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Abstract

Let (M,w,J,g) be a non-compact almost Kéhler manifold. In this paper we provide various criteria that
assure that w® induces a non trivial class in the reduced L? maximal/minimal cohomology of (M, g). Fur-
thermore in the last part we explore some topological applications of our results.
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Introduction

Let (N,w) be a compact symplectic manifold of dimension 2n. Among its basic properties there is the well
known fact that w* induces a non trivial class in the de Rham cohomology of N, that is

0 # [w*] € HIR(N) (1)

for any k = 1,...,n. Consider now a non-compact symplectic manifold (M,w). Let J be an almost complex
structure compatible with w and let g be the Riemannian metric induced by w and J, that is g(X,Y) :=
w(X,JY) for any X,Y € X(M). Usually in the literature a manifold M equipped with three tensors w, J
and g as above is called an almost Kdahler manifold, see e.g. [35]. For various reasons, besides the usual de
Rham cohomology, in the non-compact setting it is also interesting to consider the LP-de Rham cohomology
which, roughly speaking, is defined as the quotient between LP-closed forms modulo LP-exact forms H Thus,
looking at , it is natural to wonder whether something similar holds true also for the LP-cohomology of a
non-compact almost Kéhler manifold. Certainly we cannot expect that a generalization of holds true for
an arbitrary non-compact almost Kéhler manifold without any further assumption on (M,w, J, g) or p. First,
as w is parallel with respect to some Hermitian connection, it is necessary to assume that voly(M) < oo in
order to have w* € LPO?*(M,g) and p € [1,00). Secondly there are celebrated vanishing theorems for the
L?-cohomology of certain complete Kihler manifolds (Z, h) based on the fact that the corresponding Kihler
form w admits a primitive in L®Q(Z, h), that is there exists n € Q1(Z) N L=®QY(Z, h) such that din = w, see
e.g. [22] and [28]. Thus we can say that the aim of this paper is to provide an answer to the following question:

e Let (M,w,J,g) be a non-compact almost Kihler manifold. Under what circumstances does w” induce a
non-trivial class in the LP-cohomology of (M, g)?

We have already mentioned above that we are led to assume voly(M) < co. In what follows we will see that
another important property is the g-parabolicity (and other criteria inspired by the notion of g-parabolicity)
of (M,g). Let us now provide some more details by explaining the structure of this paper. The first section
is devoted to the background material about LP-cohomology and almost Kéhler manifolds. The second section
is split in two parts. Its first subsection collects various technical propositions that will be needed later. The
second subsection contains the main results of this paper. More precisely it is devoted to various criteria assuring

1We refer to the first section of this paper for a precise definition.
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the non-vanishing of [w*] in H;max/min(M, g), where H;max/min(

cohomology of (M, g) respectively, see and (7). Concerning the non-vanishing of [w*] in ﬁifgmax(M ,g) we
prove the following

M, g) is the reduced LP-maximal/minimal

Theorem 0.1. Let (M,w, J, g) be a possibly incomplete almost Kdihler manifold of finite volume and dimension

2m > 0. Assume that Fiz;ax(M, g) = ﬁijﬁlin(M, g) for some 1 < p < co. Then w* induces a non trivial class
=2k
in H, ax(M, g) for any k=1,2,....m and q € [p, o0].

Requiring (M, g) to be g-parabolic, see Def. we can also deduce the non-vanishing of [w*] in Fi{cmin(M ,9)
for certain p. More precisely we have

Theorem 0.2. Let (M,w,J,g) be a possibly incomplete almost Kdihler manifold of finite volume and dimension
2m > 0. Assume that (M, g) is p-parabolic with 1 < p < oo and let p’ = p/(p — 1). Then:

1. For any k =1,2,....,m, w* induces a non trivial class in Fjﬁnax(M7 g) for any q € [p', ).

) L . =2k
2. For any k =1,2,...,m, w* induces a non trivial class in H,;,(M,g) for any q € [1,p].
Finally the last section contains various examples and applications. We exhibit, especially in the framework
of Kahler manifolds, various examples of metrics satisfying the above theorems. Moreover we show some
topological applications of our results. In particular we prove the following

Theorem 0.3. Let (X,h) be a compact and irreducible Kihler space of complex dimension m. Assume that
every point p € sing(X) has a local base of open neighborhoods whose regular parts are connected. Then

H*M(X,R) # {0}
for each k =0,1...,m. In particular if X is a compact and irreducible normal Kdhler space then
H*M(X,R) # {0}

for each k=0,....m.
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1 Background material

Before starting we point out that in this paper a manifold M will be always assumed to be connected. The aim
of this section is to recall briefly some basic notions about LP-spaces and LP-cohomology. We refer to [14], [15],
[29] and [3§] for proofs and more details. Let (M, g) be an open and possibly incomplete Riemannian manifold of
dimension m and let dvol, be the one-density associated to g. We consider M endowed with the corresponding
Riemannian measure, see for instance [20] pag. 59 or [] pag. 29. A k-form w is said measurable if, for any
trivialization (U, ¢) of A*T* M, ¢(w|r) is given by a k-tuple of measurable functions. Given a measurable k-form
w the pointwise norm |w|, is defined as |w|, := (g(w,w))/?, where with a little abuse of notation we still label
by g the metric induced by g on A¥T*M. Then for every p € [1,00) we can define LPQF(M, g) as the space of
measurable k-forms such that

1/p
||w||Lka(M,g) = (/M |w\§ dvolg> < 00.

For each p € [1,00) we have a Banach space, for each p € (1,00) we get a reflexive Banach space and in the
case p = 2 we have a Hilbert space whose inner product is

(W, M) 20k (0,9) 5:/ g(w,n) dvol, .
M



Moreover QF(M), the space of smooth k-forms with compact support, is dense in LPQ¥(M, g) for p € [1, 00).
Finally L>®QF(M, g) is defined as the space of measurable k-forms whose essential supp is bounded, that is the
space of measurable k-forms such that |w|, is bounded almost everywhere. Also in this case we get a Banach
space.

Consider now the de Rham differential dy, : QX (M) — QFFL(M) and let di, : Q¥+ (M) — QF(M) be its formal
adjoint. As it is well known d}, is the differential operator uniquely characterized by the following property: for
each w € QF(M) and for each n € Q¥+ (M) we have

/ g(w,d}n) dvol, = / g(drw, n) dvoly .
M M

For any p € [1,00) we can look at dj as an unbounded, densely defined and closable operator acting be-
tween LPQF(M,g) and LPQ*+1(M,g). In general d; admits several closed extensions. For our purposes
we recall now the definitions of the maximal and minimal one. The domain of the maximal extension of
dy : LPQ* (M, g) — LPQFHL (M, g) is defined as

D(dgmaxp) := {w € LPQ¥(M, g) : there is n € LPQ* (M, g) such that / g(w,d}¢)dvol, = (2)
M
= / g(n, ¢) dvol, for each ¢ € Q¥ (M)}. In this case we put di maxpw = 7.
M

In other words the maximal extension of dj, is the one defined in the distributional sense. The domain of the
minimal extension of dy : LPQF (M, g) — LPQF1(M, g) is defined as

D(dg minp) := {w € LPQF(M, g) such that there is a sequence {w;} € QF(M) with w; — w (3)
in LPQ*(M, g) and dyw; — 1 in LPQF1(M, g) to some 7 € LPQFT1 (M, g)}. We put dy, min pw = 7.

Briefly the minimal extension of dy, is the closure of Q¥(M) under the graph norm of dy. Clearly D(dk min,p) C
D(di max,p) and di maxpw = i minpw for any w € D(diminp). Note that for £ = 0 the maximal domain
D(do,max.p) is nothing but the Sobolev space W1P(M, g) while the minimal domain D(dg min,p) is nothing but
the Sobolev space W, *(M, g), that is the closure of C°(M) in WP (M, g).

