(t) <
(A+2) d(p,q) for all t > 0, i.e., [0] = [cy,]. This shows surjectivity. [

The next proposition is an easy consequence of the uniform diver-
gence of geodesics: For every distance d > 0 and every angle ¢ > 0

~

there exists a uniform radius R such that any two points p, g at dis-

tance < d and outside any ball of radius R will be seen from the center
of this ball in an angle < e.

Proposition 16.5. Ford > 0 and € > 0 there exists R = R(d, e, X) >
0, such that for all py € X and for all p,q & Bg(po) with d(p,q) < d
we have

Apo (pa Q) S €.

Proof. Since a(t) — oo as t — oo, we can choose R > 0 such that,
for all t > R, we have % < /e\ Let p,q & Bg(po) with d(p,q) < d.
Let v,w € Sy, X and t1,ts > R such that p = ¢,(¢;) and ¢ = ¢, (t2).
We conclude from the triangle inequality that |to — #1] < d. Let ¢y =
cw(t1) € Ba(po). Then

d(p, q0) < d(p,q) +d(q,q) < d+ [tz — 1] < 2d.
Then Corollary B.4] implies that

a(t) a(ty)
since ¢ > R. This finishes the proof. O

Zpo(Dy @) = Zpo (P Qo) <

The next result states that far out points of a geodesic ray o, seen
from another point p at bounded distance < d from o(0), appear under
a very small angle.

Proposition 16.6. Let d > 0 be given. Let o : [0,00) — X be a unit
speed geodesic ray with q := o(0). Let p € By(q) = {z € X | d(z,q) <
d}. ForT >0, let or : [0,d(p,0(T))] = X be the unit speed geodesic
from p to o(T'). Then for e > 0 there exists C = C(X,d,€) > 0 such
that for all S, T > C,

£p(05(0),07(0)) < €.
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Proof. The details of the following proof are illustrated in Figure[ll. By
[Kn3], X is p-Gromov hyperbolic for some p > 0. Since X has lower
curvature bound, we can find § > 0 such that for all z € X and for all
v1, 09 € S5,X we have

(16.2) Zy(v1,09) <0 = d(ey(p+1),cn(p+1)) <1

or

FiGUure 7. Mlustration of the proof of Proposition [16.6l

Choose
C = max{R(d,8,X),R(2p+ 1,6, X)+2p+ 1} +d

with ﬁ(d, ¢, X) as in Proposition [6.5 Without less of generality, we
can assume that S > T. We know that

d(p,0(T)),d(q,0(T)) = T — d > R(d, 5, X),
and conclude from Proposition that

Zory(p,q) < 6.
Using (16.2)), this implies that

d(or(d(p,o(T)) £ (p+1)),0(T + (p+1))) < 1.

Using [Kn3, Cor. 4.5], we conclude that there exists ty > 0 such that

d(o(T),o5(tg)) < 2p+ 1. (In the case S € [T, T + (p + 1)], we choose
to = d(p,o(S) and have og(ty) = 0(5).) Since T > C > R(2p +
e X)—|—2p+1+d we have

~

d(o(T),p) =2 d(o(T),q)—d(p,q) = T—d(p,q) = R(2p+1,¢, X)+2p+1
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and

d(os(to), p) d(o(T),p) — d(os(to),o(T))

>
> R2p+1,6,X)+2p+1—(2p+1)=R(2p+1,¢, X).
Using Propositon again, we conclude that

£y(0(T),05(t)) = £,(07(0),05(0)) < ¢,
finishing the proof of the proposition. O
This proposition has the following limit version (for S — o).

Corollary 16.7. Letd > 0 be given. Leto : [0,00) — X be a unit speed
geodesic ray with g == 0(0). Letp € By(q) = {z € X | d(z,q) < d} and
v € S,X such that [0,] = [0]. Then for e > 0 we have

Zp(v,07(0)) < €
for all T > C(X,d,€) with or and C(X,d,€) as in Proposition [16.0.
Proof. We only need to show that limy_,o, 0/:(0) = v. Then we obtain
for T > C(X,d,e):

Zp(v,07:(0)) < limsup £,(0%5(0),04(0)) <,

S—o0

using Proposition [16.6l

We know from Proposition that, for any 7, — oo, o7, (0) is
a Cauchy sequence in S,X. Since S,X is compact, there exists vy =
limy_,o 0/:(0). So it remains to show that vy = v. Note that we have

T —d(p,q) < d(p,o(T)) <T +d(p, q).

Let vy = —d'(T') and vo = —o/(d(p,0(T))). Figure [ illustrates the
following inequalities.

