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HEAT-TYPE EQUATIONS ON MANIFOLDS
WITH FIBERED BOUNDARIES I:
SCHAUDER ESTIMATES

BRUNO CALDEIRA AND GIUSEPPE GENTILE

ABSTRACT. In this paper we prove parabolic Schauder estimates for the Laplace-
Beltrami operator on a manifold M with fibered boundary and a ®-metric
go. This setting generalizes the asymptotically conical (scattering) spaces and
includes special cases of magnetic and gravitational monopoles. This paper,
combined with part II, lay the crucial groundwork for forthcoming discussions
on geometric flows in this setting; especially the Yamabe- and mean curvature
flow.
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In this work we study the existence and regularity of solutions to certain par-
tial differential equations on a specific class of manifolds with fibered bound-

ary usually referred to as ®-manifolds.

Here, by manifold with fibered boundary, we mean a compact manifold M
with boundary dM, where M is the total space of a fibration ¢ : OM — Y
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over a closed (i.e. compact without boundary) Riemannian manifold Y. Fur-
thermore, the fibers of the fibration ¢ are copies of a fixed closed manifold Z.
We say that the open interior M of a manifold with fibered boundary M is a
®-manifold if it is equipped with what is known as a ®-metric. Let a trivi-
alization of the boundary of M be fixed, that is one chooses an identification
with OM x [0,¢). A ®-metric go is a Riemannian metric on M so that, when
approaching the boundary dM, it has asymptotic behavior described by
dxz *

=3+ 00
where h is the collection of cross-terms and it holds extra x powers in each of
its terms. In the above, gy is a Riemannian metric on the base Y, while g; is a

symmetric bilinear form on 9M which restricts to a Riemannian metric at each
fiber.

The space R™ equipped with the Euclidean metric expressed in polar co-
ordinates

+9gz +h, (1.1)

g=dr’+r*de
is a noticeable example of a ®-manifold. At a first glance the above metric
g may not resemble a metric of the form (1.1); also R™ is a well known non-
compact manifold. But, if one performs the change of coordinates x = 17!
then the singular region {r = oo} "moves" to the origin {x = 0} resulting, in
particular, in a boundary. In particular the Euclidean metric expressed in the
coordinates (x, 0) is of the form
dx* de?
T
By comparing it with (1.1) one notices that the term gz, as well as h, are van-
ishing. This leads to the conclusion that the metric can be described without
the need of a Z component, therefore implying that the resulting boundary is
an example of a trivial fibration. Other noticeable example of ®-manifolds are:
several complete Ricci-flat metrics, products of locally Euclidean spaces with a
compact manifold and some classes of gravitational instantons.

Although the concept of ®-manifolds may be traced back to works from the
1990’s, they are a rather new field of investigation in geometric analysis, e.g.
the analysis of geometric flows such as Yamabe-, Ricci-, mean curvature flow
(just to name a few). It is well known that the analysis of geometric flows relies
on the analysis of certain parabolic partial differential equations. In particular
those are of the form

(at + ClA)LL =1, Ul—o = Uo, (1'2)
for some suitable functions ¢ and a and uy. Thus here we focus our attention
to the analysis of such PDE’s.
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This work can be thought as a preparation for the analysis of the Yamabe-
and the mean curvature flows on ®-manifolds, which will be presented in
forthcoming works by the authors. This paper is the first of a two-parts work.
It consist of a derivation of mapping properties for the heat-kernel operator H.
Mapping properties of the heat-kernel will lead to solution of the differential
equation (1.2) in the special case a = 1. The more general case, i.e. with a
being a function, will be presented by the same authors in part II of this work.

1.1. Main results and structure of the paper. In §2 we give a brief introduction
to @-manifolds along with their basic smooth structure, i.e. ®-vector fields,
O-differential operators. Also, we introduce a suitable notion of Holder reg-
ularity. In §3, we prove ®-manifolds to be stochastically complete. Stochastic
completeness is a fact that will be extensively exploited in order to obtain the
key result of this work, that is the mapping properties for the heat-kernel H

presented below. A quick overview of the heat space Mi (based on [TAVE21])
along with the various regimes and their projective coordinates can be found in
§4. In §5 we recall a result obtained by [TAVE21] describing the asymptotic be-
havior of the heat-kernel H on the various regimes. §6 is devoted to presenting
our first main result:

Theorem 1.1. Let (M, go) be the open interior of a smooth compact manifold with
fibered boundary endowed with a ®-metric go as in Definition 2.1. Furthermore,
consider any o« € (0,1), T> 0 and any y € R. Then the heat-kernel operator H acts
as a bounded map between weighted Holder spaces

H : xYCE¥(M x [0, T]) — xYCEM*(M x [0, T]),

for every k € N, with the Holder spaces C*(M x [0, T]) as defined below in (2.5).
Moreover, a decrease in regularity on the target space yields additional weights as
follows

H : xYCE*(M x [0, T]) — vVtxYCE™*(M x [0, T]),
H:x"CE¥(M x [0, T]) — t¥*YCE™(M x [0, T]),

where C& (M x [0, T]) is the space of functions whose ®-derivatives up to order k are
continuous on M x [0, T].

The proof for Theorem 1.1 will be carried over throughout §7, §8 and §o,
where the computations for parabolic Schauder estimates are presented. We
want to point out that the methods employed in our proof are closely related
to the one introduced by [JELoo4] (in the setting of b-manifolds) consisting
in the manifolds with corner description of the heat kernel to derive Holder
regularity through Schauder estimates (see also [BAVE14, §3]). Finally, in §10
will be presented a proof for the existence and regularity of solutions for a
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specific class of non-linear heat-type equations, that is tailored to the graphical
mean curvature and Yamabe flows in this setting.

Corollary 1.2. Let « € (0, 1) be fixed. Consider the Cauchy problem
(0¢ + A)u = F(u), ul—o =0, (1.3)
Assume the map F : xY Ck™%(M x [0, T]) — CE*(M x [0, T]) to satisfy the following

conditions: one can write F = F; + F,, with

(1) Fy:xYCh® — xyChrb(M x [0, T]),

(2) Fy:xYCh™ 5 xYChk*(M x [0, T])
and, for w,u’ € xYC5™*(M x [0, T]) satisfying | w|lis2,uys W lki2ay < W, exists
some C,, > 0 such that

(1) [[Fr(uw) = Fr(wW) ey < Cullu — wWlki2,ay, [[F1(W]fki1,0y < Cu,

(2) ||F2(u) - FZ(u/) k,o,y S Cumax{||u||k+2,oc,y) ||u/||k+2,oc,y}||u - u/||k+2,oc,y/

[F2(wW]lkey < Cu

Then there exists a unique u* € xYCSM%(M x [0, T']) solution for (1.3) for some
T’ > 0 sufficiently small.

’u’| ’ i+2,oc,y .

Acknowledgements. The authors wish to thank Boris Vertman for the supervi-
sion as advisor for their Ph.D. theses. The authors wish to thank the Uni-
versity of Oldenburg for the financial support and hospitality. The first author
wishes also to thank the Coordenagdo de Aperfeicoamento de Pessoal de Nivel
Superior (CAPES-Brasil- Finance Code oo1) for the financial support (Process
88881.199666/2018-01).

2. GEOMETRY OF FIBERED BOUNDARY MANIFOLDS

In this section, we briefly present some of the main concepts used through-
out the whole paper. We refer to Mazzeo and Melrose [MAMEQS], as well as
Talebi and Vertman [TaVE21, §2], for a more detailed and careful treatment of
the subject.

2.1. Manifolds with fibered boundary. The first step towards the definition
of ®-manifolds is the definition of manifolds with fibered boundary.

Definition 2.1. Let M. = M U OM be a compact smooth manifold with boundary. We
say that M is a manifold with fibered boundary if the boundary OM of M is the total
space of a fibration, that is

oM &y
with typical fiber Z such that both Y and Z are closed manifolds
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Next we consider (0M, g,5;) and (Y, gy) to be Riemannian manifolds and the
fibration ¢ to be a Riemannian submersion. Recall that, ¢ is a Riemannian
submersion if:

(1) ¢ : OM — Y is surjective.