Also in the case p = 0o dj, admits a closed extension dy max,co : L°QF (M, g) — L¥QFTL(M, g) defined as

D(dp.max.00) = {w € L®OQF(M, g) : there is € L®Q* (M, g) such that / g(w, d},¢) dvol, = (4)
M
= / g(n, ¢) dvol, for each ¢ € Q¥ (M)}. In this case we put di max,cow = 7.
M

In other words a measurable k-form w € L>®QF(M, g) lies in D(dg max,00) if the distributional action of d
applied to w lies in L*Q* (M, g).
It is easy to verify that if w € D(dg max / min,p) then di max / min,pw € D(dk41,max / min,p) and the corresponding
compositions are identically zero, that is di4+1,max,p © dk,max,p = 0 and di41 min,p © dk,min,p = 0. Analogously
dk+1,max,00 © Ak max,co = 0 01 D(dj max,00)- The LP-maximal/minimal de Rham cohomology of (M, g) is defined
as

H;L,)C,max/min (M7 g) = ker(dk,max,p)/ im(dkfl,max/min,P)
while the reduced LP-maximal/minimal de Rham cohomology of (M, g) is defined as

—k :
Hp,max/min(Mv g) = ker(dkymax,p)/Hn(dk—l,max / min,p)v (5)

where im(dj_1,max / min,p) i the closure of im(di_1 max / min,p) N LPQF(M, g) respectively. Clearly the identity
ker(dj max / min,p) =+ keT(dk, max / min,p) induces a surjective map

—=k
H;zl)c,max/min(M7g) %Hp,max/min(M’g)' (6)

Similarly we have the L°°-de Rham cohomology and the reduced L°°-de Rham cohomology defined respectively
as

Hﬁo,max(M7 g) = ker(dkymax»oo)/im(dk—lvmaxyoo)



and
k

Foo,max(Ma g) = ker(dk,max,oo)/im(dkfl,maxym)' (7)
Clearly also in this case we have a surjective map
—k
ano,max(M7g) — Hoo,max(Mvg) (8)

induced by the identity ker(d max,co) — ker(di max,00). We recall now some well known properties that will be
frequently used later:

a) Let 1 < p < ooandlet p’ =p/(p—1). Let w € LPQ¥(M, g). Then w € D(dj max,p) and LPQETL(M, g) 3 ¢ =
di,max,pw if and only if for any n € D(dy—k—1,min,p’) We have

/ w/\n:/ WA dr—k—1,min,p'N- )
M M

Analogously, given an arbitrary w € LPQ¥(M, g), we have w € D(dk, min,p) and LPQFMY(M, g) 29 = Ak min, pw
if and only if for any 7 € D(dn—k—1,max,p’) We have

/ ¢/\77 :/ W/\dmszfl,max,p’n‘ (10)
M M

b) Let 1 < p < oo and let p’ = p/(p — 1). Then the bilinear map

T (Mog) x Tk (M, g) 5 R, (], ) — /M WA (1)

is a well-defined and non-degenerate pairing.

c) Let 1 < p < g < co. Assume that vol,(M) < oco. It is well known that if w € LIQ¥(M,g) then w €
LPQF(M, g) and that the corresponding inclusion i : LIQF(M, g) — LPQF(M,g) is continuous. Then it is
immediate to check that if w € D(dk max,q) then w = i(w) € D(dg max,p) and

i 0 d max,q = Ak, max,p © % 00 D(dg max,q)- (12)
Similarly if 1 <p < ¢ < 00 and w € D(dg, min,q) then w = i(w) € D(dk min,p) and
i 0 dk,min,g = A, min,p © % 00 D(dj min,q)- (13)
d) Let 1 <p<g<ooandlet U C M be an open subset. Let w € D(dk max,p) C LPQF(M, g). Then
w|u € D(dk max.p) C LPQ* (U, glv) and di max,p(w|v) = di max,pw|v- (14)
We continue now by giving the following definitions.

Definition 1.1. Let (M, g) be a possibly incomplete Riemannian manifold. Let 1 < p < co. We will say that
the LP-Stokes theorem holds on LPQY*(M, g) if the following two operators

i max,p + LPQF (M, g) = LPQFY (M, g) and di minp : LPQF (M, g) — LPQF (M, g)
coincide.

A well known result says that when (M, g) is complete then the LP-Stokes theorem holds true for any
k = 0,....m. We will recall later a proof of this result, see Prop. Conversely there are examples of
incomplete Riemannian manifolds where the LP-Stokes theorem fails to be true, see for instance [5], [6], [8] and
[19).

Definition 1.2. Let (M, g) be a possibly incomplete Riemannian manifold. Let 1 < p < co. We will say that
the LP-divergence theorem holds on (M, g) if the following two operators

t
dO,max,p

: LPQY (M, g) — LP(M, g) and dj : LPQN (M, g) — LP(M, g)

coincide.



In the above definition df .., : LPQ'(M,g) — LP(M,g) and df s, , = LPQ*(M,g) — LP(M,g) are the

LP-maximal /minimal extensions of df : QL (M) — C°(M). Analogously to (2) and (3) df jax, : LPQN (M, g) —

LP(M, g) is defined in the distributional sense while df, ;. : LPQ'(M,g) — LP(M,g) is the graph closure of
dj : Qe(M, g) = C(M).

Definition 1.3. Let (M, g) be a possibly incomplete Riemannian manifold. Let q € [1,00). Then (M, g) is said
to be q-parabolic if there exists a sequence of Lipschitz functions with compact support {¢n}nen C Lip (M, g)
such that

2. ¢n — 1 almost everywhere as n — oo;
3. ||dodnllLaqr(ar,g) — 0 as n — oco.

Definition 1.4. Let (M, g) be a possibly incomplete Riemannian manifold. Then (M, g) is said to be stochas-
tically complete if
e 1 =1

where A 2 L*(M, g) — L*(M, g) is the Friedrich extension of the Laplace-Beltrami operator Ag : C°(M) —
C*(M) and eTIAT L3(M,g) — L?(M, g) is the heat operator associated to A .

We add a small remark to the above definition. The heat operator e~tA7 is an integral operator with a

positive smooth kernel k(t,z,y), (t,z,y) € (0,00) x M x M, such that fM k(t,z,y)dvoly(y) <1 forallt >0
and x € M. Hence, given a bounded function f € L>° (M), the function e’tAOFf(x) = [y Ktz y) f(y) dvoly(y)
is well defined and it is still bounded.

We invite the reader to consult [20] and [36] for an in-depth treatment about g-parabolicity and stochastic
completeness. The definition of the heat operator can be found for instance in [4] or [20].

We conclude this section by recalling few basic notions concerning almost Kdhler manifolds, see e.g. [35]
for more details. Let (M,w) be a symplectic manifold of dimension 2m. It is well known that there exists a
compatible almost-complex structure J € End(TM), that is an endomorphism of tangent bundle of M satisfying
J? = —1Id and such that g(X,Y) := w(X,JY) is a Riemannian metric on M, where X,Y € X(M), see e.g. [1].
Moreover the symplectic form w and the volume form dvol, are related by the following formula: m!dvol, = w™.

Definition 1.5. An almost Kdhler manifold (M, w, J, g) is given by a symplectic manifold (M,w) endowed with
a compatible almost-complex structure J and the Riemannian metric g defined as g(X,Y) := w(X,JY) for any
X, Y e X(M).

From now on by saying that an almost Kéhler manifold (M,w, J, g) is complete we will mean that g is a
complete metric on M.

Proposition 1.1. Let (M,w, J,g) be an almost Kdihler manifold. Then w € L*Q%(M, g)

Proof. Let V : C*(M,TM) — C>*°(M,T*M ® TM) be the second canonical connection. We refer to [13], [35]
and the reference therein for more details. Here it is enough to recall that V is a connection compatible with
both g and J, that is Vg = 0 and VJ = 0. It is easy to check now that these two properties entail that w
is parallel with respect to V. Finally, as V is compatible with g, we have do(g(w,w)) = 0, and thus we can
conclude that w € L>®0%(M, g) as desired. O

2 Main results

This section is split in two subsections. In the first one we collect various technical results that will be needed
later. The second one is devoted to the main results of this paper.

