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EXTRINSIC PANEITZ OPERATORS AND Q-CURVATURES FOR

HYPERSURFACES

ANDREAS JUHL

Abstract. For any hypersurface M of a Riemannian manifold X, recent works introduced the
notions of extrinsic conformal Laplacians and extrinsic Q-curvatures. Here we derive explicit
formulas for the extrinsic version P4 of the Paneitz operator and the corresponding extrinsic
fourth-order Q-curvature Q4 in general dimensions. In the critical dimension n = 4, this result
yields a closed formula for the global conformal invariant

∫
M

Q4dvol (for closed M) and various
decompositions of Q4, which are analogs of the Alexakis/Deser-Schwimmer type decompositions
of global conformal invariants. These results involve a series of obvious local conformal invariants
of the embedding M4 →֒ X5 (defined in terms of the Weyl tensor and the trace-free second
fundamental form) and a non-trivial local conformal invariant C. In turn, we identify C as a
linear combination of two local conformal invariants J1 and J2. We also observe that these are
special cases of local conformal invariants for hypersurfaces in backgrounds of general dimension.
Moreover, in the critical dimension n = 4, a linear combination of J1 and J2 can be expressed in
terms of obvious local conformal invariants of the embedding M →֒ X. This finally reduces the
non-trivial part of the structure of Q4 to the non-trivial invariant J1. For totally umbilic M , the
invariants Ji vanish, and the formula for P4 substantially simplifies. For closed M4 →֒ R

5, we
relate the integrals of Ji to functionals of Guven and Graham-Reichert. Moreover, we establish
a Deser-Schwimmer type decomposition of the Graham-Reichert functional of a hypersurface
M4 →֒ X5 in general backgrounds. In this context, we find one further local conformal invariant
J3. Finally, we derive an explicit formula for the singular Yamabe energy of a closed M . The
resulting explicit formulas show that it is proportional to the total extrinsic fourth-order Q-
curvature. This observation confirms a special case of a general fact and serves as an additional
cross-check of our main result. Throughout, we carefully discuss the relation of our formulas to
the recent literature.
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1. Introduction and formulation of the main results

The significance of the Yamabe operator

P2 = ∆−
(n
2
− 1
)
J

and the Paneitz operator

P4 = ∆2 − δ((n − 2)Jh− 4P)d+
(n
2
− 2
)(n

2
J
2 − 2|P|2 −∆(J)

)

in geometric analysis is well-known ([B95, CY95, CGY02, C05, C18, DGH08, J09, BJ10] and
references therein). These differential operators are defined on any Riemannian manifold (M,g)
of respective dimension n ≥ 2 and n ≥ 3. Paneitz [P08] discovered the operator P4 in general
dimensions in 1983. Around the same time, it appeared in dimension 4 in several other contexts
in [FT82, R84, ES85]. Here we use the following conventions. The dimension of M is denoted by
n, δ is the divergence operator on 1-forms, ∆ = δd the non-positive Laplacian, 2(n− 1)J = scal
and (n − 2)P = Ric−Jh. P is the Schouten tensor of h. It naturally acts on 1-forms. The
operators P2 and P4 are the first two elements in the sequence of so-called GJMS-operators
P2N (with 2N ≤ n for even n and N ≥ 1 for odd n) [GJMS92]. These self-adjoint geometric
differential operators have as leading term a power of the Laplacian ∆ and are covariant

e(
n
2
+N)ϕP2N (ĥ)(f) = P2N (h)(e(

n
2
−N)ϕf) (1.1)

under conformal changes h 7→ ĥ = e2ϕh, ϕ ∈ C∞(M), of the metric. The original definition of
the GJMS-operators rests on the ambient metric of Fefferman and Graham [FG12].

The quantities Q2 = J and Q4 = n
2 J

2 − |P|2 −∆(J) are known as Branson’s Q-curvature (of
respective order 2 and 4). The general Branson’s Q-curvatures are defined by

P2N (1) =
(n
2
−N

)
(−1)NQ2N

if 2N < n, and by a continuation in dimension argument for 2N = n. For even n, the case
2N = n will be referred to as the critical case. A remarkable property of the critical Q-curvature
Qn is its transformation law

enϕQn(ĥ) = Qn(h) + (−1)
n
2 Pn(h)(ϕ), ϕ ∈ C∞(M). (1.2)

This property may be derived from the conformal covariance (1.1) in the non-critical case using
a continuation in dimension argument [B95]. Combining (1.2) with the self-adjointness of Pn

and Pn(h)(1) = 0 it follows that for a closed manifold M the integral∫

M

Qn(h)dvolh

is a (global) conformal invariant. This invariant for the conformal class [h] is related to the
conformal anomaly of the renormalized volume of a Poincaré-Einstein metric associated to h
[GZ03]. In dimension n = 4, the integrand of this anomaly is just a constant multiple of
J
2−|P|2. The complexity of formulas for P2N and Q2N dramatically increases with N . However,
a recursive structure enables one to derive explicit formulas at least for P6 and P8. For more
details, we refer to [J13, J16, FG12].

In the recent works [GW15, GW17, JO21], generalizations PN of the GJMS-operators PN

and QN of Branson’s Q-curvatures QN were introduced in the context of the singular Yamabe
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problem for hypersurfaces. These are called extrinsic conformal Laplacians and extrinsic Q-
curvatures. In [GW15], the operators PN were defined in terms of conformal tractor calculus.
The alternative approach in [JO21] rests on an extension of the notion of residue families as
developed on [J09]. The latter method proves the self-adjointness of all extrinsic conformal
Laplacians by connecting them to scattering theory (see Theorem 3.1).

We assume that the closed manifold M is the boundary of a compact manifold (X, g) with
h being induced by g. Let ι : M →֒ X denote the embedding. The operators PN (g) still act
on C∞(M) and, for even N , have leading term a power of the Laplacian of M .1 But their
lower-order terms depend on the embedding ι. For odd N , their leading terms depend on the
trace-free part L̊ = L−Hh of the second fundamental form L. Here H is the mean curvature,
i.e., tr(L) = nH. The embeddingM →֒ X is called totally umbilic if L̊ = 0. Again, the operators
PN are self-adjoint, and they are covariant

e
n+N

2
ι∗(ϕ)PN (ĝ)(f) = PN (g)(e

n−N
2

ι∗(ϕ)f) (1.3)

under conformal changes g 7→ ĝ = e2ϕg, ϕ ∈ C∞(X). We recall that, in contrast to (1.1), the
property (1.3) concerns conformal changes of the metric g on the ambient space X.

In the following, extrinsic conformal Laplacians and extrinsic Q-curvatures will be denoted by
boldface letters. For simplicity, we often omit their dependence on the metric. The operator P1

vanishes, and the first two non-trivial extrinsic conformal Laplacians are given by (see [GW15,
Proposition 8.5], [JO21, Sections 13.10-13.11])

Proposition 1. It holds

P2(g) = P2(h) +
n− 2

4(n− 1)
|L̊|2, n ≥ 2

and

P3(g) = 8δ(L̊d) +
n− 3

2

4

n− 2
(δδ(L̊)− (n− 3)(L̊,P) + (n− 1)(L̊,F)), n ≥ 3.

Here F is the conformally invariant Fialkow tensor (see (2.7)). The corresponding extrinsic
Q-curvatures are

Q2(g) = Q2(h) −
1

2(n − 1)
|L̊|2 with Q2(h) = J

h

and

Q3(g) =
4

n− 2
(δδ(L̊)− (n− 3)(L̊,P) + (n− 1)(L̊,F)).

These satisfy the fundamental transformation laws

e2ι
∗(ϕ)Q2(ĝ) = Q2(g)−P2(g)(ϕ)

if n = 2 and

e3ι
∗(ϕ)Q3(ĝ) = Q3(g) +P3(g)(ϕ)

if n = 3.

Here we used the general convention (−1)NP2N (1) = (n2 −N)Q2N and PN (1) = n−N
2 QN for

odd N2 (see also the comments after Theorem 3.1).
In the critical dimension n = 2, the extrinsic Q-curvature Q2 is a linear combination of J

and |L̊|2. The integrals of both terms are conformally invariant. This implies the conformal
invariance of

∫
M

Q2dvolh for a closed surface.

In the critical dimension n = 3, the extrinsic Q-curvature Q3 is proportional to (L̊,F), up
to a total divergence. This implies the conformal invariance of

∫
M

Q3dvolh for a closed M . In

1In [JO21], the leading term of P2N is a constant multiple of ∆N .
2In [JO21], we used the convention PN (1) = n−N

2
QN for all N .
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connection with the study of conformal anomalies for CFT on manifolds with boundaries, it
has been argued in [Fu15, S16] that the boundary terms of anomalies are linear combinations of

(L̊,W) and tr(L̊3). The Fialkow equation (2.8) shows that (L̊,F) can be written as such a linear
combination. Note also the formula or Q3 in general dimensions has a simple pole at n = 2 and
its residue at n = 2 is a multiple of 3

δδ(L̊) + (L̊, P̄) +H|L̊|2.

The fact that this quantity is a constant multiple of the singular Yamabe obstruction B2 is a
special case of [JO21, Theorem 11.6]. We shall see another instance of it in connection with Q4.

Now we state the main result of this paper. The following theorem displays a formula for
the extrinsic Paneitz operator P4 for general background metrics in general dimensions. The
formulation requires some more notation. In the following, we shall use a bar to distinguish
curvature quantities of the background metric g on X from curvature quantities of the induced
metric h on M . Accordingly, it will be convenient to denote the background metric g also by
ḡ. Let W be the Weyl tensor of the background metric ḡ and let W ij = W 0ij0 be defined by

inserting a unit normal vector N = ∂0 of M into the first and the last slot of W . Then W is
a trace-free conformally invariant symmetric bilinear form on M . It naturally acts on 1-forms
on M . The component P̄00 is defined by inserting two unit normal vectors into the Schouten
tensor P̄ of ḡ. Let ∇̄ be the Levi-Civita derivative of the background metric ḡ. The symbol δ
also will be used for the divergence operator on symmetric bilinear forms on M .

Theorem 1. Assume that n ≥ 4. Then

P4 = ∆2 − δ((n − 2)Jh − 4P)d

+ δ
(
43n−5

n−2 L̊
2 + n2−12n+16

2(n−1)(n−2) |L̊|
2h+ 4(n−1)

n−2 W
)
d+

(
n
2 − 2

)
Q4. (1.4)

Here Q4 is the sum of

• the intrinsic Q4 of (M,h),
• the four divergence terms

2(n−1)
(n−3)(n−2)δδ(W) + 2(n−1)

(n−3)(n−2)δδ(L̊
2) + 4

n−3δ(L̊δ(L̊)) +
3n−4

2(n−1)(n−2)∆(|L̊|2), (1.5)

• the derivative terms

2L̊ij∇̄0(P̄)ij −
4

n−3 L̊
ij∇̄0(W )0ij0 + 2(L̊,Hess(H)), (1.6)

• the four W-terms

2(n−1)2

(n−3)(n−2)2 |W|2 − 2(n−4)(n−1)
(n−3)(n−2) (P,W) + 4(3n−5)(n−1)

(n−3)(n−2)2 (L̊2,W)− 2(n−1)2

(n−3)(n−2)H(L̊,W), (1.7)

• the four Schouten tensor terms

−2(n2−9n+12)
(n−3)(n−2) (L̊

2,P)− n3−5n2+18n−20
2(n−3)(n−2)(n−1)J|L̊|

2 + 2H(L̊,P)− 2|L̊|2P̄00 (1.8)

• and the four quartic L-terms

− 3H2|L̊|2 − 2(n−3)
n−2 H tr(L̊3) + 2(5n2−14n+9)

(n−3)(n−2)2
tr(L̊4)− 15n4−49n3+36n2+24n−32

8(n−3)(n−2)2(n−1)2
|L̊|4. (1.9)

Here all scalar products, norms, traces, and divergences are defined by the metric h.

The following comments are in order.
As noted above, in [JO21] a different normalization of P4 has been used. In fact, in [JO21]

we set P4(g) = 9P4(h) if g is the conformal compactification of a Poincaré-Einstein metric with

3For a justification of the limit, we refer to [JO21, Section 13.10].
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conformal infinity [h]. Here we adopt the convention that P4(g) = P4(h) in the Poincaré-Einstein
case. This implies that

∫

M4

Q4dvolh = 3!4!/9

∫

M4

V4dvolh = 16

∫

M4

V4dvolh,

where V4 is the fourth singular Yamabe renormalized volume coefficient. For a discussion of the
Yamabe energy

∫
M

V4dvolh, we refer to Section 11.
Formula (1.4) makes the self-adjointness of P4 obvious.
Of course, the four total divergence terms in (1.5) vanish by integration on a closed M . Since

(L̊2,W), |W|2 and the quartic terms tr(L̊4), |L̊|4 in (1.9) are conformally invariant, one obtains
another conformally covariant operator by removing these terms.

The sum in Theorem 1 describing Q4 has a simple pole in n = 3. The residue of Q4 at n = 3
equals the sum of the total divergence terms

4δδ(W) + 4δδ(L̊2) + 4δ(L̊δ(L̊))

the normal derivative term −4L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0, the Weyl tensor terms

8|W|2 + 4(P,W) + 32(L̊2,W)− 8H(L̊,W),

the Schouten tensor terms

12(L̊2,P)− 4J|L̊|2

and

24 tr(L̊4)− 8|L̊|4.

The sum of these terms actually coincides with 24B3, where B3 is the singular Yamabe obstruc-
tion of the embedding M4 →֒ X5 [GGHW19, Proposition 1.1], [JO22, Theorem 1]. This relation
is another special case of [JO21, Theorem 11.6], and it gives another proof of the conformal
invariance of B3. In (1.6), the normal derivative of the Weyl tensor has a coefficient that is
singular at n = 3. The connection between Q4 and B3 actually explains the appearance of this
term in Q4 by its appearance in B3.

The conformal covariance of the operator displayed in Theorem 1 can be confirmed by direct
calculations - for an outline of the arguments, we refer to Section 12.1.

The formula in Theorem 1 is written in terms of the tensors W and P̄ of the background
metric, their first-order normal derivatives as well as the intrinsic Schouten tensor P (and its
trace J) and the second fundamental form L (and its trace nH) of the embedding M →֒ X.
Alternative formulas can be obtained using the trace-free part of the Fialkow tensor F .

In view of the particular significance of the result in the critical dimension n = 4, we separately
formulate this special case. For n = 4, Theorem 1 reduces to

Corollary 1. In the critical dimension n = 4, the extrinsic Paneitz operator P4 is given by

P4 = ∆2 − δ(2Jh − 4P)d + δ

(
14L̊2 −

4

3
|L̊|2h+ 6W

)
d. (1.10)

Note that the right-hand side of (1.10) is a sum of P4 and three individually conformally
covariant operators.

Next, we consider the extrinsic Q-curvature Q4 in the critical dimension n = 4 more closely.
Let M4 be closed. Like the total integral of Q4, the total integral of Q4 over M is a global
conformal invariant. In fact, combining the conformal transformation property [JO21, Section
10]

e4ι
∗(ϕ)Q4(ĝ) = Q4(g) +P4(g)(ϕ) (1.11)

with P4(g)(1) = 0 and the self-adjointness of P4, shows that the total integral of Q4 is an
invariant of the conformal class [g]. The following result describes this global conformal invariant.
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Corollary 2. For a closed 4-manifold M , it holds
∫

M

Q4dvolh =

∫

M

(
2J2 − 2|P|2 +

9

2
|W|2

)
dvolh

+

∫

M

(
2(L̊, ∇̄0(P̄))− 4L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0 + 2(L̊,Hess(H)) + 2H(L̊,P)− 9H(L̊,W)

)
dvolh

+

∫

M

(
8(L̊2,P)− 2P̄00|L̊|

2 − 3J|L̊|2 − 3H2|L̊|2 + 21(L̊2,W)−H tr(L̊3)
)
dvolh

+

∫

M

(
33

2
tr(L̊4)−

14

3
|L̊|4

)
dvolh. (1.12)

Several comments are in order.
The first integral on the right-hand side of (1.12) does not depend on L, the second integral is

linear in L̊, all terms except the last one in the third integral are quadratic in L̊, and the terms
in the last integral are quartic in L̊.

The right-hand side of (1.12) can be decomposed as a sum of a series of global conformal
invariants. More precisely, the first integral is the sum of the global conformal invariant

∫

M

Q4(h)dvolh =

∫

M

(2J2 − 2|P|2)dvolh

and the integral of a constant multiple of the local conformal invariant |W|2. The quartic terms

|L̊|4, tr(L̊4) and (L̊2,W) are local conformal invariants. The conformal invariance of
∫
M

Q4dvolh
implies that the remaining terms define a global conformal invariant. In fact, this sum is the
integral of another local conformal invariant. We set

C
def
= 2(L̊, ∇̄0(P̄))− 4L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0 + 2(L̊,Hess(H)) + 2H(L̊,P)− 9H(L̊,W)

+ 8(L̊2,P)− 2P̄00|L̊|
2 − 3J|L̊|2 − 3H2|L̊|2 −H tr(L̊3) + 2δδ(L̊2) +

1

2
∆(|L̊|2). (1.13)

All terms in the latter sum except the last two divergence terms were taken from (1.12). Note

that C = 0 if L̊ = 0. The advantage of adding these two divergence terms becomes clear in the
following result.

Theorem 2. Let n = 4. Then e4ι
∗(ϕ)Ĉ = C for all ϕ ∈ C∞(X), i.e., C is a local invariant of

the conformal class [g].

The local conformal invariant C contains two terms with normal derivatives of the curvature
tensor of the background metric: (L̊, ∇̄0(P̄)) and L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0. It turns out that C is a linear
combination

C = −4J1 + 2J2 (1.14)

of two local conformal invariants Ji containing these two normal derivative terms, respectively.
These local invariants are given by4

J1
def
= L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0 + 2H(L̊,W) +

2

9
|δ(L̊)|2 − 2(L̊2,P) + J|L̊|2 − δδ(L̊2) (1.15)

and

J2
def
=(L̊, ∇̄0(P̄)) +H(L̊,P)−

1

2
H(L̊,W) + (L̊,Hess(H))

+
4

9
|δ(L̊)|2 − P̄00|L̊|

2 +
1

2
J|L̊|2 −

3

2
H2|L̊|2 −

1

2
H tr(L̊3)− δδ(L̊2) +

1

4
∆(|L̊|2). (1.16)

4The integrated invariant J1 also appears in [AS21] in the context of anomalies of CFT’s on manifolds with
boundary. Generalizations for embeddings M4 →֒ Xn with n ≥ 5 have been found in [CHBRS21].
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For a closed hypersurface M4 →֒ X5, the integrals of these invariants define generalizations of
the conformally invariant Willmore functional of hypersurfaces M2 →֒ X3 in the sense that the
leading terms of their Euler-Lagrange equations (for variations of the embedding) are constant
multiples of ∆2(H).

It seems to be of independent interest that both invariants J1 and J2 allow generalizations
for general dimensions. In fact, the quantities

J1
def
= L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0 + 2H(L̊,W) + n−2

(n−1)2
|δ(L̊)|2

− n−2
n−3(L̊

2,P)− n−2
(n−3)(n−6)J|L̊|

2 + n−4
(n−3)(n−6)∆(|L̊|2)− 1

n−3δδ(L̊
2)

and

J2
def
= (L̊, ∇̄0(P̄)) + (L̊,Hess(H)) +H(L̊,P)− n−3

n−2H(L̊,W)

+ n
(n−1)2

|δ(L̊)|2 − P̄00|L̊|
2 − 1

(n−3)(n−6)J|L̊|
2 − 3

2H
2|L̊|2 − n−3

n−2H tr(L̊3) + n−4
n−3(L̊

2,P)

− 1
n−3δδ(L̊

2) + n−5
2(n−3)(n−6)∆(|L̊|2)

are local conformal invariants of weight −4 of an embedding Mn →֒ Xn+1, i.e., it holds

e4ι
∗(ϕ)Ĵj = Jj

for j = 1, 2 (Proposition 8.1). Both invariants have a simple formal pole at n = 3 with residue

−D((L̊2))◦). Here D : b 7→ δδ(b) + (P, b) is a conformally covariant operator S2
0(M) → C∞(M)

on trace-free symmetric 2-tensors on M3 and (L̊2)◦ denotes the trace-free part of L̊2. Note that

the term D((L̊2)◦) contributes to the singular Yamabe obstruction B3 of M3 →֒ X4 [GGHW19],
[JO22]. We also note that both invariants Ji have a simple formal pole at n = 6 with residues

being proportional to the local invariant P2(|L̊|
2) of weight −4.

Now we return to the critical dimension n = 4. The above results imply the following decom-
position of the critical extrinsic Q-curvature of order 4 in terms of local conformal invariants.

Theorem 3. In the critical dimension n = 4, the extrinsic Q-curvature Q4 admits the decom-
position

Q4 = Q4 +
9

2
I4 + C + 21I6 +

33

2
I2 −

14

3
I1

+ δδ(L̊2) +
1

6
∆(|L̊|2) + 4δ(L̊δ(L̊)) + 3δδ(W), (1.17)

where the local conformal invariants Ij are defined in Section 12.2. In particular, Q4(g) is a
linear combination of the Pfaffian of (M,h), local conformal invariants of the embedding M →֒ X
and a divergence term, i.e., it holds

Q4 = aPf4 +
∑

j

bjIj + total divergence (1.18)

with the Pfaffian density Pf4 and local conformal invariants Ij of the embedding M →֒ X.

Some further comments are in order.
In the first line of (1.17), all terms except the intrinsic Q4 of (M,h) are local conformal

invariants. Likewise, all terms in the second line are total divergences. The local conformal
invariants in (1.18) are intrinsic and extrinsic.

The transformation law (1.11) shows that the conformal variation of the sum of the total
divergences in the second lone of (1.17) is given by the second-order part in (1.10). In fact, a
direct calculation confirms that this conformal variation equals

14δ(L̊2dϕ)−
4

3
δ(|L̊|2dϕ) + 6δ(Wdϕ).
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In other words, it is natural to view the pair (P4,Q4) as the sum of the pairs

(P4, Q4) and (P e
4 , Q

e
4)

with

P e
4

def
= δ

(
14L̊2 −

4

3
|L̊|2h+ 6W

)
d and Qe

4
def
= δδ(L̊2) +

1

6
∆(|L̊|2) + 4δ(L̊δ(L̊)) + 3δδ(W),

and a linear combination of the local conformal invariants C, I1, I2, I4, I6. Both pairs satisfy
the same conformal transformation law. It is also worth noting that for any linear combination
Q̃e

4 of δδ(L̊2), ∆(|L̊|2), δ(L̊δ(L̊)) and δδ(W) there is a second-order operator P̃ e
4 so that the pair

(P̃ e
4 , Q̃

e
4) satisfies the same conformal transformation law as (P4, Q4). So the most interesting

and most complex part of the structure of the pair (P4,Q4) is the local conformal invariant C
or, equivalently, the local conformal invariants J1 and J2.

Moreover, it turns out that

J1 − 2J2 = −
4

3
|L̊|4 + 3 tr(L̊4) + L̊klL̊ijWkijl + 3(L̊2,W)−

1

2
|W 0|

2, (1.19)

where the right-hand side is a linear combination of obvious local conformal invariants (Corollary
12.6). This identity leads to the following equivalent decomposition of the critical Q4.

Corollary 3. The critical extrinsic Q-curvature Q4 admits the decomposition

Q4 = Q4 − 3J1 +
9

2
I4 − I5 + 18I6 +

1

2
I7 −

10

3
I1 +

27

2
I2

+ δδ(L̊2) +
1

6
∆(|L̊|2) + 4δ(L̊δ(L̊)) + 3δδ(W). (1.20)

This result finally describes Q4 in terms of trivial conformal invariants Ij, the non-trivial
conformal invariant J1, and some divergence terms.

In general dimensions, the extrinsic Q4 can be written as the sum of Q4, a linear combination
of the local conformal invariants I1, I2, I4, I6, −4J1 + 2J2, the product of n − 4 with a
curvature term E4 and a divergence term (Theorem 8.5). E4 admits a continuation to the
critical dimension n = 4 and the conformal variation of

∫
M

E4dvol equals the divergence term
in (1.17) or (1.20) (Remark 8.6). This generalizes the observation that in the explicit formula

(1) for Q3 the conformal variation of
∫
M
(L̊,P)dvol is given by δδ(L̊).

The analog of the decomposition (1.18) for Q2(g) for a surface M2 →֒ X3 is obviously true
since it is true for Q2(h). In this case and for closed M , the total integral of Q2 is a linear com-
bination of the Euler characteristic of M and the total integral of the local conformal invariant
|L̊|2. The latter integral is the Willmore energy of M →֒ X. Similarly, Q3 for M3 →֒ X4 is a

linear combination of the local conformal invariant (L̊,F) and a divergence term.
Formulas (1.18) and (1.20) are analogs of the Deser-Schwimmer decomposition of global con-

formal invariants [DS93] (established by Alexakis in the monograph [A12] and a series of papers).
In [GR20], Graham and Reichert studied the renormalized volume of minimal hypersurfaces

in a Poincaré-Einstein background. This led to new conformally invariant energies. More-
over, an explicit formula for such an energy was derived if the boundary of the hypersurface
is a four-manifold. In Section 9, we shall examine the Graham-Reichert energy functional of
four-dimensional hypersurfaces from the perspective of an analog of the Deser-Schwimmer de-
composition. This also reveals one further local conformal invariant of M4 →֒ X5. It is given
by

J3
def
=

1

2
L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0 +H(L̊,W) + (P,W)− B̄00 +

1

2
δδ(W), (1.21)
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where B̄ is the Bach tensor of the background metric (Corollary 9.6). Note that J3 = 0 if
W = 0.5

For other results on extrinsic analogs of the Deser-Schwimmer classification, we refer to
[MN18].

Finally, we return to the operator P4 in general dimensions and take a closer look at its
structure for a totally umbilic hypersurface, i.e., if L̊ = 0. In this case, Theorem 1 reduces to
the following result.

Corollary 4. Assume that L̊ = 0 and n ≥ 4. Then

P4 = P4(f) + 4
n− 1

n− 2
δ(Wd)

+
(n
2
− 2
) 2(n− 1)

(n− 2)(n − 3)

(
n− 1

n− 2
|W|2 − (n− 4)(P,W) + δδ(W)

)
. (1.22)

In particular, it holds P4 = P4 iff W = 0. As a consequence,

Q4 = Q4 +
2(n − 1)

(n− 2)(n − 3)

(
n− 1

n− 2
|W|2 − (n− 4)(P,W) + δδ(W)

)
. (1.23)

Thus, in the critical dimension n = 4, it holds

P4(f) = P4(f) + 6δ(Wdf) and Q4 = Q4 +
9

2
|W|2 + 3δδ(W). (1.24)

The assumption L̊ = 0 is a conformally invariant condition. The conformally invariant con-
dition W = 0 yields another interesting special case. If ḡ = dr2 + hr so that g+ = r−2ḡ satisfies
Ric(g+) + n(g+) = 0 (we shall refer to this case as the Poincaré-Einstein case), then it holds

L̊ = 0 and W = 0. Hence, in this case, formula (1.22) shows that P4 reduces to the intrinsic
Paneitz operator P4 of M . Formula (1.24) implies that the total integral of the critical Q4 equals∫

M4

(
Q4 +

9

2
|W|2

)
dvolh

if L̊ = 0. Now the Chern-Gauss-Bonnet formula6

8π2χ(M) =
1

4

∫

M4

|W |2dvolh +

∫

M4

Q4dvolh (1.25)

immediately implies that the total integral of the critical Q4 is conformally invariant if L̊ = 0. In
this special case, one easily sees that f 7→ P4(f)+ 6δ(Wdf) is a conformally covariant operator:
both P4 and δ(Wd) are conformally covariant. Also one can directly verify the fundamental

transformation law (1.11) for the critical Q4-curvature if L̊ = 0. The residue at n = 3 of the
right-hand side of (1.23) is a constant multiple of 2|W|2 + (P,W) + δδ(W) and this quantity is

a multiple of the singular Yamabe obstruction B3 (if L̊ = 0).
We finish this section with a detailed review of the paper.
In Section 2, we fix notation and collect basic identities for later references. Section 3 briefly

recalls the relation between extrinsic conformal Laplacians and scattering theory for the singular
Yamabe metric. It implies a description of the conformal Laplacians in terms of the asymptotic
expansions of eigenfunctions of the singular Yamabe metric (see (3.3)). This is followed up in
Section 4 by a discussion of the first few terms in the asymptotic expansion of such eigenfunctions,
which suffice to prove Proposition 1. Moreover, Theorem 4.6 gives a preliminary formula for P4.
This formula describes P4 in terms of data written in coordinates for which the singular Yamabe
metric has a simple normal form. These coordinates have been used in [JO21] and recently in

5The authors of [AS21] informed us that in a forthcoming paper they prove that the integrated invariant J3

is a linear combination of the integrals of the invariants I5, I6 and I7 (see (9.13)).
6Here |W |2 = WijklW

ijkl.
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[CMY21]; they differ from the adapted coordinates in [JO21]. The displayed formula resembles
the formula for the usual Paneitz operator in terms of a Poincaré-Einstein metric. However, to
get the desired formula for P4, it remains to evaluate it further and perform a conformal change.
These delicate tasks are realized in the following sections. The most subtle part concerns the
study of two normal derivatives of the scalar curvature of the background metric. In Section
5, we derive a formula for the total integral of Q4 in the critical dimension n = 4 (Corollary
2). Section 6 treats the operator P4 in the totally umbilic case in general dimensions, proving
Corollary 4, and Section 7 contains a proof of the formula for P4 in the general case (Theorem
1). As a corollary, we rederive a formula for the singular Yamabe obstruction B3 of M3 →֒ X4

by taking a formal residue at n = 3 (Corollary 7.7). In the following sections, we look closely
at the structure of Q4. In particular, we prove that J1, J2 and C are local conformal invariants
(Theorem 2) and establish the decomposition in Theorem 3. The main technical result is Lemma
8.2. We round off this section with the formulation of an analogous conjectural decomposition of
Qn in general dimensions. Section 9 contains similar results related to the conformally invariant
functional EGR introduced in [GR20]. In this context, we find the local conformal invariant
J3 (Corollary 9.6). Corollary expresses EGR in terms of the Euler characteristic of M and the
integrals of the local invariants J1 and Ij. For a flat background, we relate in Section 10 the
energy functionals defined by C to a functional of Guven. In Section 11, we derive a formula
for the singular Yamabe energy of M4 →֒ X5 (Theorem 11.17). It requires solving the singular
Yamabe problem to sufficiently high order. The result is proportional to the total integral of Q4.
Since this relation is a special case of a general result, the calculation serves as an additional
cross-check. In the Appendix, we collect various technical results. The first section outlines
a direct proof of the conformal covariance of the operator displayed in Theorem 1. Section
12.2 reviews the known trivial and non-trivial extrinsic conformal invariants of hypersurfaces
M4 →֒ X5. In Section 12.3, we briefly review the roles of Deser-Schwimmer type decompositions
for extrinsic conformal invariants of hypersurfaces in other mathematical and physical contexts.
Section 12.4 provides a new proof of the conformal invariance of the basic conformal invariant
Wm introduced in [BGW21b]. Section 12.5 contains a proof of the relation (1.19).