(2) For every p € OM, D, : T,0M — Ty, Y is surjective.

(3) For every p € 0M, D¢ : ker(D,$)* — Ty Y is an isometry.
Condition (2) and (3) allow for a "canonical" choice of a (Ehresmann) connec-
tion, i.e. a splitting of TOM. Let TYOM = ker(D¢) be the vertical bundle. An
horizontal bundle T'OM can be chosen to be the orthogonal complement of
TVOM with respect to g,5;; thus leading to the splitting

ToM = TVoM @ THoM.
Also, condition (3) implies

9om — d)*gy + 9z,

where gz is a symmetric (0, 2)-tensor on dM restricting to a positive definite
tensor, i.e. a Riemannian metric, on each fiber.

We are now in the position to define a @-metric. Let x be a choice of a
boundary defining function for dM, that is, x € C*®(M) is a non-negative
function such that M = {p € M|x(p) = 0} and Dx # 0 on OM. Since M
is compact, there exists a collar neighborhood U of 9M in M such that U ~
[0,1) x OM.

Definition 2.2. A Riemannian metric go on the interior M of M is called a ®-metric
if, when restricted to the collar neighborhood U above, it has an expression of the form
dx*  ¢*gy

o= T

+gz+h=g+h. (2.1)

As usual, g is called the exact fibered boundary metric and h is a perturbation (gath-
ering all cross-terms in go) such that [hlg = O(x) as x — 0.

From this point on, we will denote by b the dimension of Y, by f the di-
mension of Z, by x a boundary defining function for 9M and by U a collar
neighborhood of dM, U = [0,1) x M.

It is also important to point out the following. Every point p in U can be
parametrized by a pair (x,w), with x € [0,1) and w € dM. Since OM is the
total space of a fibration over the base space Y with typical fiber Z, there is an
open cover {V;} of Y such that ¢~ (V;) =~ V; x Z for every i. Thus, in such open
subsets, every point can be written as a pair (y,z). It is, therefore, possible
to write every point p € U, locally, as the triple p = (x,Y,z). In conclusion,
by means of the above identification, every point p in U has coordinates p =
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(xy'...,y% 2 ..., z7), where (y',...,y") and (Z',...,z7) are coordinates for
Yy € Yand z € Z respectively.

Remark 2.3. Due to the abundance of indices, we will eventually use y and z to denote
either the whole coordinate (y',...,y%) and (Z',...,z"), respectively, or a generic
coordinate element, i.e. y = y* for some k and z = 2 for some j.

We want to conclude this section by noticing the following.

Remark 2.4. Although defined as compact manifolds with boundary, ®-manifolds
model certain class of non-compact manifolds. A prototypical example of this has
already been discussed in §1.

2.2. O-vector fields and ®-one forms. In the context of ®-manifolds, or in
general of manifolds with boundary, one performs the analysis with respect to
some specific set of vector fields. In particular, in the context of ®-manifolds,
these “well behaved” vector fields, meaning that they take care of the singular
nature of the metric tensor, are referred to as ®-vector fields and are defined
as
— — Vx € x*C*®(M) and
Vo(M) = {V €viM) ’ V, € T,d ' ($(p)) for every p € OM } '
In local coordinates (x,y,z) (cf. Remark 2.3) near 0M,
Vo (M) := Span . {x Oxy X0y, y eey XOyyy Oz;y o azf}.

The ®-tangent bundle @w is, by definition, a vector bundle over M whose
sections are given by Vo (M).

Remark 2.5. It is worth to point out that the inner product, i.e. the metric paring, of
any two @-vector fields is bounded.

Analogously to classical differential geometry, one can also consider the dual
bundle QTM*, which is the bundle whose sections are differential forms on M
generated by the family

{d;‘, dvi Yo 4,0 ds }
X2 x X

Once endowed with the family of ®-vector fields, it is reasonable to define
the notion of (D-k-differentiability as

Co(M) = {ue CO(M) | Vu € C°(M) for every V € V(M) },
Co(M) ={ue Cy'(M)|Vue Ch (M) for every V € Vo(M) },

where k is an integer and k > 2.
Since Vo(M) is a Lie algebra ind a C*®°(M)-module (see [MAME9S8]), one
can consider the algebra Diff;,(M) of higher order ®-differential operators.

(2.2)
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This algebra consists of operators acting on C*°(M) which can be written as a
C*(M)-linear combination of compositions of elements of Vo (M). That is, we
define the space Diff}; (M) of ®-differential operators of order k, also denoted
by V¥, as the space of linear operators P : C*°(M) — C*(M) which can be

locally expressed by

P = Z Poc,[&,q (X>U>Z) (Xzax)q(xay)ﬁag>

lod+IBlHq<k

where « and 3 are multi-indices, 9y = 9y,,...,0y,, 9, = 0,,,...,0;, and P,z 4
is a smooth function.

2.3. Holder continuity on ®-manifolds. The analysis of PDEs relies upon the
choice of suitable functional spaces. For our purposes, Holder spaces and
slight variations (weighted Holder spaces) are needed. Although we consider
spaces similar to classical Holder spaces, the Holder spaces presented here
encode the singular behavior of ®-metrics.

Analogously to the spaces defined in (2.2), let us denote by C§ (M x [0, T])
the space of functions that, together with their ®-derivatives up to order k, are
continuous on M x [0, T]. We want to point out, however, that time derivatives
will be considered as second order derivatives. For « € (0,1), we define the
o-norm as the map || - ||« : C°(M x [0, T]) — [0, c0) given by

_ u(p>t)_u(p/>t/)| }_'
[ulla = uflo + sup { 3o e = Wl e @3)

The distance between p and p’, appearing on the denominator of (2.3), is
defined in terms of x*g¢ and it is, locally near the boundary, equivalent to

d(p,p) = Vix —xP+ (x+x Py =y + x+x)z— 2|2 (24)

We define the x-Holder continuous functions as the space of functions con-
tinuous up to the boundary 9M and whose a-norm is bounded. That is

C(M x [0,T]) :=fu € CO(M x [0, TI) | [w]lo < o0}.

Once endowed with the ax-norm (2.3), this functional space turns into a
Banach space. Higher order Holder regularity is defined as follows. For k, 1
and 1, being non-negative integers, the (k, x)-Holder space is given by

Cy*(Mx0,T]) = {w € Ch(M x 0,T) (Vg 0 37)u € C5(M x [0,T]), b s

forl; +21, <k
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From [BAVE14, Proposition 3.1] follows that the (k, o)-Holder space CE*(M x
[0, T]), when equipped with the norm

ka= ) D ll(Ved)ulla

2L <k eyl

lu

is also a Banach space.

Remark 2.6. For every 0 < k; < k; and for every « € (0,1), one has
CE2%(M x [0,T]) € C5"*(M x [0, TI).
In particular, this means that, for every k > 0, CE*(M x [0, T]) € C&(M x [0, T).

Finally, for v a real number, one can define the weighted Holder spaces as
follow:
XY CE (M x [0, T]) = (x"ulu € C5*(M x [0, T])} (2.6)

On xYCK%(M x [0, T]), consider then the modified norm
Uy = [[wfiga-

Whenever y # 0, the above definition turns the multiplication by x into an
isometry between C§%*(M x [0, T]) and xYCg*(M x [0, T]), naturally implying
that the weighted Holder spaces are also Banach spaces.

2.4. Classical Holder spaces. Due to the choice of the distance function d in
(2.4), the Holder spaces defined in (2.5) are quite "unnatural”. Here by "unnat-
ural" we mean that the distance involved in the definition is not the distance
induced by the ®-metric but rather by the conformal metric x*ge; which is not
representing the distance between two points in a ®-manifold. The classical
Holder spaces are defined by taking d in (2.5) to be the distance induced by

go; that is
X—X'Z _ all]2
dq)(p,p'):\/' R

(x +x)*  (x+x')?
It is important to point out that both Holder spaces are suitable functional
spaces with a subtle difference. In case of manifolds with boundary, the "un-
natural” ones allow us to discuss continuity up to the boundary. Thus leading
to a better description of boundary behavior, a tool which will be useful in the
analysis of geometric flows.