F1cURE 8. Mlustration of the proof of Corollary [16.7]
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Using Lemma [16.3] we have for 0 < s < T — d(p, q):
d(o(s),0r(s)) = d(ow(T = s),00,(d(p,o(T)) = s))

d(oy, (T — 8),00,(T — s)) +

(0w, (T = ), 00, (d(p, 0 (T)) = 5))

A d(oy,(T), 00, (T)) + [T = d(p,o(T))]
A (d(g, p) + d(ow,(d(p,0(T))), 00, (T))) + d(p, q)
2A d(p,q) + d(p,q) < (2A+1)d.
Taking the limit, we conclude that

d(o(s),04(s)) < (2A+1)d
for all s > 0, i.e., [0,,] = [0]. Proposition implies that vg =v. 0O
For vy € S, X, R >0, § > 0, we define
(16.3)  Ul(vy, R,9) :={o,(t) | t > R,v € S, X with Z,(vg,v) < &},

which we consider as geometric neighbourhoods of points at the geo-
metric boundary.

IN

IAIACIA

Proposition 16.8. Let d > 0 be given. Let vy € S, X and v; € S X
with [0y,] = [ow,] and d(p,q) < d. Then for all R,0 > 0 there exist
R = R(X,d,R,0) and & = ¢ (X,d, R,0) such that
U(Ul, R/, 5/) - U(’Uo, R, 5)
Proof. We choose
R — maX{R+d,C(X, d, g),ﬁzu, g,X) +d},

where R and C are defined as in Propositions and Let
o =0, Since R’ > C(X,d,$), we conclude with Corollary [6.7 that

(16.4) 2, (v, 0(R)) < g

Since the curvature of X is bounded from below, there exists ¢’ > 0,
only depending on R’ and X, such that
o,(R') € Bi(c(R'))  VwveS,X with £,(v,v1) <§'.

Figure [ illustrates the following arguments.

Let z € U(vy, R',¢"). Then z = 0,(t) with £,(v,v1) < ¢ and t > R'.

Since R’ > R(1, g,X) + d, we have

~ 0
d(p,o(R)),d(p, o0(R)) = R(1, 7. X)

and d(o(R'),0,(R')) < 1. Using Proposition [[6.5 we conclude that

(16.5) Zp(0(R), 00(R) <

>
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o(R) Bi(o(R))

F1GURE 9. Ilustration of the proof of Proposition
Since t > R > C(X,d, g), we deduce from Proposition
)
(16.6) Zp(ou(R),00(t)) < 1

Bringing (16.4)), (I6.5) and (I6.6]) together, we obtain
Zp(z,00) < Zp(00(t), 00(R) + Zp(0u(R), 0(R)) + £p(0(R), v0)

< d + d + 0 <9
- 4 4 4
and
d(z,p) > d(oy(t),q) —d(p,q) 2t —d> R —d > R,
i.e., z € U(vg, R,6). This finishes the proof. O

Let (X, g) be a noncompact harmonic space with purely exponential
volume growth. The geometric compactification X = X U X (00) is now
the disjoint union of all the points in X and the equivalence classes
[0] of unit speed geodesic rays o : [0,00) — X. The above consid-
erations lead to the following natural topology on X: A basis of this
compact topological space is given by the open balls U,.(p) = {z € X |
d(xz,p) < €} with p € X (neighbourhoods of finite points p € X) and
the sets U(vg, R, ¢), defined in (I6.3) (neighbourhoods of the infinite
point [o,,] € X (00)). For all p € X, the map

@, {veT,X | o]l <1} = B,(1) — XUX(c0),

exp, 7= if ||v]| <1,
o) = ¢ Elle
o] if Jol] = 1,

is a homeomorphism. The same holds true for the restriction: For all
p € X, the map

(16.7) P, : S, X — X(00), @,(v) = [o,]
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is a homeomorphism.

17. BUSEMANN FUNCTIONS AND THE GEOMETRIC BOUNDARY
We begin with the following definition:

Definition 17.1. Let (X, g) be a connected noncompact complete Rie-
mannian manifold. Two unit vectors v,w € SX are asymptotic di-

rections, if the corresponding geodesic rays o,, 0, : [0,00) — X with

/

0,(0) =v and 0,,(0) = w stay within bounded distance, i.e., there is a

constant C' > 0 such that
d(oy(t),ou(t)) < C

for allt > 0. In other words, v and w are asymptotic directions iff o,
and o,, define the same equivalence class.

Let (X, g) be a noncompact harmonic space. For all v € SX and
t € Rlet b,.(¢q) = d(q,0,(t)) —t. The Busemann function b, is then
defined as

by(g) = lim by, (q).

Proposition 17.2. Let (X, g) be a noncompact harmonic space with
purely exponential volume growth and v € SX. Then the Busemann
function b, is differentiable, and the vector field Z(q) = — grad b,(q) is
a vector field of asymptotic directions.

Proof. We know from Proposition[I1.3/that b, is differentiable and that
we have grad b, = lim; , gradb,;, where the convergence is uniform
on compact sets.