Some of the results of this paper were announced in [J21]. The results in the paper [BGW21b]
overlap with the current results. Among other things, the authors of [BGW21b] derive an explicit
formula for the extrinsic Paneitz operator P4 in general dimensions.7 In Section 12.6, we (almost)
prove that this formula is equivalent to Theorem 1 (see also Remark 7.1).8

Acknowledgment. The author is grateful to B. Ørsted for numerous discussions.

2. Notation and basic identities

All manifolds X are smooth. For a manifold X, C∞(X) is the space of smooth functions on
X. Metrics on X are denoted by g. dvolg is the Riemannian volume element defined by g. Let
X(X) be the space of smooth vector fields on X. The Levi-Civita connection of g is denoted by
∇g

X or simply ∇X for X ∈ X(X) if g is understood. In these terms, the curvature tensor R of the
Riemannian manifold (X, g) is defined by R(X,Y )Z = ∇X∇Y (Z)−∇Y ∇X(Z)−∇[X.Y ](Z) for

vector fields X,Y,Z ∈ X(X). The components of R are defined by R(∂i, ∂j)(∂k) = Rijk
l∂l. Ric

and scal are the Ricci tensor and the scalar curvature of g. On a manifold (X, g) of dimension
n, we set 2(n− 1)J = scal and define the Schouten tensor P of g by

(n − 2)P = Ric−Jg

(if n ≥ 3). Let W be the Weyl tensor. Then the curvature tensor admits the decomposition
R = W − P ? g. We recall that W vanishes in dimension 3. The Cotton tensor C is defined by

Cijk = ∇k(P)ij −∇j(P)ik.

7In contrast to [BGW21b], the arguments in the present paper do not rely on computer calculations.
8However, we do not verify the equivalence of the terms which are quartic in L (see (1.9)).
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Then

(n− 3)Cijk = ∇l(W )lijk.

Finally, let

Bij = ∇k(C)ijk + P
klWiklj

be the Bach tensor. These conventions are as in [J09].
For a metric g on X and u ∈ C∞(X), let gradg(u) be the gradient of u with respect to g so

that g(gradg(u), V ) = 〈du, V 〉 for all V ∈ X(X). g defines pointwise scalar products (·, ·) and
norms | · | on X(X), on forms and on general tensors. δg is the divergence operator on differential
forms or symmetric bilinear forms. On forms, it coincides with the negative adjoint −d∗ of the
exterior differential d with respect to the Hodge scalar product defined by g. Let ∆g = δgd be
the non-positive Laplacian on C∞(X). On the Euclidean space Rn, it equals

∑
i ∂

2
i . In addition,

∆ will also denote the Bochner-Laplacian (when acting on L, say).
A metric g on a manifold X with boundary M induces a metric h on M . In such a setting,

we distinguish the curvature quantities of g and h by adding a bar to those of g. The covariant
derivative, the curvature tensor and the Weyl tensor of (X, g) are ∇̄, R̄ and W . Similarly, Ric
and scal are the Ricci tensor and the scalar curvature of g.

The following conventions coincide with those in [JO21, JO22].
A hypersurface is given by an embedding ι : M →֒ X. Accordingly, tensors on X are pulled

back by ι∗ to M . In practice, we often omit this pull-back. For a hypersurface ι : M →֒ X with
the induced metric h = ι∗(g) on M , the second fundamental form L is defined by L(X,Y ) =
−h(∇g

X(Y ), N) for vector fields X,Y ∈ X(M) and a unit normal vector field ∂0 = N . We set

nH = trh(L) if M has dimension n. Then H is the mean curvature of M . Let L̊ = L−Hh be
the trace-free part of L. Sometimes we identify L with the shape operator S being defined by
h(X,S(Y )) = L(X,Y ).

We use metrics, as usual, to raise and lower indices. In particular, we set (L2)ij = Lk
iLkj =

hlkLilLkj and similarly for higher powers of L. We always apply the Einstein summation con-
vention, i.e., we sum over repeated indices.

The 1-form Ric0 ∈ Ω1(M) is defined by Ric0(X) = Ric(X, ∂0) for X ∈ X(M). Similarly, we
write b0 for the analogous 1-form defined by a bilinear form b, and we let W 0 be the 3-tensor
on M with components W ijk0, i.e., we always insert the normal vector ∂0 into the last slot.

Moreover, we set W ij = W 0ij0. We define (L̊,W 0) ∈ Ω1(M) by L̊ijW ·ij0.
The curvatures of the background metric g on X and the induced metric h on the hypersurface

M are connected through the Gauss equations

ι∗R = R+
1

2
L ? L, (2.1)

ι∗Ric = Ric+L2 − nHL+ Ḡ, (2.2)

ι∗J̄ = J+
1

2(n − 1)
|L̊|2 −

n

2
H2 + P̄00 (2.3)

with Ḡij
def
= R0ij0 and the Codazzi-Mainardi equation

∇j(L)ik −∇i(L)jk = Rijk0. (2.4)

Taking traces gives

δ(L)− ndH = (n− 1)P̄0 and δ(L̊)− (n − 1)dH = (n− 1)P̄0. (2.5)

The trace-free part of the Codazzi-Mainardi equation states that

∇j(L̊)ik −∇i(L̊)jk +
1

n− 1
δ(L̊)jhik −

1

n− 1
δ(L̊)ihjk = W ijk0. (2.6)
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For any embedding ι : Mn →֒ Xn+1 (n ≥ 3), the tensor

F
def
= ι∗P̄− P+HL̊+

1

2
H2h (2.7)

is conformally invariant: F̂ = F . The invariance of F also follows from the identity

(n− 2)

(
ι∗P̄− P+HL̊+

1

2
H2h

)
= L̊2 −

|L̊|2

2(n − 1)
h+W (2.8)

([J09, Lemma 6.23.3]). Following [V13] and [GW15], we refer to F as the Fialkow tensor and to
the equation (2.8) as the Fialkow equation. Taking the trace in (2.8), yields the Gauss equation

(2.3). The trace-free part F̊ of F is given by

F̊ =
1

n− 2
L̊2 −

1

n(n− 2)
|L̊|2h+

1

n− 2
W. (2.9)

Finally, we show that F naturally appears in the Gauss equation for the Weyl tensor. We
calculate

ι∗W = ι∗R+ ι∗P̄ ? h

= R+
1

2
L ? L+ ι∗P̄ ? h

= W − P ? h+
1

2
L ? L+ ι∗P̄ ? h

= W +
1

2
L ? L+ (F −HL̊−

1

2
H2h) ? h

= W +
1

2
L̊ ? L̊+ F ? h

using the Gauss equation (2.1) and the decompositions of the curvature tensors. This proves
the Gauss equation

ι∗W = W +
1

2
L̊ ? L̊+ F ? h (2.10)

for the Weyl tensor.

3. Extrinsic conformal Laplacians and the scattering operator

There are two different methods to define extrinsic conformal Laplacians PN . In [GW15],
Gover and Waldron defined these operators in terms of compositions of so-called Laplace-Robin
operators. The latter notion has its origin in conformal tractor calculus. But Laplace-Robin
operators are also linked to representation theory [JO20] and scattering theory [JO21]. From
the point of view developed in [JO21], the extrinsic conformal Laplacians appear in terms of so-
called residue families as introduced in [J09] in the setting of Poincaré-Einstein metrics. This also
provides a natural definition of extrinsic Q-curvatures. Roughly speaking, residue families may
be viewed as curved versions of symmetry breaking operators in representation theory [KS15].
One of the main results in [JO21] states that both approaches define the same operators.

Moreover, the following result states that the extrinsic conformal Laplacians can be identified
with residues of the geometric scattering operator of the singular metric σ−2ḡ, where σ ∈ C∞(X)
satisfies the condition

scalσ−2ḡ = −n(n+ 1) (3.1)

(at least asymptotically). In other words, σ is a solution of a singular Yamabe problem. For
more details on the structure of σ, we refer to Section 11.
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Theorem 3.1 ([JO21, Theorem 4]). If (3.1) and N ∈ N satisfies 1 ≤ N ≤ n and (n/2)2−(N/2)2

avoids the discrete spectrum of −∆σ−2ḡ, then

PN ∼ Resn−N
2

(S(λ)).

The operator S(λ) is the scattering operator of the Laplacian of the singular Yamabe metric
σ−2ḡ.

Here a comment on the convention of the normalization of P2N is in order. In contrast to the
normalization P2N = (2N−1)!!2∆N+LOT used in [JO21], we normalize P2N so that its leading
term is ∆N . Accordingly, we adapt the normalization of the extrinsic Q-curvatures. Then Q2N

reduces to (−1)NQ2N in the Poincaré-Einstein case.
Theorem 3.1 extends a result of [GZ03] for GJMS-operators. A different perspective was taken

in [CMY21] by defining extrinsic conformal Laplacians through the residues of the scattering
operator. However, this paper did not clarify the relation of these residues to the operators
defined in the works of Gover and Waldron. Since |dσ|2 = 1 on M , the singular metric σ−2g
is asymptotically hyperbolic, and the proof of the above result again rests on results in scat-
tering theory as developed in [GZ03]. The definition of the scattering operator S(λ) combines
the existence of local asymptotic expansions of eigenfunctions of the Laplacian ∆σ−2g with the
meromorphic continuation of the global resolvent. However, the residues of the scattering oper-
ator, which are of interest here, can be described only in terms of the local asymptotic expansion
of eigenfunctions.

In order to analyze these expansions, one has to choose suitable coordinates. In [JO21], we
utilized so-called adapted coordinates (which are best suited for the study of residue families).
In these coordinates, the metric σ−2ḡ takes the form s−2(a(s)ds2 + hs) with some coefficient
a ∈ C∞(X). On the other hand, one also may use coordinates so that the metric σ−2ḡ takes the

form r̂−2(dr̂2 + hr̂). Then the metric ˆ̄g
def
= dr̂2 + hr̂ is conformally related to the original metric

g, i.e., it holds
ˆ̄g = e2ω ḡ (3.2)

with some ω ∈ C∞(X) so that ι∗(ω) = 0.9 In these terms, assume that u satisfies

−∆r̂−2(dr̂2+hr̂)u = λ(n− λ)u

and has f ∈ C∞(M) as boundary value. Then u has an asymptotic expansion of the form

u ∼
∑

j≥0

r̂λ+jTj(λ)(f) +
∑

j≥0

r̂n−λ+jTj(n− λ)S(λ)(f)

with meromorphic one-parameter families Tj(λ) of differential operators on M . For more details,
we refer to [JO21, Section 7]. There are analogous expansions in terms of adapted coordinates.
But since ι∗(ω) = 0, the scattering operator does not depend on these coordinates. The mero-
morphic families TN (λ) has a simple poles at λ = n−N

2 , and it holds

PN ∼ Resλ=n−N
2

(TN (λ)) (3.3)

(see [JO21, Theorem 9.3]); recall that PN is self-adjoint.

4. Solution operators and the proof of Proposition 1

We assume that the metric g+ = r−2(dr2 + hr) has constant scalar curvature −n(n+ 1).
In the present section, we derive formulas for the solution operators Tj(λ) for j ≤ 4. We apply

the results for the metric ĝ+ = r̂−2ˆ̄g to prove Proposition 1. Finally, we provide a preliminary
formula for P4 in terms of the metric ˆ̄g (see (3.2)).

9These coordinates have been used in [JO21, Section 7] and also in [CMY21]. The latter paper derived formulas
for P2 and P3 which are equivalent to those in Proposition 1.
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For generic λ, we analyze the sum
∑

j≥0

rλ+jTj(λ)(f) =
∑

j≥0

rλ+jfj

contributing to the formal asymptotic expansion of an eigenfunction u so that

∆g+(u) + λ(n−λ)u = 0.

We expand the Laplacian in the form

∆g+ = r2∂2
r + (1− n)r∂r + r2

1

2
tr(h−1

r h′r)∂r + r2∆hr

= r2∂2
r + (1− n)r∂r + r2

v′

v
(r)∂r + r2∆hr

,

where

v(r) = dvolhr
/dvolh =

1

2
tr(h−1

r h′r) = 1 + rv1 + r2v2 + · · · . (4.1)

Here the prime ′ denotes the derivative in r. Let J̄ be defined for the metric ḡ = dr2 + hr.

Lemma 4.1. Assume that g+ = r−2(dr2+hr) is a metric of constant scalar curvature −n(n+1).
Then

J̄ = −
1

2r
tr(h−1

r h′r)

or, equivalently,

rJ̄ = −
v′

v
. (4.2)

Proof. We recall that the transformation law for scalar curvature under the conformal change
e2ϕg of the metric g on a manifold M of dimension n reads

e2ϕĴ = J−∆g(ϕ) −
n− 2

2
|dϕ|2g.

We apply this law for ḡ = r2g+ on X. Then

r2J̄ = Jg+ −∆g+(log r)−
n− 1

2
|d log r|2g+ .

Now Jg+ = −n+1
2 ,

∆g+(log r) = −n+
1

2
r tr(h−1

r h′r)

and |d log r|2 = 1 imply the assertion. �

Lemma 4.1 implies

∆g+(r
λf) = −λ(n− λ)rλf − λrλ+2

J̄f + rλ+2∆hr
(f)

for f ∈ C∞(M). Hence

(∆g+ + λ(n− λ))(rλf) = rλ+2(∆− λJ̄)(f) + rλ+3(∆′ − λJ̄′)(f) + rλ+4(∆′′ − λ/2J̄′′)(f) + · · · ,

where we use the expansion ∆hr
= ∆ + r∆′ + r2∆′′ + · · · . It follows that the boundary value

f ∈ C∞(M) of u is free and f1 = 0. Moreover, we find

(∆ − λJ̄)(f)− (λ+ 2)(n − λ− 2)f2 + λ(n− λ)f2 = 0,

i.e.,

T2(λ)(f) = f2 =
1

2(n− 2λ− 2)
(∆− λJ̄)(f). (4.3)

Next, we get
(∆′ − λJ̄′)(f)− (λ+ 3)(n − λ− 3)f3 + λ(n− λ)f3 = 0,
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i.e.,

T3(λ)(f) = f3 =
1

3(n − 2λ− 3)
(∆′ − λJ̄′)(f). (4.4)

Similarly, we find

(∆′′ − λ/2J̄′′)(f) + (∆− (λ+ 2)J̄)f2 = 4(n− 2λ− 4)f4.

Hence

T4(λ)(f) =
1

32(n2 − λ− 1)(n2 − λ− 2)

× ((∆ − (λ+ 2)J̄)(∆ − λJ̄) + 4(n2 − λ− 1)∆′′(f)− 2λ(n2 − λ− 1)J̄′′). (4.5)

We summarize these results in

Lemma 4.2. If r−2(dr2 + hr) has constant scalar curvature −n(n+ 1), then T1 = 0 and

T2(λ) =
1

2(n− 2λ− 2)
(∆− λJ̄), T3(λ) =

1

3(n − 2λ− 3)
(∆′ − λJ̄′)

and

T4(λ) =
1

32(n2 − λ− 1)(n2 − λ− 2)

× ((∆ − (λ+ 2)J̄)(∆ − λJ̄) + 4(n2 − λ− 1)∆′′(f)− 2λ(n2 − λ− 1)J̄′′).

Thus (3.3) and Lemma 4.2 imply the preliminary formulas

P2 = −4Resλ=n
2
−1(T2) = ∆− n−2

2
ˆ̄
J and P3 ∼ Resλ=n−3

2
(T3) ∼ ∆′ − n−3

2
ˆ̄
J
′.

We recall that in these formulas, the right-hand sides are defined with respect to the metric ˆ̄g.
In order to further evaluate these results, we apply Lemma 4.1. By expanding the relation (4.2)
into power series in r, we obtain identities for the normal derivatives of J̄ in terms of the volume
coefficients vj. Comparing these formulas with known formulas for the volume coefficients in
terms of the metric will imply formulas for normal derivatives of J̄ in terms of the metric. First,
we note that

v′

v
= v1 + (2v2 − v21)r + (3v3 − 3v1v2 + v31)r

2 + (4v4 − 4v1v3 − 2v22 + 4v21v2 − v41)r
3 + · · · .

Next, we have

Lemma 4.3. In general dimensions, it holds

v1 = nH,

2v2 = −Ric00 − |L̊|2 + n(n−1)H2 = Ric00 + scal−scal,

6v3 = −∇̄0(Ric)00 + 2(L̊, Ḡ)− (3n−2)HRic00 + 2 tr(L̊3)− 3(n−2)H|L̊|2 + n(n−1)(n−2)H3,

where Ḡij
def
= R̄0ij0.

Proof. These formulas coincide with the corresponding terms in the expansion of the volume
form in [AGV81, Theorem 3.4]. Note that this is obvious for v1 and v2 but requires applying
the Gauss equations

scal− scal = 2Ric00 + |L|2 − n2H2 and Ric− Ric = Ḡ − nHL− L2

for v3. Equivalent formulas can be found in [GG19, Section 2]. �
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Note that (4.2) implies v1 = 0. Thus Lemma 4.3 shows that H = 0. Therefore, we get

2v2 = −J̄, 3v3 = −J̄
′ and 4v4 − 2v22 = −

1

2
J̄
′′,

or, equivalently,

2v2 = −J̄, 3v3 = −J̄
′ and 4v4 = −

1

2
J̄
′′ +

1

2
J̄
2. (4.6)

Now combining the first relation in (4.6) with Lemma 4.3 gives

Ric00 + |L̊|2 = J̄. (4.7)

We compare this relation with the Gauss identity

2Ric00 = scal− scal−|L̊|2

(recall that H = 0). We get

2J̄− 2|L̊|2 = 2nJ̄− 2(n − 1)J− |L̊|2

Equivalently, we find

J̄ = J−
1

2(n− 1)
|L̊|2. (4.8)

Now (4.8) gives

P2 = ∆−
n− 2

2

(
J−

1

2(n− 1)
|L̊|2

)
.

This is the first part of [CMY21, Theorem 5.5]. The formula is also in [GW15, Proposition 8.5]
and [JO21, Section 13.11]. Hence

P2 = P2 +
n− 2

4(n − 1)
|L̊|2

with P2 being the Yamabe operator (note that in our convention, ∆ is negative). This proves
the first part in Proposition 1.

Next, we calculate J̄
′. The second relation in (4.6) and Lemma 4.3 imply

6v3 = −∇̄0(Ric)00 + 2(L̊, Ḡ) + 2 tr(L̊3)
!
= −2J̄′.

In order to evaluate this formula, we apply the following result. Let Ḡ be the Einstein tensor
Ḡ = Ric−nḡJ̄ = Ric− 1

2scalḡ of ḡ. The following result calculates the normal component of the

normal derivative of Ḡ.

Lemma 4.4. In general dimensions, it holds

∇̄0(Ḡ)00 = −δ(Ric0)− nHRic00 + (L,Ric). (4.9)

Proof. We prove a more general relation which will be important later. The metric ḡ takes the
form dr2 + hr in geodesic normal coordinates. The second Bianchi identity implies 2δḡ(Ric) =
dscal. Hence

∇̄0(Ric)(∂0, ∂0)

= δḡ(Ric)(∂0)− ḡij∇̄∂i(Ric)(∂j , ∂0)

=
1

2
〈dscal, ∂0〉 − ḡij∂i(Ric(∂j , ∂0)) + ḡijRic(∇̄∂i(∂j), ∂0) + ḡijRic(∂j , ∇̄∂i(∂0))

=
1

2
〈dscal, ∂0〉 − hijr ∂i(Ric(∂j , ∂0)) + hijr Ric(∇

hr

∂i
(∂j)− (Lr)ij∂0, ∂0) + hijr Ric(∂j , ∇̄∂i(∂0))

=
1

2
〈dscal, ∂0〉 − δhr(Ric0)− nHrRic00 + hijr Ric(∂j , ∇̄∂i(∂0))
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on any level surface of r. Here δhr denotes the divergence operator for the induced metric on
the level surfaces of r. Similarly, Lr and Hr are the second fundamental form and the mean
curvature of these level surfaces. Therefore, using ∇̄∂i(∂0) = (Lr)iah

ak
r ∂k, we obtain

∇̄0(Ḡ)00 = −δhr(Ric0)− nHrRic00 + hijr h
ak
r (Lr)iaRicjk,

i.e., we have proved the relation

∇̄0(Ḡ)00 = −δhr(Ric0)− nHrRic00 + (Lr,Ric)hr
(4.10)

on any level surface of r. The assertion is the case r = 0. �

Now Lemma 4.4 (using H = 0) implies

∇̄0(Ḡ)00 = −δ(Ric0) + (L̊,Ric).

Hence

∇̄0(Ric)00 = nJ̄′ − δ(Ric0) + (L̊,Ric).

It follows that

−2J̄′ = −nJ̄′ + δ(Ric0)− (L̊,Ric) + 2(L̊, Ḡ) + 2 tr(L̊3),

i.e.,

(n− 2)J̄′ = δδ(L̊) + (L̊,Ric) + 2(L̊, Ḡ − Ric) + 2 tr(L̊3)

by (2.5). Thus the Gauss identity Ḡ − Ric = −Ric−L̊2 yields the desired formula

(n− 2)J̄′ = δδ(L̊) + (L̊,Ric)− 2(L̊,Ric). (4.11)

We summarize these results in

Proposition 4.5. If r−2(dr2+hr) = r−2ḡ has constant scalar curvature −n(n+1), then H = 0
and it holds

J̄ = J−
1

2(n− 1)
|L̊|2 and (n− 2)J̄′ = δδ(L̊) + (L̊,Ric)− 2(L̊,Ric).

In particular, it holds J̄ = J and J̄
′ = 0 if L̊ = 0.

Now, in order to prove the second part of Proposition 1, we have to calculate ˆ̄
J
′, i.e., J̄′ for

the metric ˆ̄g. Because of (4.11) it only remains to calculate R̂ic. The conformal transformation
law for the Ricci tensor gives

R̂icij = Ricij − (n− 1)Hessij(ω)− ∆̄(ω)hij − (n− 1)|dω|2hij

= Ricij − (n− 1)Lij∂0(ω)− ∆̄(ω)hij − (n− 1)|dω|2hij

using ω = 0. By ∂0(ω) = −H, we get

L̊ijR̂icij = L̊ijRicij + (n− 1)H|L̊|2.

Now we apply the formula

∆′ = [δ,H1]d = δ(H1d)−H1δd

for the metric variation of the Laplacian. Here
{
H1 = v1 = 0 on Ω0(M),

H1 = v1 Id−h(1) = −2L̊ on Ω1(M).

We recall that v1 = 0. Hence ∆′ = −2δ(L̊d). Thus, using (4.11), we get

P3 ∼ −δ(L̊d)−
n− 3

4(n− 2)
(δδ(L̊) + (L̊,Ric)− 2(L̊,Ric) + (n− 1)H|L̊|2).
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This is the second part of [CMY21, Theorem 5.5].10 This formula can also be found in [GW15,
Proposition 8.5] and [JO21, Proposition 13.10.1].

We continue discussing P4. Combining the formula for T4(λ) in Lemma 4.2 for the metric
ĝ+ = r̂−2(dr̂2 + hr̂) = r̂−2ˆ̄g with

P4 ∼ Resλ=n
2
−2(T4)

implies the following preliminary formula for P4. Here we use the notation ˆ̄
J and ˆ̄G for the

quantities J̄ and Ḡ for the metric ˆ̄g.-

Theorem 4.6. The extrinsic Paneitz operator is given by

P4(f) =
(
∆−

n

2
ˆ̄
J

)(
∆−

(n
2
− 2
)
ˆ̄
J

)
(f)− 2(dˆ̄J, df) − 4δ((ĥ(2) − ĥ2(1))df)− (n− 4)ˆ̄J′′f

= ∆2(f)− δ((n − 2)ˆ̄Jdf + 4ĥ(2)df) + 4δ(ĥ2(1)df) +
(n
2
− 2
)
Q4f, (4.12)

where ĥ(1) = 2L̊, ĥ(2) = L̊2 − ˆ̄G and

Q4 =
n

2
ˆ̄
J
2 − 2ˆ̄J′′ −∆(ˆ̄J). (4.13)

In particular, P4 is self-adjoint.

Proof. The formula

Resλ=n
2
−2(T4) ∼

(
∆−

n

2
J̄

)(
∆−

(n
2
− 2
)
J̄

)
+ 4∆′′ − (n− 4)J̄′′

shows that

P4 =
(
∆−

n

2
ˆ̄
J

)(
∆−

(n
2
− 2
)
ˆ̄
J

)
+ 4∆̂′′ − (n− 4)ˆ̄J′′.

Now we apply the general formula

∆′′ = ([δ,H2]−H1[δ,H1])d

for the second metric variation of the Laplacian (see the discussion at the end of the section).
Here {

H2 = v2 on Ω0(M),

H2 = v2 Id−v1h(1) + (h2(1) − h(2)) on Ω1(M).

Since v1 = 0, the variation formula simplifies to

∆′′ = [δ,H2]d

with H2 = v2 Id+(h2(1) − h(2)). But v2 = −1/2J̄. This proves the assertion. �

We finish with a discussion of the variation formulas for the Laplacian used in the above
proofs. More precisely, let hr = h + rh(1) + r2h(2) + · · · be a family of metrics on M . Then

∆hr
= ∆h+r∆′

h+r2∆′′
h+ · · · . We refer to ∆′

h and ∆′′
h as to the first and second metric variation

of the Laplacian at h.
The arguments rest on the following observation. Let h0 = h and let the Hodge star operators

for h0 and hr be denoted by ⋆0 and ⋆r, respectively. Let H(r)
def
= ⋆−1

0 ⋆r acting on Ω∗(M). Then
it holds

H(r) = v(r)

as multiplication operators acting on C∞(M). Next, we establish an analogous relation for H(r)
acting on Ω1(M). The relation

hr(X,Y ) = h0(TrX,Y ) for X,Y ∈ X(M)

10Note that in [CMY21, Theorem 5.5] the sign of H is misprinted (they use a different sign convention for H).
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defines an isomorphism Tr ∈ End(TM), i.e., Tr(∂i) = (Tr)
k
i ∂k with (hr)ij = (Tr)

k
i hkj. In other

words, Tr arises by regarding hr as an endomorphism using h0. Let T
∗
r ∈ End(T ∗M) be its dual.

Then
hr(α, β) = h0(α, (T

−1
r )∗β) for α, β ∈ Ω1(M).

Let I(r)
def
= (T−1

r )∗ acting on Ω1(M).

Lemma 4.7. For any metric h, it holds

H(r) = v(r)I(r) : Ω1(M) → Ω1(M). (4.14)

Proof. On the one hand, we rewrite the defining relation

ω ∧ ⋆rη = hr(ω, η)dvolr , ω, η ∈ Ω1(M)

for the star-operator ⋆r as
ω ∧ ⋆rη = h0(ω, I(r)η)v(r)dvol0 .

On the other hand, the defining relation for the star-operator ⋆0 implies

ω ∧ η′ = h0(ω, ⋆
−1
0 η′)dvol0, η

′ ∈ Ωn−1(M).

Hence for η′ = ⋆rη, we obtain

h0(ω, ⋆
−1
0 ⋆r η)dvol0 = ω ∧ ⋆rη = h0(ω, I(r)η)v(r)dvol0 .

It follows that
⋆−1
0 ⋆r = v(r)I(r).

The proof is complete. �

We expand H(r) = Id+rH1 + r2H2 + · · · . Then

H(r)−1 = Id−rH1 + r2(−H2 +H2
1) + · · · .