In this work we derive mapping properties of the heat-kernel H in the un-
natural Holder spaces defined above. It is important to point out that similar
mapping properties to the one presented in §6 can be obtained, for classical
Holder spaces, by making use of parabolic Schauder and Krylov-Safonov es-
timates, see e.g. [Kryg96, KrSA80, P1c19].
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Employing mapping properties of the parametrix for heat-type operators, al-
lows for the analysis of various geometric flows. The discussion above shows
that, unnatural Holder spaces are more suitable for the analysis of flows on
manifolds with boundary. Indeed one can deal with continuity up to the
boundary, therefore providing more accurate bounds of geometric quantities
at the boundary. Classical Holder spaces are instead more appropriate for
gaining estimates in the interior. Therefore they can be heavily employed in
the analysis of geometric flows in open manifolds; see e.g. [CHV21, GEVE22]
for the analysis of the Yamabe- and the mean curvature flow in the setting of
non-compact manifolds with bounded geometry.

3. STOCHASTIC COMPLETENESS

As it will be proved later in this section, ®-manifolds, defined in §2, are an
example of a much wider family of manifolds called stochastically complete
manifolds.

For convenience of the reader, we begin this section by setting up once and
for all our convention for the Laplace-Beltrami operator, and we recall what a
stochastically complete manifold is.

Definition 3.1. Let (M, g) be an m-dimensional Riemannian manifold. For a func-
tion w € C*(M), the Laplace-Beltrami operator is defined to be

Agu = —divVu (3.1)

where div and V are the divergence and the gradient taken with respect to the metric
tensor g respectively. In particular, given coordinates (x")i1,.m, the local coordinate
expression for the Laplacian is given by

1 .
Agu = —\/—@ai (x/!g!g”aju> . (3.2)
In the above, 0; is a short hand notation for 9/ 0x', |g| denotes the determinant of the
metric tensor g while gV denotes its inverse. It should also be noted that here and
throughout the whole work, unless otherwise specified, we use the Einstein convention
on repeated indices.

Definition 3.2. A Riemannian manifold (M, g) is said to be stochastically complete
if the heat kernel of the (positive) Laplace-Beltrami operator A, associated to g satisfies

JM H(t, p, p) dvoly () = 1. (3-3)

Stochastic completeness can be equivalently characterized by a volume growth
condition, due to Grigor’yan [Gri86], cf. also [AMR16, Theorem 2.11].
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Theorem 3.3. Let (M, g) be a complete Riemannian manifold. Consider for some
reference point p € M the geodesic ball B(p,R) of radius R centered at p. If the
function

)= fog ol (Bp, )

then (M, g) is stochastically complete.

¢ L'(1,00) (3-4)

In oder to check that ®-manifolds are stochastically complete, we begin by
pointing out that ®-manifolds can be expressed as the union of a compact
region K with an open subset U, with U equipped with the Riemannian metric
locally given by the expression (2.1). This is obtained by considering U ~
(0,1) x @M and identifying K = {p € M |x(p) > 1}.

Let (M, go) be a ®-manifold. By performing the change of coordinates r =

x~ " on M, one can rewrite the expression for go as

Jo zdr2+r2¢*gy+gz+h. (3.5)

With such a change of coordinates we note that, since both Y and Z are com-
pact, the distance between two points towards the boundary (M = {r = co}))
is proportional to r. This can be checked by noticing that the distance from the
boundary is given by the term dr?; therefore the distance in this direction is
proportional to the Euclidean distance given in polar coordinates.

In view of Theorem 3.3, let p € K (therefore away from the singular region)
be fixed and consider B(p, R) to be the open disc centred at p of radius R. For
any positive number S, let us consider the truncated compact subset Ms={q ¢
M|7(q) < S}. As mentioned above, the distance on (M, go) is proportional to
1. Thus, there exists some fixed number 0 < L < 1/2 such that, for R > 0 large
enough, the inclusion B(p,R) C MR/L holds. Therefore we conclude

R
log vol B(p, R) N log vol My

as R — oo,

meaning that the two functions agree up to bounded functions. In particular,
the latter is integrable if and only if the former is. The expression for the ®-
metric implies dvolg (p) = hor(p)® d rdyd z, with hy being a bounded smooth
function. Hence, as R goes to oo, volMg ~ RP*" < eC%’, for some positive
constant C. That is

E—— 6
log voI M. ¢ L'(1,00), (3.6)

implying, in particular, (M, go) to be stochastically complete.
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4. REVIEW OF THE HEAT SPACE M}

Section 10 will be devoted to proving the main results of this work; that is
the existence of solutions for short time to heat-type Cauchy problems. This
will be achieved employing mapping properties of the heat-kernel operator H.

Recall that the heat-kernel operator H is nothing but a convolution with
the fundamental solution H of the heat-equation; therefore turning H into a
parametrix for the heat-operator P = 0; + Ag, with Ag denoting the Laplace-
Beltrami operator on a ®-manifold (M, g¢). As usual, we refer to such a func-
tion H as the heat-kernel. We want to point out that the heat-kernel can be

seen as an element of a set of “nice” functions on M’ x [0, 00)¢ (the polyhomo-
geneous functions). For convenience to the reader, we will recall the definition
of polyhomogeneous functions for a generic manifold with corners Mc. We
begin by defining an index family.

Aset A C C x Ny is called an index set if it satisfies the following conditions:

(1) A is discrete and bounded from below;
(2) Aj :={(0,p)|Re(0) < j} is finite, for all j;
(3) If (o,p) € A, then (0 +n,p) € A for every n € N.
A family A = (Ay,..., Ay) of index sets is called an index family.

Next, let M¢ be a manifold with corners. Denote by {Mc 1, ..., Mc «} its family
of boundary hypersurface and with {pm , ..y Pmc ) their respective boundary
defining functions. A function H : M — R is polyhomogeneous with index
family £ if, near each boundary hypersurface Mc;, H admits the following
asymptotic expansion:

H~ Z aiﬁ»nplc\y/lc,j (IOg pMc,j)n> as Pmc,; — 0, (4-1)
(om)€EA;
with q; s polyhomogeneous on M ; with index family (A, ..., A]-, , «eey A} ) NEQT

the intersections Mc; N Mc, for any 1 # j. In the above the A; means that A; is
not part of the index family.

Remark 4.1. We would like to point out that the notation used above for boundary
defining functions, i.e. p, is the b.d.f. of M., will be used across the entire work.

In the setting of manifolds with fibered boundary, one has that the heat-
kernel H is a polyhomogeneous functions once considered over the heat space
M?. Such a space MZ is obtained from M x [0, 00) by replacing the regions
where the heat-kernel H is singular by their blow-ups.

The construction of the heat space is given by 3 iterated blow-ups of M x
[0, 00);. Such blow-ups are necessary to understand the asymptotic behavior
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of the heat kernel near its singular points. This can be done by replacing the
singular regions by new boundary hypersurfaces. We refer to [TAVE21] for a
more detailed discussion on both the construction of the heat space and the
properties of the heat kernel given below.

Before proceeding with the construction, we want to briefly recall the notion
of p-submanifolds.

Definition 4.2. Let M denote an m-dimensional manifolds with boundary and con-
sider N C M to be an n-dimensional submanifold. We say that N is a p-submanifold if
it can be locally expressed as (x™' = 0,...,x™ = 0), where (x'); are local coordinates
on M.

4.1. The first blow-up. Consider first the submanifold S; = (0M)? x [0, c0),
of Mz x [0,00);. Notice that, since dM is a p-submanifold of M, S, is a p-
submanifold of M~ x [0,00). By blowing up S; in M’ x [0,00);, we get the
pair

- —2
M, =M x [0,00);S1], B1:Mp; — M x [0,00).

