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4 Lp-SPECTRAL THEORY FOR THE LAPLACIAN ON FORMS

NELIA CHARALAMBOUS AND ZHIQIN LU

Abstract. In this article, we find sufficient conditions on an open Riemannian
manifold so that a Weyl criterion holds for the Lp-spectrum of the Laplacian on
k-forms, and also prove the decomposition of the Lp-spectrum depending on the
order of the forms. We then show that the resolvent set of an operator such as the
Laplacian on Lp lies outside a parabola whenever the volume of the manifold has
an exponential volume growth rate, removing the requirement on the manifold to
be of bounded geometry. We conclude by providing a detailed description of the Lp

spectrum of the Laplacian on k-forms over hyperbolic space.

1. Introduction

In this article, we consider the Laplacian on differential k-forms over an open
(complete noncompact) Riemannian manifold (M, g). On smooth differential k-forms,
the Laplacian is given by

∆ = dδ + δd

where d is exterior differentiation and δ is the dual operator of d with respect to
the L2-pairing. We are interested in the spectrum of the Laplacian acting on Lp-
integrable k-forms Lp(Λk(M)) for all 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. For p ∈ [1,∞] one can define
the Laplacian operator on Lp(Λk(M)) via the heat semigroup. The Lp-spectrum and
essential spectrum for the Laplacian on k-forms, σ(p, k) and σess(p, k) respectively,
are then defined in a similar way to the L2-spectrum (see Section 3 for the details).
Note that if the manifold is compact, the spectrum is trivially the same for all p,
hence studying the Lp-spectrum only makes sense in the noncompact case.

The Lp-spectrum is often more complex and hence more interesting in comparison
to the L2-spectrum. One of its interesting features is the fact that it could actually
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vary with p over noncompact manifolds, and this variation can be controlled by the
geometric properties of the manifold. The classic examples are hyperbolic space,
Kleinian group and certain conformally compact manifolds, where the Lp-spectrum
of the Laplacian on functions, σess(p, 0), is a parabolic region of the complex plane
for all p 6= 2 and reduces to an unbounded interval of the real line for p = 2 [7,10,23].

On the other hand, σ(p, k) was proved to be independent of p on manifolds with
uniformly subexponential volume growth and whose Ricci curvature and curvature
tensor on k-forms are bounded below (see [16,17,32] for the case k = 0 who consider
both the Laplacian and Schrödinger operators, and [1] for all other k).

Our first goal in this article is to study the Weyl criterion for the Lp-spectrum.
Surprisingly such a criterion is not known. The classical Weyl criterion states that
a point λ will belong to the L2-spectrum of the Laplacian if and only if we can find
a sequence of approximate L2-eigenforms corresponding to λ. This criterion does
not generalize to the Lp-spectrum, in other words it is not clear that we can always
find a sequence of approximate Lp eigenforms whenever λ is in the Lp-spectrum (see
Theorem 3.1)1. Our first goal is to find sufficient conditions on the manifold so
that the Lp-Weyl criterion holds for the Laplacian on forms. In Section 3, Theorem
3.2, using heat kernel bounds, we prove that for p ≥ 2 the Lp-Weyl criterion holds
whenever the Ricci curvature and the Weitzenböck tensor are bounded below, and
the volume of balls of radius 1 is uniformly bounded below by a positive constant.
In the same section we also prove that a point in the Lp-spectrum on k-forms must
come from either the (k + 1) or the (k − 1)-form spectrum (Proposition 3.1). We
achieve these results by proving precise upper Gaussian estimates for the heat kernel
on forms and its first order derivatives, as well as pointwise and integral estimates for
the resolvent operator and its derivatives. These are found in Section 2.

Our next goal is to generalize the set of manifolds over which the Lp-spectrum of
the Laplacian on k-forms is contained in a parabolic region. First, we prove the finite
propagation speed of the wave kernel for the Laplacian on forms (Theorem 4.1). Then
in Section 5 we show that the resolvent set of an operator such as the Laplacian on Lp

lies outside a parabola whenever the volume of the manifold has exponential volume
growth rate (see Section 5 for the precise definition).