Now formula (4.14) for H(r) may be used to expand the Laplacian ∆hr
. We write ∆hr

= δrd
with δr = ⋆−1

r d⋆r acting on Ω1(M). Now

δr = H(r)−1 ⋆−1
0 d ⋆0 H(r) = H(r)−1δ0H(r).

Hence
δr = δ0 + r[δ0,H1] + r2([δ0,H2]−H1[δ0,H1]) + . . . .

Therefore,
∆hr

= δrd = ∆h + r[δ,H1]d+ r2([δ,H2]d−H1[δ,H1]d) + · · · .

In other words, the first variation of ∆ at h under the perturbation hr is given by the operator

∆′
h = [δ,H1]d.

Now Lemma 4.7 implies that H1 = v1 Id−h(1) =
1
2 trh(h(1)) Id−h(1) on Ω1(M). This proves the

variation formula

(d/dt)|0(∆h+th(1)
)(u) = δ(H1du)−H1δdu

=
1

2
δ(trh(h(1))du)− δ(h(1)du)−

1

2
tr(h(1))δdu

=
1

2
(d trh(h(1)), du) − (Hess(u), h(1))− (δ(h(1)), du)

(with scalar products, δ and Hess defined by h) which is well-known [B87, (1.185]. Similarly, for
the second variation, we obtain

∆′′
h = [δ,H2]d−H1[δ,H1]d.

Lemma 4.7 implies that H2 = v2 Id−v1h(1)+(h2(1)−h(2)) on Ω1(M). Note that if H1 on functions

vanishes, then the formula for the second variation reduces to ∆′′ = [δ,H2]d. These arguments
establish the formulas used in the proofs of Proposition 4.5 and Theorem 4.6.
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5. Proof of Corollary 2

Theorem 4.6 shows that the further discussion of P4 and Q4 requires a good understanding

of the term ˆ̄
J
′′. Therefore, we next consider the quantity J̄

′′ if the metric r−2(dr2+hr) has scalar
curvature −n(n+ 1). Then we apply the results to prove Corollary 2.

We first describe the volume coefficient v4 in terms of the background metric and L.

Lemma 5.1. In general dimensions, it holds

24v4 = −∇̄2
0(Ric)00 + 2Lij∇̄0(R̄)0ij0 − 4nH∇̄0(Ric)00

+ 3(Ric00)
2 − 2|Ḡ|2 + 8nH(L, Ḡ)− 8(L2, Ḡ) + 6Ric00(|L|

2 − n2H2) + 24σ4(L),

where σ4(L) is the fourth elementary symmetric function in the eigenvalues of L. Equivalently,
it holds

24v4 = −∇̄2
0(Ric)00 + 2L̊ij∇̄0(R̄)0ij0 − (4n−2)H∇̄0(Ric)00

+ 3(Ric00)
2 − 2|Ḡ|2 + 8(n−2)H(L̊, Ḡ)− 8(L̊2, Ḡ)

+ 6|L̊|2Ric00 − 2(n−1)(3n−4)H2Ric00 + 24σ4(L).

Proof. This is [JO22, Lemma 6.7]. Its equivalence to [AGV81, Theorem 3.4] follows by combining
the calculation on page 483 of this reference with the Gauss equation. The proofs in these
references differ. �

Now we use Lemma 5.1 to describe the second normal derivative of J̄ if the metric r−2(dr2+hr)
has scalar curvature −n(n+ 1). We recall that this condition implies H = 0. Thus Lemma 5.1
gives

24v4

= −∇̄2
0(Ric)00 + 2L̊ij∇̄0(R̄)0ij0 + 3(Ric00)

2 − 2|Ḡ|2 − 8(L̊2, Ḡ) + 6|L̊|2Ric00 + 24σ4(L̊). (5.1)

The following unconditional result generalizes Lemma 4.4. It calculates the normal component
of the second normal derivative of the Einstein tensor Ḡ = Ric− nḡJ̄ of a general metric ḡ.

Lemma 5.2. In general dimensions, it holds

∇̄2
0(Ḡ)00 =− (n+1)H∇̄0(Ric)00 + 2nH J̄

′

+ 2(L̊,∇(Ric0))− δ(∇̄0(Ric)0) + (L̊, ∇̄0(Ric))

+Hδ(Ric0)− (n−1)(dH,Ric0) + 2(δ(L̊),Ric0)− δ((L̊Ric)0)

+ |L|2Ric00 − (L2,Ric) + (Ric00)
2 − (Ḡ,Ric). (5.2)

Proof. We recall that in normal geodesic coordinates the metric g takes the form dr2 + hr with
hr = h+ 2rL+ · · · . We also recall the formulas

nH ′ = −|L|2 − Ric00 and L′ = L2 − Ḡ (5.3)

for the variation of H and L under the normal exponential map [HP99]. Here ′ denotes the

derivative in the variable r. Moreover, let δ′
def
= (d/dr)|0(δ

hr). Then

δ′(ω) = −2(L,∇(ω))h − 2(δ(L), ω)h + n(dH,ω)h (5.4)

for ω ∈ Ω1(M4) [B87, (1.185]. Now differentiating (4.10) implies

∇̄2
0(Ḡ)00 = −δ′(Ric0)− δ(∂r(Ric0))− nH ′Ric00 − nH∇̄0(Ric)00

+ (L′,Ric) + Lij∂r(Ricij)− 4(L2,Ric),



EXTRINSIC PANEITZ OPERATORS AND Q-CURVATURES FOR HYPERSURFACES 21

where L′ = (d/dr)|0(Lr). Note that the last term is caused by the derivative of hr. Hence (5.4)
implies

∇̄2
0(Ḡ)00 = 2(L,∇(Ric0)) + 2(δ(L),Ric0)− n(dH,Ric0)

− δ(∇̄0(Ric)0)− δ((LRic)0) + |L|2Ric00 + (Ric00)
2 − nH∇̄0(Ric)00

+ (L2,Ric)− (Ḡ,Ric) + (L, ∇̄0(Ric)) + 2(L2,Ric)− 4(L2,Ric)

at r = 0. Here we used the relations

∇̄0(Ric0) = ∂r(Ric0)− (LRic)0 and ∇̄0(Ric)ij = ∂r(Ricij)− (LRic + RicL)ij .

Now, separating the trace-free part of L, we obtain

∇̄2
0(Ḡ)00 = 2(L̊,∇(Ric0)) + 2Hδ(Ric0) + 2(δ(L̊),Ric0)− (n− 2)(dH,Ric0)

− δ(∇̄0(Ric)0)− δ((L̊Ric)0)− δ(HRic0)

+ |L|2Ric00 + (Ric00)
2 − nH∇̄0(Ric)00

− (L2,Ric)− (Ḡ,Ric) + (L̊, ∇̄0(Ric)) +Hscal
′
−H∇̄0(Ric)00.

Simplification leads to the result

∇̄2
0(Ḡ)00 =− (n+ 1)H∇̄0(Ric)00 +Hscal

′

+ 2(L̊,∇(Ric0))− δ(∇̄0(Ric)0) + (L̊, ∇̄0(Ric))

+Hδ(Ric0)− (n− 1)(dH,Ric0) + 2(δ(L̊),Ric0)− δ((L̊Ric)0)

+ |L|2Ric00 − (L2,Ric) + (Ric00)
2 − (Ḡ,Ric).

The proof is complete. �

This result is an extension of [JO22, Lemma 6.12]. Note that in the second formula, only the
coefficients of H∇̄0(Ric)00, (dH,Ric0) and H J̄

′ depend on the dimension of M .
Now we apply Lemma 5.2 for the background metric ḡ = dr2 + hr so that g+ = r−2ḡ has

scalar curvature −n(n+ 1). We obtain

∇̄2
0(Ḡ)00 = 2(L̊,∇(Ric0))− δ(∇̄0(Ric)0) + (L̊, ∇̄0(Ric))

+ 2(δ(L̊),Ric0)− δ((L̊Ric)0) + |L̊|2Ric00 − (L̊2,Ric) + (Ric00)
2 − (Ḡ,Ric) (5.5)

using H = 0. Now combining (5.1) and (5.5) gives

24v4 = −nJ̄′′ − 2(L̊,∇(Ric0)) + δ(∇̄0(Ric)0)− (L̊, ∇̄0(Ric))

− 2(δ(L̊),Ric0) + δ((L̊Ric)0)− |L̊|2Ric00 + (L̊2,Ric)− (Ric00)
2 + (Ḡ,Ric)

+ 2L̊ij∇̄0(R̄)0ij0 + 3(Ric00)
2 − 2|Ḡ|2 − 8(L̊2, Ḡ) + 6|L̊|2Ric00 + 24σ4(L̊).

By 24v4 = −3J̄′′ + 3J̄2 (see (4.6)), this result implies the formula

(n − 3)J̄′′ = −3J̄2 − 2(L̊,∇(Ric0)) + δ(∇̄0(Ric)0)− (L̊, ∇̄0(Ric))

− 2(δ(L̊),Ric0) + δ((L̊Ric)0) + (L̊2,Ric)− (Ric00)
2 + (Ḡ,Ric)

+ 2L̊ij∇̄0(R̄)0ij0 + 3(Ric00)
2 − 2|Ḡ|2 − 8(L̊2, Ḡ) + 5|L̊|2Ric00 + 24σ4(L̊). (5.6)

We summarize these results in

Proposition 5.3. If g+ = r−2(dr2 + hr) = r−2ḡ has constant scalar curvature −n(n+ 1), then

(n− 3)J̄′′ = −3J̄2 − 2(L̊,∇(Ric0)) + δ(∇̄0(Ric)0)− (L̊, ∇̄0(Ric))

− 2(δ(L̊),Ric0) + δ((L̊Ric)0) + (L̊2,Ric) + (Ḡ,Ric) + 2L̊ij∇̄0(R̄)0ij0

+ 2(Ric00)
2 − 2|Ḡ|2 − 8(L̊2, Ḡ) + 5|L̊|2Ric00 + 24σ4(L̊).
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In particular, it holds

(n− 3)J̄′′ = −3J2 + (Ḡ,Ric) + 2(Ric00)
2 − 2|Ḡ|2 + δ(∇̄0(Ric)0)

if L̊ = 0.

Now partial integration shows

Corollary 5.4. Let M be closed. Then

(n− 3)

∫

M

J̄
′′dvolh

=

∫

M

(
−3J̄2 + (Ḡ,Ric) + 2(Ric00)

2 − 2|Ḡ|2 + (L̊2,Ric) + 5|L̊|2Ric00 − 8(L̊2, Ḡ) + 24σ4(L̊)
)
dvolh

+

∫

M

(
−(L̊, ∇̄0(Ric)) + 2L̊ij∇̄0(R̄)0ij0

)
dvolh. (5.7)

In particular, it holds

(n− 3)

∫

M

J̄
′′dvolh =

∫

M

(
−3J2 + (Ḡ,Ric) + 2(Ric00)

2 − 2|Ḡ|2
)
dvolh. (5.8)

if L̊ = 0.

Corollary 5.4 shows that J̄′′ and its integral substantially simplify under the assumption L̊ = 0.
Now, to further evaluate the integrals in Corollary 5.4, we will derive formulas for some of

the ingredients.

Lemma 5.5. If r−2(dr2 + hr) = r−2ḡ has constant scalar curvature −n(n+ 1), then it holds

Ric00 = J−
2n − 1

2(n − 1)
|L̊|2

Ḡ = P+
1

n− 2
L̊2 −

2n− 3

2(n− 1)(n − 2)
|L̊|2h+

n− 1

n− 2
W.

In particular, it holds

Ric00 = J and Ḡ = P+
n− 1

n− 2
W

if L̊ = 0.

Proof. By the Gauss equation, it holds

2Ric00 = 2nJ̄− 2(n− 1)J− |L̊|2 − n(n− 1)H2.

Using (4.8), we get

2Ric00 = 2nJ− 2(n− 1)J−
n

n− 1
|L̊|2 − |L̊|2 − n(n− 1)H2.

This proves the first relation usingH = 0. Next, we evaluate the decomposition Ḡ = P̄+P̄00h+W
under the assumption H = 0. We apply the Fialkow equation

P = P+
1

n− 2

(
L̊2 −

1

2(n− 1)
|L̊|2h+W

)

(see (2.8) for H = 0) and

P̄00 =
1

n− 1
(Ric00 − J̄) = −

1

n− 1
|L̊|2
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(see (4.7)). Hence

Ḡ = P+
1

n− 2

(
L̊2 −

1

2(n − 1)
|L̊|2h+W

)
−

1

n− 1
|L̊|2h+W

= P+
1

n− 2
L̊2 −

2n− 3

2(n− 1)(n − 2)
|L̊|2h+

n− 1

n− 2
W .

The proof is complete. �

Now we can give the

Proof of Corollary 2. We calculate the integrals in (5.7) for the metric ˆ̄g = e2ω ḡ. We start with
a discussion of the last two terms. First, we note that

(L̊, ∇̄0(Ric)) = (n− 1)(L̊, ∇̄0(P̄)) and L̊ij∇̄0(R̄)0ij0 = L̊ij∇̄0(P̄)ij + L̊ij∇̄0(W)ij .

Hence∫

M

(
−(L̊, ∇̄0(Ric)) + 2L̊ij∇̄0(R̄)0ij0

)
dvolh =

∫

M

(
−(n− 3)(L̊, ∇̄0(P̄)) + 2L̊ij∇̄0(W)ij

)
dvolh.

We will apply these terms for the metric ˆ̄g = e2ω ḡ. First, we note that

ˆ̄∇0(Ŵ)ij = ∇̄0(W)ij + 2HW ij.

Second, the results in Section 8 on the conformal variation of (L̊, ∇̄0(P̄)) (applied to the conformal
factor e2ω) (see (8.13)) show that∫

M

(L̊, ˆ̄∇0(
ˆ̄
P))dvolh =

∫

M

(L̊, ∇̄0(P̄))dvolh

+

∫

M

(
(L̊,Hess(H)) + 2H(L̊, P̄)−H(L̊, Ḡ)− 2H2|L̊|2 −H tr(L̊3)− ω′′|L̊|2

)
dvolh

+

∫

M

2H2|L̊|2dvolh.

Here we utilized the properties ω = 0 and ∂0(ω) = −H on M . The term in the last line is caused
by the non-linear contributions of ω (see Remark 8.4). Hence formula (5.7) for ˆ̄g reads

(n− 3)

∫

M

ˆ̄
J
′′dvolh

= · · ·+

∫

M

(
−(L̊, ˆ̄∇0(R̂ic)) + 2L̊ij ˆ̄∇0(

ˆ̄R)0ij0

)
dvolh

= · · ·+

∫

M

(
−(n− 3)(L̊, ˆ̄∇0(

ˆ̄
P)) + 2L̊ij ˆ̄∇0(Ŵ)ij

)
dvolh

= · · ·+

∫

M

(
−(n− 3)(L̊, ∇̄0(P̄)) + 2L̊ij∇̄0(W)ij + 4H(L̊,W)

)
dvolh

− (n− 3)

∫

M

(
(L̊,Hess(H)) + 2H(L̊, P̄)−H(L̊, Ḡ)−H tr(L̊3)− ω′′|L̊|2

)
dvolh. (5.9)

Now we restrict to n = 4 and find
ˆ̄
J
2 − ˆ̄

J
′′ = (L̊, ∇̄0(P̄))− 2L̊ij∇̄0(W)ij − 4H(L̊,W) (5.10)

+ (L̊,Hess(H)) + 2H(L̊, P̄)−H(L̊, Ḡ)−H tr(L̊3)− ω′′|L̊|2

+ ˆ̄
J
2 + 3ˆ̄J2 − (ˆ̄G, R̂ic)− 2(R̂ic00)

2 + 2| ˆ̄G|2 − (L̊2, R̂ic)− 5|L̊|2R̂ic00 + 8(L̊2, ˆ̄G)− 24σ4(L̊),

up to a total divergence. By [CMY21, Lemma 5.4], the term ω′′ equals

ω′′ =
n+ 1

2
H2 + J̄− J+

1

2(n − 1)
|L̊|2 =

1

2
H2 + P̄00 +

1

n− 1
|L̊|2
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using the Gauss equation

J̄− J = P̄00 −
n

2
H2 +

1

2(n− 1)
|L̊|2.

The terms in the last line of (5.10) do not depend on H and can be expressed in terms of the
original metric using the formulas derived above. Here we apply the formulas

ˆ̄
J = J−

1

2(n − 1)
|L̊|2, R̂ic00 = J−

2n − 1

2(n − 1)
|L̊|2

(see (4.8) and Lemma 5.5), the decomposition

R̂ic = Ric+ˆ̄G + L̊2 = (n− 2)P+ Jh+ ˆ̄G + L̊2 (5.11)

(by the Gauss identity for the Ricci tensor), and

ˆ̄G = P+
1

n− 2
L̊2 −

2n− 3

2(n − 1)(n − 2)
|L̊|2h+

n− 1

n− 2
W (5.12)

(see Lemma 5.5). Recall that H = 0 for the metric ˆ̄g. The terms in the second line of (5.10) do
not depend on J. For their simplification, we apply the decomposition Ḡ = P̄ + P̄00h +W and
the Fialkow equation (2.8). Note also that 24σ4(L̊) = 3|L̊|4−6 tr(L̊4). Then a calculation yields

ˆ̄
J
2 − ˆ̄

J
′′ = J

2 − |P|2 +
9

4
|W|2

+ (L̊, ∇̄0(P̄))− 2L̊ij∇̄0(W)ij + (L̊,Hess(H)) +H(L̊,P)−
9

2
H(L̊,W)

+
21

2
(L̊2,W) + 4(L̊2,P)− |L̊|2P̄00 −

3

2
J|L̊|2 −

3

2
H2|L̊|2 −

1

2
H tr(L̊3)

−
7

3
|L̊|4 +

(
9

4
+ 6

)
tr(L̊4),

up to a divergence term. This proves Corollary 2. �

6. P4 and Q4 for totally umbilic hypersurfaces

In the present section, we prove Corollary 4. Although this result is an obvious consequence
of Theorem 1, the following proof prepares the proof of Theorem 1 in Section 7.

The following result makes the right-hand side of the last relation in Proposition 5.3 explicit.

Lemma 6.1. Assume that r−2(dr2 + hr) = r−2ḡ has constant scalar curvature −n(n + 1). If

L̊ = 0 then

(n− 3)J̄′′ = (n− 3)|P|2 −
(n − 1)2

(n − 2)2
|W|2 +

(n− 4)(n − 1)

(n− 2)
(P,W) + δ(∇̄0(Ric)0).

In particular, it holds

J̄
′′ = |P|2 −

9

4
|W|2 + δ(∇̄0(Ric)0)

in the critical dimension n = 4.

Proof. This is a direct calculation using (5.11), (5.12) and Ric00 = J. �

Now

Q4 =
n

2
ˆ̄
J
2 − 2ˆ̄J′′ −∆(ˆ̄J)

(see (4.13)) implies
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Corollary 6.2. The extrinsic Q-curvature Q4 of a totally umbilic hypersurface is given by

Q4 =
n

2
J
2 − 2|P|2 −∆(J)

+
2

n− 3

(n− 1)2

(n− 2)2
|W|2 − 2

(n − 4)(n − 1)

(n − 3)(n − 2)
(P,W)−

2

n− 3
δ( ˆ̄∇0(R̂ic)0). (6.1)

Note that the first three terms define the intrinsic Q-curvature Q4 of h. In particular, in the
critical dimension n = 4, this formula reads

Q4 = Q4 +
9

2
|W|2 − 2δ( ˆ̄∇0(R̂ic)0). (6.2)

Hence ∫

M4

Q4dvolh =

∫

M4

(
Q4 +

9

2
|W|2

)
dvolh

if M is closed.

It remains to evaluate the divergence term δ( ˆ̄∇0(R̂ic)0) in terms of the original metric instead
of r̂2σ−2ḡ. This will be done below. The general case is much more complicated due to a

complicated structure of ˆ̄J′′. It will be discussed in the next section.

In order to calculate the divergence term δ( ˆ̄∇0(R̂ic)0), we apply the properties

• ω = 0 on M ,
• ∂0(ω) = −H on M ,
• ∂2

0(ω) = (n+ 1)/2H2 + J̄− J on M

(if L̊ = 0) [CMY21, Lemma 5.4].

Lemma 6.3. Assume that L̊ = 0. Then in any dimensions

δ( ˆ̄∇0(
ˆ̄
P)0) = δ(∇̄0(P̄)0)−∆(P̄00 +H2).

Proof. In the following, we work in general dimensions. We first note that

ˆ̄∇0(P̂)0a = ˆ̄∇0

(
P̄−Hess(ω) + dω ⊗ dω −

1

2
|dω|2ḡ

)

0a

.

Now

ˆ̄∇0(P̄)0a = ∂0(P̄0a)− P̄( ˆ̄∇0(∂0), ∂a)− P̄(∂0,
ˆ̄∇0(∂a))

= ∂0(P̄0a)− P̄(∇̄0(∂0) + 2∂0(ω)∂0 − grad(ω), ∂a)− P̄(∂0, ∇̄0(∂a) + ∂0(ω)∂a + ∂a(ω)∂0)

= ∇̄0(P̄)0a − 2∂0(ω)P̄0a + P̄(grad(ω), ∂a)− ∂0(ω)P̄0a − ∂a(ω)P̄00

= ∇̄0(P̄)0a + 2HP̄0a.

Similarly, we find

ˆ̄∇0(Hess(ω))0a = ∇̄0(Hess(ω))0a + 2HHess(ω)0a,

ˆ̄∇0(dω ⊗ dω)0a = ∇̄0(dω ⊗ dω)0a,

ˆ̄∇0(|dω|
2ḡ)0a = ∇̄0((|dω|

2ḡ)0a = 0

using ω = 0 on M . Hence

ˆ̄∇0(P̂)0a = ∇̄0(P)0a − ∇̄0(Hess(ω))0a + ∇̄0(dω ⊗ dω)0a + 2HP̄0a − 2HHess(ω)0a.

Now

∇̄0(dω ⊗ dω)0a = ∂0(∂0(ω)∂a(ω))− (dω ⊗ dω)(∂0, ∇̄0(∂a)) = ∂0(ω)∂
2
0a(ω) = H∂a(H)



26 ANDREAS JUHL

using ∂0(ω) = −H, and

∇̄0(Hess(ω))0a = ∂0(Hess(ω)0a)−Hess(ω)(∂0, ∇̄0(∂a))

= ∂0(Hess(ω)0a)− Lb
aHess(ω)0b

= ∂0(Hess(ω)0a) +H∂a(H)

using

Hess(ω)0a = ∂2
0a(ω)− Γ̄b

0aωb = ∂2
0a(ω) = −∂a(H).

But

∂0(Hess(ω)0a) = ∂0(∂
2
0a(ω)− Γ̄b

0aωb)

= ∂a∂
2
0(ω)− Γ̄b

0a∂
2
0b(ω)

= ∂a∂
2
0(ω) + Lb

a∂b(H)

= ∂a∂
2
0(ω) +H∂a(H).

We combine these results with the formula ∂2
0(ω) =

n+1
2 H2 + J̄− J. Then

∂0(Hess(ω)0a) = ∂a

(
n+ 1

2
H2 + J̄− J

)
+H∂a(H),

i.e.,

∂0(Hess(ω)0) = d

(
n+ 1

2
H2 + J̄− J

)
+HdH

Hence

∇̄0(Hess(ω))0a = d

(
n+ 1

2
H2 + J̄− J

)
+ 2H∂a(H).

Combining these results yields

ˆ̄∇0(P̂)0a = ∇̄0(P)0a − ∂a

(
n+ 1

2
H2 + J̄− J

)
− 2H∂a(H) +H∂a(H) + 2HP̄0a + 2H∂a(H).

By P̄0 = −dH (see (2.5)), we find

ˆ̄∇0(P̂)0a = ∇̄0(P)0a − ∂a

(
n+ 2

2
H2 + J̄− J

)
.

Now the Gauss equation J̄− J = P̄00 −
n
2H

2 completes the proof. �

As a consequence of Corollary 6.2 and Lemma 6.3, we obtain the formula

Q4 = Q4

+
2

n− 3

(n− 1)2

(n− 2)2
|W|2 − 2

(n− 4)(n − 1)

(n− 3)(n − 2)
(P,W)−

2(n − 1)

n− 3

(
δ(∇̄0(P̄)0)−∆(P̄00 +H2)

)

(6.3)

if L̊ = 0. The following result further simplifies this formula.

Lemma 6.4. Assume that L̊ = 0. Then

δ(∇̄0(P̄)0)−∆(P̄00 +H2) = −
1

n− 2
δδ(W).

Proof. Let the Cotton tensor C̄ of ḡ be defined by C̄ikj = ∇̄j(P̄)ik − ∇̄k(P̄)ij . Then

C̄ikj =
1

n− 2
div1(W )ikj
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and we calculate

∇̄0(P̄)0a = (∇̄0(P̄)0a − ∇̄a(P̄)00) + ∇̄a(P̄)00

= C̄0a0 + ∇̄a(P̄)00

=
1

n− 2
div1(W )0a0 + ∇̄a(P̄)00.

But

div1(W )0a0 =
n∑

i=0

∇̄i(W )i0a0 =
n∑

i=0

∂i(W i0a0)

−W (∇̄i(∂i), ∂0, ∂a, ∂0)−W (∂i, ∇̄
i(∂0), ∂a, ∂0)−W (∂i, ∂0, ∇̄

i(∂a), ∂0)−W (∂i, ∂0, ∂a, ∇̄
i(∂0)

=
n∑

i=1

−∂i(W ia) +W(∇̄i(∂i), ∂a) +W(∂i, ∇̄
i(∂a))−

n∑

i,j=1

HhijW ija0 −
n∑

i,j=1

HhijW i0aj

using ∇̄i(∂0) = Lij∂j = Hhij∂j since L̊ = 0.11 Hence we get

div1(W )0a0 = −δ(W)a

since W is trace-free. Therefore,

∇̄0(P̄)0a = −
1

n− 2
δ(W)a + ∇̄a(P̄)00. (6.4)

Moreover, we find

∇̄a(P̄)00 = ∂a(P̄00)− 2P̄(∇̄a(∂0), ∂0)

= ∂a(P̄00)− 2P̄(Lb
a∂b, ∂0)

= ∂a(P̄00)− 2HP̄a0

= ∂a(P̄00) + 2H∂a(H)

= ∂a(P̄00) + ∂a(H
2) (6.5)

using L̊ = 0 and P̄0 = −dH (by (2.5)). Now we apply δ to the relations (6.4) and (6.5) of
1-forms. Combining the resulting identities proves the assertion. �

Combining (6.3) with Lemma 6.4 proves the formula for Q4 in Corollary 4.
Finally, we can make the formula for P4 in Theorem 4.6 fully explicit in the totally umbilic

case. By L̊ = 0, we get ĥ(1) = 2L̊ = 0, J̄ = J (Proposition 5.3) and

ĥ(2)
!
= − ˆ̄G = −P−

n− 1

n− 2
W

(see Lemma 5.5) so that

P4 = ∆2 − δ(((n − 2)Jh+ 4P)d) + 4
n− 1

n− 2
δ(Wd) +

(n
2
− 2
)
Q4.

This formula completes the proof of Corollary 4.

Remark 6.5. Assume that L̊ = 0. We combine the conformal transformation law for P4

with the formula in (1.22). By taking the residue at n = 3, it follows that the scalar R
def
=

(P,W) + δδ(W) satisfies e4ϕ ◦ R̂ = R. Lemma 6.6 shows that this relation actually follows from
the identity

δ(Wdϕ)− (δ(W), dϕ) − (Hess(ϕ),W) = 0.

11The components for i = 0 vanish.
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The fundamental transformation property of the critical Q4 also can be seen as a consequence
of the conformal covariance of P4 for general n. Therefore, we finish this section with a direct
proof of the conformal covariance of the operator P4. In fact, we confirm the transformation
law

e(
n
2
+2)ϕP̂4(f) = P4(e

(n
2
−2)ϕf)

using the explicit formula (1.22). By the known covariance of the intrinsic P4 and the invariance
of |W|2, it suffices to prove the conformal covariance of the operator

f 7→ 2(n− 3)δ(Wdf) +
(n
2
− 2
) (

−(n− 4)(P,W) + δδ(W)
)
f.

Lemma 6.6. It holds

e(
n
2
+2)ϕδ̂(Ŵdf)− δ(Wd)(e(

n
2
−2)ϕf) = −

(n
2
− 2
)
δ(Wdϕ)e(

n
2
−2)ϕf

and

e(
n
2
+2)ϕδ̂δ̂(Ŵ)− δδ(W)e(

n
2
−2)ϕ = ((n − 2)δ(Wdϕ) + (n− 4)(δ(W), dϕ))e(

n
2
−2)ϕ,

up to non-linear terms in ϕ.

Proof. First, we recall that the symmetric bilinear form W satisfies Ŵ = W and tr(W) = 0.
Now the conformal transformation laws (12.1) and (12.3) imply

e(
n
2
+2)ϕδ̂(Ŵdf) = δ(e(

n
2
−2)ϕWdf) +

(n
2
− 2
)
(dϕ,Wdf)e(

n
2
−2)ϕ

= δ(Wd(e(
n
2
−2)ϕf))−

(n
2
− 2
)
δ(Wdϕe(

n
2
−2)ϕf) +

(n
2
− 2
)
(df,Wdϕ)e(

n
2
−2)ϕ

= δ(Wd)(e(
n
2
−2)ϕf)−

(n
2
− 2
)
δ(Wdϕ)e(

n
2
−2)ϕf.