Let w = — grad b,(q) = limy_,~, — grad b, +(¢). Since we have

d(O‘v(S + (t - (qa Ov(t)))) grad by, t(Q)(S)) < A d(av(t - d(qa Ov(t)))a Q)a
for all 0 < s < d(q,0,(t)), by Lemma [I6.3] we conclude
d(00(8), T gradby(o)(5)) |t = d(q, co(t))| + A d(ow(t — d(g, 00(1))), )

it —d(q,0,(t)| + A(]t — d(q,0,(t))] + d(p,q))
d(p,q) + A(d(p, q) +d(p,q)) = (2A + 1)d(p, q),

for all 0 < s < d(q(c,(t))). Keeping s > 0 fixed, and taking the limit
t — 00, we obtain

d(oy(s), Ufgradbv(q)(s)) < (2A+1)d(p,q) ¥ s=>0,
i.e., v and Z(q) = — grad b,(q) are asymptotic directions. O

IAIAIA

Corollary 17.3. Let (X, g) be a noncompact connected harmonic space
with purely exponential volume growth. If v,w € SX are asymptotic
directions, then b, — b, is constant.
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Proof. For all ¢ € X, the vectors — grad b,(q), — grad b, (q) € S, X are
asymptotic to v and, therefore, asymptotic to each other. Because of
Proposition [[6.2] we have

—grad b,(q) = —gradb,(q) Vq € X.

This implies that grad(b, — b,) = 0 and, therefore, b, — b,, must be
constant on X. [

Definition 17.4. Let (X, g) be a noncompact connected harmonic space
with purely exponential volume growth. For p € X and £ € X(00), we
define

bp,g(Q) = bv<q)7
where v € S, X is given by [0,] = &. Note that

bpe(p) =0 and — gradb,¢(p) = v.

The next result states that the Busemann boundary and the geo-
metric boundary agree for noncompact harmonic spaces with purely
exponential volume growth.

Theorem 17.5. Let (X, g) be a noncompact connected harmonic space
with purely exponential volume growth and py € X be a reference point.
Then there is a canonical homeomorphism 0% X — X(00), given by
by — [oy] for allv € S, X.

Proof. We recall from Proposition [[1.4)(2) that the map ¢, : Sp, X —
O X, defined by ¢,,(v) = b, is a homeomorphism. We saw at the
end of Chapter [0 that the map ®,, : S,, X — X(00), ®,(v) = [0y]
is a homeomorphism (see ([I6.7)). The canonical homeomorphism in-
troduced in the theorem is the composition of these two homeomor-
phisms. U

Let us, finally, return to the visibility measures u, € M;(9%), in-
troduced in Chapter [[2l Using the canonical homeomorphism 0% X —
X (00) in Theorem [I7.5, we can view these as probability measures on
the geometric boundary X (co). Then we have du,,([oy]) = idﬁpo (v)
for all v € S,, X and, because of the identity

dpp(§) = e~ ro e (P) dpipy (§)

for all £ € 9%, we have the identity

dpy([00]) = €7@ dyry, ([0])

for all v € S,, X representing [o,] € X (00). This will become important
in Chapter [I§ below on the solution of the Dirichlet problem at infinity.
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18. SOLUTION OF THE DIRICHLET PROBLEM AT INFINITY

Let (X, g) be a harmonic manifold with purely exponential volume
growth. Recall that the Busemann function associated to v € 5, X is

defined as
by(q) :== lim d(c,(t), q) —t.
t—o0
For vy € S,X and 0 > 0, we introduce the cone
C(vo,0) = {cy(t) | t>0,2(vg,v) <5}

We already mentioned at the end of Chapter [I4] the crucial condition
lim,_,¢ pt, = ¢ to solve the Dirichlet problem at infinity. This abstract
condition can be deduced from the geometric fact that any horoball H,
centered at £ = ¢,,(00) € X (00), ends up inside any given cone C (v, ),
when being translated to the horoball H along the stable direction (see
the illustration in Figure [I0). This is essentially the content of the
following proposition. (Note that the horoballs centered at & can be
described by {q € X | b,,(¢) < —C'}, and that these horoballs become
smaller and shrink towards the limit point &, as C' € R increases to
infinity. )

F1GURE 10. Geometric property to guarantee the solu-
tion of the Dirichlet problem at infinity

Proposition 18.1. Let (X, g) be a harmonic space with purely expo-
nential volume growth. Let vy € S,X and § > 0. Then there exists a
constant Cy > 0, depending only on vy and 9, such that

b (q) > d(p,q) — C1  for all g € X\C (v, 9).
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REMARK  Proposition [[81] does not hold if (X, g) is the Euclidean
space. In this case, every horoball is a halfspace, which lies never inside
a given cone.

Proof. There exists a constant C; > 0 such that

(18.1) 0<2(cy(t),q)p, <Cy Vt>0 Vqe X\C(vy,0).

If this were false, then we could find sequences ¢, > 0, ¢, € X\C(vy, 9),
such that

(Cvo (tn)a Qn)p — 0.

This would mean, by Theorem [I5.6], that d(p, ¢,,) — oo and 2£,(vg, gn) —
0, which is a contradiction to g, € X\C(vo, 9).