2.1 Some technical propositions

We have the following propositions:

Proposition 2.1. Let (N, g) be an oriented and possibly incomplete Riemannian manifold of dimension n.



1. Letn € L'Q"(N,g). Then [y n < co.
2. Letn € L'Q™(N,g) such that n € im(dy—1,min1). Then [y n=0.

Proof. As usual let dvol, be the volume form of g. Then there exists a function f € L'(N,g) such that

fdvol, = 1. We have
[ [onl=1 [ favolyl < [ 171wl = il < o
N N N

This establishes the first point. For the second point, as 7 € im(dp—1,min,1), We know that there exists a
sequence of smooth forms with compact support {Bx }reny € Q7 1(V) such that limd,,_18x = n in L'Q"(N, g)
as k — oo. Moreover we recall that L>°(N) is the dual Banach space of L'Q"(N,g). Therefore we have
Jyn =1lim [ d,_18, as k — oo. But [ dn_18r = 0 for each k € N thanks to the Stokes theorem. Hence
Jyn =0 as well. O

Proposition 2.2. Let (N, g) be a possibly incomplete Riemannian manifold of dimensionn. Letw € D(dk max,p) C
LPQF(N, g) for somek =0,1,....,n and 1 < p < co. Assume that there exists an open subset U C N with compact
closure such that W|N\ﬁ =0. Then w € D(dk minp)-

Proof. According to [15] Th. 12.5 we know that there exists a sequence {w;} C Q¥(N) N LPQ¥(N, g) such that
w; = w as j — oo in the graph norm of D(dj max,p). Let V' be an open neighborhood of U with V compact.
Let x € C°(N), x : N — [0, 1], be a smooth function with compact support such that x(z) =1 for any z € V.
Then, using the fact that yw = w, Xdk maxpw = Ak maxpw and dox A w = 0, it is an easy exercise to check
that the sequence {xw;} converges to w in the graph norm of D(dy max,p). Finally, as {xw;} C Q¥(N), we can
conclude that w € D(dg,min,p) as desired. O

Proposition 2.3. Let (N, g) be a possibly incomplete Riemannian manifold of dimension n. Lety € D(dy max,00) C
L>*Q"(N,g). Then the following properties hold true for any k =0,1,....,n and p € [1,00):

o Ifw € D(di,max,p) then yAw € D(diyr max,p) AN Akt r max,p(YAW) = dr max,00Y AW+ (=1)"Y A di max pw-
o If fw € D(dj min,p) then Y Aw € D(d+rmin,p) aNd ditrmin,p(YAW) = drmax,coY Aw + (—1)"y Adg min,pw-

Proof. Let w € D(dj max,p). We first point out that d; max,coY AW+ (—1)"y Adg max pw € LPQ (N, g). This
follows easily by the fact that v € L¥Q"(N, g), drmax.coy € LN, g), w € LPO¥(N, g) and dj max pw €
LPQFHL(N, g). According to [I5] Th. 12.5 we know that there is a sequence {w;} C QF(N) N D(dk max,p) such
that w; — w as j — oo in the graph norm of dji max . Assume for the moment that

{vAw;} C D(dktrmax,p) and that diqr maxp(¥ Aw;j) = drmax,c07 Awj + (—1)"y A dyw;. (15)

It is immediate to check that vy Aw; — v Aw in LPQ™F(N, g) and d; max,co Y Aw; + (—1)" Y Adkw; — drmax.c0 A
W+ (=1)"y A dj max pw in LPQ" (N, g) as j — oo. Thus we can deduce that

Y Aw € D(drtkmax,p) a0 dri ke max,p(¥ A W) = drmax,00Y AW+ (=1)"7 A dig,max pw.-

In order to complete the proof of the first point we are left to show . To this aim it is enough to show
that for each point # € N there exists an open neighborhood U such that (y A w;)luv € D(dk+rmax,p) C
LPQFT(U, g|y) and (drtmax,p(Y A wi)lv = (drmax,00Y A wj + (=1)"y A diwj)|y. Therefore let U be an
open subset of N with compact closure. Clearly for any p € [1,00) v|u € D(drmax,p) C LPQ" (U, gly) and
drmax,p(Y|U) = drmax,00(Y|U) = (drmax,007)|u, see (12) and (14). Using again [I5] Th. 12.5 we know that
there is a sequence {v,} C Q"(U) N D(drmax,p) C LPQ"(U,g|v) such that v, — |y in LPQ"(U, g|y) and
drYn — (drmax,c0)|v in LPQ™H(U, giy) as n — oo. Consider now the sequence {7, A w;|y}nen. Since U is
compact and w; € QF(M) we have w;|y € L% (U, g|y) and dyw;|y € L®QF (U, g|ry); this allows us to get
immediately that 7, A wjlv € LPQ (U, glv), dryr(m Awjlo) € LPUTRYU, glu), 1 Awjlo — (v Awj)lo
in LPQ R (U, glv) and dyyk (Y0 A wjlu) = (drmax,c0r A wj + (—1)"y A dgw;)|o in LPQEFL(U, g|y) as n — oo.
Therefore

(’)/ A\ wj)|U € D(dr+k,max,p) C LPQT+k(U,g|U) and dr+k,max,p<7 A wj)|U = (dnmax,oo'y ANwj + (*1)7"}/ AN dkwj)h].

In other words the restriction over U of dj(yAw;), where di,(7Aw;) is understood in the distributional sense,
is given by (dr max,c0¥ Aw; + (—1)"y A dxw;)|u. Thus the proof of the first statement is complete. The second
statement follows by arguing as for the first one. In particular, as w € D(dk min,p), We can take {w;} C QF(M)



such that w; — w as j — oo in the graph norm of dj min,p. By the first point we know that v Aw € D(dk max,p)s
{YAw;} CD(drikmax,p) and ¥ Awj = ¥ A w in D(dy4k,max,p) With respect to the corresponding graph norm.
Finally, since v A w; has compact support we can use Prop. to conclude that {y A w;} C D(dj,min,p) and
this completes the proof the second statement. O

Proposition 2.4. Let (M, g) be a possibly incomplete Riemannian manifold. Then WYP(M,g) N L>(M) N
C>(M) is dense in WHP(M, g) for any 1 < p < oco.

Proof. We adapt to our case the prof of Prop. 2.5 in [2]. According to [I5] Th. 12.5 we know that W1 (M, g) N
C® (M) is dense in WHP(M, g) for any 1 < p < co. Therefore it is enough to show that W1P(M, g) N L (M) N
C*>°(M) is dense in WP (M, g)NC° (M) with respect to the norm of WP(M, g). Let f € WLP(M, g)NC>=(M)
and let f

PRt
(% +1)

Clearly we have f,, € C*°(M) and (%2 +1)"2 € L®(M). Thus we get f,, € LP(M,g). Moreover we have

fn =

|fn|:¢;§\/ﬁ
(21

We can thus conclude that f,, € L>°(M) for each n € N. Concerning df,, we have
2 -3 2 —3/2
df, = <f +1> df—— <f +1> f2df.