This proves the first assertion. Next, we calculate

e(
n
2
+2)ϕδ̂δ̂(Ŵ) = δ(e

n
2
ϕδ̂(W)) +

(n
2
− 2
)
(dϕ, e

n
2
ϕδ̂(W))

= δ(δ(e(
n
2
−2)ϕW)) +

n

2
δ(ιgrad(ϕ)(e

(n
2
−2)ϕW)) +

(n
2
− 2
)
(dϕ, δ(e(

n
2
−2)ϕW))

= δ(δ(e(
n
2
−2)ϕW)) +

n

2
δ(Wdϕ)e(

n
2
−2)ϕ +

(n
2
− 2
)
(δ(W), dϕ)e(

n
2
−2)ϕ.

Now combing this relation with the identity

δδ(eλϕW) = (δδ(W) + λ(δ(W), dϕ) + λδ(Wdϕ))eλϕ

for λ ∈ R, we find

e(
n
2
+2)ϕδ̂δ̂(Ŵ) = (δ(δ(W)) + (n− 2)δ(Wdϕ) + (n− 4)δ(Wdϕ))e(

n
2
−2)ϕ.

This proves the second relation. �

Therefore, it remains to prove that

−(n−4)(n−3)δ(Wdϕ)+
(n
2
− 2
) (

(n−4)(Hess(ϕ),W) + (n−2)δ(Wdϕ) + (n−4)(δ(W), dϕ)
)
= 0.

This equation is trivial for n = 4. For n 6= 4, it is equivalent to

−2(n − 3)δ(Wdϕ) + (n− 4)(Hess(ϕ),W) + (n− 2)δ(Wdϕ) + (n − 4)(δ(W), dϕ) = 0

or in turn to

−δ(Wdϕ) + (Hess(ϕ),W) + (δ(W), dϕ) = 0.

However, this is obvious.
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7. The general case of Theorem 1 and the singular Yamabe obstruction B3

In the present section, we prove Theorem 1 and discuss its consequence for n = 3.
We first determine the second-order part of P4. By (4.12), it suffices to calculate the sum

−δ((n − 2)ˆ̄Jd+ 4ĥ(2)d) + 4δ(ĥ2(1)d).

In order to express that operator in terms of the given data, we apply the formulas ĥ(1) = 2L̊,

ˆ̄
J = J−

1

2(n− 1)
|L̊|2 (7.1)

(by (4.8)) and

ĥ(2) = L̊2 − ˆ̄G

= L̊2 −

(
P+

1

n− 2
L̊2 −

2n − 3

2(n − 1)(n − 2)
|L̊|2h+

n− 1

n− 2
W

)

=
n− 3

n− 2
L̊2 − P+

2n− 3

2(n− 1)(n − 2)
|L̊|2h−

n− 1

n− 2
W

(see Lemma 5.5). Now a direct calculation yields

(n− 2)ˆ̄Jh+ 4ĥ(2) − 4ĥ2(1)

= (n− 2)Jh − 4P− 4
3n − 5

n− 2
L̊2 −

n2 − 12n + 16

2(n− 1)(n − 2)
|L̊|2h− 4

n− 1

n− 2
W .

This implies the displayed terms in Theorem 1. In particular, this proves Corollary 1.

Remark 7.1. [BGW21b, Corollary 1.1] states that the second-order part of P4 equals

δ(4P − (d− 3)Jh)d + δ

(
8L̊2 +

d2 − 4d− 1

2(d − 1)(d− 2)
|L̊|2 + 4(d− 2)F̊

)
d,

where d = n + 1 and (d − 3)F̊ = (L̊2 − 1
n
|L̊|2 + W). In terms of the dimension n of M , this

formula reads

δ(4P − (n− 2)Jh)d + δ

((
8 + 4

n− 1

n− 2

)
L̊2

)
d+ δ

(
n2 − 12n + 16

2(n− 1)(n − 2)
|L̊|2h+ 4

n− 1

n− 2
W

)
d.

This formula matches with the result in (1.4).

We continue with the

Proof of the formula for Q4 in Theorem 1. 1. As in the critical dimension n = 4, the arguments
rest on (4.13). First, we extend the arguments in the proof of Corollary 2 in Section 5 to
determine the non-divergence terms. In fact, formula (5.9) implies

ˆ̄
J
′′ =

1

n− 3

(
−3ˆ̄J2 + (ˆ̄G, R̂ic) + 2(R̂ic00)

2 − 2|ˆ̄G|2 + (L̊2, R̂ic) + 5|L̊|2R̂ic00 − 8(L̊2, ˆ̄G) + 24σ4(L̊)
)

+

(
−(L̊, ∇̄0(P̄)) +

2

n− 3
L̊ij∇̄0(W)ij +

4

n− 3
H(L̊,W)

)

−
(
(L̊,Hess(H)) + 2H(L̊, P̄)−H(L̊, Ḡ)−H tr(L̊3)− ω′′|L̊|2

)
,

up to divergence terms. Simplification of these terms by utilizing the relations indicated in the
proof of Corollary 2 yields the displayed non-divergence terms.
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2. It remains to determine the divergence terms in Q4. These consist of −∆(ˆ̄J) and the

divergence terms in −2ˆ̄J′′. Proposition 5.3 shows that the divergence terms in ˆ̄
J
′′ are given by

1

n− 3

(
−2(L̊,∇(Ric0))− 2(δ(L̊),Ric0) + δ(∇̄0(Ric)0) + δ((L̊Ric)0)

)

=
1

n− 3

(
−2δ(L̊Ric0) + δ(∇̄0(Ric)0) + δ((L̊Ric)0)

)

=
1

n− 3

(
−δ(L̊Ric0) + δ(∇̄0(Ric)0)

)

= −
n− 1

n− 3
δ(L̊P̄0) +

n− 1

n− 3
δ(∇̄0(P̄)0)

for the metric ˆ̄g. Now

ˆ̄
P0a = P̄0a −Hess0a(ω) = P̄0a + ∂a(H) =

1

n− 1
δ(L̊)a

(by (2.5) and the vanishing of ω on M) shows that

δ(L̊ ˆ̄
P0) =

1

n− 1
δ(L̊δ(L̊)).

Moreover, the calculation of δ( ˆ̄∇0(
ˆ̄
P)0) rests on the following generalizations of Lemma 6.3 and

Lemma 6.4.

Lemma 7.2. In general dimensions, it holds

δ( ˆ̄∇0(
ˆ̄
P)0) = δ(∇̄0(P̄)0)−∆

(
P̄00 +H2 +

1

n− 1
|L̊|2

)
− 2δ(L̊dH) +

2

n− 1
δ(Hδ(L̊)).

Proof. An extension of the arguments in the proof of Lemma 6.3 shows that

∇̄0(Hess(ω))0a = ∂a

(
n+ 1

2
H2 + J̄− J+

1

2(n − 1)
|L̊|2

)
+ 2H∂a(H) + 2(L̊dH)a.

Hence

ˆ̄∇0(P̂)0a = ∇̄0(P)0a − ∂a

(
n+ 1

2
H2 + J̄− J+

1

2(n − 1)
|L̊|2

)
− 2H∂a(H)− 2(L̊dH)a

+H∂a(H) + 2HP̄0a + 2H∂a(H)

= ∇̄0(P)0a − ∂a

(
n+ 1

2
H2 + J̄− J+

1

2(n − 1)
|L̊|2

)
− 2(L̊dH)a +H∂a(H)

+
2

n− 1
Hδ(L̊)a − 2H∂a(H)

by (2.5). Now the Gauss equation

J̄− J = P̄00 +
1

2(n − 1)
|L̊|2 −

n

2
H2

simplifies the latter result to

ˆ̄∇0(P̂)0a = ∇̄0(P)0a − ∂a

(
P̄00 +H2 +

1

n− 1
|L̊|2

)
− 2(L̊dH)a +

2

n− 1
Hδ(L̊)a.

Now an application of the operator δ proves the assertion. �

Lemma 7.3. In general dimensions, it holds

δ(∇̄0(P̄)0)−∆(P̄00 +H2) = −
1

n− 2
δδ(W)−

1

n− 2
δ(L̊ijW 0ij·)−

2

n− 1
δ(Lδ(L̊)) + 2δ(L̊dH).
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Proof. We extend the arguments in the proof of Lemma 6.4. The relation

div1(W )0a0 = −δ(W)a − L̊ijW ija0 − L̊ijW i0aj = −δ(W)a − L̊ijW 0ija

implies

∇̄0(P̄)0a =
1

n− 2
div1(W )0a0 + ∇̄a(P̄)00

= −
1

n− 2
δ(W)a −

1

n− 2
L̊ijW 0ija + ∇̄a(P̄)00.

But

∇̄a(P̄)00 = ∂a(P̄00)− 2P̄(∇̄a(∂0), ∂0)

= ∂a(P̄00)− 2Lb
aP̄b0

= ∂a(P̄00) + 2Lb
a∂b(H)−

2

n− 1
(Lδ(L̊))a

= ∂a(P̄00) + 2H∂a(H) + 2L̊b
a∂b(H)−

2

n− 1
(Lδ(L̊))a

by P̄0 = −dH + 1
n−1δ(L̊) (see (2.5)). Therefore,

δ(∇̄0(P̄)0) = −
1

n− 2
δδ(W)−

1

n− 2
δ(L̊ijW 0ij·) + ∆(P̄00 +H2) + 2δ(L̊dH)−

2

n− 1
δ(Lδ(L̊)).

The proof is complete. �

Using these results, we simplify the divergence terms in ˆ̄
J
′′ as

n− 1

n− 3

(
−

1

n− 1
δ(L̊δ(L̊)) + δ(∇̄0(P̄)0)−∆

(
P̄00 +H2

)
−

1

n− 1
∆(|L̊|2)

− 2δ(L̊dH) +
2

n− 1
δ(Hδ(L̊))

)

=
n− 1

n− 3

(
−

1

n− 1
δ(L̊δ(L̊))−

1

n− 2
δδ(W)−

1

n− 2
δ(L̊ijW 0ij·)−

2

n− 1
δ(Lδ(L̊)) + 2δ(L̊dH)

−
1

n− 1
∆(|L̊|2)− 2δ(L̊dH) +

2

n− 1
δ(Hδ(L̊))

)

=
n− 1

n− 3

(
−

1

n− 2
δδ(W)−

3

n− 1
δ(L̊δ(L̊))−

1

n− 2
δ(L̊ijW 0ij·)−

1

n− 1
∆(|L̊|2)

)
. (7.2)

Next, the following identity enables us to replace the contribution by the Weyl tensor in the
latter sum by contributions in terms of L̊.

Lemma 7.4. In general dimensions, it holds

δ(L̊ijW 0ij·) = δδ(L̊2)−
1

2
∆(|L̊|2)−

n− 2

n− 1
δ(L̊δ(L̊)).

Proof. First, the trace-free Codazzi-Mainardi equation (see (2.6)) implies

L̊ijW aij0 = L̊ij

(
∇i(L̊)aj −∇a(L̊)ij +

1

n− 1
δ(L̊)ihaj −

1

n− 1
δ(L̊)ahij

)

= L̊ij∇i(L̊)aj − L̊ij∇a(L̊)ij +
1

n− 1
L̊i
aδ(L̊)i. (7.3)

Second, the relations d(|L̊|2)a = 2L̊ij∇a(L̊)ij and

(L̊δ(L̊))a = L̊j
a∇

i(L̊)ij and δ(L̊2)a = ∇i(L̊)ji L̊ja + L̊j
i∇

i(L̊)ja
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imply

δ(L̊2)a −
1

2
d(|L̊|2)a −

1

2
(L̊δ(L̊))a = ∇i(L̊)ji L̊ja + L̊j

i∇
i(L̊)ja − L̊ij∇a(L̊)ij −

1

2
L̊j
a∇

i(L̊)ij

=
1

2
δ(L̊)jL̊ja + L̊j

i∇
i(L̊)ja − L̊ij∇a(L̊)ij . (7.4)

Taking the difference of (7.3) and (7.4) shows the identity

L̊ijW 0ija − δ(L̊2)a +
1

2
d(|L̊|2)a +

1

2
(L̊δ(L̊))a =

1

n− 1
(L̊δ(L̊))a −

1

2
(L̊δ(L̊))a

of 1-forms. Equivalently, we find

L̊ijW 0ij· = δ(L̊2)−
1

2
d(|L̊|2)−

n− 2

n− 1
L̊δ(L̊). (7.5)

Now an application of the operator δ to the last relation proves the assertion. �

Combining (7.2) with Lemma 7.4 yields

Lemma 7.5. The divergence terms of Q4 are given by the sum of

2(n− 1)

(n− 3)(n − 2)
δδ(W) +

2(n − 1)

(n− 3)(n − 2)
δδ(L̊2) +

4

n− 3
δ(L̊δ(L̊))

+

(
2

n− 3
−

n− 1

(n− 2)(n − 3)

)
∆(|L̊|2)

and

−∆(J) +
1

2(n − 1)
∆(|L̊|2).

Now Lemma 7.5 implies (1.5). This completes the proof of Theorem 1. �

Finally, we discuss the residue formula [JO21]

24B3 = Resn=3(Q4). (7.6)

We shall use this identity to reproduce the known formula for B3. Theorem 1 shows that
Resn=3(Q4) equals the sum of the divergence terms

4δδ(W) + 4δδ(L̊2) + 4δ(L̊δ(L̊))

(see also Lemma 7.5), the terms

−4L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0 − 8H(L̊,W)

and

8|W|2 + 4(P,W) + 32(L̊2,W) + 12(L̊2,P)− 4J|L̊|2 − 8|L̊|4 + 24 tr(L̊4).

Note also that σ4(L̊) = 0 for n = 3 and that this relation is equivalent to 2 tr(L̊4) = |L̊|4. Hence

it holds −8|L̊|4 + 24 tr(L̊4) = 4|L̊|4.
Now we compare this result with the formula for B3 in [JO22, Theorem 1].12 This formula

implies

24B3 = 8|W|2 + 4(P,W) + 32(L̊2,W) + 12(L̊2,P)− 4J|L̊|2 + 4|L̊|4 − 8H(L̊,W)− 4L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0

− 8L̊ij∇kW kij0 + 4|W 0|
2 + 12δδ(L̊2)− 4∆(|L̊|2) + 4δδ(W). (7.7)

Hence

Resn=3(Q4)− 24B3

12Alternative formulas for B3 were given in [GGHW19, Proposition 1.1] and its arXiv-version. We refer to
[JO22, Section 6.5] for discussing the relations between these formulas.
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equals

− 8δδ(L̊2) + 4δ(L̊δ(L̊)) + 4∆(|L̊|2) + 8L̊ij∇kW kij0 − 4|W 0|
2. (7.8)

In order to simplify this sum, we apply the following result.

Lemma 7.6. In any dimension n ≥ 2, it holds

|W 0|
2 − 2L̊ij∇kW kij0 = −2δ(L̊ijW ·ij0).

Proof. First, we note that

δ(L̊ijW ·ij0) = ∇k(L̊)ijW kij0 + L̊ij∇kW kij0.

Hence

|W 0|
2 − 2L̊ij∇kW kij0 = |W 0|

2 + 2∇k(L̊)ijW kij0 − 2δ(L̊ijW ·ij0).

Thus, it remains to prove that

|W 0|
2 + 2∇k(L̊)ijW kij0 = 0. (7.9)

The trace-free Codazzi-Mainardi equation (2.6) implies that |W 0|
2 = W ijk0W

ijk0
equals the

sum of

1

(n− 1)2

(
δ(L̊)jδ(L̊)

jhikh
ik + δ(L̊)iδ(L̊)

ihjkh
jk − δ(L̊)jδ(L̊)

ihikh
jk − δ(L̊)iδ(L̊)

jhjkh
ik
)

=
1

(n− 1)2
(2n(δ(L̊), δ(L̊))− 2(δ(L̊), δ(L̊))) =

2

n− 1
(δ(L̊), δ(L̊)),

2

n− 1

(
∇j(L̊)ikδ(L̊)

jhik −∇j(L̊)ikδ(L̊)
ihjk −∇i(L̊)jkδ(L̊)

jhik +∇i(L̊)jkδ(L̊)
ihjk

)

= −
2

n− 1

(
∇k(L̊)ikδ(L̊)

i +∇k(L̊)jkδ(L̊)
j
)
= −

4

n− 1
(δ(L̊), δ(L̊))

and

∇j(L̊)ik∇
i(L̊)ik −∇j(L̊)ik∇

i(L̊)jk −∇i(L̊)jk∇
j(L̊)ik +∇i(L̊)jk∇

i(L̊)jk

= 2∇j(L̊)ik∇
j(L̊)ik − 2∇j(L̊)ik∇

i(L̊)jk.

Hence

|W 0|
2 = −

2

n− 1
|δ(L̊)|2 + 2∇j(L̊)ik∇

j(L̊)ik − 2∇j(L̊)ik∇
i(L̊)jk. (7.10)

On the other hand, (2.6) shows that

∇k(L̊)ijW kij0 = ∇k(L̊)ij
(
∇i(L̊)kj −∇k(L̊)ij +

1

n− 1
δ(L̊)ihkj −

1

n− 1
δ(L̊)khij

)

= ∇k(L̊)ij∇i(L̊)kj −∇k(L̊)ij∇k(L̊)ij +
1

n− 1
δ(L̊)iδ(L̊)

i. (7.11)

Combining (7.10) and (7.11) proves (7.9). The proof is complete. �

Lemma 7.6 shows that the sum (7.8) equals

8δ(L̊ijW 0ij·)− 8δδ(L̊2) + 4δ(L̊δ(L̊)) + 4∆(|L̊|2). (7.12)

But Lemma 7.4 for n = 3 shows that the sum (7.12) vanishes.

Corollary 7.7. Resn=3(Q4) = 24B3.
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8. The invariants J1, J2 and C. Proofs of Theorem 2 and Theorem 3

The first main result of the present section is

Proposition 8.1. In general dimensions, the quantities

J1
def
= L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0 + 2H(L̊,W) + n−2

(n−1)2 |δ(L̊)|
2

− n−2
n−3(L̊

2,P)− n−2
(n−3)(n−6)J|L̊|

2 + n−4
(n−3)(n−6)∆(|L̊|2)− 1

n−3δδ(L̊
2) (8.1)

and

J2
def
= (L̊, ∇̄0(P̄)) + (L̊,Hess(H)) +H(L̊,P)− n−3

n−2H(L̊,W)

+ n
(n−1)2

|δ(L̊)|2 − P̄00|L̊|
2 − 1

(n−3)(n−6)J|L̊|
2 − 3

2H
2|L̊|2 − n−3

n−2H tr(L̊3) + n−4
n−3(L̊

2,P)

− 1
n−3δδ(L̊

2) + n−5
2(n−3)(n−6)∆(|L̊|2) (8.2)

are local conformal invariants of weight −4 of an embedding Mn →֒ Xn+1, i.e., it holds

e4ι
∗(ϕ)Ĵi = Ji

for i = 1, 2 and all ϕ ∈ C∞(X).

Some comments are in order.
Both invariants Ji vanish if L̊ = 0 and have a simple formal pole at n = 3. The formal residue

of J1 at n = 3 equals

−δδ(L̊2) +
1

3
∆(|L̊|2)− (L̊2,P) +

1

3
J|L̊|2 = −(δδ((L̊2)◦) + (P, (L̊2)◦)) = −D((L̊2)◦),

where the operator D(b) = δδ(b) + (P, b) acts on trace-free symmetric bilinear forms and (L̊2)◦
denotes the trace-free part of L̊2. It is well-known that D : b 7→ δδ(b) + (P, b) is a conformally
covariant operator S2

0(M) → C∞(M) on trace-free symmetric bilinear forms on M3. We recall

that the term D((L̊2)◦) contributes to the singular Yamabe obstruction B3 of M3 →֒ X4 (see

(7.7)). The formal residue of J2 at n = 3 also equals −D((L̊2)◦).
We also note that both invariants Ji have a simple formal pole at n = 6 with residues being

proportional to the local invariant P2(|L̊|
2) of weight −4.

We shall see that, in dimension n = 4, a linear combination of J1 and J2 equals C (defined
in (1.13)). Thus, Proposition 8.1 proves Theorem 2. Theorem 3 then is an easy consequence.

In order to prove Proposition 8.1, it suffices to prove the vanishing of the respective conformal
variations

(Ji(g))
•[ϕ] = (d/dt)|0(e

4tι∗(ϕ)Ji(e
2tϕg))

of Ji at the metric g. We shall use the bullet notation also for the conformal variation of other
scalar curvature quantities.

Lemma 8.2. It holds

(L̊,Hess(H) + ∇̄0(P̄))
•[ϕ]

=
1

2
|L̊|2∆(ϕ)−

2n

n−1
(L̊δ(L̊), dϕ) +H(L̊,Hess(ϕ))

− |L̊|2∂2
0(ϕ) − (L̊,P)∂0(ϕ) +

n−3

n−2
tr(L̊3)∂0(ϕ) + 3H|L̊|2∂0(ϕ) +

n−3

n−2
(L̊,W)∂0(ϕ)

−
1

2
δ(|L̊|2dϕ) + 2δ(L̊2dϕ) (8.3)
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and

(L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0)
•[ϕ]

= −2(L̊,W)∂0(ϕ) + 2δ(L̊2dϕ)− 2(L̊2,Hess(ϕ))− 2
n− 2

n− 1
(L̊δ(L̊), dϕ)

+ |L̊|2∆(ϕ)− δ(|L̊|2dϕ). (8.4)

Proof. In the following calculations, all non-linear terms in ϕ will be omitted without mentioning.
We first calculate the conformal variation of

(L̊,Hess(H)) + (L̊, ∇̄0(P̄)).

We recall that

eϕĤ = H + ∂0(ϕ) and Ĥessij(u) = Hessij(u)− uiϕj − ujϕi + hij(dϕ, du).

Hence

Ĥessij(Ĥ) = Hessij(Ĥ)− (Ĥiϕj + Ĥjϕi) + hij(dϕ, dĤ)

= Hessij(e
−ϕH + e−ϕ∂0(ϕ)) − e−ϕ(Hiϕj +Hjϕi) + hije

−ϕ(dϕ, dH + ∂0(dϕ))

= e−ϕ Hessij(H)− e−ϕ(Hiϕj +Hjϕi) +H Hessij(e
−ϕ)

+ e−ϕ Hessij(∂0(ϕ))− e−ϕ(Hiϕj +Hjϕi) + hije
−ϕ(dϕ, dH)

= e−ϕ Hessij(H)− e−ϕ2(Hiϕj +Hjϕi) + e−ϕHessij(∂0(ϕ)) − e−ϕH Hessij(ϕ)

+ hije
−ϕ(dϕ, dH).

Therefore, we get

e4ϕ
ˆ̊
LijĤessij(Ĥ) = L̊ij(Hessij(H)− 2(Hiϕj +Hjϕi) + Hessij(∂0(ϕ)) −H Hessij(ϕ)).

Hence

(L̊,Hess(H))•[ϕ] = −4(L̊dH, dϕ) + (L̊,Hess(∂0(ϕ))) −H(L̊,Hess(ϕ)). (8.5)

Next, we calculate

¯̂∇0(P̄)ij = e−ϕ ˆ̄∇0(P̄−Hess(ϕ))ij

= e−ϕ(∇̄0(P̄−Hess(ϕ))ij − (P̄0jϕi + P̄i0ϕj + 2P̄ij∂0(ϕ)))

= e−ϕ∇̄0(P̄)ij − e−ϕ∇̄0(Hess(ϕ))ij − e−ϕ(P̄0jϕi + P̄i0ϕj)− 2e−ϕ
P̄ij∂0(ϕ)

using the general transformation law

∇̂i(∂j) = ∇i(∂j) + ∂i(ϕ)∂j + ∂j(ϕ)∂i − gij grad(ϕ). (8.6)

Now we contract with L̊. Then

(L̊, ∇̄0(P̄))
•[ϕ] = −(L̊, ∇̄0(Hess(ϕ))) − 2(L̊P̄0, dϕ) − 2(L̊, P̄)∂0(ϕ). (8.7)

We continue discussing the term ∇̄0(Hess(ϕ)). We find

∇̄0(Hess(ϕ))ij = ∂0(Hessij(ϕ)) −Hess(ϕ)(∇̄0(∂i), ∂j)−Hess(ϕ)(∂i, ∇̄0(∂j))

= ∂0(Hessij(ϕ)) − Ll
iHesslj(ϕ)− Ll

j Hessil(ϕ)− 2L2
ij∂0(ϕ)

using

Hessij(u) = Hessij(u) + Lij∂0(u) and ∇̄0(∂i) = Lk
i ∂k.

Here we use Γ̄j
0i = Lj

i and Γ̄0
0i = 0. Hence

∇̄0(Hess(ϕ))ij = ∂0(Hessij(ϕ)) − L̊l
iHesslj(ϕ)− L̊l

j Hessil(ϕ)− 2H Hessij(ϕ)− 2L2
ij∂0(ϕ).

(8.8)
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But

∂0(Hessij(ϕ)) = ∂0(∂
2
ij(ϕ) − Γ̄k

ijϕk)

= ∂2
ij(∂0(ϕ)) − Γ̄k

ij∂
2
0k(ϕ) − ∂0(Γ̄

k
ij)ϕk

= ∂2
ij(∂0(ϕ)) − Γ̄l

ij∂
2
0l(ϕ)− Γ̄0

ij∂
2
0(ϕ)− ∂0(Γ̄

l
ij)ϕl − ∂0(Γ̄

0
ij)∂0(ϕ)

= Hessij(∂0(ϕ)) − ∂0(Γ̄
l
ij)ϕl − Γ̄0

ij∂
2
0(ϕ) − ∂0(Γ̄

0
ij)∂0(ϕ).

Here k runs from 0 to n and the tangential index l runs from 1 to n (n = 4). In the last equality,
we used the fact that for tangential indices, the restriction of the Christoffel symbols Γ̄l

ij to

M coincide with the Christoffel symbols Γl
ij of the induced metric h on M . Now the general

variation formula

δ(Γk
ij) =

1

2

(
∇i(δ(g))

k
j +∇j(δ(g))

k
i −∇k(δ(g))ij

)

(with ∇ for g) implies

∂0(Γ̄
l
ij) = ∇i(L)

l
j +∇j(L)

l
i −∇l(L)ij

= ∇i(L̊)
l
j +∇j(L̊)

l
i −∇l(L̊)ij +Hjh

l
i +Hih

l
j −H lhij

using hr = h+2Lr+ · · · . Moreover, the identity Γ̄0
ij = −1

2h
′
ij and the expansion hr = h+2Lr+

(L2 − Ḡ)r2 + · · · imply

Γ̄0
ij = −Lij , (8.9)

∂0(Γ̄
0
ij) = −L2

ij + Ḡij. (8.10)

Hence

∂0(Hessij(ϕ)) = Hessij(∂0(ϕ))

− (∇i(L̊)
l
j +∇j(L̊)

l
i −∇l(L̊)ij)ϕl −Hjϕi −Hiϕj +H lϕlhij

+ Lij∂
2
0(ϕ) + L2

ij∂0(ϕ)− Ḡij∂0(ϕ).

Thus (8.8) implies

∇̄0(Hess(ϕ))ij = Hessij(∂0(ϕ))

− (∇i(L̊)
l
j +∇j(L̊)

l
i −∇l(L̊)ij)ϕl −Hjϕi −Hiϕj +H lϕlhij

− ((L̊2)ij + 2HL̊ij +H2hij)∂0(ϕ) + Lij∂
2
0(ϕ)− Ḡij∂0(ϕ)

− L̊l
iHesslj(ϕ) − L̊l

j Hessil(ϕ) − 2H Hessij(ϕ).

By contraction with L̊, we obtain

(L̊, ∇̄0(Hess(ϕ))) = (L̊,Hess(∂0(ϕ)))

− 2L̊ij∇i(L̊)
l
jϕl + L̊ij∇l(L̊)ijϕl − 2L̊ijHiϕj

− tr(L̊3)∂0(ϕ) − 2H|L̊|2∂0(ϕ) + |L̊|2∂2
0(ϕ) − (L̊, Ḡ)∂0(ϕ)

− 2(L̊2,Hess(ϕ)) − 2H(L̊,Hess(ϕ)).

Reordering gives

(L̊, ∇̄0(Hess(ϕ))) = (L̊,Hess(∂0(ϕ)))

+ L̊ij∇l(L̊)ijϕl − 2L̊ij∇i(L̊)
l
jϕl − 2L̊ijHiϕj − 2(L̊2,Hess(ϕ)) − 2H(L̊,Hess(ϕ))

+ |L̊|2∂2
0(ϕ)− tr(L̊3)∂0(ϕ)− 2H|L̊|2∂0(ϕ) − (L̊, Ḡ)∂0(ϕ).
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Now we apply the identities

L̊ij∇l(L̊)ijϕl =
1

2
(d(|L̊|2), dϕ) =

1

2
δ(|L̊|2dϕ)−

1

2
|L̊|2∆(ϕ) (8.11)

and

L̊ij∇i(L̊)
l
jϕl = δ(L̊2dϕ)− (L̊2,Hess(ϕ))− (L̊δ(L̊), dϕ). (8.12)

These relations show that

(L̊, ∇̄0(Hess(ϕ))) = (L̊,Hess(∂0(ϕ)))

−
1

2
|L̊|2∆(ϕ) + 2(L̊δ(L̊), dϕ) − 2H(L̊,Hess(ϕ)) − 2(L̊dH, dϕ)

+ |L̊|2∂2
0(ϕ)− tr(L̊3)∂0(ϕ)− 2H|L̊|2∂0(ϕ)− (L̊, Ḡ)∂0(ϕ)

+
1

2
δ(|L̊|2dϕ) − 2δ(L̊2dϕ).