The object M ; is a "new" manifold obtained by cutting out the codimen-

sion 2 submanifold of M’ x [0, 00)¢ (displayed below as an edge) and glu-
ing its spherical normal bundle (under appropriate identification) represen-
ted by a new boundary hypersurface (which is the conormal bundle of S; in
M? x [0, 00)y). The new manifold M7 ; comes equipped with a blowdown map

B : M3, — M’ x [0,00). The blowdown map is completely described by
appropriate projective coordinates. Before presenting the projective coordin-
ates, we furnish the reader with a picture describing the blow up process from

M x [0, 00) (right) to M}i1 (left). Some extra notation will be added into the
picture, namely some reference to some specific faces.

Following the steps described in [GRio1], one can describe the projective
coordinates for M} ; by considering two regimes:

e Regime near the intersection of If, ff and tb: This regime is represented
in the Figure 1 by "regime 1". This regime is identified with the region where
X < x. This implies, in particular, that the function s = X 'x is bounded.
Therefore, by writing v/t =: T, the projective coordinates for the lower-left
corner are

X ~ ~ ~ o~ ~
(X,y,Z,;,y,Z, \/JE> = (X>y>Z> S>y>Z>T)' (42)

Hence, on Regime 1 one has pg = X, pir = s and py = T, where we write p, for
a defining function of a boundary hypersurface «.
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Vit

1f tf rf If = {x =0} rf = {x =0}

B

tb
tb ={t =0}

X X

FIGURE 1. First blow-up M3 |

FIGURE 2. Regime near the intersection of If, ff and tb

e Regime near the intersection of rf, ff and tb: This regime is represented
in Figure 1 by "regime 2", being identified with the case x < X. If x < X then
s = x'x is a bounded function. Hence, defining T as above, the projective
coordinates for the right-hand corner is

X ~ o~ o~ ~ o~ o~
(\/E,i,y,z,x,y,z> = (T,S,U,Z,X,y,l)- (43)

Similarly, on Regime 2 one has pg =X, p;s = s and py, = 7.

FIGURE 3. Regime near the intersection of rf, ff and tb
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Remark 4.3. The projective coordinates defined above for Regimes 1 and 2 are valid
in "larger” regions. In fact, one can define both s and s as long as one stays away from
{x = 0} and {x = 0} respectively. This perspective will be useful for computing the
parabolic Schauder estimates throughout §7 to §9.

We can finally give a precise expression for the blowdown map (3;. We will
focus only on regime 1, since the local description of (3; for regime 2 follows
similarly. When restricted to the lower-left corner, the blowdown map takes
the expression

(61)‘1(T>X>U>Z>§>gaz) = (T>X>y>Z>X§>g>z)-

4.2. The second blow-up. The second blow-up consists in blowing up the tem-
poral fiber diagonal, meaning that we want to blow-up the submanifold S, of
M given by

X ~
= ——] = = .
S, {X 0 and y y}

To give a visual idea, the submanifold S, can be seen as a line in the middle
of ff (in Figure 1) given by its intersection with the subspace {x = x}. As for
the first blow-up, the "new" manifold can be pictured by replacing S, by its
spherical inward pointing normal bundle (see Figure 4). The "new" manifold
is defined by the pair

M}zl,z = [M}zl,ﬁsz]) Ba: Mﬁ,] - Mi,l

and it has a new boundary hypersurface given by fd ={s —1 =0 and y = y}.
One can then consider the iterated blowdown map as the composition (3; 03, :

M2, — M x [0,00)c0:

1f ff td ff rf

FIGURE 4. Second blow-up M},



SCHAUDER ESTIMATES ON ®-MANIFOLDS 15

Following again the steps described in [Grio1], it is possible to define the
projective coordinates on fd by taking
s—1Ty—y -

<T>X>U>Z>T> X )Z_Z) = (T,X,y,Z,Sl,UI,Z/) (44)

away from x = 0 (which corresponds to "regime 3" in Figure 4). Similarly, one
can consider the projective coordinates on ff away from X = 0 (corresponding
to "regime 4" in Figure 4) as

. .s—1y—y - — -~ = =
(T)X)y)sz)y zy)Z_Z> = (T)va)z>8/>ul)zl> .

Remark 4.4. Despite the projective coordinates given above for Regimes 3 and 4, one
can actually use just one of the coordinates above to work on both Regimes, since
one can understand that approaching ff from fd means that ||(S',U’, Z")|| — oo
(and similarly for ||(S',U’, Z')||). Hence, one can say that on both Regimes 3 and 4,
P = T, Pta = x and one approaches ff if ||(S",U’', Z")|| — oo.

tf fd tf

FIGURE 5. Projective coordinates for the second blow-up

4.3. The third blow-up. We are now ready to present our third and last blow-
up. This blow-up arises from the classical singularity of the heat kernel on
the spatial diagonal at time t = 0. Therefore, the heat space M3, is built by
replacing diag(M) x {t = 0} by its spherical normal bundle on My, (see Figure
6). More precisely

M2 = [MZ; (B o B2) ' (diag(M) x {t = 0})], B : MZ — M x [0, c0);

with (3 being the iterated blowdown map. Note that the heat space has one
further boundary hypersurface td. In particular this implies that M;(M3) =
{If, rf, tb, ff, fd, td} is the family of boundary hypersurfaces for M3.
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1f ff td tf rf

FiGure 6. Third blow-up

The projective coordinates near the intersection of fd and td (which is rep-
resented by "regime 5" in Figure 6) are given by

S u oz
(T XY,z T ? 7) = (T>X>U>Z>8>U>Z)- (45)
Using the same notations as in the previous blow-ups, we have the boundary
defining functions p¢g = X, pra = T and ||(S,U, Z)|| — oo corresponds to tb.

td

X

S

T
tb

td

Remark 4.5. In the interior of td, away from fd, we can also use projective coordinates
(T, (6 — 9) /T, 9) where 0, 9 are two copies of any local coordinates on M.

5. ASYMPTOTIC EXPANSION OF THE HEAT KERNEL ON M%L

In the previous section, we gave a quick overview of the heat space M# and
presented the main regimes we will be interested in. Recall that (M, go) will
always denote a ®-manifold and H the heat kernel of the Laplace-Beltrami
operator Ag associated to the ®-metric go.

The aim of this section is to recall a result, obtained by [TAVE21], describing
the asymptotic behavior of 3*H on M when approaching each of its boundary
hypersurfaces in M;(M3) described in §4.
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Theorem 5.1. [TAVE21, Theorem 7.2] Let (M, go) be an m-dimensional complete
manifold with fibered boundary endowed with a ®-metric. Denote by H the heat kernel
associated to the unique self-adjoint extension of the corresponding Laplace-Beltrami
operator. The lift 3*H is a polyhomogeneous function on M% with asymptotic behavior
described by

B*H ~ pi o 0% Pry PfaPa Go (5.1)
with Gy being a bounded function. In particular, the above means that $3*H is of

leading order —m on td, smooth and bounded on fd and vanishes to infinite order on
I, ff, rf and td.

We can now describe the asymptotic behaviors of objects, which will be of
particular interest in the next sections, neat the regimes introduced in 8§4.

Remark 5.2. In the following formulas we will be describing only the worst case
scenario, i.e. the most singular behavior. Bounds for better behaved terms in the
asymptotic expansion follow from the most singular one and the error estimate from
the definition of polyhomogeneous conormal functions.

eLifts in the intersection of 1f, ff and tb: In this regime, the asymptotic
behaviors of both 3*H and B* dvole d t are appropriately described by the pro-
jective coordinates

~ X ~ ~
X Yy Z SZ;» Yy 7z T:\/{-

Recall that, with respect to these coordinates, pir = s, pg = x and py, = T. From

Theorem 5.1 and by computing directly the pull-back of the volume form, one
has

B*(XH) ~ 7' (x8T)®Go = (x$T)®Go for X € {id, Vy, V;, 0:}

~ 2
B*(dvoly dT) ~ 2(3x) 2 Ptxhdsdydzd . 5-2)

eLifts in the intersection of rf, ff and tb: The asymptotic behaviors of both
B*H and B* dvolg d t are suitably described by the projective coordinates
s:%, Y, z, X, z, T=+/t.