1In general very little is known for the spectrum of operators over a Banach space. For a discussion
on how the residual and point spectrum are related see [25, Proposition p. 194].
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Theorem 1.1. We consider a complete manifold M over which the Ricci curvature
and the Weitzenböck tensor on k-forms are bounded below. Denote by γ the exponen-
tial rate of volume growth of M and λ1 the infimum of the spectrum of the Laplacian
on L2 integrable k-forms. Let 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, and z be a complex number such that

|Im(z)| > γ

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

p
− 1

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Then, for any real number c satisfying c ≤ λ1, the operator (H − z2)−1 is bounded on
Lp(Λk(M)), where

H = ∆− c

is a nonnegstive operator in L2(Λk(M)).

Our result generalizes that of Taylor [33] in that it removes the requirement that
the manifold should be of bounded geometry. In particular, we no longer require that
the injectivity radius of the manifold be bounded below. We achieve this through
our precise estimates for the resolvent kernel and by using the resolvent to effectively
replace the parametrix method in [33] for the wave kernel.

We visualize the result in Theorem 1.1 with the picture below, where the set out-
side the shaded parabolic region represents the set of complex numbers w for which
the resolvent (H − w)−1 is bounded in Lp. Note that a parabolic region is always
contained in a cone with vertex on the real line. It is worth mentioning that in [22] it
was proved that the Lp-spectrum is always contained in a cone which depends only
on p and in [34] Weber provides an example of a surface where the Lp-spectrum is
the maximal cone. However, upon careful examination of their results, we see that in
the case p = 1, the cone degenerates into a half-plane. Our results imply that under
the assumption of a lower bound for the Ricci and Weizenböck tensor, there exists
a strict cone that contains the spectrum, confirming the following conjecture in this
special case.

x

y
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Conjecture 1. Let M be any complete noncompact Riemannian manifold with the
exponential rate of volume growth γ < ∞ (see Section 5 for the definition). Assume
that the Weitzenböck curvature on k-forms has a lower bound for some 0 ≤ k ≤ n.
Then there exist two real numbers c ≤ 0 and a > 0, such that (∆ − w)−1 is bounded
on Lp(Λk(M)) for any complex number w which satisfies

Re(w) ≤ a|Im(w)| − c.

In other words, if we drop the condition on the lower bound for the Ricci curva-
ture, we believe that a generalization of Theorem 1.1 should hold, with the spectrum
contained in a strict sector rather than a parabola. In particular, if k = 0 there is
no condition on curvature, and the result becomes conformally invariant when the
conformal factor is bounded.

In Theorem 5.1 we extend the result of Theorem 1.1 to a more general class of
operators that are functions of the Laplacian.

We conclude by providing a detailed description of the Lp-spectrum for k-forms
over hyperbolic space HN+1, using Theorem 1.1 and Proposition 3.1. Let

(1) Qp,k =
{

(

N
2
− k
)2

+ z2
∣

∣

∣
z ∈ C with |Im z| ≤

∣

∣

∣

N
p
− N

2

∣

∣

∣

}

for k ≤ (N + 1)/2 and 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, and let Qp,k = Qp,N+1−k if k > (N + 1)/2.

Theorem 1.2. The spectrum σ(p, k) of the Laplacian on Lp-integrable k-forms over
the hyperbolic space HN+1 is given by

σ(p, k) = Qp,k, for 0 ≤ k ≤ N/2; and

σ(p, N+1
2

) = Q
p,
N+1
2

∪ {0}, if N is odd.

For (N + 1)/2 ≤ k ≤ N + 1, σ(p, k) = σ(p,N + 1− k).
Moreover, for p > 2 every point in the interior of the parabola Qp,k in (1) is an

eigenvalue for the Laplacian on Lp(Λk(HN+1)), whereas for 1 ≤ p ≤ 2, none of the
points in Qp,k is an eigenvalue.

We also prove the following interesting result for harmonic forms.
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Theorem 1.3. Let N be a positive odd integer. Then an Lp-integrable harmonic
(N + 1)/2-form exists over HN+1 if and only if

p >
2N

N + 1
.

These results are proved in Sections 6 and 7.
Note that when N is an odd number, and if p ≤ 2N/(N + 1)(< 2), or p ≥

2N/(N − 1), then 0 ∈ Q
p,
N+1
2

; hence σ(p, N+1
2

) = Q
p,
N+1
2

. Combining this with

the result of Theorem 1.3, we get the interesting observation that for p ≤ 2 an Lp-
integrable harmonic (N + 1)/2-form exists only for the p for which {0} is an isolated
point in the Lp-spectrum.