Combining this result with (8.7) yields

(L̊, ∇̄0(P̄))
•[ϕ] = −(L̊,Hess(∂0(ϕ)))

+
1

2
|L̊|2∆(ϕ)− 2(L̊δ(L̊), dϕ) − 2(L̊P̄0, dϕ) − 2(L̊, P̄)∂0(ϕ)

+ 2H(L̊,Hess(ϕ)) + 2(L̊dH, dϕ)

− |L̊|2∂2
0(ϕ) + tr(L̊3)∂0(ϕ) + 2H|L̊|2∂0(ϕ) + (L̊, Ḡ)∂0(ϕ)

−
1

2
δ(|L̊|2dϕ) + 2δ(L̊2dϕ). (8.13)

Now summarizing the conformal variations (8.5) and (8.13) gives

(L̊,Hess(H) + ∇̄0(P̄))
•[ϕ]

=
1

2
|L̊|2∆(ϕ) − 2(L̊δ(L̊), dϕ) − 2(L̊dH, dϕ) − 2(L̊P̄0, dϕ) +H(L̊,Hess(ϕ))

− |L̊|2∂2
0(ϕ)− 2(L̊, P̄)∂0(ϕ) + (L̊, Ḡ)∂0(ϕ) + tr(L̊3)∂0(ϕ) + 2H|L̊|2∂0(ϕ)

−
1

2
δ(|L̊|2dϕ) + 2δ(L̊2dϕ).

By δ(L̊) = (n−1)dH + (n−1)P̄0 (Codazzi-Mainardi), we have

−2(L̊δ(L̊), dϕ) − 2(L̊dH, dϕ) − 2(L̊P̄0, dϕ) =

(
−2−

2

n−1

)
(L̊δ(L̊), dϕ) = −

2n

n−1
(L̊δ(L̊), dϕ).

Therefore, we conclude that

(L̊,Hess(H) + ∇̄0(P̄))
•[ϕ]

=
1

2
|L̊|2∆(ϕ) −

2n

n− 1
(L̊δ(L̊), dϕ) +H(L̊,Hess(ϕ))

− |L̊|2∂2
0(ϕ)− 2(L̊, P̄)∂0(ϕ) + (L̊, Ḡ)∂0(ϕ) + tr(L̊3)∂0(ϕ) + 2H|L̊|2∂0(ϕ)

−
1

2
δ(|L̊|2dϕ) + 2δ(L̊2dϕ). (8.14)
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Now the decomposition Ḡ = P̄+ P̄00h+W implies (L̊, Ḡ) = (L̊, P̄) + (L̊,W). Hence

(L̊,Hess(H) + ∇̄0(P̄))
•[ϕ]

=
1

2
|L̊|2∆(ϕ)−

2n

n−1
(L̊δ(L̊), dϕ) +H(L̊,Hess(ϕ))

− |L̊|2∂2
0(ϕ)− (L̊, P̄)∂0(ϕ) + (L̊,W)∂0(ϕ) + tr(L̊3)∂0(ϕ) + 2H|L̊|2∂0(ϕ)

−
1

2
δ(|L̊|2dϕ) + 2δ(L̊2dϕ)

Next, we use the Fialkow equation(2.8) to write

(L̊, P̄) =

(
L̊,P−HL̊+

1

n−2
L̊2 +

1

n−2
W

)

= (L̊,P)−H|L̊|2 +
1

n−2
tr(L̊3) +

1

n−2
(L̊,W).

Therefore, we find

(L̊,Hess(H) + ∇̄0(P̄))
•[ϕ]

=
1

2
|L̊|2∆(ϕ)−

2n

n−1
(L̊δ(L̊), dϕ) +H(L̊,Hess(ϕ))

− |L̊|2∂2
0(ϕ) − (L̊,P)∂0(ϕ) +

n−3

2
tr(L̊3)∂0(ϕ) + 3H|L̊|2∂0(ϕ) +

n−3

n−2
(L̊,W)∂0(ϕ)

−
1

2
δ(|L̊|2dϕ) + 2δ(L̊2dϕ).

This proves the first variation formula. For the proof of the second variation formula, we first
observe that

̂(L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0) = e−3ϕ ˆ̊Lij ˆ̄∇0(Ŵ )0ij0

= e−6ϕL̊ij ˆ̄∇0(e
2ϕW )0ij0

= e−6ϕL̊ij(e2ϕ ˆ̄∇0(W )0ij0 + 2∂0(ϕ)e
2ϕW 0ij0)

= e−4ϕL̊ij ˆ̄∇0(W )0ij0 + 2e−4ϕ∂0(ϕ)(L̊,W)

= e−4ϕ(L̊ij ˆ̄∇0(W )0ij0 + 2∂0(ϕ)(L̊,W)). (8.15)

Now the general transformation law (8.6) implies

ˆ̄∇0(W )0ij0 = ∇̄0(W )0ij0 − 2W (∂0(ϕ)∂0, ∂i, ∂j , ∂0) +W (grad(ϕ), ∂i, ∂j , ∂0)

−W (∂0, ∂0(ϕ)∂i, ∂j , ∂0)−W (∂0, ∂i, ∂0(ϕ)∂j , ∂0)

− 2W (∂0, ∂i, ∂j , ∂0(ϕ)∂0) +W (∂0, ∂i, ∂j , grad(ϕ))

= ∇̄0(W )0ij0 − 6∂0(ϕ)W ij +W grad(ϕ)ij0 +W 0ij grad(ϕ).

Hence the right-hand side of (8.15) equals

e−4ϕ(L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0 − 4∂0(ϕ)(L̊,W) + 2L̊ijW grad(ϕ)ij0).

Therefore, we get

(L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0)
•[ϕ] = −2(L̊,W)∂0(ϕ) + 2L̊ijW gradt(ϕ)ij0. (8.16)

Now we further simplify the term

L̊ijW gradt(ϕ)ij0
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using the trace-free Codazzi-Mainardi equation

∇j(L̊)ik −∇i(L̊)jk +
1

n−1
δ(L̊)jhik −

1

n−1
δ(L̊)ihjk = W ijk0

(see (2.6)). It follows that

L̊ijW gradt(ϕ)ij0 = L̊ij∇i(L̊)gradt(ϕ)j − L̊ij∇gradt(ϕ)(L̊)ij +
1

n−1
L̊ijδ(L̊)ihgradt(ϕ)j

= L̊ij∇i(L̊)gradt(ϕ)j −
1

2
(d(|L̊|2), dϕ) +

1

n−1
L̊ijδ(L̊)ihgradt(ϕ)j .

Now (8.12) shows that

L̊ij∇i(L̊)
l
jϕl = δ(L̊2dϕ)− (L̊2,Hess(ϕ))− (L̊δ(L̊), dϕ).

Hence

L̊ijW gradt(ϕ)ij0

= δ(L̊2dϕ) − (L̊2,Hess(ϕ)) − (L̊δ(L̊), dϕ) +
1

2
|L̊|2∆(ϕ)−

1

2
δ(|L̊|2dϕ) +

1

n−1
(L̊δ(L̊), dϕ)

= δ(L̊2dϕ) − (L̊2,Hess(ϕ)) −
n−2

n−1
(L̊δ(L̊), dϕ) +

1

2
|L̊|2∆(ϕ)−

1

2
δ(|L̊|2dϕ)

(see also (7.5)). Thus, we obtain

(L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0)
•[ϕ]

= −2(L̊,W)∂0(ϕ) + 2δ(L̊2dϕ)− 2(L̊2,Hess(ϕ))− 2
n−2

n−1
(L̊δ(L̊), dϕ) + |L̊|2∆(ϕ)− δ(|L̊|2dϕ).

This proves the second formula. �

Remark 8.3. The arguments in the second part of the above proof show that

eϕ ̂∇̄0(W )0ij0 = ∇̄0(W )0ij0 − 4∂0(ϕ)W ij +W grad(ϕ)ij0 +W 0ij grad(ϕ).

Thus, the conformal transformation law eϕ ̂̄Cij0 =
ˆ̄Cij0 = C̄ij0+W grad(ϕ)ij0 for the Cotton tensor

C̄ implies the conformal invariance eϕŜij = Sij of the trace-free symmetric bilinear form

Sij
def
= ∇̄0(W )0ij0 − C̄ij0 − C̄ji0 + 4HW ij (8.17)

on M . As a consequence, the scalar curvature quantity J5
def
= (L̊, S) is a conformal invariant of

weight −4. For more details on J5, we refer to Section 12.2.
For n = 3, the conformally invariant symmetric tensor S recently appeared in [CG19, Lemma

2.1] in connection with the study of the metric variation of the conformally invariant functional
∫

X4

|W |2dvolg + 8

∫

M3

(L̊,W)dvolh (8.18)

on a four-manifold X with boundary M (for more details, we also refer to [GZ20]). This func-
tional generalizes the conformally invariant functional∫

X4

|W |2dvolg

of closed four manifolds X. Critical metrics of the latter functional are Bach-flat. The boundary
term in (8.18) may be regarded as an analog of the Gibbons-Hawking-York term leading to a well-
defined variational problem for the Einstein-Hilbert functional on a manifold with boundary.13

13The fact that the variational problem of the functional (8.18) is well-defined also suggests to expect that the
same combination of a bulk and a boundary term contributes to the integrated conformal anomaly of CFT’s on
a four-manifold with boundary [S16, (14)].
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It was noted in [GZ20] that critical points of the functional (8.18) are Bach-flat and satisfy the
equation S = 0.

For n = 3, the conformal invariant J5 = (L̊, S) of weight −4 also contributes to the singular
Yamabe obstruction B3 of M3 →֒ X4. Indeed, we calculate

(L̊, S) = −L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0 − 2L̊ij∇̄k(W )kij0 + 4H(L̊,W)

= −L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0 − 2(L̊ij∇kW kij0 − (L̊2,W) + 3H(L̊,W)− L̊ijL̊klW kijl) + 4H(L̊,W)

= −L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0 − 2L̊ij∇̄kW kij0 − 2H(L̊,W) + 2(L̊2,W) + 2L̊ijL̊klW kijl

(for the second equality see (12.24) in the proof of Proposition 12.5). Comparing this formula
with

12B3 = 6D((L̊2)◦) + 2D(W)

− 2L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0 − 4L̊ij∇kW kij0 − 4H(L̊,W) + 2|L̊|4 + 16(L̊2,W) + 4|W|2 + 2|W 0|
2

(see [JO22, Theorem 1]) yields

12B3 = 2J5 + 6D((L̊2)◦) + 2|L̊|4 + 2D(W) + 12(L̊2,W) + 4|W|2 + 2|W 0|
2. (8.19)

Remark 8.4. In the proof of Corollary 2 in Section 5, we need to know how (L̊, ∇̄0(P̄)) trans-
forms under the conformal change from ḡ to ˆ̄g = e2ω ḡ. In addition to the terms which are
linear in ω, this also requires determining the non-linear contributions by ω. By the conformal
transformation law

ˆ̄
P = P̄−Hess(ω) + dω ⊗ dω −

1

2
|dω|2ḡ,

all non-linear contributions by ω are caused by (L̊, ˆ̄∇0(Hess(ω))) and

(L̊, ˆ̄∇0(dω ⊗ ω))−
1

2
(L̊, ˆ̄∇0(|dω|

2ḡ)).

But ω = 0 on M implies ˆ̄∇0(dω ⊗ ω)ij = 0, and one easily sees that ˆ̄∇0(|dω|
2ḡ)ij is a multiple

of hij . The latter term vanishes by contraction with L̊. It remains to determine the non-linear

contributions which are caused by ˆ̄∇0(Hess(ω))ij . But

ˆ̄∇0(Hess(ω))ij = ∇̄0(Hess(ω))ij − 2Hess(ω)ij∂0(ω)

= ∇̄0(Hess(ω))ij − 2Lij(∂0(ω))
2

= ∇̄0(Hess(ω))ij − 2LijH
2

using ω = 0, ∂0(ω) = −H and Hessij(ω) = Hessij(ω) + Lij∂0(ω) = Lij∂0(ω) on M . Therefore,

the additional contribution to (L̊, ∇̄0(P̄)) is the term 2H2|L̊|2.

With the above preparations, we are able to give a

Proof of Proposition 8.1. For the proofs of the conformal invariance of Ji, we combine (8.3) and
(8.4) with the variation formulas

(H(L̊,W))•[ϕ] = (L̊,W)∂0(ϕ), (L̊2,P)•[ϕ] = −(L̊2,Hess(ϕ)), (J|L̊|2)•[ϕ] = −|L̊|2∆(ϕ),

(12.4), (12.6) and

(|δ(L̊)|2)•[ϕ] = 2(n − 1)(L̊δ(L̊), dϕ), (8.20)

The latter relation follows from

e4ϕ ̂(δ(L̊), δ(L̊)) = eϕδ̂(L̊)ie
ϕδ̂(L̊)jh

ij = (δ(L̊) + (n− 1)L̊dϕ)i(δ(L̊) + (n− 1)L̊dϕ)jh
ij

using (12.3) (for λ = −1). These variation formulas easily imply that the conformal variations
of J1 and J2 vanish. We omit the details. �
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As an application of the local invariants J1, J2 in general dimensions, we obtain the following
decomposition of Q4.

Theorem 8.5. In general dimensions, the extrinsic Q-curvature Q4 admits the decomposition

Q4 = Q4 −
15n4−49n3+36n2+24n−32

8(n−3)(n−2)2(n−1)2
I1 +

2(5n2−14n+9)
(n−3)(n−2)2

I2 +
2(n−1)2

(n−3)(n−2)2
I4 +

4(3n−5)(n−1)
(n−3)(n−2)2

I6

− 4J1 + 2J2 + (n − 4)E4 + total divergence,

where

E4
def
= 4

n−3 L̊
ij∇̄0(W )0ij0 −

2(n−1)
(n−3)(n−2) (P,W) + 8

n−3H(L̊,W)

− 2(4n−7)
(n−3)(n−2) (L̊

2,P)− n3+n2+8n−20
2(n−1)(n−2)(n−3)(n−6) J|L̊|

2 + 2
(n−1)2

|δ(L̊)|2).

Remark 8.6. In the critical dimension n = 4, we have

E4 = 4L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0 − 3(P,W) + 8H(L̊,W)− 9(L̊2,P)−
5

2
J|L̊|2 +

2

9
|δ(L̊)|2.

A calculation shows that(∫

M

E4dvolh

)•

[ϕ] =

∫

M

ϕ

[
δδ(L̊2) +

1

6
∆(|L̊|2) + 4δ(L̊δ(L̊)) + 3δδ(W)

]
dvolh.

The integrand on the right-hand side is given by the divergence part of Q4 (see (1.17)). This
result also follows using general principles. Let n > 4. Combining the variation formula

(∫

M

Q4dvolh

)•

[ϕ] = (n− 4)

∫

M

ϕQ4dvolh

(and similarly for Q4) with the decomposition Q4 = Q4+I+(n−4)E4+δ with a local conformal
invariant I of weight −4 and a total divergence δ yields

(n− 4)

∫

M

ϕQ4dvolh = (n− 4)

∫

M

ϕQ4dvolh+(n− 4)

∫

M

ϕIdvolh+(n− 4)

(∫

M

E4dvolh

)•

[ϕ].

We divide by n− 4 and conclude that

(n− 4)

∫

M

ϕE4dvolh +

∫

M

ϕδdvolh =

(∫

M

E4dvolh

)•

[ϕ].

Now continuation in dimension implies
(∫

M

E4dvolh

)•

[ϕ] =

∫

M

ϕδdvolh

for n = 4.

The following result is the special case of Proposition 8.1 in the critical dimension n = 4.

Lemma 8.7. In dimension n = 4, the quantities

J1
def
= L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0 + 2H(L̊,W) +

2

9
|δ(L̊)|2 − 2(L̊2,P) + J|L̊|2 − δδ(L̊2) (8.21)

and

J2
def
=(L̊, ∇̄0(P̄)) +H(L̊,P)−

1

2
H(L̊,W) + (L̊,Hess(H))

+
4

9
|δ(L̊)|2 − P̄00|L̊|

2 +
1

2
J|L̊|2 −

3

2
H2|L̊|2 −

1

2
H tr(L̊3)− δδ(L̊2) +

1

4
∆(|L̊|2) (8.22)

are local conformal invariants of weight −4 of the embedding M4 →֒ X5, i.e., it holds e4ι
∗(ϕ)Ĵi =

Ji for all ϕ ∈ C∞(X), i = 1, 2.
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The integrated invariant J1 in the critical dimension n = 4 was discovered in [AS21] (for more
details, we refer to Section 12.3).

We continue to consider the invariants J1i and J2 for n = 4. Then the relation C = −4J1+2J2

immediately implies

Corollary 8.8. C•[ϕ] = 0.

This also completes the proof of Theorem 2.
We continue with the

Proof of Theorem 3. Corollary 2 and Lemma 7.5 show that, in the critical dimension n = 4, the
extrinsic Q-curvature Q4 is given by the sum of

2J2 − 2|P|2 + C +
9

2
|W|2 + 21(L̊2,W) +

33

2
tr(L̊4)−

14

3
|L̊|4 (8.23)

and the divergence terms

−∆(J) + 2∆(|L̊|2) +
1

6
∆(|L̊|2) + 6δ(L̊δ(L̊)) + 3δδ(W) + 3δ(L̊ijW 0ij·).

By Theorem 2, the individual terms in (8.23), except 2J2 − 2|P|2 are local conformal invariants.
Since Pf4 = J

2 − |P|2 + 1
8 |W |2, this proves Theorem 3. �

We finish this section with the formulation of a conjectural decomposition of the critical
extrinsic Q-curvature in higher dimensions. Its role in more general contexts will be discussed
in Section 12.3.

Conjecture 8.9. Let n be even. Then the critical extrinsic Q-curvature Qn(g) is a linear com-
bination of Qn(h), local conformal invariants of the embedding M →֒ X and a total divergence.
By the Deser-Schwimmer decomposition of Qn(h) (see [A12]), this is equivalent to the existence
of a decomposition of Qn(g) as a linear combination of the Pfaffian of (M,h), local conformal
invariants of the embedding and a total divergence.

Let n be odd. Then Qn(g) is a linear combination of local conformal invariants of the embed-
ding M →֒ X and a total divergence.

9. The Graham-Reichert functional

In [GR20], Graham and Reichert studied the asymptotic expansion of the volume of minimal
hypersurfaces M (of arbitrary codimension) in a Poincaré-Einstein background X. The coeffi-
cient of log ε (ε being a cut-off parameter) in these expansions is a global conformal invariant.
We shall refer to it as the Graham-Reichert functional.

In the codimension-one special case, the following result describes the structure of the Graham-
Reichert functional EGR of M4 →֒ X5 from the perspective of an analog of Conjecture 8.9 (see
also Corollary 9.8).

Lemma 9.1. It holds

8EGR =

∫

M

(J2 − |P|2)dvolh

+

∫

M

(
−(L̊2,P)− (P,W) +

1

2
J|L̊|2 +

1

9
|δ(L̊)|2 + B̄00

)
dvolh

+

∫

M

(
1

12
|L̊|4 −

1

4
tr(L̊4)

)
dvolh −

∫

M

(
1

4
|W|2 +

1

2
(L̊2,W)

)
dvolh (9.1)
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or, equivalently,

8EGR =

∫

M

(J2 − |P|2)dvolh

+
1

2

∫

M

J1dvolh −

∫

M

(
1

2
L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0 +H(L̊,W) + (P,W)− B̄00

)
dvolh

+

∫

M

(
1

12
|L̊|4 −

1

4
tr(L̊4)

)
dvolh −

∫

M

(
1

4
|W|2 +

1

2
(L̊2,W)

)
dvolh. (9.2)

We recall that J2 − |P|2 = Pf4 −
1
8 |W |2.

All integrals in Lemma 9.1 are conformally invariant (see Remark 9.3).

Proof. In the codimension-one case, [GR20, Proposition 5.1] is equivalent to

8EGR =

∫

M

(
|dH|2 −H2|L̊|2 + 3H4

)
dvolh

+

∫

M

(
2Hhij∇̄0(P̄)ij + 4(P̄0, dH) + 5H2hijP̄ij − 8P̄00H

2
)
dvolh

+

∫

M

(
−P̄

ij
P̄ij + (P̄0, P̄0) + (hijP̄ij)

2 − hijB̄ij

)
dvolh, (9.3)

where B̄ is the Bach tensor of the background metric. Let Ḡ = Ric− 4J̄ḡ be the Einstein tensor
of ḡ on X5. Then

∇̄0(P̄)00 =
1

3
∇̄0(Ric − J̄ḡ)00

=
1

3
∇̄0(Ḡ)00 + ∇̄0(J̄ḡ)00

=
1

3
(−δ(Ric0)− 4HRic00 + (L,Ric)) + J̄

′

using Lemma 4.4. Hence

hij∇̄0(P̄)ij = ∇̄0(J̄)− ∇̄0(P̄)00

=
1

3
(δ(Ric0) + 4HRic00 − (L,Ric))

= δ(P̄0) + 4HP00 − (L, P̄).

This yields the relation
∫

M

Hhij∇̄0(P̄)ijdvolh =

∫

M

(4H2
P̄00 −H(L, P̄) +Hδ(P̄0))dvolh.

Now, abbreviating the first integral in (9.3) by (·)Guven, we find

8EGR = (·)Guven +

∫

M

(−2H(L̊, P̄) + 3H2hijP̄ij + 2(dH, P̄0))dvolh

+

∫

M

(−P̄
ij
P̄ij + (P̄0, P̄0) + (hij P̄ij)

2 − hijB̄ij)dvolh

using partial integration. Next, we substitute the Fialkow equation

P̄ = P−HL̊−
1

2
H2h+

1

2

(
L̊2 −

|L̊|2

6
h+W

)
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(see (2.8)) and hijP̄ij = J̄ − P̄00 = J + 1
6 |L̊|

2 − 2H2 (by the Gauss equation) into that formula
and simplify the result. This gives

8EGR =

∫

M

(J2 − |P|2)dvolh +

∫ (
|dH|2 + 2(dH, P̄0) + |P̄0|

2
)
dvolh

+

∫

M

(
1

2
J|L̊|2 − (L̊2,P) +

1

12
|L̊|4 −

1

4
tr(L̊4)

)
dvolh

−

∫

M

(
(P,W) +

1

2
(L̊2,W) +

1

4
|W|2 + hijB̄ij

)
dvolh.

But the relation 3P̄0 + 3dH = δ(L̊) (Codazzi-Mainardi) shows that

|dH|2 + 2(dH, P̄0) + |P̄0|
2 =

1

9
|δ(L̊)|2.

Thus, we finally arrive at

8EGR =

∫

M

(J2 − |P|2)dvolh +

∫

M

(
1

9
|δ(L̊)|2 +

1

2
J|L̊|2 − (L̊2,P) +

1

12
|L̊|4 −

1

4
tr(L̊4)

)
dvolh

−

∫

M

(
(P,W) +

1

2
(L̊2,W) +

1

4
|W|2 + hijB̄ij

)
dvolh.

This implies the assertion using hijB̄ij = −B̄00 since B̄ is trace-free. �

Remark 9.2. As a cross-check of the coefficients in the first integral in the last line of (9.2),
one may verify the relation∫

M

(|dH|2 −H2|L̊|2 + 3H4)dvolh

=

∫

M

(J2 − |P|2)dvolh +

∫

M

1

2
J1dvolh +

∫

M

(
1

12
|L̊|4 −

1

4
tr(L̊4)

)
dvolh

for the flat background R5 using (10.1) and δ(L̊) = 3dH.

Remark 9.3. The first integral in (9.2) is a global conformal invariant. J1 and the integrands
in the third line of (9.2) are local conformal invariants. Thus, the conformal invariance of the
functional EGR implies that of the integral

∫

M

(
1

2
L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0 +H(L̊,W) + (P,W)− B̄00

)
dvolh. (9.4)

We give an independent proof of this fact.

Second proof Remark 9.3. First, we note that
(∫

M

(
1

2
L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0 +H(L̊,W)

)
dvolh

)•

[ϕ] =

∫

M

L̊ijW kij0ϕ
kdvolh = −

∫

M

δ(L̊ijW 0ij·)ϕdvolh

(using (8.16) and partial integration). Second, we have
(∫

M

(P,W)dvolh

)•

[ϕ] = −

∫

M

(Hess(ϕ),W)dvolh = −

∫

M

δδ(W)ϕdvolh.

Finally, the conformal transformation law

e2ϕB̂ij = Bij + (n− 4)(Cijk + Cjik)ϕ
k + (n− 4)Wkijlϕ

kϕl

with Cijk = ∇k(P)ij −∇j(P)ik implies (for n = 5)
(∫

M

B̄00dvolh

)•

[ϕ] = 2

∫

M

C̄00kϕ
kdvolh = −2

∫

M

δ(C̄00·)ϕdvolh.
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But, the general formula

(n− 3)Cijk = div1(W )ijk = ∇a(W )aijk

implies (for n = 5)
2C̄00k = div1(W )00k = ∇̄a(W )a00k .

Now

∇̄a(W )a00k = ∂a(W a00k)−W (∇̄a(∂a), ∂0, ∂0, ∂k)−W (∂a, ∂0, ∂0, ∇̄
a(∂k))

−W (∂a, ∇̄
a(∂0), ∂0, ∂k)−W (∂a, ∂0, ∇̄

a(∂0), ∂k).

Note that the terms for a = 0 vanish. Thus, it suffices to let the summation run only over the
tangential index a = 1, . . . , 4. But for such a it holds ∇̄a(∂k) = ∇a(∂k) and ∇̄a(∂0) = Laj∂j .
Hence

∇̄a(W )a00k = δ(W)k −W aj0kL
aj −W a0jkL

aj = δ(W)k −W a0jkL
aj = δ(W)k −W a0jkL̊

aj

and we find
2C̄00k = δ(W)k +W 0ajkL̊

aj . (9.5)

Therefore, we get the variation formula

−

(∫

M

B̄00dvolh

)•

[ϕ] =

∫

M

(
δδ(W) + δ(W 0ij·L̊

ij)
)
ϕdvolh.

These conformal variation formulas imply that the conformal variation of (9.4) vanishes. �

It is also worth emphasizing the conformal invariance of the second integral in the decompo-
sition (9.1) of the functional EGR.

Corollary 9.4. The integral
∫

M

(
(L̊2,P)−

1

2
J|L̊|2 −

1

9
|δ(L̊)|2 + (P,W)− B̄00

)
dvolh (9.6)

is conformally invariant.

This result also follows from the following local fact.

Lemma 9.5. The curvature quantity

J4
def
=

2

9
|δ(L̊)|2 − 2(L̊2,P) + J|L̊|2 − 2(P,W) + 2B̄00 − δδ(L̊2)− δδ(W) (9.7)

of the embedding M4 →֒ X5 is conformally invariant of weight −4, i.e., it holds

e4ι
∗(ϕ)Ĵ4 = J4

for all ϕ ∈ C∞(X).

Proof. We prove that the conformal variation of J4 vanishes. We recall that

(L̊2,P)•[ϕ] = −(L̊2,Hess(ϕ)), (J|L̊|2)•[ϕ] = −|L̊|2∆(ϕ)

and
(|δ(L̊)|2)•[ϕ] = 6(δ(L̊), L̊dϕ)

(see (8.20)). Hence the conformal variation of the first three terms in (9.7) equals

2(L̊2,Hess(ϕ)) − |L̊|2∆(ϕ) +
4

3
(δ(L̊), L̊dϕ)

= −2(δ(L̊2), dϕ) + (d(|L̊|2), dϕ) +
4

3
(L̊δ(L̊), dϕ) + 2δ(L̊2dϕ)− δ(|L̊|2dϕ).

By (7.5) (for n = 4), this sum equals

−2(L̊ijW 0ij·, dϕ) + 2δ(L̊2dϕ)− δ(|L̊|2dϕ).
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We also recall that (δδ(L̊2))•[ϕ] = 2δ(L̊2dϕ)− δ(|L̊|2dϕ) (see (12.4)). Thus,
(
2

9
|δ(L̊)|2 − 2(L̊2,P) + J|L̊|2 − δδ(L̊2)

)•

[ϕ] = −2(L̊ijW 0ij·, dϕ)

= 2δ(L̊ijW 0ij·)ϕ− 2δ(L̊ijW 0ij·ϕ). (9.8)

Next, we calculate

(B̄00)
•[ϕ] = 2C̄00kϕ

k

= −2δ(C̄00·)ϕ+ 2δ(C̄00·ϕ)

= −δδ(W)ϕ− δ(W 0ij·L̊
ij)ϕ+ 2δ(C̄00·ϕ) (9.9)

using arguments in the proof of Remark 9.3 and (9.5). Finally, we find

(P,W)•[ϕ] = −(Hess(ϕ),W)

= (dϕ, δ(W))− δ(Wdϕ)

= −δδ(W)ϕ+ δ(δ(W)ϕ) − δ(Wdϕ). (9.10)

Summarizing the results (9.8)–(9.10) shows that the conformal variation of (9.7) (up to the last
term) equals

4δ(C̄00·ϕ)− 2δ(L̊ijW 0ij·ϕ)− 2δ(δ(W)ϕ) + 2δ(Wdϕ)

= 2δ(δ(W)ϕ) + 2δ(L̊ijW 0ij·ϕ)− 2δ(L̊ijW 0ij·ϕ)− 2δ(δ(W)ϕ) + 2δ(Wdϕ) (by (9.5))

= 2δ(Wdϕ)

= (δδ(W))•[ϕ].