As (%2 +1)"2 € L®(M) we get (%2 +1)"2df € LPQY (M, g). For the other term, %(ﬁ + 1)73/2f24f | we have

n

n/(f* +n) <1 which in turn implies (1 + £2/n)=3/2 < n/(f? + n). In this way we get

2
i(f +1)7Hf < fzfﬁg. (16)

Since df € LPQY (M, g) we can thus deduce that %(%2 +1)73/2f2df € LPQ' (M, g). Therefore df,, € LPQY(M, g).
Summarizing we showed that {f,, }new € WHP(M, g)NL>®(M)NC>(M). Finally we are left to prove that {f,}

converges to f in W1P(M, g). Concerning || f, — f||ip(M 4) We have

f? 1
o — flP = 1—-(—+1 P dvol, .
Il f f”Lp(M,g) /M‘ (n +1)72| |f] volg

As1— (%2 +1)"2 € L®(M) we can use the Lebesgue dominate convergence theorem to conclude that f, — f
in LP(M, g) as n — oo. We come now to ||df,, — df||LpQl M,g): We have

2 —3 9 —3/2
i, = A panarg < 1 = (5 41) " dflmming + 15 (5 41) 7 Piflusarany,

Again by virtue of the Lebesgue dominate convergence theorem we have

f2 _%
lim ||df — ( + 1> df | Lrar(ar,g) = 0.

n—oo

Finally for the remaining term we have

f2 _3/2
||* ( + 1) f2df v (v,g) = /zv

—3/2
l (f2 + 1) f2
r|n n

Thanks to we can use again the Lebesgue dominate convergence theorem to deduce that

P

|df15-

2 —3/2
lim ||* ( + 1) f2df | vt (a,g) = 0.

n—oo N

In conclusion we proved that f,, — f in WYP(M, g) as n — co. The proof is thus complete. O



Proposition 2.5. Let (M, g) be a possibly incomplete Riemannian manifold of dimension m. Assume that
(M, g) is p-parabolic with p € [1,00). Then L>°N*(M, g) N D(dy,max,p) C D(d,minp) for any k=0, ...,m.

Proof. Let n € L>®Q*(M, g)ND(dj max.p) and let {¢,,} be a sequence of functions that makes (M, g) p-parabolic.
Consider the sequence {¢,n}. Thanks to Prop. we know that {¢,n} C D(dkpmax) and di pmax(dnn) =
dodn AN+ Gndi pmaxn. As 0 < ¢, <1 for each n € N we can use the Lebesgue dominate convergence theorem
to conclude that ¢,n — 1 and ¢ndk maxp? — dkmaxp 0 LPQF(M, g) and LPQFT1(M, g) as n — oco. By using
the fact that ||dodn | Lro1(ar,g) — 0 as n — oo and that n € LQ*(M, g) N D(dj, max,p) We can conclude that

Jim{|dodn Anl|Lrartr(arg) < WM {|dodnl|Lrar g1l Lo (arg) = O-

Thus we showed that ¢, — 7 in D(dk max,p) endowed with the corresponding graph norm as n — co. Finally,
thanks to Prop. we know that {¢,1} C D(dk min,p) and this allows us to conclude that 7 € D(dk min,p) toO.
The proof is thus complete. O

Proposition 2.6. Let (M, g) be a possibly incomplete Riemannian manifold and let p € [1,00).
1. If (M, g) is p-parabolic then WYP(M, g) = Wol’p(M, q).
2. If voly(M) < oo then (M, g) is p-parabolic if and only if W'P(M,g) = Wol’p(M, g)

Proof. These properties are well known. For the sake of the reader we give a proof. According to Prop. [2.4]it is
enough to show that WP (M, g)NL>®(M)NC>®(M) Cc WyP(M,g). Let f € WhP(M, g)NL>®°(M)NC*>(M) and
let {¢,} be a sequence of Lipschitz functions with compact support that makes (M, g) p-parabolic. We want
to show that {f¢,} C Wol’p(M,g) and f¢, — f in WHP(M, g) as n — oo . The inclusion {f¢,} C Wol’p(M,g)
follows immediately by Prop. and Prop. while the convergence f¢,, — f in WLP(M, g) is a direct
consequence of Prop. Thus we proved that f € W, *(M,g) and so we can conclude that W' (M, g) =
Wy (M, g). This shows the first point. Assume now that W1?(M, g) = W, (M, g) and that (M, g) has finite
volume. Then there exists a sequence {¢,} C C>°(M) such that ¢, — 1 in WHP(M,g) as n — oco. As it
is well known we can pick up a subsequence {¢n} C {pn} such that ¢, — 1 pointwise almost everywhere as
n — oo. Let us define v, := min{¢,,,1}. Then it is straightforward to check that {t,} is a sequence of Lipschitz
functions with compact support that makes (M, g) p-parabolic. O

2.2 Non-vanishing theorems

This subsection is concerned with various non-vanishing theorems for the (reduced) LP-cohomology of a possibly
incomplete almost Kéhler manifold of finite volume. We collect various criteria inspired by the notion of g-
parabolicity and related properties. We start with the following:

Theorem 2.1. Let (M,w, J, g) be a possibly incomplete almost Kdihler manifold of finite volume and dimension

2m > 0. Assume that Fiz;ax(M, g) = ﬁmen(Mv g) for some 1 < p < oco. Then w* induces a non trivial class
=2k
in H, ax(M,g) for any k=1,2,....m and q € [p, 00].

Proof. First we start with few remarks. Thanks to Prop. we know that w € L>*Q%(M, g). Clearly for each
kE=1,2,....,m, w* € Q2¢(M) N L>®0%*(M, g). Since vol,(M) < oo we have w* € Q¢ (M) N L*Q%* (M, g) for
any s € [1,00]. Therefore w” € ker(dak,max,s) for any s € [1,00], that is w* induces a class in H, .. (M, g) for
any s € [1,00]. Furthermore, as w® € L>°Q% (M, g), we have that the map L* : LPQ" (M, g) — LPQ 2% (M, g)
given by 1 +— w* A7 is bounded. Now we tackle the proof of the statement. By contrast let us assume that
[w*] = 0in Tt (M, g) for some k € {1,2,...,m} and some g € [p, oo]. This means that there exists a sequence

g,max

{¢;} C D(dak—1,max.q) C LIQ?**~1(M, g) such that

. k
,hm d2k71,max,q¢j =w
j—o0

in LI02*(M, g). Let us now consider the sequence {¢; Aw™ *}. According to Prop. We have {¢; A\w™ ¥} C
D(de—l,max,q) and d2m—1,max,q(¢j A Wmik) = (ko—l,max,qd)j) A wmik- Hence

lim dam—1,max,q(¢j Aw™ F) =w™
Jj—o0



—2m —2m

in LI02™ (M, g). By the fact that H oy max(M, 9) = Hormin (M, 9), H oy

p,max

M, g) = LPQ*™ (M, g)/im(dam—1,p.min), We can deduce that

M, g) = LPQ*™(M, g)/im(dam—1,p,max)
—2m

and prmin(

im(de—l,max,p) - im(d2m—l,min,p)'

Since (M, g) has finite volume and ¢ > p we have in particular that {¢; A wm k) C D(d2m—1,max,p) and

im d2m71,maX,P(¢j A wm—k) =wm
j—o0

in LPQ?™(M, g), see (12)). Hence we get that w™ € im(dam—1,max,p) C LPQ*™(M, g). This, together with the
fact that im(dam—1max,p) = iM(d2ym—1,min,p), implies the existence of a sequence {1;} C Q2™ ~1(M) such that
lim dop,—190; = w™ in LPQ?™(M, g) as j — oo. Using again that (M, g) has finite volume we can conclude that

hm dgm_1¢j =w™m
j—o0
in L'Q?™(M, g). Finally, according to Prop. this implies that

m!vol, (M) :/ w™ =0
M

2k

g,max

which is clearly absurd. We can thus conclude that [w*] # 0 in H,
any ¢ € [p, oc].

(M, g) for each k € {1,2,...,m} and for

O
In the following propositions we collect many properties that imply the assumptions of Th.

Proposition 2.7. Let (M,w, J,g) be a possibly incomplete almost Kéihler manifold of finite volume and dimen-
sion 2m > 0. Assume that the LP-Stokes theorem holds on LPQ*™~Y(M,g) for some 1 < p < oo. Then w*

induces a non trivial class in Hz,maX(M, g) for any k =1,2,...,m and for any q € [p, ).