The boundary defining function with respect to these coordinates are p,s = s,

pg = x and py, = T. As above we can conclude that
B*(XH) ~ T (XsT)®Gy = (XsT)°G, for X € {id, Vq,,Vé} (5.3)
B*(dvoledt) ~ 2x > Pthdxdydzdr. >3

eLift in the intersection of ff, fd and tb: In this regime, the asymptotic
behaviors of both 3*H and 3* dvolg d t are fittingly described using projective
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coordinates

x;zx) U,ZU;U) Z =773, =1

In the next section we will encounter some extra quantity in this regime hence
it is useful to collect it here. As in the previous cases, one has

B*(XH) =T (1)®°Go ~ TGy for X € {id, Vy, V3.
R*(dvolpdt) ~2(1 +S8'x) 2 PthdS'du’'d 2’ d . (5.4)
B*(0;XH) ~x2t°G, withi=x,y,z.
Note that, in the above, G, vanishes to infinite order as ||(S’,U’, Z')|| goes to
0.
eLifts in the intersection of fd and td: The appropriate projective coordin-

ate for a suitable description of the asymptotic behavior of both B*H and
B* dvole d T in this regime are

/
X>y>Z>8:

X—X — Z—Z
Xy, Y, Z,S:?,u:yTxy, Z = < ,T:\/{.

Similarly to the regime where ff intersects fd and tb one finds
B*(XH) ~ (1) ™ ?G,y for X € {id, Vy, V; .
R*(dvole dt) ~2(1 + Stx) ? ™ 'hdSduUd Zd . (5.5)
B*(9;XH) ~x 2t ™ 3G, withi=x,y,z.

with G, vanishing to infinite order as ||(S, U, Z)|| goes to co.

6. MAPPING PROPERTIES OF THE HEAT-KERNEL ON M7

Our aim is to prove the existence of solution of heat-type equations on man-
ifolds with fibered boundary equipped with a ®-metric. That is, we focus on
the analysis of a Cauchy problem of the form

(0t + AJu =14, ul—o =10 (6.1)

for suitable functions ¢ and uy. The proof of the existence of solutions for
the above problem relies on the analysis of the mapping properties of the heat
operator acting via time convolution between Holder spaces. We will provide a
slightly more general mapping properties of the heat operator between weighted
Holder spaces.

Theorem 6.1. Let M be an m-dimensional manifold with fibered boundary equipped
with a ®-metric. The heat operator H, acting by convolution,

H : xCE¥(M x [0, T]) — xYCEM%(M x [0, T]) (6.2)

is bounded.
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Proof. We will prove the statement for k = 0, that is
H:x'C%(M x [0, T]) — xYC3*(M x [0, T]).

The more general case can be proved similarly with additional integration by
part argument near td and by employing the vanishing order of the heat kernel
near the boundary dMZ (similar argument has been employed in [BaVE14]).
Furthermore, note that, for u € xYC§ (M x [0, T]), there exists some u € C§ (M x
[0, T]) so that T = xYu. In particular, it follows that Ht lies in xYC3*(M x [0, T])
if and only if x YHx"u lies in C3*(M x [0, T]). This is equivalent to prove that

H, :==M(x) o Ho M(x") : C§(M x [0, T]) = C3*(M x [0, T]), (6.3)

is bounded, with M(xY) being the “multiplication by x¥” operator. Moreover,
from (2.5), it follows that proving (6.2) is equivalent to prove that the operator
G, defined by G = VH, with V € {id, Vo, V3}, is a bounded operator mapping

G:Cyg(M x[0,T]) = Cg(M x [0, T]).
Therefore, given a function u in Cg(M x [0, T]), the goal is to prove
1Gufo < cffuf|« (6.4)

for some uniform constant ¢ > 0. This will be obtained directly by estimating
|G|« From the definition of the a-norm in (2.3) we find

|Gul|« = [Guly + || GU| .

One can see that

Gul, < sup GUEY) —GulpL U] [Gulp, ) — Gulp, )
~ pleM d(p) p/)oc />0 |t _ t/|oc/2 )
p#p’ t#t
leading to
_ / t _ t/
PP’ EM d(P,P )(X t,t/>0 |'t —t |0C/
p#p’ t#t

Thus (6.4) is satisfied if the following are satisfied

Gu(p,t) — Gu(p’, t)| < clfull«d(p, "), (6.5)

Gu(p, t) — Gu(p, t)] < cffulot — %7 (6.6)

IGu(p, t)] < cfluffa (6.7)

We will therefore proceed in three steps:
i) Uniform estimates of Holder differences in space (6.5),
ii) Uniform estimates of Holder differences in time (6.6),
iii) Uniform estimates of the supremum norm (6.7).
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These three steps will be treated separately in sections 7, 8 and 9 respectively.
u

From Theorem 6.1 other mapping properties can be derived.

Theorem 6.2. Let M be an m dimensional manifold with fibered boundary equipped
with a ®-metric. The following operators acting by convolution in time

H : xYCE¥(M x [0, T]) = VXY CE*(M x [0, T]),
H : xYCE*(M x [0, T]) — t¥*xYCE™(M x [0, T])
are bounded.

Proof. We will present only the argument for the first mapping property as the
second follows along the same lines.

The same argument as in the previous result leads to an equivalent formu-
lation of the statement. That is, one has to prove that the operator

M2 ) o Ho M(x¥) : C3(M x [0, T]) — C*(M x [0, T])

is bounded. As in the previous theorem, one deduces that the above is equi-
valent to prove that the operator G, defined by Gyu = V(t~"/2x YHxY)u with
V € {id, Vy}, mapping

G::Cu(M x [0,T]) = Cg(M x [0,T])

is bounded. One has

(Ga)p,t) = | JM V((t =5 2H, (t — T, p, p))u(p, T) dvolo (5) d

0
where H, is defined in (6.3). The estimates in sections 7, 8 and 9 will already
cover the case V € {id,Vs}. Moreover, it is crucial to note that we are no
longer considering elements in V3, which will lead to an extra T term. On
the other hand, the term (t —t)~'/2 inside the integrand lifts to an extra T
in every region of M. This means that the presence of the term (t — t)~'/?
is proportionally compensated by the absence of second order ®-differential
operators (i.e. elements in V}). Thus, in attempting to get these estimates
following the same computations as in the upcoming sections, the integrands
obtained will have the exact same asymptotics. O

7. ESTIMATES OF HOLDER DIFFERENCES IN SPACE

The aim of this section is to prove the inequality in (6.5). Consider p,p’ to
be some fixed points in M and set

M* = {peM|d(p,p) <3d(p,p)}, M ={peM|dlp,p) > 3d(p,p)}.
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Let us denote by V any element which is either the identity, a ®-derivative or
a second order ®-differential operator. For any u function in CH(M x [0, T]),
one has

Gu(s)p) - Gu(s,p') =L+L+ I3>

where, for G the kernel of G, we have

L = (G(s _gapaﬁ) —G(s _§>p/>ﬁ)] hl(iﬁ) - u(§>p)] dvolg (ﬁ) dg)
JO JMT

L= [G(s—3,p,p) — G(s—5,p',p)] [u(s,p) — u(s,p)ldvoly(p) ds,
JO JM—

I; = [G(s —5,p,p) — G(s — gvp/)ﬁ)] u(s, p) dvole (p) ds.
JOo M

Hence, it is clear that (6.5) is satisfied if |I;| < c||u||4d(p,p’)* forj =1,2,3.

Since the heat kernel H, hence also G, is smooth in the interior of M2, the
claimed estimates need only to be provided near the boundary hypersurfaces
of MZ. Moreover, as stated in Theorem 5.1, 3*H, hence the lift of G as well,
vanishes to infinite order away from fd Utd (i.e. in regimes 1 and 2), resulting
in trivial estimates. We will therefore focus solely on the estimates of Ij near
tdutd for every j = 1,2, 3. In estimating the integrals we will assume, without
loss of generality, G to be compactly supported in the regime of interest. In
conclusion, in order to simplify the notation, we will identify the integration
regions M, M* and M~ with their lifts. Also, we will simply denote by y and
z either one or all of the coordinates y; and z; respectively. The same is true for
y’ and z'.