This proves that (J4)
•[ϕ] = 0. The proof is complete. �

As a corollary of Lemma 9.5 and the conformal invariance of J1, we obtain the following
improvement of Remark 9.3.

Corollary 9.6. The curvature quantity

J3
def
= J4 − J1 =

1

2
L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0 +H(L̊,W) + (P,W)− B̄00 +

1

2
δδ(W) (9.11)

is conformally invariant of weight −4.

Note that J3 vanishes if W = 0.
Finally, we rewrite the second relation in Lemma 9.1 in terms of the Pfaffian Pf4 and the

invariants Ij, J1. In particular, this requires expressing |W |2 and J3 in terms of the invariants
Ij.

Lemma 9.7. In dimension n = 4, it holds

|W |2 = |W |2 +
7

3
I1 − 4I2 − 2I4 + 4Ī5 − 4I6. (9.12)

Proof. In general dimensions, the Gauss equation (2.10) implies

|W |2 = |W −
1

2
(L̊ ? L̊)−F ? h|2

= |W |2 +
1

4
|L̊ ? L̊|2 + |F ? h|2 − (L̊ ? L̊,W )− 2(F ? h,W ) + (L̊ ? L̊,F ? h).
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Now using

|L̊ ? L̊|2 = 8|L̊|4 − 8 tr(L̊4),

|F ? h|2 = 4(n − 2)|F|2 + 4 tr(F)2,

(L̊ ? L̊,W ) = −4L̊ilL̊jkW ijkl,

(F ? h,W ) = 4(F ,W),

(L̊ ? L̊,F ? h) = −8(F , L̊2).

We apply these results in dimension n = 4. Then

|W |2 = |W |2 + 2|L̊|4 − 2 tr(L̊4) + 8|F|2 + 4 tr(F)2 + 4Ī5 − 8(F ,W)− 8(F , L̊2).

In order to make that relation explicit, we recall that 2F = L̊2 − 1
6 |L̊|

2h+W. Hence

tr(F) =
1

6
|L̊|2,

|F|2 = −
1

18
I1 +

1

4
I2 +

1

4
I4 +

1

2
I6,

(F ,W) =
1

2
I4 +

1

2
I6,

(F , L̊2) = −
1

12
I1 +

1

2
I2 +

1

2
I6.

Summarizing these results completes the proof. �

Moreover, [AS22] provides the additional relation

J3 =
1

2
Ī5 +

1

2
I6 −

1

4
I7, (9.13)

up to a divergence. Note that this formula implies that the integral of J3 vanishes if L̊ = 0
using Lemma 7.6.

Now combining (9.12) and (9.13) with the formula

8EGR =

∫

M

(
Pf4 −

1

8
|W |2 +

1

2
J1 − J3 +

1

12
I1 −

1

4
I2 −

1

4
I4 −

1

2
I6

)
dvolh

(see (9.2)) gives the following result.

Corollary 9.8.

8EGR =

∫

M

(
Pf4+

1

2
J1 −

5

24
I1 +

1

4
I2 −

1

8
I3 − Ī5 −

1

2
I6 +

1

4
I7

)
dvolh. (9.14)

Remark 9.9. Corollary 9.8 represents the integrand of the functional EGR (for a hypersurfaces
M4 →֒ X5) as a linear combination of the Pfaffian of M , local conformal invariants of the
embedding and total divergences. Similarly, the Graham-Reichert functional for a closed surface
M2 →֒ Xn+1 (n ≥ 2) is a constant multiple of

∫
M
(|H|2 + trh(P̄))dvolh [GR20, Corollary 5.3].

For n = 2, this integral equals∫

M

(H2 + J̄− P̄00)dvolh =

∫

M

(J+
1

2
|L̊|2)dvolh

(by the Gauss identity). For n = 3, it equals
∫
M
(|H|2 + J̄ − P̄00 − P̄11)dvolh, where {∂0, ∂1}

is an orthonormal basis of the normal space of M . This conformal invariant appears in the
logarithmic term of the entanglement entropy in [S08, (1.1),(A6)]. For general n, the Gauss
equation shows that

n(|H|2 + trh(P̄)) = scal +(L̊, L̊) +

(
−R̄ab

ba +
n− 2

n− 1
Ric

a
a + (n − 2)(H,H)

)
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(if n ≥ 2). Here {∂a} is an orthonormal basis of the normal space of M . The integral of J is a

constant multiple of the Euler characteristic of M (Gauss-Bonnet), (L̊, L̊) and the last term in
brackets are local conformal invariants of M2 →֒ Xn+1.

Another representation of EGR is given in [BGW21b, Section 4]. It is a consequence of the
theory developed in [AGW21].14

10. Energy functionals for a flat background

Here we take a closer look at the energy functionals

CM
def
=

∫

M

Cdvolh and (Ji)M
def
=

∫

M

Jidvolh

for a closed hypersurface M4 →֒ R5 in a flat background. By the Gauss equation, all curvature
data can be expressed in terms of L. As a consequence of the conformal invariance of C, we find

Lemma 10.1. Assume that M4 →֒ R5. Then

IM
def
=

∫

M

(
|dH|2 −H tr(L̊3) +

1

2
H2|L̊|2

)
dvolh

is Möbius invariant, i.e., it holds Iγ(M) = IM for all Möbius transformations γ of R5.

Proof. Let X = R5. We evaluate the integral∫

M

Cdvolh =

∫

M

(
2(L̊,Hess(H)) + 2H(L̊,P) + 8(L̊2,P)− 3J|L̊|2 − 3H2|L̊|2 −H tr(L̊3)

)
dvolh.

Partial integration and δ(L̊) = 3dH (Codazzi-Mainardi) show that
∫

M

(L̊,Hess(H))dvolh = −

∫

M

(δ(L̊), dH)dvolh = −

∫

M

3(dH, dH)dvolh.

The Gauss equation and the Fialkow equation imply

J = 2H2 −
1

6
|L̊|2 and P = −

1

2
L̊2 +

1

12
|L̊|2h+HL̊+

1

2
H2h (10.1)

and 2H(L̊,P) = −H tr(L̊3) + 2H2|L̊|2. Hence

3|L̊|2J = 6H2|L̊|2 −
1

2
|L̊|4 and 8(L̊2,P) = −4 tr(L̊4) + 8H tr(L̊3) + 4H2|L̊|2 +

2

3
|L̊|4.

These results imply

CM =

∫

M

Cdvolh =

∫

M

(
−6|dH|2 + 6H tr(L̊3)− 3H2|L̊|2 +

7

6
|L̊|4 − 4 tr(L̊4)

)
dvolh (10.2)

Now the Möbius invariance of CM implies the assertion. �

Similar arguments yield

Lemma 10.2. For an embedding M4 →֒ R5, it holds
∫

M

J1dvolh =

∫

M

(
2|dH|2 − 2H tr(L̊3) +H2|L̊|2 −

1

3
|L̊|4 + tr(L̊4)

)
dvolh

and ∫

M

J2dvolh =

∫

M

(
|dH|2 −H tr(L̊3) +

1

2
H2|L̊|2 −

1

12
|L̊|4

)
dvolh.

14Even for L̊ = 0, this formulas differs from (9.2). In view of Wm = 0 and I7 = 0 (Lemma 7.6), the
formula in [BGW21b] is equivalent to 8EGR =

∫
M

J
2 − |P|2 + 1

4
I4. On the other hand, (9.2) simplifies to

8EGR =
∫
M

J
2 − |P|2 − 1

4
I4.
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In particular, we find

2

∫

M

J2dvolh −

∫

M

J1dvolh =

∫

M

(
1

6
|L̊|4 − tr(L̊4)

)
dvolh. (10.3)

The relation (10.3) reflects properties of the invariants Jj for general backgrounds. In fact,
this relation follows by combining Proposition 12.5 with Remark 12.4 and I5 = 7

6I1 − 2I2 (see
(12.22)).

Another calculation using (10.1) shows that

J
2 − |P|2 = 3H4 +H tr(L̊3)−

3

2
H2|L̊|2 +

1

12
|L̊|4 −

1

4
tr(L̊4). (10.4)

Hence the conformal invariance of the integral
∫
M
(J2 − |P|2)dvolh implies that the integral

∫

M

(
3H4 +H tr(L̊3)−

3

2
H2|L̊|2

)
dvolh

is Möbius invariant. Combining this with Lemma 10.1 shows that the energy functional

EG
def
=

1

4

∫

M

(
|dH|2 + 3H4 −H2|L̊|2

)
dvolh (10.5)

is Möbius invariant. This result is related to [G05, (61)]. Graham and Reichert [GR20] proved
that the functional EG is a special case of a global conformal invariant

EGR =
1

4

∫

M

(|dH|2 + · · · )dvolh

of M →֒ X5 which appears in the asymptotic expansion of the renormalized volume of a minimal
hypersurface with boundary M →֒ X in a Poincaré-Einstein background with conformal infinity
(X, [g]) (see Section 9). Graham and Reichert noticed that the original calculation in [G05]
dropped a factor of −2. The corrected result [GR20, (1.1)] for M →֒ Rn (for n = 5) states
the Möbius invariance of (10.5).15 For more results on the functional E , we refer to [GR20].
The results in [GR20] suggest regarding the functional EG as a natural analog of the Willmore
functional.

Combining (10.2), (10.4) and (10.5), we find the relation

CM = −24EG + 6

∫

M

(J2 − |P|2)dvolh +

∫

M

(
2

3
|L̊|4 −

5

2
tr(L̊4)

)
dvolh (10.6)

for M4 →֒ R5. In particular, this again shows the Möbius invariance of EG. Together with the
Chern-Gauss-Bonnet formula (1.25), we obtain the relation

CM = 24π2χ(M)− 24EG −
3

4

∫

M

|W |2dvolh +

∫

M

(
2

3
|L̊|4 −

5

2
tr(L̊4)

)
dvolh.

The difference 24π2χ(M) − 24EG can be expressed in terms of the universal invariant Wm
(introduced in [BGW21b]); the proof of the following formula is given in Section 12.4.

Lemma 10.3. 24π2χ(M)− 24EG =
∫
M
(Wm+ 11

6 |L̊|
4 − 5

2 tr(L̊
4))dvolh.

Finally, we observe that the relation (10.6) generalizes to embeddings M4 →֒ S5 in the round
sphere S5 if

EG
def
=

1

4

∫

M

(
|dH|2 + 3H4 −H2|L̊|2 + 6H2 + 3

)
dvolh. (10.7)

By [GR20, (1.2)], this energy functional again is a special case of the Graham-Reichert energy
functional EGR. In the present case, it holds P̄ = 1

2 ḡ (with ḡ being the round metric on S5) and

J̄ = 5
2 . Then P̄00 = 1

2 . The Gauss identity shows that J = Jflat + 2, where Jflat = 2H2 − 1
6 |L̊|

2 is

15Note that [GR20] uses a different normalization of H .
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defined by the same formula as in the case of a flat background. Similarly, the Fialkow equation
shows that P = Pflat +

1
2h, where Pflat is defined by the same formula (10.1) as in the case of a

flat background. Now we calculate
∫

M

Cdvolh =

∫

M

(
−6|dH|2 + 2H(L̊,P) + 8(L̊2,P)− |L̊|2 − 3J|L̊|2 − 3H2|L̊|2 −H tr(L̊3)

)
dvolh

=

∫

M

Cflat + 4|L̊|2 − |L̊|2 − 6|L̊|2 =

∫

M

Cflat − 3|L̊|2,

where Cflat is given by the integrand in (10.2), and

J
2 − |P|2 = (Jflat + 2)2 − |Pflat + 1/2h|2

= J
2
flat − |Pflat|

2 + 4Jflat + 4− Jflat − 1

= J
2
flat − |Pflat|

2 + 6H2 −
1

2
|L̊|2 + 3.

These results imply (10.6) for M4 →֒ S5. In particular, this again shows the Möbius invariance
of the energy (10.7).

11. The singular Yamabe energy of a four-dimensional hypersurface M

The main result of this section is a formula for the singular Yamabe energy

EM
def
=

∫

M

V4dvolh

of M4 →֒ X5 for a general background metric g (Theorem 11.17). Here V4 denotes the fourth-
order singular Yamabe renormalized volume coefficient. The final result will confirm the relation

16EM =

∫

M4

Q4dvolh (11.1)

of conformal invariants proved in [GW17, JO21].
We first recall the definition of the coefficient Vn for a hypersurface Mn →֒ Xn+1. In normal

geodesic coordinates, the metric g takes the form g = dr2 + hr with a one-parameter family hr.
Then the expansion

v(r) = dvolhr
/dvolh =

∑

k≥0

rkvk

defines the volume coeffcients vk ∈ C∞(M) (see (4.1)).
We recall from Section 3 that σ solves the singular Yamabe problem for the hypersurface

Mn →֒ Xn+1 with the background metric g if the scalar curvature of σ−2g equals −n(n+ 1).

Definition 11.1. Let

σ(r) =
∑

k≥1

σ(k)r
k = r + r2σ(2) + r3σ(3) + · · ·

be the expansion of the solution σ(r) of the singular Yamabe problem of Mn →֒ Xn+1 in normal
geodesic coordinates. Let Vn be the coefficient of rn in the expansion of the function

(1 + rσ(2) + r2σ(3) + · · · )−(n+1)v(r).

Note that Definition 11.1 implies that the expansion of

dvolσ−2g = r−(n+1)(1 + σ(2)r + σ(3)r
2 + · · · )−(n+1)v(r)drdvolh

involves a term Vnr
−1drdvolh. By integration, this shows that the total integral of Vn defines

the coefficient of log(ε) in the expansion of the volume. The integral
∫
M

Vndvolh is the singular
Yamabe energy [G17].



EXTRINSIC PANEITZ OPERATORS AND Q-CURVATURES FOR HYPERSURFACES 51

The following result describes the coefficients Vk for k ≤ 4 in terms of σ(k) and vk for k ≤ 4
in the respective critical dimensions. It directly follows from the definition.

Lemma 11.2. In the respective critical dimensions, it holds

V2 = 6σ2
(2) − 3σ(3) − 3σ(2)v1 + v2,

V3 = −20σ3
(2) + 20σ(2)σ(3) − 4σ(4) + 10σ2

(2)v1 − 4σ(3)v1 − 4σ(2)v2 + v3

and

V4 = 70σ4
(2) − 105σ2

(2)σ(3) + 15σ2
(3) + 30σ(2)σ(4) − 5σ(5)

− 35σ3
(2)v1 + 30σ(2)σ(3)v1 − 5σ(4)v1 + 15σ2

(2)v2 − 5σ(3)v2 − 5σ(2)v3 + v4.

In order to determine the coefficients Vk for k ≤ 4, we need explicit formulas for the coefficients
σ(k) for k ≤ 5 and vk for k ≤ 4. We first display such formulas for the coefficients σ(k).

Lemma 11.3 ([JO21]). In general dimensions, it holds

σ(2) =
1

2n
v1,

σ(3) =
2

3(n − 1)
v2 −

1

3n
v21 +

1

3(n− 1)
J̄.

and

σ(4) =
3

4(n− 2)
v3 −

9n2 − 20n + 7

12n(n − 1)(n − 2)
v1v2 +

6n2 − 11n + 1

24n2(n − 2)
v31

+
2n− 1

6n(n − 1)(n − 2)
v1J̄+

1

4(n− 2)
J̄
′ +

1

8n(n− 2)
∆(v1).

Note that 3σ(3) = 2v2 + · · · for n = 2 and 4σ(4) = 3v3 + · · · for n = 3.
Note also that σ(4) has a simple pole at n = 2 with Resn=2(σ(4)) ∼ B2.
In connection with the discussion of V4, we shall apply the following consequences for n = 4.

Corollary 11.4. In the critical dimension n = 4, it holds

σ(2) =
1

8
v1,

σ(3) = −
1

12
v21 +

2

9
v2 +

1

9
J̄

and

σ(4) =
53

768
v31 −

71

288
v1v2 +

3

8
v3 +

7

144
J̄v1 +

1

8
J̄
′ +

1

8
∆(σ(2)).

Finally, we need the following formula for σ(5).
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Lemma 11.5 ([JO21]). In general dimensions, it holds

σ(5) = −
n+ 1

10(n − 3)
|dσ(2)|

2

+
1

5(n− 3)
∆′(σ(2)) +

1

5(n − 3)
∆(σ(3)) +

3n − 1

20(n − 3)(n − 2)n
∆(σ(2))v1

+
1

10(n − 3)
J̄
′′ +

n− 1

4(n− 3)(n − 2)n
J̄
′v1 +

2(3n − 5)

15(n − 3)(n − 1)2
J̄v2

−
4n− 3

20(n − 2)(n − 1)n
J̄v21 +

1

30(n − 1)2
J̄
2

+
48n4 − 247n3 + 387n2 − 179n + 3

60(n − 3)(n − 2)(n − 1)n2
v21v2 −

2(3n2 − 11n+ 10)

15(n − 3)(n − 1)2
v22

−
24n4 − 110n3 + 133n2 − 24n− 3

120(n − 3)(n− 2)n3
v41 −

16n2 − 53n + 27

20(n − 3)(n − 2)n
v1v3 +

4

5(n− 3)
v4.

Note that σ(5) has a simple pole at n = 3 with Resn=3(σ(5)) ∼ B3.
In particular, we obtain

Corollary 11.6. In the critical dimension n = 4, it holds

24σ(5) = −
1133

640
v41 −

213

20
v1v3 +

653

80
v21v2 −

224

45
v22 +

96

5
v4

−
13

20
J̄v21 +

112

45
J̄v2 +

9

4
J̄
′v1 +

4

45
J̄
2 +

12

5
J̄
′′

+
24

5
∆(σ(3)) +

33

20
v1∆(σ(2)) +

24

5
∆′(σ(2))− 12|dσ(2)|

2.

Note that 5σ(5) = 4v4 + · · · for n = 4.
Next, formulas for the volume coefficients vk for k ≤ 4 in terms of the curvature of the

background metric g were displayed in Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 5.1.
These results imply

Corollary 11.7. In general dimensions, it holds 2σ(2) = H and

3(n− 1)σ(3) = −Ric00 − |L̊|2 + J̄ = −(n− 1)P̄00 − |L̊|2.

Hence

3σ(3) = J− J̄−
1

2(n − 1)
|L̊|2 −

n

2
H2.

Moreover, we have

24σ(4) = −3∇̄0Ric00 + J̄
′ + 6(L̊, Ḡ) + 3∆(H) + 6 tr(L̊3) + 13H|L̊|2 − 7HRic00 + 10H J̄

for n = 3.

Proof. The formula for σ(2) is obvious from Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 11.3. Similarly, these results
imply

3(n − 1)σ(3) = (−Ric00 − |L̊|2 + n(n− 1)H2)− n(n− 1)H2 + J̄.

This identity simplifies the second claim. Finally, a direct calculation yields the third formula.
�

The formulas in Corollary 11.7 are equivalent to [GG19, (2.16), (2.17), (2.19)].
Next, we use the above results to find explicit formulas for the coefficients Vk (k ≤ 4).
First of all, combining Lemma 11.2 with Lemma 4.3 and Corollary 11.7 gives
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Lemma 11.8. Let n = 2. Then

2V2 = 12σ2
(2) − 6σ(3) − 6σ(2)v1 + 2v2

= −2v2 +
1

4
v21 − 2J̄

= Ric00 + |L̊|2 −H2 − 2J̄.

Corollary 11.9. Let n = 2. Then

V2 =
1

4
|L̊|2 −

1

2
J.

Hence ∫

M

V2dvolh =
1

4

∫

M

|L̊|2dvolh − πχ(M).

Proof. By the Gauss equation for J̄, we have

1

4
|L̊|2 −

1

2
J =

1

4
|L̊|2 −

1

2
(J̄− P̄00 −

1

2
|L̊|2 +H2).

But P̄00 = Ric00 − J̄. This implies the first assertion. The second claim follows from the
Gauss-Bonnet formula. �

In particular, the total integral of V2 is conformally invariant.
Similarly, Lemma 11.2 implies

Lemma 11.10. Let n = 3. Then

V3 = −20σ3
(2) + 20σ(2)σ(3) − 4σ(4) + 10σ2

(2)v1 − 4σ(3)v1 − 4σ(2)v2 + v3.

Evaluation of this formula using the above results yields

Lemma 11.11. Let n = 3. Then

6V3 = −
8

9
v31 + 4v1v2 − 12v3 − 4v1J̄− 6J̄′ −∆(v1)

= 2∇̄0(Ric)00 − 6J̄′ − 4(L̊, Ḡ) + 8HRic00 −∆(v1)− 12H J̄− 4 tr(L̊3). (11.2)

Next, we simplify (11.2). The second Bianchi identity enables us to remove the normal
derivatives in (11.2). Let Ḡ = Ric − 1

2scalḡ be the Einstein tensor of the background metric ḡ
on X. The argument rests on the identity

∇̄0(Ric)00 − 3J̄′ = ∇̄0(Ḡ)00
!
= −δ(Ric0)− 3HRic00 + (L,Ric) (11.3)

(see Lemma 4.4).

Corollary 11.12. Let n = 3. Then it holds

6V3 = −2δδ(L̊)− 4(L̊,F) + ∆(H).

Thus, V3 is a sum of a linear combination of the local conformal invariant (L̊,F) and some
divergence terms. In particular,

∫

M

V3dvolh = −
2

3

∫

M

(L̊,F)dvolh.

Corollary 11.12 implies the conformal invariance of the total integral of V3 using that of the
Fialkow tensor F .
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Proof. By (11.3), the formula (11.2) simplifies to

6V3 = −2δ(Ric0) + 2HRic00 + 2(L,Ric)− 4(L̊, Ḡ)− 12H J̄− 4 tr(L̊3)− 3∆(H).

By Ric = 2P̄+ J̄h and Ḡ = P̄+ P̄00h+W, we get

2HRic00 + 2(L,Ric)− 4(L̊, Ḡ)− 12H J̄ = −4(L̊,W).

Therefore, we obtain

6V3 = −2δ(Ric0)− 4(L̊,W)− 4 tr(L̊3)− 3∆(H).

On the other hand, (2.5) gives δδ(L̊) = δ(Ric0) + 2∆(H). Hence

−2δδ(L̊)− 4(L̊,F) + ∆(H) = −2δ(Ric0)− 4∆(H)− 4 tr(L̊3)− 4(L̊,W) + ∆(H).

This completes the proof. �

Now we turn to the discussion of V4 in dimension n = 4. Lemma 11.2 gives

Lemma 11.13. Let n = 4. Then

V4 = 70σ4
(2) − 105σ2

(2)σ(3) + 15σ2
(3) + 30σ(2)σ(4) − 5σ(5)

− 35σ3
(2)v1 + 30σ(2)σ(3)v1 − 5σ(4)v1 + 15σ2

(2)v2 − 5σ(3)v2 − 5σ(2)v3 + v4.

The evaluation of this formula using Corollary 11.4 and Corollary 11.6 yields

Lemma 11.14. Let n = 4. Then

24V4 =
981

256
v41 −

159

8
v21v2 + 16v22 + 27v1v3 − 72v4

+ 4J̄2 +
3

4
J̄v21 − 8J̄v2 − 15J̄′v1 − 12J̄′′

− 12v1∆(σ(2))− 24∆(σ(3))− 24∆′(σ(2)) + 60|dσ(2)|
2.

Finally, the evaluation of the latter result using the formulas for the volume coefficients vk in
Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 5.1 gives

Proposition 11.15. Let n = 4. Then

24V4 = 3∇̄2
0(Ric)00 − 12J̄′′ + 24H∇̄0(Ric)00 − 60H J̄

′ − 6L̊ij∇̄0(R̄)0ij0

− 48H∆(σ(2))− 24∆(σ(3))− 24∆′(σ(2)) + 60|dσ(2)|
2

+ 6|Ḡ|2 − 5(Ric00)
2 + 4Ric00J̄+ 4J̄2

+ 24(L̊2, Ḡ)− 10|L̊|2Ric00 + 4|L̊|2J̄− 12H(L̊, Ḡ) + 27H2Ric00 − 36H2
J̄

+ 18 tr(L̊4) + 12H tr(L̊3)− 9H2|L̊|2 − 5|L̊|4 + 9H4.

We continue with a simplification of the formula in Proposition 11.15.
First, we again use the second Bianchi identity to remove the second-order normal derivatives

of the Ricci tensor. Lemma 5.2 implies that

3∇̄2
0(Ric)00 − 12J̄′′ + 24H∇̄0(Ric)00 − 60H J̄

′ = 3∇̄2
0(Ḡ)00 + 24H∇̄0(Ric)00 − 60H J̄

′

equals the sum of

− 15H∇̄0(Ric)00 + 24H J̄
′ + 24H∇̄0(Ric)00 − 60H J̄

′

= 9H∇̄0(Ric)00 − 36H J̄
′

= 9H∇̄0(Ḡ)00

= −9Hδ(Ric0)− 36H2Ric00 + 9H(L,Ric) (11.4)
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and

6(L̊,∇(Ric0))− 3δ(∇̄0(Ric)0) + 3(L̊, ∇̄0(Ric))

+ 3Hδ(Ric0)− 9(dH,Ric0) + 6(δ(L̊),Ric0)− 3δ((L̊Ric)0)

+ 3|L|2Ric00 − 3(L2,Ric) + 3(Ric00)
2 − 3(Ḡ,Ric). (11.5)

Thus, we have proved

Proposition 11.16. 24V4 equals the sum of (11.4), (11.5),

−6L̊ij∇̄0(R̄)0ij0,

60|dσ(2)|
2 − 48H∆(σ(2))− 24∆′(σ(2))− 24∆(σ(3)) (11.6)

and

6|Ḡ|2 − 5(Ric00)
2 + 4Ric00J̄+ 4J̄2

+ 24(L̊2, Ḡ)− 10|L̊|2Ric00 + 4|L̊|2J̄− 12H(L̊, Ḡ) + 27H2Ric00 − 36H2
J̄

+ 18 tr(L̊4) + 12H tr(L̊3)− 9H2|L̊|2 − 5|L̊|4 + 9H4.

Since we are only interested in the total integral of V4, we may ignore the total divergences in
Proposition 11.16. These are the terms δ(∇̄0(Ric)0), δ((L̊Ric)0) in (11.5) and ∆(σ(3)) in (11.6).
Furthermore, partial integration shows that

∫

M

−9Hδ(Ric0)− 9(dH,Ric0) = 0

and ∫

M

6(L̊,∇(Ric0)) + 6(δ(L̊),Ric0) = 0.

Therefore, we may omit these four terms in (11.4) and (11.5).
Next, we evaluate the terms in (11.6). We recall that we omit the term ∆(σ(3)). The variation

formula

∆′(u) = −2(L,Hess(u))− 2(δ(L), du) + (d tr(L), du)

implies

∆′(u) = −2(L,Hess(u))− 4(dH, du) − 2(Ric0, du)

using δ(L) = 4dH + 3P̄0 (Codazzi-Mainardi). Hence

60|dσ(2)|
2 − 48H∆(σ(2))− 24∆′(σ(2))

= 15|dH|2 − 24H∆(H) + 24((L,Hess(H)) + 2|dH|2 + (Ric0, dH))

By partial integration, the integral of this sum equals
∫

M

(87|dH|2 − 24(δ(L), dH) + 24(Ric0, dH))dvolh = −9

∫

M

|dH|2dvolh

again using δ(L) = 4dH +3P̄0. On the other hand, the integrals of (11.4) and (11.5) contribute

−3

∫

M

(dH,Ric0)dvolh.

Together with the above terms, this gives
∫

M

−3(dH,Ric0)− 9|dH|2dvolh = −3

∫

M

(dH, δ(L̊))dvolh = 3

∫

M

(L̊,Hess(H))dvolh.

Now simplification of the remaining terms proves
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Theorem 11.17. Let n = 4. Then

8

∫

M

V4dvolh =

∫

M

(
J
2 − |P|2 +

9

4
|W|2

)
dvolh

+

∫

M

(
(L̊, ∇̄0(P̄))− 2L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0 + (L̊,Hess(H)) +H(L̊,P)−

9

2
H(L̊,W)

)
dvolh

+

∫

M

(
4(L̊2,P)− |L̊|2P̄00 −

3

2
J|L̊|2 −

3

2
H2|L̊|2 −

1

2
H tr(L̊3)

)
dvolh

+

∫

M

(
21

2
(L̊2,W) +

33

4
tr(L̊4)−

7

3
|L̊|4

)
dvolh.

Proof. We first verify the first two terms in the second line. The terms in (11.5) and (5.8) yield
the contributions

− 2L̊ij∇̄0(R̄)0ij0 + (L̊, ∇̄0(Ric))

= −2L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0 −
2

3
(L̊, ∇̄0(Ric)) + (L̊, ∇̄0(Ric))

= −2L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0 + (L̊, ∇̄0(P̄))

using the relation

3L̊ij∇̄0(R̄)0ij0 = 3L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0 + (L̊, ∇̄0(Ric)).