Proof. As we assumed that the LP-Stokes theorem holds at the level of (2m — 1)-forms we know that the
following two operators coincide

d2m—l,max,p : LPQ2m71(Ma g) — Lszm(Ma g) and d2m—1,min,p : LpQ?mil(Ma g) — Lpﬂzm(Ma g)

Hence we know in particular that im(dam—1,max,p) = IM(d2m—1,min,p) Which in turn implies immediately
—2m —2m
Hp,max(M7 g) = Hp,min(M7 g)

As (M, g) has finite volume and ¢ > p the conclusion now follows immediately by Th. O

Proposition 2.8. Let (M,w, J,g) be a possibly incomplete almost Kihler manifold of finite volume and dimen-
sion 2m > 0. Assume that the LP-divergence theorem holds for (M, g) for some 1 < p < co. Then w* induces

a non trivial class in Ho" (M, g) for any k =1,2,...,m and for any q € [p, o).

g,max
Proof. Let % : QF(M) — Q2m=%(M) be the Hodge star operator induced by g. It is easy to check that
x 1 QF (M) — Q2m=F(M) extends as a bounded and bijective operator * : LPQF(M, g) — LPQ2™~*(M, g) such
that |9l Lror(ar,g) = | * 0l Lro2m—r(ar,g) for any n € LPQF(M, g). Using x : LPQ¥(M, g) — LPQ*"%(M, g) it is
easy to show that for each k = 0,1, ..., 2m we have

gt
+ % dk,max/mimp* - d2m—k—1,max/min,p

where the sign depends on the parity of k. Thus the fact that the LP-divergence theorem holds entails that the
two operators

dam—1maxp - LPQ*™ (M, g) — LPQ*™ (M, g) and dam—1.minp @ LPQ*™ 1M, g) — LPQ*™ (M, g)

coincides. In other words the LP-Stokes theorem holds on (M, g) at the level of (2m — 1)-forms. As (M, g) has
finite volume and ¢ > p the conclusion follows immediately by Prop. O



Proposition 2.9. Let (M,w,J,g) be a possibly incomplete almost Kihler manifold of finite volume and dimen-
sion 2m > 0. Assume that
dim(F, (M, g)) =

for some 1 < p < 0o. Then w* induces a non trivial class in Hq maX(M, g) for any k =1,2,...,m and for any
q € [p, ).

Proof. SlnceH maX(M g) = LPQ*™ (M, g) /im(dam—1 p max) and Hp "
the identity LPQQm(M g) — LPQ?*™ (M, g) induces an injective map

M, g) = LPQ*™(M, g) /im(dam—1,p,min)

Hp max(

M,g) — H". (M, qg). (17)

D, mln(
As (M, g) is connected and has finite volume we have dlm(H0 max(M,g)) = 1 where p’ = p/(p —1). This
latter property follows immediately by the fact that if f € ’D(do’mamJ ) and domax,p'f = 0 then f € C*°(M)
and therefore it has to be constant, see e.g. [I5] Th. 12.5. As M is connected and voly,(M) < oo we can
conclude that ker(dop max) = R. Using the duality (II) this in turn implies that dlm(Hi mln(M 9)) = L

—2m

Thus, thanks to and the fact that H, . (M,g) = LPQ*"(M,g)/im(dam—1,p.max) and Hp "o (M, g) =
LPQ2™ (M, g)/im(dgm_lmmin) we can conclude that

m(d2m—1,p,max) = im(d2m—l,p,min)'
Since ¢ > p and (M, g) has finite volume, the conclusion now follows by Th. O

So far we deduced only non-vanishing properties for the class [w¥] with respect to the reduced LP-maximal
cohomology. Requiring (M, g) to satisfy some stronger assumption, for instance g-parabolicity, we can also show
the non-vanishing of [w*] with respect to the reduced LP-minimal cohomology. This is the goal of the next:

Theorem 2.2. Let (M,w,J,g) be a possibly incomplete almost Kdihler manifold of finite volume and dimension
2m > 0. Assume that (M, g) is p-parabolic with 1 < p < oo and let p' = p/(p — 1).

1. For any k =1,2,....m, w* induces a non trivial class in Hq mWX(M, g) for any q € [p’, o0].

2. For any k =1,2,....m, w* induces a non trivial class in Hq mm(M,g) for any q € [1,p].

Proof. According to Prop. we know that W'P(M,g) = W, P(M,g). This last equality amounts to saying
that the operators

dO,max,p : LP(M, g) — Lle (M7 g) and dO,min,p : LP(M,g) — Lle(Ma g)
coincide. Using @D and we get that also the following two operators
d2m71,max,p’ : Lp/QQTH—l(M7 g) — Lp/Q2m(M7 g) and d2m71,min,p’ : Lp/Q2m_1(Mv g) — Lp/Q2m(M7 g)

coincides. Hence the L”-Stokes theorem holds on (M, g) at the level of (2m — 1)-forms. As (M, g) has finite
volume and ¢ > p’ the thesis is now a consequence of Prop. Now we deal with the second point. First we
have to show that w* € ker(dk min,q) for each k = 1,...,m and each ¢ € [1,p]. This follows easily using the fact
that (M, g) is p-parabolic. Let us consider a sequence of Lipschitz functions with compact supports, {¢;}, that
makes (M, g) p-parabolic. As (M,g) has finite volume it is straightforward to check that {¢;} makes (M, g)
g-parabolic for any ¢ € [1,p]. Consider the sequence {¢;w*}. Then, according to Prop. we know that
{gbjwk} C D(d2k,max,q) and dzk,max,q(d)jwk) = qﬁjdgkwk + dodj N wk = dodj N wk for any ¢ € [1,p]. It is now
immediate to verify that ¢jwk — wk as j = oo in D(dak max,q) With respect to the corresponding graph norm.
As quwk has compact support for each j € N, we can use Prop. to deduce that w* € D(dgk)mimq). Finally,
as w® € D(dak min,g) N ker(daok max.q) We can conclude that w* € ker(dag min,q) for any q € [1,p] as required.
Thus we know that w* induces a class in I a0 mln(M ,9). In order to complete the proof we have to show that
Wk & im(dag—1,4.min) for any q € [1,p] and k = 1,2,...,m. By contrast let’s assume that w* € im(dag_1,4.min)
for some g € [1,p] and k = 1,2, ...,m. Thus there exists a sequence {83, } C Q2*~1(M) such that dgj_13, — w*
in LIO% (M, g). Clearly {8, Aw™ ¥} C Q2m=Y(M) and dag_1(Bn A w™ F) — w™ in LIO?™ (M, g) as n — oo.
As vol, (M) < oo we can deduce that dog—1 (B, Aw™ ) — w™ in L'Q?™ (M, g) as n — oo. Hence, using Prop.
., we can conclude that vol,(M) = 0 which is clearly absurd. In conclusion we proved that w* induces a

non-trivial class in H M, g) for any q € [1,p] and k = 1,2,...,m as desired.

q,min(

O
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Proposition 2.10. Let (M,w,J,g) be a possibly incomplete almost Kihler manifold of finite volume and di-
mension 2m > 0. Assume that WP (M, g) = Wol’p(M, g) for some 1 <p<ooandletp =p/(p—1).

1. For any k=1,2,...,m, w® induces a non trivial class in Fifgmax(M, g) for any q € [p, o0].

2. For any k =1,2,...,m, w* induces a non trivial class in Fiﬁnin(M7 g) for any q € [1,p).

Proof. This follows immediately by Prop. and Th. O

Proposition 2.11. Let (M,w,J,g) be a possibly incomplete almost Kihler manifold of finite volume and di-
mension 2m > 0. Assume that (M, g) is stochastically complete.

1. For any k=1,2,...,m, w® induces a non trivial class in F;ﬁnax(M, g) for any q € [2,00].

2. For any k =1,2,...,m, w* induces a non trivial class in Fifﬁmin(M7 g) for any q € [1,2].

Proof. Since (M, g) is stochastically complete we know that WOI’Q(M7 g) = W12(M,g), see e.g. [21] Th. 1.7. In
particular, as (M, ¢g) has finite volume, stochastic completeness actually amounts to the equality WO1 ’2(M ,g) =
W12(M, g) which in turn is equivalent to requiring (M, g) being parabolic, see for instance [3] Prop. 2.6 or [23].