(IRJ)) means that
d(p,q) = (dlcy(t),q) —=t) <1 Vi =>0.
Taking the limit ¢ — oo, we obtain
d(p; q) = by (q) = d(p, q) = lim (d(cy, (t), q) — 1) < O,
finishing the proof. O

In fact, we need the following uniform modification of Proposition
I8 1 Note that in Proposition below, v € S,X plays the role of
v in Proposition [81], and every = € C(vo, ) satisfies x € X\C(v, $),
because of Z,(v,v) > 4.

Proposition 18.2. Let (X, g) be a harmonic space with purely expo-
nential volume growth. Let vy € S,X and 6 > 0. Then exists a Cy > 0,
depending only on vy and d, such that

bv(ZL‘) Z d(pa ZL‘) - CQa

for all z € C(vg, %) and all v € S, X with £,(v,v9) > &

Proof. There exists a constant Cy > 0 such that
0<2(cy(t),2), <Cy Yt>0, YveS,Xwith/,(v,v) >4,

Ve C(’Uo, g),

for otherwise, we could fine sequences t,, > 0, v,, € S, X with £, (v, vo)
§, and x, € C(vg, 2) satisfying

v

(Cop (tn), Tn)p — 00.

Using Theorem [I5.6] this would imply d(p, z,,) = oo and Z,(vy,, z,) —
0. But Z,(vy,, x,) — 0 contradicts to Z,(z,, vg) < g and Z,(vy,v9) > 0.
Therefore, we have

d(xz,p) — (d(cy(t),z) —t) < Cy V>0,
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which implies, taking ¢ — oo, that

4]
d(z,p) —by(z) < Cy VwveS,XwithZ,(v,v) >0 andV x € C(vy, 5),

finishing the proof. O

Now we state our main result of this chapter, namely, the solution of
the Dirichlet problem at infinity in case of purely exponential volume
growth.

Theorem 18.3. Let (X, g) be a harmonic space with purely exponential
volume growth. Let ¢ : X(00) — R be a continuous function. Then
there exists a unique harmonic function H, : X — R such that

(18.2) lim H,(z) = 9(6).

Moreover, H, has the following integral presentation.:

Hy(z) = / PO dpa(€),

X (00)

where { iz trex C M1(X(00)) are the visibility probability measures
(originally introduced in Definition 121 on 0pX, and recalled as mea-
sures on X (00) at the end of Chapter[I7).

REMARK Note the differences between the earlier Theorem [T4.1]
and Theorem The earlier theorem states the rather abstract fact
that every bounded harmonic function ' on X can be represented by a
certain integral of a function ¢ defined on the boundary, using a rather
abstract harmonic measure. Theorem [I4.1] makes no statement about
the convergence of F(z) — ¢(§), as € X converges to £. Theorem
is formulated in the context of continuity, the involved measures
are the explicitly given visibility measures p,, and it additionally states
the crucial convergence F'(z) — ().

Proof.

(a) We show first that [ ¢(&)dp.(§) is a harmonic function. Let
X(0)

p € X. Then

A [ e = 8, [ A=) -

X(0) X(0)

Let K C X be a compact set. Then z + ¢(&)e "< is bounded
for all x € K and all £ € X(00), because of |b,¢(x)| < d(p,z). More-
over A,p(€)e Mre@ =0 and b, ¢(+) is smooth, because of Ayb,¢ = h.
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Therefore,

A, / P(E)dpa(€) = / 2(€) Ane 0 gy () = 0.

X (00) X (00) =0

(b) Now we prove

lim ©(§)dp(§) = ¢ (&o)-

z—&0
X (0)
Let &y = [cy,) With vy € S, X. Without loss of generality, we can assume
that ¢(&o) = 0 (by subtracting a constant if necessary). Let ¢ > 0 be
given. Then there exists 6 > 0, such that

| o([cr]) | <€ Ywve S,X with £,(vo,v) < 6.
We split the integral representing H,(z) in the following way:

wn|Hy(2)] < plles]) e dh, ()| +

/spx \ {v] £(vo,v)<8)

/ ¢([co]) () d‘gp(v)
{v | £(vo,v)<d}

Now, using Proposition 0182, we obtain

ol Ho(0)] < lplloe / e MAPD-C) gg () 1
SpX \ {v | £(vo,v)<6}

e/ e~ hbo(@) db,(v) <
{v | £(vo,v)<6}

lplloo wn € e7Pe) e/ e " dh,(v) <
S, X

(. J

:szX Oy (v)=wn,

Wi (€4 ||l €2 e hiP2)Y

Since € > 0 was arbitrary and d(p,z) — oo for x — &, we conclude
that
|Hy(z)] = 0 foraz — &.

(c¢) Uniqueness of the solution follows from the maximum principle. O

Let us finish this chapter with an application of Theorem [I83] (see
formulas (I83)) and (I84]) below).