7.1. Estimates for I,. First of all notice that, in this setting, p is ranging in M.
We begin by proving the following useful fact.

Lemma 7.1. Let p” be a point in M such that d(p’,p”) < d(p,p’). For every point
p in M~, one has

1 N o~
d(p,p) < d(p”,p).

3
Proof. Triangle inequality, the assumption on p” and the fact that p lies in M~,
imply
(p,p) +d(p,p) < dlp,p’) +dlp’,p") +d(p”,P)

d(p,p) < d
d(p,p") +d(p,p’) +d(p",p) = 2d(p,p") +d(p”,P)
2

The result follows by cancellation. O
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To estimate I,, employ the Mean Value Theorem to obtain
L —x — x| J J 3Gy +ryrgm (WS % T, 2) —uls, x,y, 2l dvoly (p) d§
0 JIm-
=] 006] g 6%, 2) — % v, 2l dvola () 5
0 Jm-

ez [ |00l i MR 5 — ulE k2 dvola(F) d5:
0 JM— Y

Let p” be a point in the set {(&,y,z), (x',n,z), (x,y’, )}. Clearly p” satisfies
either d(p,p”) < d(p,p’) or d(p’,p”) < d(p,p’). If the latter holds, Lemma
7.1 gives d(p,p) < 3d(p”,p). Similarly, arguing by means of the triangle in-
equality, one sees that the same estimate holds if the former case is satisfied.
In conclusion, for every p € M, and for p” as above,

d(p,p) < 3d(p", p).

Moreover, since u lies in C§(M x [0, T]), it follows that

S
I <c|fuflux — x'yJ J 2.G(s —3,p",5)d (p", )" dvole (P) d 3
0 JM—

selllly =yl [ | 0G5 =57 Bla "B dvolo(F) 45

0
+c|]u|]al\z—z’]\JJ 0:G(s —3s,p",p)d (p”,p)" dvole (p) d 5.
0 Jm-

In the above, with abuse of notation, we denoted by p” any of the occurrences
of the point arising from the Mean value theorem. More precisely, in the first
integral p” has coordinates (&,y,z), in the second (x’,1,z) and in the third
(x'yy’, ¢). For readability reasons, we will denote the summands in the estim-
ate above respectively by I,;, I, and I, ;. Estimates for I,;, I,, and I, 3 can be
obtained similarly. Therefore we present explicit computation only for I, ;.

The formulae in (5.5) give us the asymptotic behavior of 9;G in this regime.
Using projective coordinates (t,x,y,z,S’,U’, Z’) given by

S’ = X;E’, U’zy—gy, Z'=Z—z and T=Vt-5,

one has
Ve 2 2 ~
|Iz,1!§CHuch!X—X'lJ J 022Gy (dlp”, P)Y) A S AU d 2T (7.1)
0 M~

with Gy being bounded.
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=

Let us now analyse the distance *(d(p”,p)®). Recall that, near fd Utd, & ~ x.
This implies, in particular, S" =x/&~ 1 and thus giving

d((&Y,2), (%,5,2) = VIE— %P + (E+%)2[ly — > + (& + %]z — 2|)?
~ENISTEH U+ 202
= (S, U, 2).

Note that the function r is nothing but the radial distance in polar coordinates
from the origin. From the above we conclude the existence of some constant ¢
such that

B*(d((&y,2),(%,9,2)%) < c(E71)% (7.2)

By using r as the radial coordinate in R™ we can perform a change of coordin-
ates in (7.1), leading to

NG
Tq] < cfjuflalx — x| J J o Mg emTIte G d rd (angle) d T
0 Jm-

Finally, setting 0 = 7', it follows that the asymptotic behavior of o' is (cf.

(4.5))

o ~ VISP + U2+ (| 2]

This implies that integrating G, against any negative power of o leads to a
bounded term. Moreover, for T defined as above, M~ C {£72d(p,p’) < cr} for
some constant ¢ > 0. Thus, once the angular variables are being integrated out,
it follows, by performing yet another change of coordinates given by T — o,

o0

I3 < cHuHaIx—x’!J' prtepTitled y
£2d(p,p’)

= c|[uflax —x'|EF2(E2A(p, p)))
< cl[ufl«d(p,p)%,

as claimed.

7.2. Estimates of [;. As for the estimates of I, we see that

s r

I :J G(s —5,p,7)u(P,3) — ulp,5)] dvol () dF
0 JM+

— J G(s—s,p’,p)u(p,s) —u(p’,s)ldvole(p)ds
Jo Jm+

S

+ J G(s—35,p", P)ulp,3) — ulp’,3)] dvolo(p) d 3
M+

Jo
=T —Tip+ I3
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Clearly the estimates for I;; and I;, will be similar, thus we present the full
computations only for I; ;. Moreover, as for I,, estimates away from fd Utd are
trivial thus we will focus on the estimates near fd U td.

Estimate of 1,;. Near f{dUtd, the asymptotics of G are given by the expres-
sion in (5.5). In particular G ~ o ™ 2G,, with G, vanishing to infinite order
when near [|(S,U, Z)|| — oo. Let us choose projective coordinates given by
(1,%,y,2,8",U', 2’), with

3“=X;X>U“=y;y,Z“=Z—ZamiT=vS—§

Recall that, in these projective coordinates, the lift of the volume form is ex-
pressed as in (5.4), resulting in

NS
] < ||u||aj

0

J o™ GoBd((x,y,2), (%,5,2)*d S’ du' d 2" d o
M+

Furthermore, near fd Utd, x ~ X. Thus, as already done for the estimates for I,,
setr(S"\U',Z') .= \/IS’I2 + [|U']|?> + || 2']]*. This implies

B d((x%,y,2), (%, 2)) = VIx =P + (x + %)y — 9> + (x + %)*|z — 2|2
*Xz\/|5 >+ (] + (12112
=cox’r(S,\ U, 2").

It follows, M* = {r < cx~%d(p, p’)} for some constant ¢ > 0.

Let us now denote o0 = T/r. Arguing as in the estimates for I, r can be
thought as the radial distance in R™ with coordinates given by (S’,U’, Z’). We
can therefore consider polar coordinates and perform a change of coordinates

in the integral above. Integrating out once again the angular coordinates, we
find

x~2d(p,p’)

ol el [ |0 ot eGedrdon
I(o) JO

The estimate now follows by noticing 0~ ™' G, to be bounded (due to the decay

properties of Gy).

Estimate of 1, 3. As mentioned earlier, the estimates for I; ;3 follow along slightly
different lines from the one for I ;, since it follows from employing integration
by parts. First of all we consider projective coordinates (T, x,y,z,S,U, Z) with

X —x u:y—ﬁ) Z:Z_Z,

S =
sz ’ T T




SCHAUDER ESTIMATES ON ®-MANIFOLDS 25

Note that the “worst case scenario” for I, 3 is given by G = o ™ 2(V;V,G,) with
both Vi, V, € {9s,0y,0z}. For the sake of simplicity, since the general case is
similar, we assume V; = 0s. On the other hand, for fixed (t,U, Z) one has
M* ={|S| < r(t,U, Z)}, where this expression for M™* comes from the fact that
1 is taken originally in terms of (S’,U’, Z’) = (1S, U, 1Z). Hence

B*(dvole(p)ds) = h(x +x*1S,y + xtU,z+1Z)c™"' dSdUd Zdr,

for h being smooth function. Moreover, let us denote du := [u(p,s) —u(p’, s)].
Clearly du does not depend on p, meaning that I; 3 can be written as

NG
11,3=J 6uJ o '(0sV,Gp)hdSdUd Zd~
0 M+

Vs
:J zqu 07 (V2Go)| g hdSdUdzdr
0 oM+

NG
—J SuJ o ' (V,Gp)dshdSdUd Zdr
0 M+

_. 7 2
= L3 —1Iis.