Acknowledgement. The authors would like to thank Michael Taylor for the
clarifying remarks regarding the parametrix method.

2. Resolvent kernel estimates

We assume thatM is a complete Riemannian manifold of dimension n. Throughout
this paper, we let 0 ≤ k ≤ n = dimM be an integer. In this section, we provide
pointwise and integral estimates for the kernel of the resolvent (∆+ α)−m, as well as
its first-order derivatives, where α,m > 0 are positive numbers. Our estimates are
new to the best of our knowledge. In particular, we believe that Corollary 2.1 is new
and would be useful in a broader context.

Throughout the paper, we use 〈·, ·〉 to denote the inner product on vector fields
and k-forms, and we denote the norm associated with this inner product by | · |.
We will use

∫

M
f to denote the integral of a function over the Riemannian manifold

without specifying the volume form if the context is clear; moreover, the constants
C,C ′, C ′′, C1, C2, . . . may differ from line to line even if they have the same superscript
or subscript.

Lemma 2.1. Let M be a complete manifold of dimension n with Ricci curvature
bounded below Ric ≥ −K1 and Weitzenböck tensor on k-forms bounded below Wk ≥
−K2. Then the heat kernel on k-forms, ~ht, has the following Gaussian upper bound

|~ht(x, y)| ≤ C1 vol(Bx(
√
t))−1/2vol(By(

√
t))−1/2e

√
K1t+K2t e

− d2(x,y)
C2t ,

where vol(Bx(r)) denotes the Riemannian volume of the geodesic ball or radius r at
x.
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If in addition the Weitzenböck tensor on (k + 1)-forms is bounded below, Wk+1 ≥
−K2, then

|d~ht(x, y)| ≤ C1 t
−1/2 vol(Bx(

√
t))−1/2vol(By(

√
t))−1/2e

√
K1t+2K2t e

− d2(x,y)
C2t .

Similarly, if the Weitzenböck tensor on (k−1)-forms is bounded below, Wk−1 ≥ −K2,
then we have

|δ~ht(x, y)| ≤ C1 t
−1/2 vol(Bx(

√
t))−1/2vol(By(

√
t))−1/2e

√
K1t+2K2t e

− d2(x,y)
C2t .

In all of the above C1, C2 denote generalized constants that only depend on n and
possibly the curvature bounds.

Proof. These estimates are known for the case of functions. The proof for the case
of forms is similar, but we include it here for the sake of completeness. When the
Weitzenböck tensor on k-forms is bounded below, using the domination technique as
in [18], one can show that the heat kernel on functions dominates the heat kernel on
k-forms (see also [1, 12, 27])

(2) |~ht(x, y)| ≤ eK2th(t, x, y)

where h(t, x, y) is the heat kernel of the Laplacian on functions.
By [28, Theorem 6.1], using the Ricci curvature lower bound, we get

(3) |h(t, x, y)| ≤ C1 vol(Bx(
√
t))−1/2vol(By(

√
t))−1/2e

√
K1t e

− d2(x,y)
C2t ,

where C1, C2 only depend on n. The estimate for ~ht follows.
Recall that the Hodge Laplacian on k-forms over M may be written as

(4) ∆ = ∇∗∇ +Wk

where ∇∗∇ is the covariant Laplacian and Wk is the Weitzenböck tensor. Using (4),
we have

1

2
∆(|ω|2) = 〈∆ω, ω〉 − |∇ω|2 − 〈Wω, ω〉.

By combining the above formula for (k + 1)-forms together with Kato’s inequality,

|∇|ω| |2 ≤ |∇ω|2, we get that |d~ht(x, y)| satifies
(5) ∆|d~ht(x, y)|+ ∂/∂t|d~ht(x, y)| ≤ K2|d~ht(x, y)|,
whenever the Weitzenböck tensor on (k + 1)-forms is bounded below by −K2. As a
result,

(6) ∆(e−K2t|d~ht(x, y)|) + ∂/∂t(e−K2t|d~ht(x, y)|) ≤ 0.
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Similarly, |δ~ht(x, y)| satifies the same inequality, whenever the Weitzenböck tensor on
(k − 1)-forms is bounded below by −K2.