Finally the conclusion follows by Th. 2.2} O

We have now some corollaries. First we need to introduce some notations. According to li we know

that for any 1 < p < ¢ < oo the inclusion i : D(dj max /min,g) > D(dk max /min,p) induces a natural map at
—2k —2k

the level of cohomology groups i, : H;max/min(M,g) T

72 —2k

gomax /min (M5 ) i Hp, s (M g) through i, will be denoted by im (F%

¢,max / min

(M, g). In the next statements the image of

—2k
(M,g) - Hp,max/min(M’g)> .

p,max / min

Corollary 2.1. In the setting of Th. [2.1}

1. Foranyp<qg<s<ooandk=1,2,....,m we have
. [(—2k —2k
im (7 u(M, 9) = Hotan (M. )) # {0}.

2. Assume now that 1 < p < oo. For any 1 < r < p', withp = p/(p—1), and k = 1,2,...,m we have
—2k
Hr,min(Mag) 7é {O}

Proof. The first point follows by the fact that, as showed in Th. w” induces a non trivial class in
HZ2k (M, g) for any ¢ € [p, 0] and k = 1,2, ...,m. The second point follows by Th. and ([L1). O

g,max

Corollary 2.2. Let (M,w, J,g) be a possibly incomplete almost Kahler manifold of finite volume and complex
dimension m > 0. Assume that one among Propositions holds true for (M,g). Then

. -2k -2k
i (T (M, 9) = T (M. 9)) # {0}

foranyp<g<s<ooandk=1,2,....m and

Hor (M, g) # {0}

foranyl<r <p,withp =p/(p—1), and k=1,2,...,m.
Proof. This is an immediate application of Cor [2.1] and Prop. 2.7} -8 2.9 O
Corollary 2.3. In the setting of Th. [2.3

1. Foranyp <qg<s<oocandk=1,2,...,m we have

im (ﬁifmax(M ,g) = Hom(M, g)) # {0}.

11



2. Foranyl <g<pandk=1,2,....m we have

im (F2 (M, g) = Hynin (M, 9)) # {0}
This in turn implies that for any 1 < qg<s<pand k =1,2,...,m we have

lm (F«S mm(

M, ) = Hypin(M, g)) # {0}.
3. Assume that p > 2. For anyp’ < q<pandk =1,2,...,m we have
i (i (M, 9) = Hynaax(M. 9)) # {0},

Proof. The first property follows by arguing as in Cor. Concerning the second point we first note that,
thanks to Prop. and the fact that vol,(M) < oo, we have a continuous inclusion D(dk,o0) > DP(dk,z,min)
for any k£ = 0,1,...,2m and z € [1,00) where each domain is endowed with the corresponding graph norm.
Ab previoubly recalled this inclusion induces a natural map at the level of cohomology groups Fi:(M ,9) —

. & =2k .
Hq mln(M g). Since we have shown that 0 # [w*] € H_(M,g) for any k = 1,2,...,m and 0 # [w"] €

=2k .2k
H, in(M, g) for any ¢ € [1,p] and k = 1,2,...,m we can conclude that im(H (M, g) — Hq mm( ,9)) # {0}

forany 1 < g<pand k=1, 2 ,m. The same argument leads to the conclusion that for any £k = 1,2,...,m
s.min (M, ) — Hq,mm( ,9)) # {0} for each 1 < ¢ < s < p. Finally in the case p > 2, as we know

that both 0 # [w*] € H, Mg)andO;é[ ]EqudX(
conclude that im(qumm(M g) — HmmaX(M, 9)) # {0} foreach p’ < ¢ <pand k=1,2,...,m. O

we have im(H

qmm( M, g) for any k =1,2,...,m and p’ < ¢ < p, we can

We have also the following corollaries whose proofs are omitted because straightforward.
Corollary 2.4. In the setting of Prop. |2.10, Then Cor. holds true for (M, g).
Corollary 2.5. In the setting of Prop. |2.11] Then Cor. holds true for (M, g) with p =p' = 2.

Remark 2.1. Thanks to @ and we know that whenever the reduced LP-mazimal/minimal cohomology is
not trivial then also the LP-mazximal/minimal cohomology is not trivial.

3 Examples and applications

In this section we explore various examples and applications of the previous results. We start with the case of
complete almost Kahler manifolds with finite volume. First we need to recall the following important property:

Proposition 3.1. Let (M,g) be a complete Riemannian manifold of dimension m. Then for any p € [1,00)
and k =0,1,...,m, the following two operators

dk,max,p : Lka(M7 g) — Lka+1(M7 g) and dk,min,p : Lka(Ma g) — Lka+1(M7 g)
coincide.

Proof. This is a well known result whose proof, in the case p = 2, goes back to Gaffney [12]. For the sake of
completeness we recall here a proof. It is a well known fact that completeness is equivalent to the existence of
a sequence of smooth functions with compact support {¢,} C C°(M) such that:

a) 0< é, < 1

b) {A,} is an exhaustion of M made by open subsets with compact closure, where A,, is the interior of supp(¢y),
the support of ¢,;

¢) limdy¢p, =0 in LN (M, g) as n — oo.

For a proof we refer for instance to [I0] Lemma 12.1 pag. 57. Consider now any form 1 € D(di max,p). Then,
thanks to Prop. we know that ¢,1 € D(dk max,p) and i, max,pPrn = dogbn/\n+(—1)k¢ndk7max’p77. By virtue
of Lebesgue’s dominate convergence theorem, the inequality ||do@n A1l Lrar+1(ar,g) < [[do@nllLoar (ar,9) 10l Lrak (a1,9)
and the fact that limdgg, = 0 in L®Q (M, g) as n — oo it is easy to verify that ¢,n — 7 in D(dg maxp) With
respect to the corresponding graph norm as n — oco. Finally, as ¢,n has compact support, we can use Prop.
to deduce that {¢,n} C D(dk,min,p) Which in turn implies that n € D(dk min,p) to0. O

12



We can summarize the above proposition by saying that on a complete Riemannian manifold of dimension
m the LP-Stokes theorem holds true for any p € [1,00) and any k =0, 1,2, ..., m. Clearly the equality di max,p =
dk,min,p implies immediately that the (reduced) LP-maximal cohomology and (reduced) LP-minimal cohomology

coincide, that is T (M, g) = " (M ,g). Henceforth we will simply label with F]; (M, g) the (reduced)

p,max p,min(
LP-cohomology of a complete Riemannian manifold (M, g).

Proposition 3.2. Let (M,w,J,g) be a complete almost Kihler manifold of finite volume. Then w* induces
a non-trivial class in both H-" (M,g) and F;k(M, g) for any k = 1,2,...,m and p € [1,00). Moreover

00, max

Corollaries hold true for (M,g).

Proof. Thanks to Prop. we know that on (M, g) the LP-Stokes theorem holds true for any p € [1,00) and
any k =0,1,2,...,2m. Now, thanks to Prop. we can conclude that w* induces a non-trivial class in both

"r M, g) and Fik(M,g) for any k =1,2,...,m and p € [1, 00). O

oo,max(

In order to provide some examples to Prop. we recall now the definition of various complete non-compact
Kahler manifolds with finite volume that already appeared in the literature. First we recall some notions that
will be needed to describe these examples.

Complex spaces are a classical topic in complex geometry and we refer to [I1] and to [I8] for definitions and
properties. Here we recall only that a reduced complex space is irreducible if and only if reg(X) is connected. A
reduced and paracompact complex space X is said Hermitian if the regular part reg(X) := X \ sing(X) carries
a Hermitian metric h such that for every point x € X there exists an open neighborhood U 3 p in X, a proper
holomorphic embedding of U into a polydisc ¢ : U — DV ¢ CV and a Hermitian metric 8 on DV such that
(@lreg))*B = h. If dw = 0, that is the fundamental form of h is closed, then (X,h) will be called a Kdhler
space. Important examples of Kéhler spaces are given by complex projective varieties V- C CP™ with the Kéhler
metric on reg(V) induced by the Fubini-Study metric of CP™. More generally, given a compact K&hler manifold
(M, g), any analytic subvariety X C M whose regular part carries the Kéhler metric induced by g is a compact
Kahler space. We refer to [28] for more details. In addition we recall that two Riemannian metrics g; and go
over a manifold M are said quasi-isometric if there exist positive constants a and b such that ag; < g» < bg;.