REMARK Obviously, the harmonic function h, : X — R, introduced

in Theorem @.1] has a continuous extension to the compactification
X = X U X(00) via

ho(q) = {,u(r)(v,w) ifqg= epr(rw) € X withw € S, X,

(v, w) if ¢ = [cw] € X(00) with w € S, X.
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This implies that the harmonic map Fg, : X — B1 (0), introduced in

(0)

Chapter [[0, has a extension as a homeomorphism FEp : X - B
with FEP (p) =0.
Since h, : X — R and its restriction on X is harmonic, we know

from Theorem [I8.3] that
1 —hbuw(z
o / (v, w)df,(w).
SpX

On the other hand, we have
ho(x) = pldy(x)) - (v, wp(z)),

Bl

DI*—‘

which implies that

183) [ w) = h o pf) - oy,
(18.4) win M@y g (w) = h - p(dy(x)) - w,(x).

19. HOROSPHERES OF HARMONIC SPACES WITH PURELY
EXPONENTIAL VOLUME GROWTH HAVE POLYNOMIAL VOLUME
GROWTH

The Anosov property implies for all v € SX the existence of a split-
ting
T,5X = E*(v) & E*(v) & E(v)
and constants a > 1 and b > 0 such that for all £ € E*(v)
(19.1) 1D (v)E]| < allélle™ Vit > 0.

Let W7 C SX be the corresponding strong stable manifold, i.e., the
integral manifold associated to the distribution E* through v € SX.
Its projection H, = 7W,; C X is a horosphere orthogonal to v. Let
p = m(v). Consider a curve

E:[0,1] > Wy £(0) =
in the strong stable manifold W such that

r > length(r o €) = / (o )/ (s)lds.

Note that the geodesic flow ¢! : SX — SX induces a bijection ¢ :
W2 — W, . We apply this to the curve ¢ (see Figure []). Then

To @' [0,1] = He,
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and, since (¢'€)(s) = D¢'(£(s))(€'(s)) € E*(&(s)),

1
length(m o §'€) = / I 0 @) (s)]|ds
0

IN

/ [(6'e)(s)lds < ae™ / 1€/(s)]ds.

o'(v) Hor(v) = WWﬁt(v)

FiGURE 11. Contraction of the geodesic flow on stable horospheres

Since the sectional curvature of a harmonic space is bounded, we
conclude that the second fundamental form of horospheres is bounded
as well (see the proof of part (A) of Proposition [A.1]). Therefore, there
exists C' > 0 such that

IV (zogy )€ (s)]| < Clim o &) ()]
This implies

IE'GI* = [l(mo &) (s)II” + ||£€(5)||2 = (70 &) ()I* + IV (rogy € ()1
< 1+ )T ) (sl
and
length(m 0 ¢'¢) < ae V1 + C? length(r 0 £) < ae 1+ C2 -
Hence length(m o ¢'¢) < 1 if
ae 1+ C2r <1,

or equivalently
1
—bt <

T a1+ 0Oy



78 GERHARD KNIEPER AND NORBERT PEYERIMHOFF

which means
S log(av1+ C?r)
- b
Let Byv = V,&, where ¢ is the inward unit normal vector field of the
horosphere H. We know from above that ||Byl|| < C.
Recall the Gauss equation

with X, Y € T,H. If X, Y are orthonormal, we have

= to.

| Knu(span{ X, Y})| < |K (span{X,Y})| + 2| Bul]* < C.

for some positive constant C' > 0, since harmonic manifolds have
bounded sectional curvature. Therefore the Volume Comparison The-
orem yields that any ball of radius 1 in any horosphere has an intrinsic
volume bounded by some constant A > 0:

voly(B1(q)) < A V H horospheres V q € H.
This implies that

voly, (By(p)) < voly, (¢~ (Bi(m 0 ¢"(v))))
< et V01H¢t0(v) (By(m 0 ¢y, (v))) < Aelto
—  Aebloe@V/1407 1) _ A(av/1+ C2 r)h/P,
This proves the statement in the title of this chapter. O

20. MEAN VALUE PROPERTY OF HARMONIC FUNCTIONS AT
INFINITY

In this chapter, we modify the arguments given in |[CaSam| for as-
ymptotic harmonic manifolds of negative curvature. The flow of argu-
ments follows also the arguments given in [KPJ.

Theorem 20.1. Let (X, g) be a noncompact harmonic manifold of
dimension n € N with purely exponental volume growth. Let ¢ : X =
X U X(c0) = R be continuous, and its restriction ¢ : X — R be
harmonic. Let & € X (00) and py € X. Let H C X be the horosphere,
centered at &, containing the point py. Let K; C H be an exhaustion of
H, such that OK; is smooth and satisfying

VOln_Q(aKJ‘) .
—= =0 )
Voln_l(Kj) — as j — OO

Then we have the following "mean value property at infinity”:

. Jk, e(x)dz

J—oo VOln_l(Kj) - 90(5)
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REMARK Since horospheres have polynomial volume growth, the

intrinsic balls of suitably chosen increasing radii satisfy
VOln,Q(an.[(Tj))
voln_1(By(r;))

A suitable choice of sets K are regularized spheres, as explained in

[KPL p. 665]. But there might be many more increasing sets satisfying
this asymptotic isoperimetric property.