As in the proof in [8, Theorem 6], we can first obtain L2-estimates for |d~ht| and
|δ~ht| using the L2 estimates for |~ht| and h. Then, the upper estimates follow by using
the parabolic version of the Moser iteration as in [28, Theorems 5.1, 6.5] and the
proof of Theorem 6 in [8]. �

Corollary 2.1. Let x, y ∈ M be two distinct points. Under the same respective
assumptions (depending on the order of the form) as in Lemma 2.1, we have

|~ht(x, y)| ≤ C1 vol(By(
√
t))−1eC3t e

− d2(x,y)
C2t ,

and

|d~ht(x, y)| ≤ C1 t
−1/2vol(By(

√
t))−1eC3t e

− d2(x,y)
C2t ;

|δ~ht(x, y)| ≤ C1 t
−1/2vol(By(

√
t))−1eC3t e

− d2(x,y)
C2t .

Proof. From the volume comparison theorem, we have

(7) vol(Bx(
√
t)) ≥ C vol(Bx(

√
t+ d(x, y)))

(

1 +
d(x, y)√

t

)−n

e−C′(t+d(x,y)),

and since vol(Bx(
√
t + d(x, y))) ≥ vol(By(

√
t)), we obtain

(8) vol(Bx(
√
t))−1/2 ≤ C vol(By(

√
t))−1/2

(

1 +
d(x, y)√

t

)n/2

eC
′(t+d(x,y))

for any x, y ∈ M . For the rest of the paper, we shall repeatedly use the following
essential inequality: for any σ > 0, we have

(9) −d(x, y)2

4C2t
− σ2t ≤ −C

−1/2
2 σd(x, y).

This inequality will allow us to use the Gaussian term in our estimates in order to
generate an exponentially decaying term with respect to the distance d(x, y), plus an
additional exponentially increasing term in time.

By Lemma 2.1 and for a possibly larger C2, the above estimates and (9) yield

|~ht(x, y)| ≤ C1 vol(By(
√
t))−1eC3t

(

1 +
d(x, y)√

t

)n/2

e
− d2(x,y)

C2t .
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Since the function (1 + z)n/2e−z2/c is bounded for any c > 0, the estimate of the
corollary follows by taking a possibly larger C2 once again.

The estimates for d~ht(x, y) and δ~ht(x, y) follow by using the same method. �

Lemma 2.2. Let 0 ≤ k ≤ n. Suppose that an operator T acting on L2(Λk(M)) has

integral kernel ~k(x, y) which satisfies

(10) sup
x

∫

M

|~k(x, y)|r∗dy + sup
y

∫

M

|~k(x, y)|r∗dx ≤ C

for some 1 ≤ r∗ ≤ ∞.

Then, for any 1 ≤ p, q, r∗ ≤ ∞ such that 1 +
1

q
=

1

p
+

1

r∗
, the operator T is bounded

from Lp(Λk(M)) to Lq(Λk(M)).

The above Lemma is known as Schur’s test, or Young’s inequality and a proof when
T is an operator on L2(Rn) can be found in [30, Theorem 0.3.1]. For our case, the
proof is identical since

‖Tω‖Lq ≤
(
∫

M

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

M

|~k(x, y)| · |ω(y)| dy
∣

∣

∣

∣

q

dx

)1/q

,

and as a result all of the Hölder estimates in [30] can easily be extended to our oper-
ator by our assumption on the integrability of the kernel.

Note that the condition on p, q, r∗ implies that the above result only works for
q ≥ p.

Using the above lemma, we will now obtain the Lp to Lq boundedness for various
operators related to the resolvent operator (∆+α)−m, where α ≫ 0 and m > 0. Some
of them will be used in the following section for the proof of the Lp-Weyl criterion,
but also in Section 5 for the proof of Theorem 1.1. For reasons that will become
apparent in the upper estimate, we change our notation a bit and denote α = ξ2. For
any m > 0 and any ξ ∈ R we denote by ~gm,ξ(x, y) the kernel of the resolvent operator
(∆ + ξ2)−m.