The remaining terms follow by direct calculation using the following identities. First, we note
that 8J̄ = scal and Ric = 3P̄+ J̄h. Now it holds

J̄ = J+ P̄00 +
1

6
|L̊|2 − 2H2

(Gauss equation) and

P̄ = P−HL̊−
1

2
H2h+

1

2

(
L̊2 −

1

6
|L̊|2h+W

)

(Fialkow equation). Finally, Ric00 = 3P̄00 + J̄ and Ḡ = P̄ + P̄00h + W. Using these identities,

we express all terms in terms of J,P, P̄00,W and H, L̊. We omit the details. �

Comparing Corollary 2 with Theorem 11.17 confirms the relation (11.1). Alternatively, The-
orem 11.17 and the relation (11.1) confirm Corollary 2.

12. Appendix

This appendix contains the following additional issues.

• A direct check of the conformal covariance of the operator P4 in Theorem 1.
• A brief discussion of Deser-Schwimmer type decompositions of conformal invariants of
hypersurfaces M4 →֒ X5 in geometric analysis and physics.

• A proof of a decomposition of the local conformal invariant Wm (introduced in [BGW21b])
in terms of basic local conformal invariants (Proposition 12.2).

• A proof of the relation (12.5).
• A proof of the equivalence of the formula for Q4 in Theorem 1 to a formula in [BGW21b]
(at least up to terms which are quartic in L).
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12.1. The conformal covariance of P4. The formulation of Theorem 1 contains the claim
that the displayed formula defines a conformally covariant operator. Here we verify this fact by
a direct calculation extending the arguments at the end of Section 6.

First, we recall the conformal transformation laws

e(λ+2)ϕδ̂(e−λϕω) = δ(ω) + (n−2−λ)(dϕ, ω) (12.1)

for ω ∈ Ω1(M) and

e(λ+2)ϕ∆̂(e−λϕf) = ∆(f)− λδ(fdϕ) + (n−2−λ)(df, dϕ) − λ(n−2−λ)|dϕ|2f (12.2)

for f ∈ C∞(M). Moreover, it holds

e(λ+2)ϕδ̂(e−λϕb) = δ(ω) + (n−2−λ)ιgrad(ϕ)(b)− tr(b)dϕ = δ(ω) + (n−2−λ)bdϕ− tr(b)dϕ (12.3)

for symmetric bilinear forms b and λ ∈ R. Here we use the same symbol for a bilinear form and
the corresponding endomorphism on Ω1(M).

Now, by the discussion at the end of Section 6, it suffices to prove that the operator

f 7→ δ
(
43n−5

n−2 L̊
2 + n2−12n+16

2(n−1)(n−2) |L̊|
2h
)
df

+
(
n
2 − 2

) ( 2(n−1)
(n−3)(n−2)δδ(L̊

2) + 4
n−3δ(L̊δ(L̊)) +

3n−4
2(n−1)(n−2)∆(|L̊|2)

+ 2(L̊,Hess(H)) + 2L̊ij∇̄0(P̄)ij −
4

n−3 L̊
ij∇̄0(W )0ij0 −

2(n−1)2

(n−3)(n−2)H(L̊,W)

− 2(n2−9n+12)
(n−3)(n−2) (L̊

2,P)− n3−5n2+18n−20
2(n−3)(n−2)(n−1)J|L̊|

2 + 2H(L̊,P)− 2|L̊|2P̄00

− 3H2|L̊|2 − 2(n−3)
n−2 H tr(L̊3)

)
f

is conformally covariant. We denote this operator by R4 = r4 + c4 (with c4 denoting its zeroth-
order term) and prove that

e(
n
2
+2)ϕR4(e

2ϕg)(f) = R4(g)(e
(n
2
−2)ϕf)

for all f ∈ C∞(M), ϕ ∈ C∞(X) and all g; we recall that in these formulas we suppress the
pull-back operator ι∗. It suffices to prove that the conformal variation operator

f 7→ (d/dt)|0

(
e(

n
2
+2)tϕR4(e

2tϕg)(e−(n
2
−2)tϕf)

)

vanishes for all ϕ ∈ C∞(X) and all g. The latter operator is the sum of the conformal variation
operator of the second-order operator r4 and the conformal variation

(c4(g))
•[ϕ] = (d/dt)|0(e

4tϕc4(e
2tϕg))

of the zeroth-order term. Only the conformal variation of c4 contains normal derivatives of ϕ.
Lemma 8.2 implies that these terms are given by

− 2|L̊|2∂2
0(ϕ)− 2(L̊,P)∂0(ϕ) + 2n−3

n−2 tr(L̊
3)∂0(ϕ) + 6H|L̊|2∂0(ϕ) + 2n−3

n−2(L̊,W)∂0(ϕ)

+ 8
n−3(L̊,W)∂0(ϕ) −

2(n−1)2

(n−3)(n−2)(L̊,W)∂0(ϕ)

+ 2(L̊,P)∂0(ϕ) + 2|L̊|2∂2
0(ϕ)− 6H|L̊|2∂0(ϕ) −

2(n−3)
n−2 tr(L̊3)∂0(ϕ).

However, this sum obviously vanishes. Next, the conformal variation operator of r4 equals

−
(
n
2 − 2

)
δ
(
43n−5

n−2 L̊
2dϕ+ n2−12n+16

2(n−1)(n−2) |L̊|
2dϕ

)
.

In order to determine the tangential terms in (c4)
•[ϕ], we again apply Lemma 8.2 and the

variation formulas in the following result.
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Lemma 12.1. In general dimensions, it holds

(δδ(L̊2))•[ϕ] = (n−2)δ(L̊2dϕ)− δ(|L̊|2dϕ) + (n−4)(δ(L̊2), dϕ), (12.4)

(δ(L̊δ(L̊)))•[ϕ] = (n−1)δ(L̊2dϕ) + (n−4)(L̊δ(L̊), dϕ) (12.5)

and

(∆(|L̊|2))•[ϕ] = (n−6)δ(|L̊|2dϕ) − (n−4)|L̊|2∆(ϕ). (12.6)

Proof. We recall that the trace-free part of L satisfies
ˆ̊
L = eϕL̊. The transformation laws (12.1)

(for λ = 2) and (12.3) (for λ = 0) imply

e4ϕδ̂δ̂(
ˆ̊
L2) = δ(e2ϕδ̂(

ˆ̊
L2)) + (n−4)e2ϕ(dϕ, δ̂(

ˆ̊
L2))

= δδ(L̊2) + (n−2)δ(L̊2dϕ) − δ(|L̊|2dϕ) + (n−4)(dϕ, δ(L̊2))

(up to non-linear terms) using
ˆ̊
L2 = L̊2. This proves the first relation. Similarly, (12.1) (for

λ = 2) and (12.3) (for λ = −1) imply

e4ϕδ̂(
ˆ̊
Lδ̂(

ˆ̊
L)) = δ(e2ϕ

ˆ̊
Lδ̂(

ˆ̊
L)) + (n−4)e2ϕ(dϕ,

ˆ̊
Lδ̂(

ˆ̊
L))

= δ(L̊eϕδ̂(
ˆ̊
L)) + (n−4)(dϕ, L̊eϕδ̂(

ˆ̊
L))

= δ(L̊δ(L̊)) + (n−1)δ(L̊2dϕ) + (n−4)(dϕ, L̊δ(L̊))

(up to non-linear terms). This proves the second relation. Finally, the transformation law (12.2)
(for λ = 2) implies

e4ϕ∆̂(|
ˆ̊
L|2) = ∆(|L̊|2)− 2δ(|L̊|2dϕ) + (n−4)(d(|L̊|2), dϕ)

= ∆(|L̊|2) + (n−6)δ(|L̊|2dϕ) − (n−4)|L̊|2∆(ϕ)

(up to non-linear terms) using |
ˆ̊
L|2 = e−2ϕ|L̊|2. The proof is complete. �

Lemma 12.1 shows that the tangential terms in (c4)
•[ϕ] are given by the product of n

2 − 2
with

2(n−1)
(n−3)(n−2)

[
(n−2)δ(L̊2dϕ)− δ(|L̊|2dϕ) + (n−4)(δ(L̊2dϕ)− (L̊2,Hess(ϕ)))

]

+ 4
n−3

[
(n−1)δ(L̊2dϕ) + (n−4)(L̊δ(L̊), dϕ)

]

+ 3n−4
2(n−1)(n−2)

[
(n−6)δ(|L̊|2dϕ)− (n−4)|L̊|2∆(ϕ)

]

+ |L̊|2∆(ϕ)−
4n

n−1
(L̊δ(L̊), dϕ) + 2H(L̊,Hess(ϕ))− δ(|L̊|2dϕ) + 4δ(L̊2dϕ)

− 4
n−3

[
2δ(L̊2dϕ) − 2(L̊2,Hess(ϕ)) − 2n−2

n−1(L̊δ(L̊), dϕ) + |L̊|2∆(ϕ)− δ(|L̊|2dϕ)
]

+ 2(n2−9n+12)
(n−3)(n−2) (L̊

2,Hess(ϕ)) + n3−5n2+18n−20
2(n−3)(n−2)(n−1) |L̊|

2∆(ϕ)− 2H(L̊,Hess(ϕ)).

This sum vanishes. Summarizing the above results shows that the conformal variation of R4

vanishes.

12.2. Extrinsic conformal invariants of hypersurfaces. The scalar invariants

• I1 = |L̊|4, I2 = tr(L̊4),
• I3 = |W |2, I4 = |W|2,

• Ī5 = L̊ijL̊klW iklj, I6 = (L̊2,W), I7 = |W 0|
2
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of an embedding M4 →֒ X5 are obvious local conformal invariants of weight −4. Here we set

|W|2
def
= W ijW

ij
with W ij

def
= W 0ij0

and

|W |2
def
= W ijklW

ijkl
and |W 0|

2 def
= W ijk0W

ijk0
;

in these definitions, all indices i, j, k, l are tangential. The above invariants are defined in terms
of the trace-free part L̊ of L and the Weyl tensor W of the background metric.

Note that the local conformal invariant |W |2 = WijklW
ijkl of weight −4 is a linear combination

of I3 and the other invariants (Lemma 9.7). Likewise, the invariant I5 = L̊ijL̊klWiklj is a linear
combination of the other invariants (see (12.22)). The above conformal invariants are invariant
under a change of the orientation of the normal vector.

In addition, we have the non-trivial local conformal invariants J1 and J2 (defined in (1.15) and
(1.16)). Note that the definitions of J1 and J2 contain the respective normal derivative terms

L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0 and (L̊, ∇̄0(P̄)). Corollary 12.6 shows that J1− 2J2 again is a linear combination
of the above invariants. Note also that J1 and J2 both contain non-trivial divergence terms -
they are conformally invariant only with these divergence terms.

Next, we have the local conformal invariant J3 (see (1.21)). In a forthcoming paper, Astaneh
and Solodukhin will prove that the integral of J3 is a linear combination of the integrals of Ī5,
I6 and I7 (see (9.13)).16

Finally, we note that L̊ij∇kW kij0 is a local conformal invariant in dimension n = 4 (see
the proof of [JO22, Lemma 6.27]). Lemma 7.6 shows that its integral reduces to the conformal

invariant
∫
M

|W 0|
2dvolh. However, the divergence term δ(L̊ijW ·ij0) itself is a conformal invariant

of weight −4 (see the comment after Remark 12.4).

The latter observation is related to the local conformal invariant J5 = (L̊, S) (defined in
Remark 8.3). In fact, we find

(L̊, S) = L̊ij(∇̄0(W )0ij0 − C̄ij0 − C̄ji0) + 4H(L̊,W )

= −L̊ij∇̄k(W )kij0 + 4H(L̊,W)

using C̄ijk = 1
2∇̄

l(W )lijk. But

L̊ij∇̄k(W )kij0 = L̊ij∇kW kij0 − (L̊2,W) + 4H(L̊,W)− L̊ijL̊klW kijl

in dimension n = 4 (see (12.24) in the proof of Proposition 12.5). Hence

J5 = (L̊2,W) + L̊ijL̊klW kijl − L̊ij∇kW kij0. (12.7)

Note that this relation again implies the conformal invariance of L̊ij∇kW kij0.
It is an open problem to classify all local conformal invariants of weight −4 of a hypersurface

M4 →֒ X5. An easier problem is classifying all global conformal integrals attached to an
embedding M4 →֒ X5.

12.3. Decompositions of conformal anomalies. The local conformal invariants in Section
12.2 are also of interest in other parts of geometric analysis and theoretical physics.

Let (Xn+1, g) be a compact odd-dimensional manifold with smooth even-dimensional bound-
ary Mn. We consider the boundary value problem for the Yamabe operator P2(g) on X with
Dirichlet or Robin boundary conditions. The constant term an+1 in the small-time asymptotic
expansion of the trace of the heat kernel of this boundary value problem is a global conformal
invariant.17 It is given by an integral of curvature invariants of the embedding M →֒ X. This
result is a consequence of the conformal index property of the critical heat kernel coefficient.

16We are grateful to S. Solodukhin for informing us about this result [AS22].
17The coefficient an+1 is also called the critical heat kernel coefficient.
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The heat kernel coefficient an+1 may be regarded as the integrated conformal anomaly of the
functional determinant of the boundary value problem [BG94, Section 2].

It is expected that an+1 is a linear combination of the Euler characteristic χ(M) and integrals
of local conformal invariants of the embedding M →֒ X. However, in general, the structure of
the local conformal invariants in that decomposition is unknown.

For n = 2, the heat kernel coefficient a3 is a linear combination of the Euler-characteristic
χ(M) and the integral of |L̊|2 (see [CQ97, Section 2]). For n = 4, the heat kernel coefficient a5
has been determined in [BGKV97], and its decomposition has been studied recently in [AS21].
It involves the invariants Ij listed in Section 12.2 and J1.

The conformal invariance of the functional
∫
M4 J1dvolh is one of the main results of [AS21,

(29)].18 Supported by the decomposition of a5, Astaneh and Solodukhin state that the integral of
the Pfaffian and the integrals of the conformally invariant curvature quantities Ij, together with
the integral of J1, form a basis of all conformally invariant integrals associated to M4 →֒ X5.
We recall that the existence of the local invariants J2 (or C), J3, J4, and J5 does not contradict
that completeness statement since their integrals are linear combinations of the other invariants.

For odd n, the situation is different. Then an+1 is a conformally invariant sum of an integral
on X and a boundary integral on M . Its decomposition is expected to have the form

aχ(X) +
∑

j

cj

∫

X

Ījdvolg +
∑

j

bj

∫

M

Jjdvolh (12.8)

with local conformal invariants Īj of X (only depending on W ) and local conformal invariants

Jj of the embedding M →֒ X (only depending on W and L̊).
For n = 3, the heat kernel coefficient a4 is a linear combination of the Euler characteristic

χ(X),
∫
X
|W |2dvolg and the boundary integrals

∫

M

(L̊,W)dvolh and

∫

M

tr(L̊3)dvolh

([BG94, Theorem 3.7]). In higher dimensions, the situation is much less understood.
Of course, there are similar problems for more general conformally invariant boundary value

problems.
The above decompositions may be regarded as analogs of the Deser-Schwimmer classification

of global conformal anomalies of CFTs on closed manifolds established by Alexakis (see [A12]
and its references).

In the framework of CFTs on manifolds Xn+1 with boundaryMn (BCFT), it is a key problem
to classify the (integrated) conformal anomalies. These quantities are expected to have analogous
decompositions. More precisely, one expects that, for even n, they have the form

aχ(M) +
∑

j

bj

∫

M

Jjdvolh (12.9)

with local conformal invariants Jj of the embeddingM →֒ X (consisting of extrinsic and intrinsic
invariants). Similarly, for odd n, they should decompose as in (12.8).

Moreover, these decompositions should follow from corresponding decompositions of the
anomalies themselves. In these decompositions, the Euler form En of M (for even n) is re-
sponsible for the Euler characteristic of M . Likewise, for odd n, the Euler form En+1 of X,
together with a boundary term E∂

n+1 on M - according to the Chern-Gauss-Bonnet theorem on
manifolds with boundary (see [G84, Chapter 4]) - are responsible for the Euler characteristic
χ(X) contributing to (12.8).

For n = 2 and n = 3, the boundary terms of the respective anomalies decompose as aJ+ b|L̊|2

and aE∂
4 + b1 tr(L̊

3) + b2(L̊,W), up to divergence terms. Note that Q2 and Q3 (see Proposition

18J1 is the functional I8 in the notation of [AS21].
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1) have the same structure as the boundary terms in these decompositions. Theorem 3 implies
a decomposition of

∫
M

Q4dvolh which is of the form (12.9). The relevant local invariants are
listed in Section 12.2 and include J1.

Generalizing [AS21], the authors of [CHBRS21] determined the most general form of the
boundary terms in the conformal anomaly of a CFT on a manifold X of dimension d ≥ 5 with
a boundary (or defect) M of dimension 4. The identity [CHBRS21, (3.1)] gives the general
form of the anomaly of such a BCFT. Apart from the Pfaffian of M , it contains two non-trivial
invariants J(1), J(2), and a series of functionals of W and L̊. In the case d = 5, this confirms the
decomposition (12.9) with the local invariants Ij and J1 listed in Section 12.2. In particular, in
the codimension-one case, [CHBRS21, (6.2)] states that the decomposition of the conformally
invariant Graham-Reichert functional reduces to19

8EGR =

∫

M

(
Pf4 +

1

2
J(1) −

3

8
I1 +

3

4
I2 −

1

8
I3 +

1

2
I4 − Ī5 +

1

2
I6 +

1

4
I7

)
dvolh.

The Gauss equations imply the relation J(1) = J1 +
1
3I1 − I2 − I6 (up to a divergence) and we

get

8EGR =

∫

M

(
Pf4+

1

2
J1 −

5

24
I1 +

1

4
I2 −

1

8
I3 +

1

2
I4 − Ī5 +

1

4
I7

)
dvolh. (12.10)

Note that this formula (slightly) differs from (9.14).
The anomalies listed in [CHBRS21, Section 3.3] contain three more local invariants, one of

which is an extrinsic analog of the 4-form tr(W ∧W ) (first Pontrjagin form).20 In contrast to the
invariants discussed above, these change signs under a simultaneous change of the orientations
on X and M .

From the perspective of the AdS/CFT duality, the conformal (quantum) anomalies of de-
terminants (conformal index) of conformally covariant operators on a manifold (X, g) (of even
dimension) appear as duals of the anomaly of the renormalized volume of an associated Poincaré-
Einstein metric with conformal infinity [g] [GZ03]. The latter anomaly is proportional to the
total integral

∫
X
Qn(g)dvolg of Branson’s critical Q-curvature [GZ03]. This result extends to a

relation between the total integral
∫
X
Qn(h)dvolh and the anomaly of the renormalized volume

of the singular Yamabe metric σ−2g on X [G17, GW17, JO21].
There is an analog of the AdS/CFT duality for CFTs, which relates anomalies of BCFTs to

geometric anomalies of dual theories. This duality naturally involves the study of conformal
invariants of submanifolds (see [RT17] and its references). In particular, on the geometric side,
this leads to the study of the conformal anomaly of the renormalized volume of a minimal
hypersurface with boundary M in a Poincaré-Einstein background with conformal infinity X
as initiated in [GW99]. Graham and Reichert [GR20] analyzed these conformal anomalies. In
particular, they derived an explicit formula for this global conformal invariant of an embedding of
M4 →֒ Xn (n ≥ 5). Parallel work [Z21] led to equivalent formulas. Finally, from the perspective
of BCFTs, these results were discussed in [CHBRS21].

For more details on anomalies, we refer to [FV11, Fu15, S16, AS21, HH17]. For further
generalizations and a unified discussion of geometric anomalies, we refer to [AGW21].

12.4. The invariants Wm and (D(L̊), L̊). In [BGW21b], the authors derived formulas for P4

and Q4 in general dimensions using conformal tractor calculus. A central role plays the local
conformal invariant Wm. In the present section, we discuss this invariant. A full comparison of
our results with the corresponding results in [BGW21b] in the critical dimension n = 4 will be
given in the Section 12.6.

19The Weyl tensor in [CHBRS21] has the opposite sign.
20Here W is regarded as an End(TM)-valued 2-form.
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The local conformal invariant Wm is the sum of the term (∆(L̊), L̊) and some curvature terms.
This is an interesting result on its own. In order to better understand the conformal invariant
Wm, we next describe this invariant in terms of obviously conformally invariant terms. The
original proof of the conformal invariance of Wm depends on heavy tractor calculus machinery.

From [BGW21b], we recall the definition

Wm
def
=

1

2
(L̊,∆(L̊))+

4

3
δ(L̊δ(L̊))+

3

2
∆(|L̊|2)−6(L̊, C̄0)+4(L̊2,P)−

7

2
J|L̊|2+6H(L̊,W), (12.11)

where C̄ is the Cotton tensor of the background metric and (C̄0)ij = C̄ij0. This step uses the

fact that the formula F̊ = 1
2 L̊

2 + 1
2W − 1

8 |L̊|
2h (see (2.9)) implies the relation −6H tr(L̊3) +

12H(L̊, F̊) = 6H(L̊,W).

Proposition 12.2. Let n = 4. Then

Wm =
1

2
(D(L̊), L̊)− 3J1 + 3Ī5 + 3I6 −

3

2
I7 − 6δ(L̊,W 0), (12.12)

where

D(t)ij
def
= ∆(t)ij − 2(P ◦ t+ t ◦ P)ij − Jtij −

2

3
(∇iδ(t)j +∇jδ(t)i) + hij(P, t) +

1

3
hijδδ(t)

is a conformally covariant operator S2
0(M) → S2

0(M) on trace-free symmetric 2-tensors: eϕD̂(t) =
D(e−ϕt).

Some comments are in order.
We recall that the scalar product (L̊,W 0) ∈ Ω1(M) is defined as L̊ijW ·ij0.
All terms on the right-hand side of (12.12) are local conformal invariants of weight −4. In

particular, we recall that the local invariant

J1 = L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0 + 2H(L̊,W) +
2

9
|δ(L̊)|2 − 2(L̊2,P) + J|L̊|2 − δδ(L̊2)

(see (1.15)) satisfies e4ι
∗(ϕ)Ĵ1 = J1 (Lemma 8.7). Moreover, the divergence δ(L̊,W 0) is a

conformal invariant of weight −4 (see the comment after Remark 12.4). Therefore, Proposition
12.2 shows that Wm is a local conformal invariant of weight −4. This reproves a part of
[BGW21b, Theorem 1.2] (see also [BGW21a, Theorem 1.5]).

In general dimensions, the operator

D(t)ij
def
= ∆(t)ij − 2(P ◦ t+ t ◦ P)ij −

(n
2
− 1
)
Jtij −

4

n+ 2
(∇iδ(t)j +∇jδ(t)i)

+
4

n
hij(P, t) +

8

n(n+ 2)
hijδδ(t) (12.13)

maps trace-free symmetric 2-tensors to trace-free symmetric 2-tensors. D is conformally covari-
ant in the sense that

e(
n
2
−1)ϕD̂(t) = D(e(

n
2
−3)ϕt).

The operator D in Proposition 12.2 is its special case in dimension n = 4.
A conformally covariant generalization of the operator D to an operator on trace-free sym-

metric p-tensors was discovered in [W86]. It satisfies

e(
n
2
+1−p)ϕD̂(t) = D(e(

n
2
−1−p)ϕt).

We refer to [J88, Chapter 2] for an ambient metric derivation of it. Matsumoto [M13] used an
ambient metric approach to define analogs of the GJMS-operators acting on trace-free symmetric
2-tensors. On divergence-free and trace-free symmetric 2-tensors, the second-order operator P2

in this sequence at an Einstein metric acts like a linear combination of D in (12.13) and the
obviously conformally invariant operator tij 7→ Wikljt

kl.
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The formula (12.13) and the related action functional
∫

M

(D(t), t)dvolh

also have been derived in [AHR] (correcting [EO]). Since D acts on trace-free symmetric tensors,
it is not possible to read off the full operator D from the associated action.

In [B96, Section 5], Branson classified all conformally covariant second-order operators acting
on irreducible tensor bundles. Moreover, explicit formulas are given for operators on p-forms
and trace-free symmetric p-tensors. The operator in (12.13) should be a particular case of [B96,
(5.7)].21 Branson also showed that the operator D is unique, up to a constant multiple of the
above action of the Weyl tensor.

Proof. The definitions of D and J1 yield

1

2
(D(L̊), L̊) =

1

2
(∆(L̊), L̊)− 2(P, L̊2)−

1

2
J|L̊|2 −

2

3
L̊ij∇iδ(L̊)j (12.14)

and

3J1 = 3L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0 + 6H(L̊,W) +
2

3
|δ(L̊)|2 − 6(L̊2,P) + 3J|L̊|2 − 3δδ(L̊2).

Hence

1

2
(D(L̊), L̊)− 3J1 =

1

2
(∆(L̊), L̊) + 4(L̊2,P)−

7

2
J|L̊|2 −

2

3
L̊ij∇iδ(L̊)j −

2

3
|δ(L̊)|2 + 3δδ(L̊2)

− 6H(L̊,W)− 3L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0.

It follows that the difference Wm− 1
2(D(L̊), L̊) + 3J1 equals

3

2
∆(|L̊|2) +

4

3
δ(L̊δ(L̊))− 3δδ(L̊2) +

2

3
L̊ij∇iδ(L̊)j +

2

3
|δ(L̊)|2

− 6(L̊, C̄0) + 12H(L̊,W) + 3L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0.

Now the trace-free Codazzi-Mainardi equation implies the relation

3∆(|L̊|2)− 6δδ(L̊2) + 4δ(L̊δ(L̊)) = −6δ(L̊ijW ·ij0) = −6δ(L̊,W 0)

(see (7.5)). Thus, the latter sum equals

−
2

3
δ(L̊δ(L̊)) +

2

3
L̊ij∇iδ(L̊)j +

2

3
|δ(L̊)|2

+ 12H(L̊,W)− 3δ(L̊,W 0)− 6(L̊, C̄0) + 3L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0

= 12H(L̊,W)− 3δ(L̊,W 0)− 6(L̊, C̄0) + 3L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0.

Now we note that

−2(L̊, C̄0) + L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0 = −L̊ij∇̄k(W )kij0

= −L̊ij∇kW kij0 + (L̊2,W)− 4H(L̊,W) + L̊ijL̊klW kijl

using 2(C̄0)ij = 2C̄ij0 = ∇̄a(W )aij0 and (12.24). Hence

Wm−
1

2
(D(L̊), L̊) + 3J1 = −3δ(L̊,W 0)− 3L̊ij∇kW kij0 + 3(L̊2,W) + 3L̊ijL̊klW kijl.

Now we apply Lemma 7.6. This completes the proof. �

21The curvature terms in this formula differ from the above result.
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The decomposition (12.12) contains the local conformal invariant (D(L̊), L̊). We next express
the resulting conformally invariant action functional

∫

M4

(D(L̊), L̊)dvolh

in terms of the basic conformal invariants listed in Section 12.2. It seems remarkable that the
result does not involve derivatives of L̊.22

Proposition 12.3. For a closed four-manifold M , it holds
∫

M

(D(L̊), L̊)dvolh =

∫

M

(
−
7

6
I1 + 2I2 − Ī5 + I6 −

1

2
I7

)
dvolh =

∫

M

(
−I5 −

1

2
I7

)
dvolh.

Proof. An identity of Simons [HP99] states that for any hypersurface Mn →֒ Xn+1 with the
second fundamental form L, it holds

∆(L)ij = nHessij(H) + nHL2
ij − Lij|L|

2

+ Ls
jR̄ikks + Ls

i R̄jkks − 2LrsR̄rijs + nHR̄0ij0 − LijRic00 + ∇̄k(R̄)ikj0 + ∇̄i(R̄)jkk0.

In the following, it will be convenient to restate that identity in terms of covariant derivatives of
the hypersurface only. In fact, the Gauss identity for the curvature tensor shows that the above
identity is equivalent to

∆(L)ij = nHessij(H) + nHL2
ij − Lij |L|

2

+ Ls
jR̄ik

k
s − LrsR̄rijs +∇kR̄ikj0 +∇iR̄jk

k
0. (12.15)

Now let n = 4. The identity (∆(L), L) = (∆(L̊), L̊) + 4H∆(H) and the relation (12.15) imply

(∆(L̊), L̊) = 4(L̊,Hess(H)) + 4H tr(L3)− |L|4

+ (L2)ijR̄ik
k
j − LijLrsR̄rijs + Lij∇kR̄ikj0 + Lij∇i(Ric0)j .

We integrate and apply partial integration. Hence
∫

M

(D(L̊), L̊)dvolh

=

∫

M

(
(∆(L̊), L̊)− 4(L̊2,P)−

4

3
(L̊,∇δ(L̊))− J|L̊|2

)
dvolh (by definition)

=

∫

M

(
−4(δ(L̊), dH) +

4

3
(δ(L̊), δ(L̊))− 4(L̊2,P)− J|L̊|2 + 4H tr(L3)− |L|4

)
dvolh

+

∫

M

(
(L2)ijR̄ik

k
j − LijLrsR̄rijs + Lij∇kR̄ikj0 − (δ(L),Ric0)

)
dvolh. (12.16)

The Codazzi-Mainardi equation δ(L̊) = 3dH+3P̄0 shows that the sum of the latter two integrals
equals
∫

M

4(δ(L̊), P̄0)− (δ(L),Ric0)− 4(L̊2,P)− J|L̊|2 + 4H tr(L4)− |L|4 + curvature tensor terms.