Proof. Let £ = [¢,] with v € S, X and H = b;(0). Let H, = b, '(¢).
Let ¢, : X — X be the flow assiciated to gradb, = gradb,,¢. Then
(bt : Ho — H;. Let K]<t) = (bt(K]) C H;. Then

VOlnfl(Kj (t)) = €ht VOlnfl(Kj).

Since X has a lower sectional curvature bound, there exists C' > 0 such
that

— 0.

vol, _o(0K;(t)) < e“Mvol, »(0K;).
This implies that, on every compact set I C [0, 00), we have
| | VOln*2<aKj ())
voln 1 (K(+))

lloor = 0, asj— oo.

Define
) Jaa 20
= ol (K 0)
Since |]¢;]o0 < |]¢]]0o, using diagonal arguments, we find a subsequence

gj, such that g, (t) — g(t), for all rational ¢. Since ¢ is uniformly con-
tinuous, we have g; — g pointwise to a continuous limit.

VteR.

Next we show that g satisfies
(20.1) g"+hy =0,

in the distributional sense. Let 1 € C5°(R) be a test function. Then

we have
o0 o0

oy (z)dz
[ s - woe = [ B0 i i

—00 —00

Let ¢ : H x (—00,00) — R be defined as @(z,t) := p(¢(z)). The
tranformation formula yields:

eht

[ oot~ [ stwar= [ o) T o -

K;(t) be(K5) K;
= eht/@(x,t)d:p.
K;
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Therefore, we have

50 = oz | el

J

and

95 (t) + hg;(t)

o(ppr) + h (<Z5t5€)

<
O_
\
&‘g‘

KJ
= /Ax<P Prx) — Agy, p(Pp)dx
Vol
KJ
ey | Berla) -Bupla)d
= — +0(2) —Aqy, p(x)dx
vol(K; (1)) ) L om?
o Ay, p(z)d
~Vl(K, (1) ML) AT
K;(t)
= ol(K, () (grady, p(x), va)dz,
BKJ(t)

where v, denotes the outward unit vector of 0K;(t) C H;. Since
suppy C R is compact, we have

[e.e] o0

/ 9; ()" (¢) — hy'(t))dt = / (g7 (t) + hg;(t))p(t)dt
r 1
:_4 maK/(t) (gradyy ) ¢(z), vo)dz b(t)dt

Taking absolute value, we conclude:

o0

/ 0;(1)("(t) — hig!(£))t

(e}

/ vol,_o(0K;(t))

rad 0o oodt—)o,
vol,,_1(Kj(t)) || gradx ¢f|o [[¥]]

supp ¥
as j — 00, since, by Theorem R.1}

1

(grady ¢(p),v) = wol(Bi () / o(q)u(q)dpi(q) Vv € Sp X,

S1(p)
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which implies

1
W) voln—1(S1(p)[l] oo,

d < -
|| gradx o(p)|| < vol. (B,

B vol,_1(51(p))
vl (B.(1))

By Lebesgue’s dominated convergence, and since ||g||oo, ||9;||lc0 < ||¢]|c0;
we conclude that

| grady ¢l < [l ]co-

[ a0 - noar—o.
i.e., the continuous function g satisfies (20.1]) in the distributional sense.
Therefore, g is smooth and satisfies (20.1]) in the classical sense, which
implies
g +hg=c
for some suitably chosen constant ¢ € R. The general solution of
g +hg = cis g(t) = de "+ £ with an arbitrary constant ¢’ € R. Since

g ist bounded, we have g(t) = .

Let po € X, v € Sp, X and & = [¢,] € X(00). Let € > 0 and R > 0.
Recall from Proposition I8.1], that we find ¢ > R such that

(20.2) be o ((—00, —t]) € U(v, R, ).

Continuity of ¢ : X — R implies, for every ¢ > 0, that there exists
an open neighborhood U of £ € X(00), such that

lp(z) =€) <e Vazel.

Choose t < 0 negative enough, such that H; = b;o%g(t) C U. This is
possible because of (20.2)). This implies

Kt x)—@(&)| dr
950~ o0 = 2 “ii(_f(Kjff»)' <

€.

Therefore, we have |g(t) — ¢(&)| < € for t < 0 negative enough. Since

g(t) = +, i.e., g is constant, we must have g = (&), since € > 0 was

arbitrary.

For t = 0, we conclude

. plr)dr
,(0) = % = 9(0) = p(6),

as j — o0o. This finishes the proof. O



82 GERHARD KNIEPER AND NORBERT PEYERIMHOFF

REFERENCES

[Ancl] A. Ancona. Positive harmonic functions and hyperbolicity, in Potential
theory—surveys and problems (Prague, 1987), Lecture Notes in Math.
1344, 1-23, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1988.

[Anc2] A. Ancona. Théorie du potentiel sur les graphes et les variétés, in Ecole
d’été de Probabilités de Saint-Flour XVIII—1988, Lecture Notes in Math.
1427, 1-112, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1990.