Poincaré-type Kéahler metrics. Let (M, h) be a compact Kéhler manifold with fundamental form w. Let
D be a normal crossing divisor. Let Lp be the line bundle on M associated to D. Let us label by s: M — Lp
a global holomorphic section whose associated divisor (s) equals D. Let p be any Hermitian metric on Lp
such that ||s||,, the norm of s with respect to p, satisfies ||s||, < 1. A Kéhler metric g on M \ D which is
quasi-isometric to a Kéhler metric with fundamental (1, 1)-form

b — Y=L 53 10g(log ||s]12)2
2 p

for b a positive integer, will be called a Poincaré-type metric. Endowed with g, (M \ D) becomes a complete
non-compact Kéhler manifold with finite volume. We refer to [9], [I6] and [39] for more on these metrics.

Saper-type Kéahler metrics. Let X be a singular subvariety of a compact Kéahler manifold (M, h). Let
w be the fundamental (1,1)-form of (M,h). Let 7 : N — M be a holomorphic map from a compact complex
manifold N to M whose exceptional set D is a divisor with normal crossings in N and such that the restriction

mln\p : N\ D — M \ sing(X)

is a biholomorphism. Let Lp be the line bundle on N associated to D. Let s : N — Lp be a global holomorphic
section whose associated divisor (s) equals D. Let 7 be any Hermitian metric on Lp such that ||s||,, the norm
of s with respect to 7, satisfies ||s||; < 1. A Ké&hler metric gg on N \ D which is quasi-isometric to a Kéhler
metric with fundamental (1, 1)-form

V=1 _
Im*w — T@a log(log ||s]|?)?
T

for [ a positive integer, will be called a Saper-type Kdhler metric, distinguished with respect to the map 7. The
corresponding Kéahler metric on M \ sing X = N \ D and its restriction to X \ sing X is also called Saper-type
Kéhler metric. Endowed with gg the complex manifolds N \ D, M \ sing(X) and reg(X) become complete
non-compact Kéhler manifolds of finite volume. These metrics were introduced by Saper in [32] in the setting
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of complex projective varieties with isolated singularities. Their construction was later generalized by Grant-
Melles and Milman in [I6] and [I7] to the case of an arbitrary subvariety of a compact Kéhler manifold. The
above definition is taken from [17].

Grauert-type Kahler metrics. Let (X, h) be a Kéhler space and let w be the fundamental form of h. A
Grauert-type Kdihler metric is a Kihler metric on reg(X) whose fundamental form is given by w + i99f, where
f: X — Ris a Grauert potential. Equipped with w +i99f, reg(X) becomes a complete non-compact Kéhler
manifold with finite volume. We refer to [28] for more details and existence results.

Bergman metric. This is the Kéhler metric on the regular part of the Baily-Borel-Satake compactification
of a quotient like I' \ D where D = G/K is required to be a bounded symmetric domain, G is the set of real
points of a semi-simple algebraic group defined over Q, K a maximal compact subgroup and I' C G is an
arithmetic subgroup acting freely on D. We refer to [33] and the references therein for more on this topic.

We give now some examples of incomplete Kdihler/almost Kdhler metrics fulfilling some of the assumptions
used in the previous sections.

Compact Kéahler spaces. As recalled above a Kéhler space (X, h) is a Hermitian space such that w,
the fundamental form associated to h, satisfies dw = 0. Compact Kéhler spaces (and more generally compact
Hermitian spaces) have finite volume and are g-parabolic for any ¢ € [1,2], see [3] and [3I]. Therefore we can
conclude that Th. Prop. and the corresponding corollaries hold for (X, k).

Almost Kéahler pseudometrics. Let (M, J) be a compact almost complex manifold. Let g be a section

of T*M ® T*M — M such that g is symmetric, non-negative, compatible with J and g|4 is strictly positive,
where A is an open and dense subset of M. Clearly A has finite volume with respect to g. This follows easily by
the fact that M is compact and dvol, < cdvol;, where h is any Hermitian metric on M and ¢ > 0 is a suitable
constant. Furthermore assume that w( , ) := g(J , ) is closed and that M \ A C Ui_; N;, where each N; is a
compact submanifold of M satisfying cod(N;) > 2 for every i = 1, ..., s and where cod(S;) is the codimension
of S;. Then, according to [3] Prop. 4.7, we know that (A4, g|4) is ¢-parabolic for any ¢ € [1,2]. Hence we can
conclude that Th. Prop. and the corresponding corollaries hold for (A, g|4).
An important family of examples belonging to the above setting can be constructed as follows: Let (X, h) be a
compact Kéhler space of complex dimension m. Let 7 : M — X be a resolution of X, that is M is a compact
complex manifold, 7 : M — X is holomorphic and surjective, 7~ !(sing(X)) = D is a normal crossing divisor
of M and m|ypp : M\ D — reg(X) is a biholomorphism, see [24]. We recall that a divisor with only normal
crossings is a divisor of the form D = >"'_, V; where V; are distinct irreducible smooth analytic hypersurfaces
of M and D is defined in a neighborhood of any point by an equation in local analytic coordinates of the type
z1- 2z, =0, 1 <k <m. Finally, if we define g := 7*h, it is easy to check that g is a symmetric non-negative
section of T*M ® T*M — M that is compatible with .J, the complex structure of A, and such that g|n py is
strictly positive. In other word g is a Kdahler pseudometric on M.

Now we continue by showing some topological applications of our results. In the next proposition the first two
points are a particular case of a more general non-vanishing theorem that can be proved as a consequence of the
Hard Lefschetz theorem and the decomposition theorem, see e.g. [25] and the references therein. Here we provide
a new proof based on the results of the previous section. First we need to introduce some notations. In the sequel
H Z 5 (reg(X)) will denote the Dolbeault cohomology of reg(X) with compact support while H;’gmax (reg(X), h)

will denote the L?-maximal Dolbeault cohomology of (reg(X),h). Clearly the latter is the cohomology of
the L2-maximal Dolbeault complex whose definition is omitted since it is completely analogous to that of the
L?-maximal de Rham complex. We refer to [I] for more details.

Proposition 3.3. Let (X, h) be a compact and irreducible Kahler space of complex dimension m > 0. Assume
that dim(sing(X)) = 0. Then:

1. If m is odd we have H?*(reg(X),R) # 0 and H2*(reg(X),R) # 0 for each k = 0,...,[m/2] and k =
[m/2] 4+ 1,...,m, respectively.

2. Ifm is even we have H?*(reg(X),R) # 0 for each k = 0, ..., (m/2)—1, im(H™ (reg(X),R) — H™(reg(X),R)) #
{0} for 2k = m and H?*(reg(X),R) # 0 for each k = (m/2) +1,...,m.

3. HZ"(reg(X)) # 0 and H?(reg(X)) # 0 whenever 2p <m —1 and 2p > m + 1, respectively.
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Proof. According to [27], [28] and [32] we know that

H*(reg(X),R) E<m—1
HS ax(reg(X),h) 2 ¢ im(H! (reg(X),R) — H"(reg(X),R)) k=m (18)
H(reg(X),R) E>m+1

As previously remarked we know that (reg(X),h) is ¢-parabolic for each ¢ € [1,2] and with finite volume.
Thus we can apply Th. in order to conclude that HZ* . (reg(X),h) # {0} for each k = 1,...,m. Moreover

2,max
HY o (reg(X),h) # {0} too as HY .. (reg(X),h) = ker(domax) = R, as a consequence of the fact that
(reg(X), h) is connected and with finite volume. This together with shows that the first two properties of

the above proposition hold true. Concerning the third point we first claim that

e w" induces a non trivial class in H§g (reg(X), h) for each k =1,...,m.