Thus, using

4H tr(L3)− |L|4 = 4H tr(L̊3) + 4H2|L̊|2 − |L̊|4,

this sum can be written as the sum of the integral
∫

M

(
−4(L̊2,P)− J|L̊|2 + 4H tr(L̊3) + 4H2|L̊|2 − |L̊|4

)
dvolh (12.17)

22The first relation in Proposition 12.3 corrects a typo in formula (20) in [AS21].
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and the integral
∫

M

(
(δ(L̊), P̄0)− (dH,Ric0) + (L2)ijR̄ik

k
j − LijLrsR̄rijs + Lij∇kR̄ikj0

)
dvolh (12.18)

of curvature terms. Now the Fialkow equation

P = P̄+HL̊+
1

2
H2h−

1

2
L̊2 +

1

12
|L̊|2h−

1

2
W

(see (2.8)) and the Gauss equation J = J̄− P̄00 −
1
6 |L̊|

2 +2H2 (see (2.3)) imply that the integral
(12.17) equals

∫

M

−4(L̊2, P̄)− J̄|L̊|2 + P̄00|L̊|
2 + 2(L̊2,W) + 2 tr(L̊4)−

7

6
|L̊|4. (12.19)

It remains to calculate the integral (12.18). First, the decomposition R̄ = W − P̄ ? g implies

LijLrsR̄rijs = LijLrsW rijs − 2(L̊2, P̄)− 2H(L̊,W) + 4H(L̊, P̄) + 6H2(J̄− P̄00).

Second, we have

(L2)ijR̄ik
k
j = (L2,Ric− Ḡ)

= (L2, 3P̄+ J̄h)− (L2, P̄+ P̄00h+W).

We combine these results and simplify. Then

(L2)ijR̄ik
k
j − LijLrsR̄rijs = −LijLrsW rijs + 4(L̊2, P̄) + J̄|L̊|2 − P̄00|L̊|

2 − (L̊2,W).

Finally, we calculate

Lij∇kR̄kij0 = L̊ij∇kR̄kij0 +H∇kRick0

= L̊ij∇kW kij0 − L̊ij∇k(P̄0)ihkj +H∇kRick0.

Hence ∫

M

Lij∇kR̄kij0dvolh =

∫

M

(
L̊ij∇kW kij0 + (δ(L̊), P̄0)− (dH,Ric0)

)
dvolh. (12.20)

Now summarizing these results shows that
∫

M

(D(L̊), L̊)dvolh =

∫

M

(
(L̊2,W) + 2 tr(L̊4)−

7

6
|L̊|4 − LijLrsW rijs − L̊ij∇kW kij0

)
dvolh.

But ∫

M

L̊ij∇kW kij0dvolh =
1

2

∫

M

|W 0|
2dvolh

by Lemma 7.6. This proves the first relation. In general dimensions, the Gauss equation (2.10)
for the Weyl tensor implies

Ī5 = I5 + tr(L̊4)− |L̊|4 + 2(L̊2,F)

= I5 + tr(L̊4)− |L̊|4 +
2

n− 2

(
tr(L̊4)−

1

2(n− 1)
|L̊|4 + (L̊2,W)

)
. (12.21)

In particular, for n = 4, we obtain

Ī5 = I5 −
7

6
I1 + 2I2 + I6. (12.22)

Combining this identity with the first relation proves the second relation. �

The following result is a local version of the second relation in Proposition 12.3.

Remark 12.4. Let n = 4. Then (D(L̊), L̊) = −I5 −
1
2I7 − δ(L̊,W 0).
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Proof. The arguments in the proof of Proposition 12.3 lead to the additional divergence terms

4δ(L̊dH)−
4

3
δ(L̊δ(L̊)) + δ(LRic0) (in (12.16))

+ δ(L̊P̄0)− δ(HRic0) (by (12.20))

− δ(L̊ijW ·ij0).

By the Codazzi-Mainardi equation, all terms except the last one cancel. �

As a byproduct, Remark 12.4 implies that δ(L̊,W 0) is a local conformal invariant of weight
−4.

We finish this section with the

Proof of Lemma 10.3. Proposition 12.2 shows that for a flat background∫

M

Wmdvolh =
1

2

∫

M

(D(L̊), L̊)dvolh − 3

∫

M

J1dvolh.

But 1
2

∫
M
(D(L̊), L̊)dvolh =

∫
M
(−7

6I1 + 2I2)dvolh by Proposition 12.3. Hence
∫

M

Wmdvolh =

∫

M

(
5

12
I1 − 2I2 − 6|dH|2 + 6H tr(L̊3)− 3H2|L̊|2

)
dvolh

using the first relation in Lemma 10.2. But Hopf’s formula for χ(M) [G04, Theorem 5.7] states
that

24π2χ(M) = 18

∫

M

σ4(L)dvolh.

Thus, Newton’s identity for σ4(L) gives

24π2χ(M) =

∫

M

(
9

4
I1 −

9

2
I2 + 6H tr(L̊3)− 9H2|L̊|2 + 18H4

)
dvolh.

Therefore, we get
∫

M

(
Wm+

11

6
I1 −

5

2
I2

)
dvolh − 24π2χ(M) =

∫

M

(
−6|dH|2 + 6H2|L̊|2 − 18H4

)
dvolh.

The proof is complete. �

12.5. Proof of the relation (1.19). In the present section, we derive the relation (1.19). We
first prove the following result.

Proposition 12.5. In the critical dimension n = 4, it holds

J1 − 2J2 = (D(L̊), L̊) + 3(L̊2,W) + 2L̊klL̊ijWkijl −
4

3
|L̊|4 + 3 tr(L̊4) + δ(L̊,W 0). (12.23)

Since all other terms on the right-hand side of (12.23) are conformally invariant, this identity
confirms the conformal invariance of J1 − 2J2.

Proof. In general dimensions, it holds

∇̄k(W )kij0 = (n− 2)C̄ij0 = (n− 2)∇̄0(P̄)ij − (n − 2)∇̄j(P̄)i0.

On the other hand, for tangential ∂k, we find

∇̄k(W )kij0 = ∇kW kij0 − LklW kijl + Lk
iW k0j0 + nHW 0ij0

= ∇kW kij0 − LklW kijl − Lk
iW 0kj0 + nHW 0ij0

= ∇kW kij0 − L̊klW kijl +HW 0ij0 − L̊k
iW 0kj0 −HW 0ij0 + nHW 0ij0

= ∇kW kij0 − L̊klW kijl − L̊k
iW 0kj0 + nHW 0ij0 (12.24)
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using ∇̄i(∂j) = ∇i(∂j)− Lij∂0 and ∇̄k(∂0) = Lm
k ∂m. Hence

∇̄k(W )kij0 = ∇̄0(W )0ij0 +∇kW kij0 − L̊klW kijl − L̊k
iW 0kj0 + nHW ij . (12.25)

Combining both results gives the relation

(n − 2)∇̄0(P̄)ij − ∇̄0(W )0ij0 = ∇kW kij0 + (n− 2)∇̄j(P̄)i0 − L̊klW kijl − L̊k
iW 0kj0 + nHW ij.

Together with the trace-free Codazzi Mainardi equation (2.6), we obtain

(n− 2)∇̄0(P̄)ij − ∇̄0(W )0ij0

= ∇k∇i(L̊)kj −∇k∇k(L̊)ij +
1

n− 1
∇kδ(L̊)ihkj −

1

n− 1
∇kδ(L̊)khij

+ (n − 2)∇̄j(P̄)i0 − L̊klW kijl − L̊k
iW 0kj0 + nHW ij .

Now we commute the covariant derivatives in the first term. Then

(n− 2)∇̄0(P̄)ij − ∇̄0(W )0ij0

= ∇iδ(L̊)j −Rk
ijlL

l
k −Rk

iklL
l
j −∆(L̊)ij +

1

n− 1
∇jδ(L̊)i −

1

n− 1
δδ(L̊)hij

+ (n − 2)∇̄j(P̄)i0 − L̊klW kijl − L̊k
iW 0kj0 + nHWij .

Next, we note that

∇̄j(P̄)i0 = ∂j(P̄0i)− P̄(∇̄j(∂i), ∂0)− P̄(∂i, ∇̄j(∂0))

= ∂j(P̄0i)− P̄(∇j(∂i), ∂0) + LijP̄00 − Ll
jP̄(∂i, ∂l)

= ∇j(P̄0)i + LijP̄00 − Ll
jP̄il,

and that the Codazzi-Mainardi equation implies

(n− 1)∇j(P̄0)i = ∇jδ(L̊)i − (n − 1)Hessij(H).

These identities yield

(n− 2)∇̄0(P̄)ij − ∇̄0(W )0ij0

= −∆(L̊)ij +∇iδ(L̊)j +∇jδ(L̊)i − (n − 2)Hessij(H)−
1

n− 1
δδ(L̊)hij (12.26)

− (n− 2)Ll
jP̄il + (n− 2)LijP̄00 −Rk

ijlL
l
k −Rk

iklL
l
j − L̊klW kijl − L̊k

iW 0kj0 + nHW ij.

The identity (12.26) will also be important in Section 12.6. In the critical dimension n = 4, we

contract this identity with L̊ and obtain

2L̊ij∇̄0(P̄)ij − L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0

= −(L̊,∆(L̊)) + 2L̊ij∇iδ(L̊)j − 2(L̊,Hess(H))− 2(L̊2, P̄)− 2H(L̊, P̄) + 2P̄00|L̊|
2

− L̊ijL̊klRkijl + 2(L̊2,P) + J|L̊|2 − L̊ijL̊klW kijl − (L̊2,W) + 4H(L̊,W). (12.27)

Now the definitions of J1 and J2 give

2J2 − J1

= 2L̊ij∇̄0(P̄)ij − L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0

+ 2(L̊2,P) + 2H(L̊,P)− 3H(L̊,W) + 2(L̊,Hess(H)) − 2P̄00|L̊|
2 − 3H2|L̊|2 −H tr(L̊3)

+
2

3
|δ(L̊)|2 − δδ(L̊2) +

1

2
∆(|L̊|2).
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In this formula, we substitute the first line on the right-hand side by the sum displayed in
(12.27). This yields

2J2 − J1

= −(L̊,∆(L̊)) + 2L̊ij∇iδ(L̊)j − 2(L̊2, P̄− P)− 2H(L̊, P̄− P) + 2(L̊2,P) + J|L̊|2

− L̊ijL̊klRkijl − L̊ijL̊klW kijl − (L̊2,W) +H(L̊,W)− 3H2|L̊|2 −H tr(L̊3)

+
2

3
|δ(L̊)|2 − δδ(L̊2) +

1

2
∆(|L̊|2).

In order to simplify that result, we apply the identities

δ(L̊δ(L̊)) = |δ(L̊)|2 + L̊ij∇iδ(L̊)j ,

L̊ijL̊ksRkijs = −2(L̊2,P) + L̊ijL̊klWkijl,

together with the consequences

2(L̊, P̄− P) = −2H|L̊|2 + tr(L̊3) + (L̊,W),

2(L̊2, P̄− P) = −2H tr(L̊3)−H2|L̊|2 + tr(L̊4)−
1

6
|L̊|4 + (L̊2,W)

of the Fialkow equation. Then we obtain

2J2 − J1 = −(L̊,∆(L̊)) + 4(L̊2,P) + J|L̊|2

− L̊ijL̊klWkijl − L̊ijL̊klW kijl − 2(L̊2,W)− tr(L̊4) +
1

6
|L̊|4

−
4

3
|δ(L̊)|2 + 2δ(L̊δ(L̊))− δδ(L̊2) +

1

2
∆(|L̊|2).

Finally, (12.22) shows that

L̊ijL̊klW kijl = L̊ijL̊klWkijl −
7

6
|L̊|4 + 2 tr(L̊4) + (L̊2,W).

Therefore, we get the final result

2J2 − J1 = −(L̊,∆(L̊)) + 4(L̊2,P) + J|L̊|2

− 2L̊ijL̊klWkijl − 3(L̊2,W) +
4

3
|L̊|4 − 3 tr(L̊4)

−
4

3
|δ(L̊)|2 + 2δ(L̊δ(L̊))− δδ(L̊2) +

1

2
∆(|L̊|2).

Combining this result with

(D(L̊), L̊) = (∆(L̊), L̊)− 4(L̊2,P)− J|L̊|2 +
4

3
|δ(L̊)|2 −

4

3
δ(L̊δ(L̊))

(by (12.14)) finally yields

J1 − 2J2 = (D(L̊), L̊) + 3(L̊2,W) + 2L̊klL̊ijWkijl −
4

3
|L̊|4 + 3 tr(L̊4)

+ δδ(L̊2)−
1

2
∆(|L̊|2)−

2

3
δ(L̊δ(L̊)).

Now Lemma 7.4 completes the proof. �

Corollary 12.6. In the critical dimension n = 4, it holds

J1 − 2J2 = −
4

3
I1 + 3I2 + I5 + 3I6 −

1

2
I7.

Proof. Combine Proposition 12.5 with Remark 12.4. �

This proves the relation (1.19).
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12.6. Some comments on [BGW21b]. Remark 7.1 shows that the formula for the second-order
part of P4 given in [BGW21b] is equivalent to our formula for this part.

In the present section, we prove that the formula for Q4 in general dimensions displayed in
Theorem 1 is equivalent to the formula

Q4 = Q4 +
2
n
(L̊,∆(L̊))

+ 1
n−3

[
2(n − 1)δδ(F̊ ) + 3n2−3n−2

2n(n−1) ∆(|L̊|2) + 4δ(L̊δ(L̊)) (12.28)

− 2(n − 1)L̊ijCij0 +
6(n−1)

n
L̊ij∇kW kij0 (12.29)

− 2(n − 1)(n − 4)(F̊ ,P)− 4(n − 5)(L̊2,P) (12.30)

+ 2(n − 1)(n − 2)H(L̊, F̊) + 2(n − 1)2(F̊ , F̊) + 2(n− 1)(L̊2, F̊) (12.31)

− n3+5n2−20n+20
2n(n−1) J|L̊|2 − 2(n+3)

n
L̊ijL̊klWkijl

]
(12.32)

displayed in [BGW21b, Corollary 1.1]. Here we omit the terms which are quartic in L. Accord-
ingly, we shall omit the verification of the coincidence of the respective terms which are quartic
in L.

In order to verify the equivalance of both formulas, we calculate the difference of the sum

(1.5) + (1.6) + (1.7) + (1.8)

and the sum

(12.28) + 2
n
(L̊,∆(L̊)) + (12.29) + (12.30) + (12.31) + (12.32),

up to terms which are quartic in L.
We first verify that the divergence terms in (1.5) coincide with the divergence terms in (12.28).

Indeed, (2.9) implies

δδ(F̊ ) = 1
n−2δδ(L̊

2)− 1
n(n−2)∆(|L̊|2 + 1

n−2δδ(W).

Hence (12.28) reads

2(n−1)
(n−3)(n−2)δδ(W) + 2(n−1)

(n−3)(n−2)δδ(L̊
2) + 3n−4

2(n−1)(n−2)∆(|L̊|2) + 4
n−3δ(L̊δ(L̊)).

But this sum coincides with (1.5).

In order to proceed, we use the identity (12.26) to replace the normal derivative term (L̊, ∇̄0(P̄))

in (1.6) by L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0. We find that the sum (1.6) equals

2(L̊,Hess(H)) + 2(L̊, ∇̄0(P̄))−
2

n−2 L̊
ij∇̄0(W )0ij0 −

2(n−1)
(n−2)(n−3) L̊

ij∇̄0(W )0ij0

= − 2
n−2(L̊,∆(L̊)) + 4

n−2 L̊
ij∇iδ(L̊)j −

2(n−1)
(n−2)(n−3) L̊

ij∇̄0(W )0ij0

− 2L̊ijLl
jP̄il + 2|L̊|2P̄00 −

2
n−2 L̊

ijLl
kR

k
ijl −

2
n−2 L̊

ijLl
jR

k
ikl

− 2
n−2 L̊

ijL̊klW kijl −
2

n−2(L̊
2,W) + 2n

n−2H(L̊,W).

The difference of this sum and the sum

2
n
(L̊,∆(L̊))− 2(n−1)

n−3 L̊ijC̄ij0 +
6(n−1)
n(n−3) L̊

ij∇kW kij0

= 2
n
(L̊,∆(L̊))− 2(n−1)

(n−2)(n−3) L̊
ij∇̄k(W )kij0 +

6(n−1)
n(n−3) L̊

ij∇kW kij0
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(see (12.29)) equals

− 4(n−1)
n(n−2)(L̊,∆(L̊)) + 2(n−1)

(n−2)(n−3) (L̊
ij∇̄k(W )kij0 − L̊ij∇̄0(W )0ij0)

+ 4
n−2 L̊

ij∇iδ(L̊)j −
6(n−1)
n(n−3) L̊

ij∇kW kij0

− 2L̊ijLl
jP̄il + 2|L̊|2P̄00 −

2
n−2 L̊

ijLl
kR

k
ijl −

2
n−2L̊

ijLl
jR

k
ikl

− 2
n−2 L̊

ijL̊klW kijl −
2

n−2(L̊
2,W) + 2n

n−2H(L̊,W).

Now the identities (12.15) and (12.25) imply that this sum equals

− 4(n−1)
n(n−2)

(
n(L̊,Hess(H)) + Lij∇i(Ric0)j + Lij∇kR̄ikj0 + (L2)ijR̄ik

k
j − LijLrsR̄rijs

)

+ 2(n−1)
(n−2)(n−3)

(
L̊ij∇kW kij0 − L̊ijL̊klW kijl − (L̊2,W) + nH(L̊,W)

)

+ 4
n−2 L̊

ij∇iδ(L̊)j −
6(n−1)
n(n−3) L̊

ij∇kW kij0

− 2L̊ijLl
jP̄il + 2|L̊|2P̄00 −

2
n−2L̊

ijLl
kR

k
ijl −

2
n−2 L̊

ijLl
jR

k
ikl

− 2
n−2 L̊

ijL̊klW kijl −
2

n−2(L̊
2,W) + 2n

n−2H(L̊,W), (12.33)

up to terms which are quartic in L. The decomposition R̄ = W − P̄ ? g yields

Lij∇kR̄ikj0 = −Lij∇kW kij0 + Lij∇j(P̄0)i − nHδ(P̄0).

Therefore, the sum (12.33) further reduces to the sum of
(

4(n−1)
n(n−2) +

2(n−1)
(n−2)(n−3) −

6(n−1)
n(n−3)

)
Lij∇kW kij0

− 4(n−1)
n(n−2)

[
n(L̊,Hess(H)) + L̊ij∇i(Ric0)j +Hδ(Ric0) + L̊ij∇j(P̄0)i +Hδ(P̄0)− nHδ(P̄0)

]

+ 4
n−2 L̊

ij∇iδ(L̊)j ,

and

− 4(n−1)
n(n−2)((L

2)ijR̄ik
k
j − LijLrsR̄rijs)

− 2(n−1)
(n−2)(n−3) (L̊

ijL̊rsW rijs + (L̊2,W)− nH(L̊,W))

− 2L̊ijLl
jP̄il + 2|L̊|2P̄00 −

2
n−2 L̊

ijLrsRrijs +
2

n−2 L̊
ijLl

j Ricil

− 2
n−2 L̊

ijL̊rsW rijs −
2

n−2(L̊
2,W) + 2n

n−2H(L̊,W),

up to terms which are quartic in L. Now δ(L̊) = (n − 1)dH + (n − 1)P̄0 (Codazzi-Mainardi)
implies that the first sum vanishes. In the second sum, we use the Gauss equations for R̄,
(12.21) and the Fialkow equation to replace curvature contributions of the background metric g
by curvature contributions of the induced metric h. Simplification gives

− 4(n−1)
n(n−2)((L̊

2,Ric)− L̊ijL̊rsRrijs)

− ( 2(n−1)
(n−2)(n−3) +

2
n−2)(L̊

ijL̊rsWrijs +
2

n−2(L̊
2,W))

− ( 2(n−1)
(n−2)(n−3) +

2
n−2)(L̊

2,W) + ( 2n(n−1)
(n−2)(n−3) +

2n
n−2)H(L̊,W)

− 2L̊ijLl
j(

1
n−2W il + Pil) + 2|L̊|2P̄00 −

2
n−2 L̊

ijL̊rsRrijs +
2

n−2(L̊
2,Ric)

= − 4(n−1)
n(n−2)((L̊

2,Ric)− L̊ijL̊rsRrijs)

− 4
n−3(L̊

ijL̊rsWrijs +
2

n−2(L̊
2,W))− 4

n−3(L̊
2,W) + 4n

n−3H(L̊,W)

− 2L̊ijLl
j(

1
n−2W il + Pil) + 2|L̊|2P̄00 −

2
n−2 L̊

ijL̊rsRrijs +
2

n−2(L̊
2,Ric), (12.34)
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up to terms which are quartic in L. In the latter formula, we decompose R = W − P ? h and
substitute Ric = (n− 2)P+ Jh.

Finally, the terms in (12.30)-(12.32) yield

− 2(n−1)(n−4)
(n−2)(n−3) (P,W) + 2(n−1)2

(n−2)2(n−3)
(W,W) +

( 4(n−1)2

(n−2)2(n−3)
+ 2(n−1)

(n−2)(n−3)

)
(L̊2,W)

− 6n2−38n+48
(n−2)(n−3) (L̊

2,P) + 2(n−1)(n−4)
n(n−2)(n−3)J|L̊|

2 + 2(n−1)
n−3 H(L̊,W). (12.35)

Now, we use these results to determine the remaining terms in the difference of both formulas
for Q4.

• The term (P,W). Its coefficient

−2(n−1)(n−4)
(n−2)(n−3)

in (12.35) coincides with the coefficient in (1.7).
• The term (W ,W). Its coefficient

2(n−1)2

(n−2)2(n−3)

in (12.35) coincides with its coefficient in (1.7).

• The term H(L̊,W). It contributes to (1.7) and to (12.34) with the respective coefficients

− 2(n−1)2

(n−2)(n−3) and 4n
n−3 −

2
n−2 .

The sum of these coefficients equals

2(n−1)
n−3 .

On the other hand, it contributes to (12.35) with the coefficient

2(n−1)
n−3 .

Thus, the term H(L̊,W) has the same coefficient in both formulas for Q4. The fact
that, for n = 4, this coefficient equals −6 is reflected by the contribution −3J1 in the
decomposition of Q4 in Corollary 3.

• The term (L̊2,W). It contributes to (1.7) and (12.34) by

4(3n−5)(n−1)
(n−2)2(n−3) and − 4

n−3
2

n−2 −
4

n−3 − 2
n−2 = − 6(n−1)

(n−2)(n−3) .

The sum of these coefficients equals

2(3n−4)(n−1)
(n−2)2(n−3) .

On the other hand, it contributes to (12.35) by

4(n−1)2

(n−2)2(n−3)
+ 2(n−1)

(n−2)(n−3) =
2(3n−4)(n−1)
(n−2)2(n−3)

.

Thus, the contributions of (L̊2,W) to both formulas for Q4 coincide.

• The term (L̊2,P). It contributes to (1.8) and (12.34) with the respective coefficients

−2(n2−9n+12)
(n−2)(n−3) and − 4.

The sum of these coefficients equals

−6n2−38n+48
(n−2)(n−3) .

This coefficient coincides with the coefficient of (L̊2,P) in (12.35).
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• The term J|L̊|2. It contributes to (12.34) and (1.8) with the respective coefficients

− 4(n−1)
n(n−2) +

2
n−2 = − 2

n
and − n3−5n2+18n−20

2(n−3)(n−2)(n−1) .

The sum of these coefficients coincides with the sum
2(n−1)(n−4)
n(n−2)(n−3) −

n3+5n2−20n+20
2n(n−1) = −n4−n3−6n2+24n−24

2(n(n−1)(n−2)(n−3)

of its contributions to (12.35) and (12.32).

• The term L̊ijL̊rsW rijs. It contributes to (12.34) with the coefficient

4(n−1)
n(n−2) −

4
n−3 − 2

n−2 = − 2(n+3)
n(n−3) .

This coefficient coincides with its coefficient in (12.32).

• The terms |L̊|2P̄00 and H(L̊,P). Their contributions in (1.8) cancel against their respec-
tive contributions in (12.34).

In the critical dimension n = 4, we may proceed more directly to compare the formulas for
Q4 displayed in Corollary 3 and [BGW21b, Theorem 1.2].

[BGW21b, Theorem 1.2] is the special case of [BGW21b, Corollary 1.1] for n = 4. It gives
the decomposition

Q4 = Q4 +Wm+ U + divergence term (12.36)

with Wm as in (12.11), the local conformal invariant

U
def
= 18(F̊ , F̊) + 6(L̊2, F̊) +

49

24
|L̊|4 +

9

2
L̊ij∇kW kij0,−

7

2
L̊ijL̊klWiklj

and the divergence terms

8

3
δ(L̊δ(L̊)) + 6δδ(F̊ )−

1

12
∆(|L̊|2) =

8

3
δ(L̊δ(L̊)) + 3δδ(L̊2)−

5

6
∆(|L̊|2) + 3δδ(W). (12.37)

We rewrite the sum in (12.36) in terms of the invariants Ij, J1, and a divergence term.
Combining Proposition 12.2, Remark 12.4 and (12.22) gives

Wm =

(
−
1

2
I5 −

1

4
I7 −

1

2
δ(L̊,W 0)

)
+

(
−3J1 + 3Ī5 + 3I6 −

3

2
I7 − 6δ(L̊,W 0)

)

= −
7

2
I1 + 6I2 +

5

2
I5 + 6I6 −

7

4
I7 − 3J1 −

13

2
δ(L̊,W 0)

Moreover, we easily calculate

U =
15

2
tr(L̊4) +

1

6
|L̊|4 +

9

2
|W|2 + 12(L̊2,W) +

9

2
L̊ij∇kW kij0 −

7

2
L̊ijL̊klWiklj

=
1

6
I1 +

15

2
I2 +

9

2
I4 −

7

2
I5 + 12I6 +

9

4
I7 +

9

2
δ(L̊,W 0)

using Lemma 7.6. Finally, the sum (12.37) coincides with the sum

4δ(L̊δ(L̊)) + δδ(L̊2) +
1

6
∆(|L̊|2) + 3δδ(W) + 2δ(L̊,W 0)

using Lemma 7.4. Note that the latter sum coincides with the second line of (1.20), up to the
last term (being a local conformal invariant).

Summarizing these result, we find that (12.36) reads

Q4 = Q4 −
10

3
I1 +

27

2
I2 +

9

2
I4 − I5 + 18I6 +

1

2
I7 − 3J1

+ 4δ(L̊δ(L̊)) + δδ(L̊2) +
1

6
∆(|L̊|2) + 3δδ(W).

This shows that the formula for Q4 in Corollary 3 (or equivalently in Theorem 3) coincides with
the formula in [BGW21b, Theorem 1.2].



EXTRINSIC PANEITZ OPERATORS AND Q-CURVATURES FOR HYPERSURFACES 73

References

[AGV81] E. Abbena, A. Gray and L. Vanhecke, Steiner’s formula for the volume of a parallel hypersurface in
a Riemannian manifold, Annali Sc. Norm. Sup. Pisa 8, (3), (1981), 473–493.

[AHR] J. B. Achour, E. Huguet and J. Renaud, Conformally invariant wave equation for a symmetric second
rank tensor (spin-2) in d-dimensional curved background, Physical Review D 89, 064041 (2014).
arXiv:1311.43124v3

[A12] S. Alexakis, The decomposition of global conformal invariants, Annals of Mathematics Studies 182,
Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 2012.

[AGW21] C. Arias, R. Gover and A. Waldron, Conformal geometry of embedded manifolds with boundary
from universal holographic formulae, Advances in Math. 384 (2021) 107700. arXiv:1906.01731

[AS21] A. Astaneh and S. Solodukhin, Boundary conformal invariants and the conformal anomaly in five
dimensions. Physics Letters B 816, (2021), 136282. arXiv:2102.07661

[AS22] A. Astaneh and S. Solodukhin, private communication.
[BJ10] H. Baum and A. Juhl, Conformal Differential Geometry: Q-Curvature and Conformal Holonomy.

Oberwolfach Seminars 40, 2010.
[B87] A. Besse, Einstein manifolds, Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete, 10, Springer-

Verlag, (1987).
[BGW21a] S. Blitz, R. Gover and A. Waldron, Conformal fundamental forms and the asymptotically Poincaré-
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[G04] A. Gray, Tubes, Birkhäuser, Progress in Mathematics 221, 2004.
[GZ20] M. Gursky and S. Zhang, Rigidity for Bach-flat metrics on manifolds with boundary and applications.

arXiv:2007.04355v2

[G05] J. Guven, Conformally invariant bending energy for hypersurfaces, J. Phys. A, 38, 7943–7955 (2005).
[HH17] C. P. Herzog and Kuo-Wei Huang, Boundary conformal field theory and a boundary central charge.

arXiv:1707.06224.v4

[HP99] G. Huisken and A. Polden, Geometric Evolution Equations for Hypersurfaces, in S. Hildebrand, M.
Struwe (eds) Calculus of Variations and Geometric Evolution Problems, Lecture Notes in Mathemat-
ics 1713, 1999, 45–84.

[J88] R. W. Jenne, A construction of conformally invariant differential operators. Thesis. University of
Washington. 1988.

[J09] A. Juhl, Families of conformally covariant differential operators, Q-curvature and holography,
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