[AnSch] M. T. Anderson, R. Schoen. Positive harmonic functions on complete man-
ifolds of negative curvature, Ann. of Math. (2) 121 (1985), 429-461.

[Aro] N. Aronszajn. A unique continuation theorem for solutions of elliptic partial
differential equations or inequalities of second order, J. Math. Pures Appl.
(9) 36 (1957), 235-249.

[BBE] W. Ballmann, M. Brin, P. Eberlein. Structure of manifolds of nonpositive
curvature I, Ann. of Math. 122 (2) (1985), 171-203.

[BCG] G. Besson, G. Courtois, S. Gallot. Entropies et regidités des espaces locale-
ment symétriques de courbure strictement négative., Geom. Funct. Anal. 5
(5) (1995), 731-799.

[BFL] Y. Benoist, P. Foulon, F. Labourie. Flots d” Anosov a distributions stable
et instable differéntiables, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 5 (1) (1992), 33-74.

[BTV] J. Berndt, F. Tricerri, L. Vanhecke. Generalized Heisenberg groups and
Damek-Ricci harmonic spaces, Lecture Notes in Math. 1598, Springer-
Verlag, Berlin, 1995.

[Be] A.L. Besse. Manifolds all of whose geodesics are closed, Ergebnisse der
Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete [Results in Mathematics and Related
Areas] 93, Springer Verlag, Berlin-New York, 1978.

[Bohr] H. Bohr. Almost Periodic Functions, Chelsea Publishing Company, New
York, 1947.

[Bo] J. Bolton. Conditions under which a geodesic flow is Anosov, Math. Ann.
240 (2) (1979), 103-113.

[BH] M.R. Bridson, A. Haefliger. Metric spaces of mnonpositive curvature.
Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften, [Fundamental Principles
of Mathematical Sciences|, 319, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1999.

[Bu] K. Burns. The flat strip theorem fails for surfaces with no conjugate points,
Proc. Am. Math. Soc. 115 (1) (1992), 199-206.

[BS]  S.Buyalo, V. Schroeder. Elements of asymptotic geometry, European Math-
ematical Society (EMS), Ziirich, 2007.

[CaSam] P. Castillon, A. Sambusetti. On asymptotically harmonic manifolds of
negative curvature, larXiv:1203.2482, 12 March 2012.

[CDP] M. Coornaert, T. Delzant, A. Papadopoulos. Géométrie et théorie des
groupes, Lecture Notes in Mathematics 1441, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1990.

[DR] E.Damek, F. Ricci. A class of nonsymmetric harmonic Riemannian spaces,
Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. (N.S.) 27 (1) (1992), 139-142.

[Eb]  P. Eberlein. When ist the geodesic flow of Anosov type? 1., J. Differential
Geometry 8 (1973), 437-463.

[EO] P. Eberlein, B. O’Neill. Visibility manifolds, Pacific J. Math. 46 (1973),
45-109.

[Es] J.H. Eschenburg. Horospheres and the stable part of the geodesic flow, Math.
Zeitschrift 153 (3) (1977), 237-251.

[EOS] J.H. Eschenburg, J. J. O’Sullivan. Growth of Jacobi fields and divergence of
geodesics, Math. Z. 150 (3) (1976), 221-237.

[FM] A. Freiré, R. Mané. On the entropy of the geodesic flow in manifolds without
conjugate points, Invent. Math. 69 (3) (1982), 375-392.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1203.2482

[Ni]

NONCOMPACT HARMONIC MANIFOLDS 83

P. Foulon, F. Labourie. Sur les variétés compactes asymptotiquement har-
moniques, Invent. Math. 109 (1) (1992), 97-111.

M. Gromov. Hyperbolic groups, In: Essays in group theory, Math. Sci. Res.
Inst. Publ., 8, Springer, New York, 1987.

L. Green. A theorem by Hopf, Michigan Math. J. 5 (1) (1958), 31-34.

J. Heber. On harmonic and asymptotically harmonic homogeneous spaces,
Geom. Funct. Anal. 16 (4) (2006), 869-890.

L. Karp, N. Peyerimhoff. Horospherical means and uniform distribution of
curves of constant geodesic curvature, Math. Z. 231 (1999), 655-677.

W. Klingenberg. Riemannian manifolds with geodesic flow of Anosov type,
Ann. of Math. 99 (2) (1974), 1-13.

G. Knieper. Mannigfaltigkeiten ohne konjugierte Punkte, Bonn. Math. Schr.
168 (1986).

G. Knieper. On the asymptotic geometry of nonpositively curved manifolds,
Geom. Funct. Anal. 7 (4) (1997), 755-782.

G. Knieper. Hyperbolic Dynamics and Riemannian Geometry, in Handbook
of Dynamical Systems, Vol. 1A 2002, Elsevier Science B., eds. B. Hasselblatt
and A. Katok, (2002), 453-545.