By contrast let us assume the existence of an integer k € {1,2,...,m} and a (k,k — 1)-form 1 € D(9k x—1.max)
such that 5k7k_1,max7y =wk. As QFF1(reg(X)) N D(5k7k_17max) is dense in D(Ek,k_lmax) with respect to the
corresponding graph norm, see for instance [5] pag. 98, we can deduce the existence of a sequence of smooth
forms {n,} C Q¥*1(reg(X)) N D(Dk k—1.max) such that

lim gkyk,lnn =Wk
n—oo
in L2Q%k(reg(X), h). Let us consider now the sequence {1, A w™ *}. Clearly
{0 Aw™ R} € Q¥ (reg(X)) N LA™ (reg(X), h)

as n, € L2QFF " (reg(X), h) N FF~1(reg(X)) and w™F € LeQm=Fm=F(reg(X), h) N Q™= Fm=F (reg(X)).
Concerning 92, 2m—1(nn A w™ *) we have

O2m.2m—1(Nn A wm_k) = (Ok,k—1Mm) N W™k

which certainly lies in L2Q™™ (reg(X), h) N Q™™ (reg(X)) since Ok x—11n € L2QFF(reg(X), h) N QF*(reg(X))
and wmF € QM=Fm=k(reg(X)) N L®Q™~Fm=F(veg(X), h). In particular

m—k) — ™

lim O 1 (n Aw

n— o0
in L2Q™™ (reg(X), h). Moreover O, m—1(mn Aw™ %) = 0 as 5, Aw™*F € Q™™= (reg(X)). This in turn tells
us that

dom—1(Nn A wm_k) = Om.m—1(1n A wn k) e L2Q™™ (reg(X), h).

Therefore {n, A w™ ¥} C L2Q?>™ (reg(X), h) N Q> L(reg(X)), {dam_1(n, Aw™ F)} C L2Q*™ (reg(X),h) N
02" (reg(X)), that is {n, A w™ ¥} € D(dam—1max). Furthermore we know that (reg(X),h) is parabolic and
so, as explained in the proof of Th. @, we have dymax = domin- Taking the adjoint and composing with
the Hodge star operator we reach the conclusion that dop,—1min = d2m—1,max. Eventually we showed that
{T]n AN wmik} S D(d2m71,min) and

lHm dopm—1(nn A wm_k) =w™m.
n— o0

As voly (reg(X)) < oo we can now use Prop. to conclude that voly(reg(X)) = 0, which is clearly absurd.
Hence we showed that w” induces a non trivial class in H, § ’g (reg(X), h) for each k = 1,...,m. The conclusion

»Umax

now follows by the fact that H’Z (reg(X),h) = HE"(reg(X)) for p+q < m —1 and H'Z  (reg(X),h) =
H?(reg(X)) for p+¢ > m — 1, see [2§] Th. 2.30 and Th. 2.31. O

Finally we come to the main topological application. In order to prove the next theorem we need to introduce
the following variant of the L®-cohomology. Let (M, g) be an arbitrary Riemannian manifold. Let us define

COF (M, g) := {w € D(dp,max,00) N COQ¥ (M) such that dj, max.cow € CQ¥H(M)}

where CQF(M) and CQFF(M) are the spaces of continuous k-form and (k + 1)-forms over M, respectively.
Consider now the complex

di—1,max,oc0 dk,max, o0 d max, 0o
LTI ek (M g) T CQEFY (M, g) TS

and let us label by Hfo,max,c(M ,g) the cohomology of the above complex. We have now all the ingredients for
the next
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Theorem 3.1. Let (X, h) be a compact and irreducible Kdhler space of complex dimension m > 0. Assume
that every point p € sing(X) has a local base of open neighborhoods whose regqular parts are connected. Then

H*(X,R) # {0}
for each k =0,1...,m.

Proof. In order to prove the above theorem we need to show the following property that we believe to have an
independent interest.

e Let (X,h) be as above. Then HE (reg(X),h) = H*(X,R) for any k =0, 1, ..., 2m.

00, max,c

The above claim is essentially a consequence of the main result proved in [37]. As the setting in [37] is slightly
different than ours we give here all the details. Thanks to the triangulation theorem of Lojasiewicz, see [20],
we know that X is locally contractible. This in turn implies, see [30] or [34], that the cohomology of X with
coefficients in the constant sheaf Ry and the singular cohomology of X with coefficients in R are isomorphic.
Hence during the remaining part of the proof we will use the notation H*(X,R) for both the singular cohomology
of X with coefficients in R and the cohomology of X with coefficients in the constant sheaf Ryx. Consider now
the presheaf on X defined by the assignment

XDOUw {CQ];o(reg(U)7 h‘rcg(U))}

where U is any open subset of X and k£ = 0,...,2m. In other words this is the presheaf that assigns to
every open subset U C X the space of continuous k-forms lying in L>®QF (reg(U), h|eg(rr)) Whose image under
the distributional action of dj, lies in CQ* ! (reg(U)) N L0 ! (reg(U), hlreg(r)). Let us label by CpeQF the
corresponding sheaf arising by sheafification. The sections of C;ZOQ]“ over an open subset U C X are given by

CrQk(U) = {5 € CQ¥(reg(U)) N L. QF (reg(U), hlreg(ury) such that for each p € U there exists an
open neighborhood W with p € W C U such that s|,eew) € CQE (reg(W), Alregwy)}- (19)

Clearly the differential d induces a sheaves morphism that for simplicity we still label by d : C,‘?LOQ]f — C,‘f’Qk‘H
and that obeys dj+1 o d, = 0. We claim now that the following complex of sheaves over X

0 000 % D5t peoqk At dimet poogam (20)

is a fine resolution of the constant sheaf Rx. By the assumptions we know that every point p € sing(X) has
a local base of open neighborhoods whose regular parts are connected. Now it is immediate to verify that

ker(C5eQ0 & CQ') gives the constant sheaf Ry. Moreover the existence of a partition of unity with bounded
differential, see [I], assures that the complex is made by fine sheaves. Concerning the exactness of ,
by the definition of Hermitian complex space, we know that for any = € X there exists an open neighborhood
U > pin X, a proper holomorphic embedding of U into a polydisc ¢ : U — DV c CV and a Hermitian metric
B on DY such that (@lreg())*B = h. Hence we are in position to apply [37] Th. 4.2.1 to deduce that
is an exact sequence of sheaves. As X is compact we have C°QF(X) = CQF (reg(X), h), that is the space of
global sections of CgleC equals the space of continuous k-forms lying in L>QF (reg(X), h) whose image under
the distributional action of dj, lies in CQF+L(reg(X)) N L®N*+1(reg(X),h). We can thus conclude that the
cohomology of the complex given by the global sections:

0 CON0(X) % M5t cooqh(x) BE LBt eeo2m(x) s 0
colncides wit . reg , or eac =0,...,2m. So we proved that
incid ith H(’)“O,lmx7C X),h) f hk=0 2 S d th

HY(X,R) = HE (reg(X), h).

00,max,c
Clearly w* induces a class in H2Y . (reg(X),h) for any k = 1,...,m. Moreover 0 # [w*] € HZ¥ _  (reg(X),h)
because, thanks to Th. we know that w” ¢ im(dag_1 max,c0). Finally HY (reg(X), h) # {0} because

0o, max,c

H? (reg(X), h) = C(reg(X)) Nker(do max.co) = R. We can thus conclude that H?*(X,R) # {0} for each
O

00, max,c

k=0,1...,m as desired.
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We have now the last result of the paper. In order to state it we recall the notion of normal complex space.
Let X be a reduced complex space. The sheaf Ox of weakly holomorphic functions is the sheaf that assigns
to every open subset U C X the space of holomorphic functions f : U \ (U Nsing(X)) — C such that for each
point p € U there exists an open neighborhood p € V C U such that f|V\(sing(X)mv) is bounded. The space X

is called normal if (5X7p = Ox p for every p € X. See [11] for more details.

Corollary 3.1. Let (X, h) be a compact and irreducible normal Kéhler space of complex dimension m. Then
H?"(X,R) # {0}

for each k =0,1,...,m.

Proof. 1t is easy to see that if X is normal then for each point p € X there exists a local base of open
neighborhoods whose regular parts are connected. Now the above corollary follows by Th. O
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