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that M is a complete noncompact manifold with Ricci cur-
vature bounded below. Let

φ(x) =
1

√

vol(Bx(1))
.
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For any α > 0, 1 ≤ r∗ ≤ ∞, let r be the conjugate number to r∗, that is 1/r+1/r∗ = 1.
Let p, q, r∗ as in Lemma 2.2. If the Weitzenböck tensor on k-forms is bounded below
and

m >
n

2r
,

then the operators

T = φ1/r∗−1(∆ + ξ2)−mφ1/r∗−1;

T ′ = φ2/r∗−2(∆ + ξ2)−m;

T ′′ = (∆ + ξ2)−mφ2/r∗−2.

are bounded from Lp to Lq for any ξ large enough.
If

m >
n

2r
+

1

2
,

and the Weitzenböck tensor on (k + 1)-forms is bounded below then the operators

T1 = φ1/r∗−1d(∆ + ξ2)−mφ1/r∗−1;

T ′
1 = φ2/r∗−2d(∆ + ξ2)−m;

T ′′
1 = d(∆ + ξ2)−mφ2/r∗−2

are bounded from Lp to Lq for any ξ large enough.
If

m >
n

2r
+

1

2
,

and the Weitzenböck tensor on (k − 1)-forms is bounded below then the operators

T2 = φ1/r∗−1δ(∆ + ξ2)−mφ1/r∗−1;

T ′
2 = φ2/r∗−2δ(∆ + ξ2)−m;

T ′′
2 = δ(∆ + ξ2)−mφ2/r∗−2.

are bounded from Lp to Lq for any ξ large enough.

Proof. We only provide the proof for the case of T , since the remaining cases are
proved in a similar manner. The additional +1/2 in the condition for m comes from
the additional t−1/2 factor in the upper estimates for the derivatives of the heat kernel.

The kernel ~km,ξ(x, y) of T is given by

~km,ξ(x, y) = φ(x)
1
r∗

−1φ(y)
1
r∗

−1~gm,ξ(x, y),
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where

(11) ~gm,ξ(x, y) = cn

∫ ∞

0

tm−1e−ξ2t~ht(x, y) dt.

By the volume estimate, we have

vol(Bx(1))

vol(By(1))
≤ vol(By(1 + d(x, y)))

vol(By(1))
≤ C (1 + d(x, y))n eC

′d(x,y) ≤ C eC
′d(x,y).

Bearing in mind that 1− r∗ ≤ 0, we therefore have

(12) |~km,ξ(x, y)|r
∗ ≤ C1 φ(y)

2−2r∗ eC
′d(x,y) |~gm,ξ(x, y)|r

∗

.

Substituting the upper estimate for the heat kernel from Corollary 2.1 we get

|~km,ξ(x, y)|r
∗ ≤ C1 φ(y)

2−2r∗eC
′d(x,y)

(
∫ ∞

0

tm−1vol(By(
√
t))−1e−ξ2teC3t e

− d2(x,y)
C2t dt

)r∗

≤ C1 φ(y)
2−2r∗

(
∫ ∞

0

tm−1vol(By(
√
t))−1e−

1
2
ξ2t e

− d2(x,y)
C2t dt

)r∗

for all ξ large enough, after using (9). Fixing y, let

(13) f(a) = vol(By(a))

for a > 0. Then f(1) = φ(y)−2. Using the co-area formula, we obtain
∫

M

|~km,ξ(x, y)|r
∗

dx ≤ C1

∫ ∞

0

f ′(ρ)

(
∫ ∞

0

f(1)1/r

f(
√
t)

tm−1e−
1
2
ξ2t e

− ρ2

C2t dt

)r∗

dρ.

By volume comparison, f(1)/f(
√
t) ≤ Cmax

(

1, t−n/2
)

, hence, after splitting f(
√
t) =

f(
√
t)1/rf(

√
t)1/r

∗

, we get
∫

M

|~km,ξ(x, y)|r
∗

dx ≤ C1

∫ ∞

0

f ′(ρ)

(
∫ ∞

0

f(
√
t)−1/r∗ dµ

)r∗

dρ.

where dµ = tm−1 max
(

1, t−n/2r
)

e−
1
2
ξ2t e

− ρ2

C2t dt. By the Hölder inequality,
(
∫ ∞

0

f(
√
t)−1/r∗dµ

)r∗

≤
(
∫ ∞

0

dµ

)r∗/r

·
∫ ∞

0

f(
√
t)−1 dµ.