We begin by noticing that the derivative of the smooth function h with respect
to S can be written as dsh = x*oh’. The ¢ appearing in this derivative cancels
with the o~'. Thus, since x(V,G,) is bounded, the whole integral over M™" in
I ; is bounded. The estimate follows by estimating du against the o-norm of u
multiplied by the distance d(p,p’)*.

Let us now focus on the integral I} ;. For simplicity we will denote V,G, just
by Gg. We begin by performing a change of coordinates in I} ;. In particular,
we choose the projective coordinates (t,x,y,z,S’,U’, Z’) with

)u/:y_y =

S = , Z'=z2—1z.
x? X

This accounts into a change of coordinates of the form &’ = 1S, U’ = 1 and
Z' =12, leading to

V5
o<l | | oG] B dlx2), & T.D)"dUdZdx
0 oM+

We proceed exactly as for the estimates of I; ;. This means we consider polar
coordinates in R™! (with coordinates (', Z’)) and denote by R the radial
component. Next, we set 0 = o/R. Furthermore, from the expression of M™*
above, one has {|S| = 1} = OM" = {p|d(p,p) = 3d(p,p’)}. In particular, taking
p a point lying in the boundary of 9M* of M*,

2d(p,p’) < d(p,p) < 4d(p,p").
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Integrating out the angular component results in

X
oo p4d(p,p’) |S"2—l— ”qu2+ ”Z/HZ
it |§|IuIIaJ J R-T+agm (G . dRdo
s e WE+ZT Misier

< cfuflad(p,p")*

Remark 7.2. Notice that, in the case V = id, the asymptotic behavior of the integrand
will have an improvement by o. This means, in particular, that integration by part
will no longer be necessary.

7.3. Estimates of I5. As usual, let us assume p = (x,y,z) and p’ = (x',y’,2').
By adding and subtracting the same quantity, we can express I3 as the sum of
three integrals 15, I3, and I3 3 as displayed below:

I3 =J [G(s—73,p,p) — G(s—35, (x',y,2), p)lu(s,p) dvole(p)ds
0JM

+ J' [G(S _gv (X/)U,Z),f’) - G(S _g) (X,)ylvz))ﬁ)]u(g)p) dVOl(D(ﬁ) dg
JOo JM

+ J G(s 5, (x',y',2),B) — G(s — 5, p’, )Iu(5, p) dvolo (7) d5
JOJM
=131 + I3 + I33.

Our first aim is to show that the expression above can actually be reduced to
I; = I3;. To see this we show that both I3, and ;3 are vanishing. Due to
similarity we will prove only I3, = 0.

Recall that, as showed in §3, ®-manifolds are stochastically complete. Thus,
by recalling the expression for the integral kernel G, it follows that I3, can be
written as

L :L ¥u(p,3) (JM[V(WH)(S 3, (x)y,2),7)

—V(x7YH)(s =5, (x',y',z),p)] dvole (ﬁ)) ds

:J () = (x') 7V )x"u(p, 5) d§ = 0.

0

We can now estimate I3. As for the previous cases, estimates away from fd U td
are trivial thus will not be presented here.

The Mean Value Theorem allows to rewrite I3 as follows:

I =|x—x’|JJ 0:G|,_ .. --_ulx,y,z,s)dvolg(p)ds (7.3)
3 o Jm & ’(s—s,&,y,z,x,y,i) Y o(p 3
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In projective coordinate (T, &,y,2,S,U, Z), with
Xx—& . _y-y _,_z-z
T Z= T’
one finds that the lifted vector field 3*(d;) admits an expression of the form
B*(0:) = 0 — 2&'S+ £207"10s — & Uy

In particular, we conclude B*(9:G) ~ & 20 '0sG}. Note that the asymptotic
behavior of Gj are similar to those of Gy in I;3; near td. Furthermore, since
the function u(p,s) is constant with respect to the spatial integration (i.e. with
respect to p), integration by parts gives

S =

J J £207'95Glu(p,s —o?)hdSdUd Zd o
0oJM

0

= J J ‘5_20_1(;5’\3\:00“(]’) s—o’)hdSdUd Zdo
om

t
— J J £207'Glu(p,s — 0*)dshdSduUd Zd o.
0Jm
Due to the decay properties of H, near 9M (cf. (5.5)), the integral along the
boundary vanishes.

Similarly to the estimates of Ij ;, we find dsh = £*ch’. This implies t&* and
1§72 cancel out leading to

J J £21710sGhu(p, s —P)hdSduUd Zd
0JM

= —J J Giu(p,s —)h/'dSdUd Zd .
0Jm
The estimate now follows by proceeding as for the estimates of Ij;. It is im-
portant to point out that, contrarily to Ij;, the boundary term is vanishing.

With this last inequality, we conclude the proof of Holder differences in
space.

8. ESTIMATES FOR HOLDER DIFFERENCES IN TIME

In this section, we will prove the estimates stated in (6.6). Without loss of
generality, we can consider s < s’. Indeed, in order to gain the estimates for
s’ < s, it will be enough to repeat all the upcoming estimates interchanging the
role of s and s’. Moreover, we begin by proving the estimates under the initial
further assumption 2s’ —s > 0 (i.e., s’ < s < 2s’). At the end of the section, we
will explain how to proceed for the other case, i.e. 2s’ —s < 0.
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Let T_, T, and T| denote the intervals
T_:=1[0,2s"—s], T,:=1[2s"—s,t] and T :=[2s" —s,s].

As it has already been done for the estimates of Holder differences in space
(cf. §7), we denote by G the operator G = VH,, for V € {id} U Vo U V3. Using
the same argument Bahuaud and Vertman used in [BAVE14, §3.2], we deduce

Gu(p,s) — Gu(p,s’) =|s — s’|J J aeG}(e_ap@ [u(p,s) —u(p,s)ldvole(p)ds
T JIm

+ J G(s =5, p,B)[u(f, 3) — wip,s)] dvolo(F) d5
J1. Im

— J G(s"—5s,p,p)lu(p,s) —u(p,s)ldvole(p)ds
JroIm

+ J G(s —3,p, Phulp, 3) dvol () d5

Jo Jm

rs’

— J G(s' —5s,p,p)u(p,s)dvole(p)ds
Jo Im
=L+, —L34+1L;—L;

First of all, notice that space-variable p is constant in the integration. Second,
as pointed out in §3, (M, go) is stochastically complete, i.e.

J H(s,p,p) dvole(p) = 1.
M

These two key observations put together gives us the following estimate:

S/

S
Ly— 15 = J u(p,s)ds— J u(p,s)ds < Clluf|sls — s’|%2.
0 0
Therefore, it is clear that in order to prove the inequality claimed in (6.6), it is
only necessary to estimate L;, L, and L;. However, due to similarities between
the terms L, and L3, we will only present one of them. In conclusion, in what
follows we will present the estimates, at each regime, of the terms L; and L,.
Moreover, as for the Holder differences in space, estimates away from fd Utd
are trivial and will, therefore, be omitted.

8.1. Estimates for L. In projective coordinates (7, x,y,z,S,U, Z) with

_%’—x _y—lj _Z—Z
S = sz’u_ TX’Z_ T’

the asymptotics of H, near fd Utd are given by (5.5). In particular, it follows
B*0eG ~ 0™ *G], with G} being polyhomogeneous and vanishing to infinite
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order when ||(S,U, Z)|| — oco. Also, the volume form has asymptotics of the
form

B*(dvoly(p)ds) ~t™"hdSdud Zdr, (8.1)
where h is a smooth function of p = (x + x*So,y + xUo,z + 0Z) (cf. (5.5)).
Further, recall that, near fd Utd, x ~ X. In particular this implies

d(paﬁ) < Cﬁtpfd\/|‘5|2 + ”u”z + HZHZ = CTXT‘(S,Z/{, Z) (82)

Note that, due to its expression, 1 is bounded as long as its entries are bounded.
Therefore G4r* is bounded everywhere. Moreover, for every s € T_, [0 —s| >
|s — s’|. In conclusion the integral L;, can be estimated as follows

Ll < HuHars—sﬂJ J T3Gd(p, ) dSdUd Zd
T—_JM

o0

< CHuHaIs—s’!J J T3 GirYdSdiUd Zdt
M

s—s’
< Cllullals — s,
thus completing the estimates for L;.