G. Knieper. New results on noncompact harmonic manifolds, Comment.
Math. Helv. 87 (2012), 669-703.

P. Kreyssig. An Introduction to Harmonic Manifolds and the Lichnerowicz
Conjecture, larXiv:1007.0477, 3 July 2010.

P. Li. Geometric analysis. Cambridge studies in advanced mathematics 134,
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2012.

A. Lichnerowicz. Sur les espaces riemanniens complément harmoniques
(French), Bull. Soc. Math. France 72 (1944), 146-168.

P. Li, J. Wang. Mean value inequalities, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 48 (4)
(1999), 1257-1283.

R. Mané. On a theorem of Klingenberg, Dynamical Systems and Bifurcation
Theory, (Rio de Janeiro, 1985), M. Camacho, M. Pacifico and F. Takens
eds., Pitman Res. Notes Math. 160 Longman Sci. Tech., Harlow (1987),
319-345.

Y. Nikolayevsky. Two theorems on harmonic manifolds, Comment. Math.
Helv. 80 (1) (2005), 29-50.

O. Perron. Uber lineare Differentialgleichungen, bei denen die unabhdngig
Variable reell ist, J. Reine Angew. Math. 142 (1913), 254-270.

N. Peyerimhoff, E. Samiou. Integral geometric properties of mon-compact
harmonic spaces, larXiv:1210.3957, 15 Oct. 2012.

A. Ranjan, H. Shah. Convezity of spheres in a manifold without conjugate
points, Proc. Indian Acad. Sci. Math. Sci. 112 (4) (2002), 595-599.

A. Ranjan, H. Shah. Harmonic manifolds with minimal horospheres, J.
Geom. Anal. 12 (4) (2002), 683-694.

A. Ranjan, H. Shah. Busemann functions in a harmonic manifold, Geom.
Dedicata 101 (2003), 167-183.

F. Rouviére. Espaces de Damek-Ricci, géométrie et analyse, in Analyse sur
les groupes de Lie et théorie des représentations (Kénitra, 1999), Sémin.
Congr. 7, 45-100, Soc. Math. France, Paris, 2003.

R. Schoen, S.-T. Yau. Lectures on differential geometry, Conference Pro-
ceedings and Lecture Notes in Geometry and Topology, I, International
Press, Cambridge, MA, 1994.

N.E. Steenrod, J.H.C. Whitehead. Vector fields on the n-Sphere, Proc. Nat.
Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 37 (1951), 58-63.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1007.0477
http://arxiv.org/abs/1210.3957

84
[Sz]
(Wil
[Wol
[Zi1]
[Zi2]

(73]

GERHARD KNIEPER AND NORBERT PEYERIMHOFF

Z.1. Szab6. The Lichnerowicz Conjecture on Harmonic manifolds, J. Differ-
ential Geom. 31 (1) (1990), 1-28.

T.J. Willmore. Riemannian geometry. Oxford Science Publications, The
Clarendon Press Oxford University Press, New York, 1993.

W. Woess. Random Walks on Infinite Graphs and Groups, Cambridge
Tracts in Mathematics 138, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2000.
A. M. Zimmer Asymptotically harmonic manifolds without focal points,
arXiv:1109.2481, 6 October 2011.

A. M. Zimmer Compact asymptotically harmonic manifolds, J. Mod. Dy-
namics. 6 (3) (2012), 377-403.

A. M. Zimmer Boundaries of non-compact harmonic manifolds,
arXiv:1208.4802, 16 December 2012.

FacurLty OF MATHEMATICS, RUHR UNIVERSITY BOCHUM, 44780 BOCHUM,
GERMANY
E-mail address: gerhard.knieper@rub.de

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, DURHAM UNIVERSITY, DURHAM
DH1 3LE, UK

E-mail address: norbert.peyerimhoff@dur.ac.uk


http://arxiv.org/abs/1109.2481
http://arxiv.org/abs/1208.4802

	1. Introduction
	Part 1. General noncompact harmonic manifolds
	2. The density function of harmonic manifolds
	3. Uniform divergence of geodesics
	4. Curvature properties of spheres and horospheres
	5. Harmonic functions with polynomial growth
	6. Harmonic manifolds with h=0 are flat
	7. Special eigenfunctions of geodesic spheres
	8. An integral formula for subharmonic functions
	9. Special harmonic functions
	10. Ball model of a noncompact harmonic space
	11. The Busemann boundary
	12. Visibility measures and their Radon-Nykodym derivative
	13. The Green's kernel and the Martin boundary
	14. Representation of bounded harmonic functions

	Part 2. Noncompact harmonic manifolds with purely exponential volume growth
	15. Gromov hyperbolicity
	16. The geometric boundary of a harmonic space with purely exponential volume growth
	17. Busemann functions and the geometric boundary
	18. Solution of the Dirichlet problem at infinity
	19. Horospheres of harmonic spaces with purely exponential volume growth have polynomial volume growth
	20. Mean value property of harmonic functions at infinity
	References