8.2. Estimates for L,. Proceeding exactly as for L;, in the same projective co-
ordinates (t,x,y,z,S,U, Z), we recall, from (5.5), that the asymptotics of 3*G
are given by B*(G) ~ T ™G/, with G/ being polyhomogeneous and vanishing
to infinite order whenever ||(S,U, Z)|| — oo. Furthermore, in these coordin-
ates, the lift of the volume form has the expression as in (8.1). Therefore, by
expressing L, in projective coordinates one finds

Ll <l | | 'Gidpp)ldodndids
. IJm

chuHaJ J T GirMdSdud Zdr
T, JM

< cllullals —s'1*2,

concluding the estimates for the L,-term. This completes the estimates for time
difference with derivatives under the assumption that 2s’ —s > 0.

Let us now remove the initial further assumption, meaning that we assume
2s’ —s < 0. From the assumption s > s’ > 0 it follows that 2s’ < 3s, allowing
us to conclude s’ < s < 2|s — s’|. Therefore, the Holder differences in time,
under the assumption 2s’ — s < 0, can be expressed as

Gu(p,s) — Gu(p,s’) :J JM G(s—3s,p,p)lulp,s) —u(p,s)ldvoley(p)ds

0

S

!

—JS J G(s' —5,p,5) (P, 3) — ulp, 3)] dvoly () .
0 JM
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The integrals above can be treated similarly to L,.

Remark 8.1. This completes the estimates for time differences with derivatives under
the assumption t' < t. However, to obtain the estimates for the case t < t’, one just
need to interchange the roles of t and t’.

The proof of the estimate claimed in (6.6) is therefore complete

9. ESTIMATES FOR THE SUPREMUM NORM

We finally reached the final step for the proof of Theorem 6.1; consisting in
obtaining the estimates for the supremum of Gu claimed in (6.7). For (p, s) in
M x [0, T], we write Gu(p,s) as

Gu(p,s) :J G(s —s,p,p)u(p,s)dvole(p)ds
Im

=j [ G(s—5,p,F)u(F,3) — ulp, 3)] dvolo(F) dF
JM

+ J G(s —3,p, PJulp, 3) dvolo () d§
M

Jo
=]+ ]

As for the previous cases, the estimates away from fd U td are trivial hence they
will be omitted.

We begin by estimating J;. In projective coordinates (7,x,y,z,S,U, Z), de-
scribed by
X —x y—vy z—2z
= — = Z =
S ™2’ u ™ T’
and in view of (5.5), one has that the integrand has asymptotic behavior de-
scribed by

B*(G(s—3,p,p) dvole(p)d3) = v 'G,dSduUd Zd .

Where G, vanishes to infinite order as ||(S,U, Z)|| — oo. Recall that, near
fdUutd, x ~ X; thus

d(pa 5) ~ TXT(S,Z/{, Z)>

wherer = /IS + ||| + || Z||? is bounded for as long as its entries are bounded.
Therefore J; can be estimated as

Vs
Tl < C||u||aj

0

J T 'Gyd(p,p)*dSdUd Zd T
M

NG
:CHuchJ J RGeS, U, 2)* | dSdUd Zd T
0 M
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< Clhuflas™
which proves the claimed inequality.

The estimate in (6.7) now follows if |, satisfies a similar estimate to the one
for |J;| above. To see this one may argue exactly as we have done for the
estimates of L, in §8; that is using the fact that ®-manifolds are stochastically
complete and estimating [u(p,s)| < [|[ulleo < [[ut]|a-

10. SHORT-TIME EXISTENCE AND REGULARITY OF SOLUTIONS

We finish this paper by presenting a direct application of the mapping prop-
erties in Theorem 1.1. Namely we prove that the following Cauchy problem
for a semi-linear heat equation

(0¢ + Ag)u = F(u), ul—o =0; (10.1)

with the operator F subject to some restrictions, on ®-manifolds admits a
unique solution for short time.

First let us lay down the suitable assumptions for the operator F:

(1) F:xYCE™*(M x [0,T]) — Ck*(M x [0, T]);

(2) F can be written as a sum F = F; + F, with

i) Fi:xYCE™2* — xvCEh*(M x [0, T]),
i) Fp: xYCEM* — xYCE*(M x [0, T]);

(3) Let u,u’ € xYC5™*(M x [0,T]) have (k + 2, &, y)-norm bounded from
above by some 1 > 0; that is ||u||xi2,av, [|[U |lk+2,0y < M. Then there exists
some C, > 0 such that

i) [[F1(w)=F1 (W) ey < Collu—wlliz,ay, [F1W[[ki1,ay < Collitllirzy,a
i) [[F2(u) = Fa(w) ey < Comax{flufierzup [0 lerzayHw = wlhezuy,
||F2(U) K,y S Cn

|u| | i+2,¢x,y .

Note that, due to Theorem 1.1, if there exists some u* € xYC5™*(M x [0, T]) so
that
H (F(u")) =,

then u* is a solution of (10.1). We have successfully transformed the problem
of finding a solution to a non-linear Cauchy problem of the form (10.1) into
a fixed-point problem. Existence of fixed-points of maps on Banach spaces
is guaranteed by Banach’s fixed-point Theorem. Thus, the core of the proof
of Corollary 1.2, which we will recall here for convenience of the reader, will
consist on an application of Banach’s fixed-point Theorem.

Theorem 10.1 (Corollary 1.2). Consider the Cauchy problem for a semi-linear heat
equation
(0: + Ag)u = F(u), ul—o =0. (10.2)
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Assume F to satisfy the conditions (1), (2) and (3) above. Then there exists a unique
u* € xYCEM%(M x [0, T') solution of (10.2) for some T sufficiently small.

Proof. Letn and T be positive numbers to be specified later and set
Zy7 = {uex’Cy>* (M x [0, T]) | ulmo = O, [[uflis2,0y <M} -

Z, 1 is a closed subset of the Banach space, hence a complete metric space. For
H as in Theorem 1.1, consider the map ¥(u) := (H o F)(u). The assumptions
on F implies that ¥ maps xYC%™*(M x [0, T]) to itself. As mentioned earlier,
our aim is to prove ¥ to be a contraction on Z, 1, for some 1 and T sufficiently
small. Due to linearity of H we can prove ¥; = HoFy and ¥, = Ho F, to be

contractions on Z, 1 instead. For simplicity let us denote by C the number
1
C=———.
3[HllopCy

Let us first prove that ¥; and ¥, map Z, 1 to itself. We begin with ¥;. By
requiring T < C? one has, for every u € Z,7,

W1 (W [ks2,0y < ”HHOP\/_”F1 )1 oy > HH”Op\/_C w2,y <

w3

(10.3)

In the above the first estimate follows from the second displayed mapping
property of the operator H in Theorem 1.1 while the second follows from the
assumption on Fy.

For ¥, we argue in a similar manner. Let u be an element in Z, 1. One has
that the chain of inequalities

n
¥2(wls2ay < HlloplFa(w) ey < [HllopCulltlizay < 3 (10.4)

holds by choosing 1 < C. Contrarily to the previous case, here the first estimate
follows from the first displayed mapping property of H in Theorem 1.1.

It is then clear that, by choosing n < C and T < C? then (10.3) and (10.4) are
both satisfied, resulting in ¥ = ¥; + ¥, mapping Z, 1 to itself.

The only thing left to prove is ¥ to be a Lipschitz function with Lipschitz
constant less than 1. For 1 and T as above one sees that, arguing in the exact
same way as before:

1
W1 (w) — ¥ (W) oy < [HlopVTCollt — Wiz, < = ||u W ||ks2,00y
and

W2 (w) = Y2 (Wlherzey < [THllop Comax{fuficizays W lhezan v —wiheauy

< =Wy
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The above imply, in particular, |[W(u) =Y (u')||xi2,ay < 2/3||u—u'||k12,,y- Hence
V¥ is a Lipschitz function with Lipschitz constant 2/3 < 1, thus showing ¥ to
be a contraction. O
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