Note that
∫ ∞

0

dµ ≤ C
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whenever m > n/2r, therefore
∫

M

|~km,ξ(x, y)|r
∗

dx ≤ C1

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

f ′(ρ)

f(
√
t)

max
(

1, t−n/2r
)

tm−1e−
1
2
ξ2t e

− ρ2

C2t dt dρ

= C1

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

f(ρ)

f(
√
t)

ρ max
(

1, t−n/2r
)

tm−2e−
1
2
ξ2t e

− ρ2

C2t dρ dt

after applying Fubini’s theorem and integration by parts. We estimate,
∫

√
t

0

f(ρ)

f(
√
t)
ρ e

− ρ2

C2t dρ ≤
∫

√
t

0

ρ e
− ρ2

C2t dρ ≤
∫ ∞

0

ρ e
− ρ2

C2t dρ ≤ C t

and
∫ ∞

√
t

f(ρ)

f(
√
t)

ρ e
− ρ2

C2t dρ ≤
∫ ∞

0

ρ

(

ρ√
t

)n

eC
′ρ e

− ρ2

C2t dρ ≤ Ct eC
′t

where we have employed similar methods as in the proof of Corollary 2.1 to get the
upper bounds, including (9) and the fact that ze−z2/c is bounded for any c > 0.
Combining the above, we have

∫

M

|~km,ξ(x, y)|r
∗

dx ≤ C1

∫ ∞

0

max
(

1, t−n/2r
)

tm−1 eC
′t e−C4ξ2t dt ≤ C

whenever m > n/2r, and for all ξ large enough.
�

Corollary 2.2. Suppose that M is a complete noncompact manifold with Ricci cur-
vature and the Weitzenböck tensor on k-forms both bounded below. Let m > n/4 and
C5 > 0. Then for any ξ large enough

(14)

∫

M

φ(y)−2eC5d(x,y)|~gm,ξ(x, y)|2dx ≤ C6

and for C7 > 0 small enough2

(15)

∫

M

φ(y)−2eC7ξd(x,y)|~gm,ξ(x, y)|2dx ≤ C6.

Proof. In the proof of the previous theorem we have in fact shown that
∫

M

C1 φ(y)
2−2r∗ eC

′d(x,y) |~gm,ξ(x, y)|r
∗ ≤ C6

2C7 depends only on C2 from the Gaussian estimate.
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for any C ′ > 0, ξ large enough and m > n/2r. Replacing C ′ by C7ξ, we note that
eC7ξd(x,y) may also be absorbed by the Gaussian term when applying (9) in the proof
of the theorem if we choose C7 so that −ξ2 + (C7ξ)

2C2 ≤ −C4ξ
2 for some C4 > 0.

Hence,
∫

M

C1 φ(y)
2−2r∗ eC7ξd(x,y) |~gm,ξ(x, y)|r

∗ ≤ C6

for all ξ large enough. The Corollary follows by taking r∗ = 2. �

Corollary 2.3. Let m > 0. Under the same respective assumptions (depending on
the order of the form) as in Theorem 2.1, we have that ~gm,ξ(x, y) is L1-integrable
with a uniform upper bound for ξ large enough. Therefore the operator (∆+ α)−m is
bounded on L1(Λk(M)) for α(= ξ2) large enough.

Similarly, for m > 1/2, d~gm,ξ(x, y), and δ~gm,ξ(x, y) are L
1-integrable with a uniform

upper bound for ξ large enough. Therefore the operators d(∆+α)−m and δ(∆+α)−m

are also bounded on L1(Λk(M)) for α large enough.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 2.1 by letting r∗ = 1. However, we can provide a
shorter proof for the L1-boundedness of (∆ + α)−m.

Let α = ξ2. Given that the Weitzenböck tensor is bounded below, estimate (2) and
formula (11) imply that

|~gm,ξ(x, y)| ≤ cn

∫ ∞

0

e−(ξ2−K2)ttm−1h(t, x, y)dt.

By [14, Theorem 7.16], the heat kernel of the Laplacian on functions satisfies
∫

M

h(t, x, y)dx ≤ 1.

Therefore,
∫

M

|~gm,ξ(x, y)|dx ≤
∫ ∞

0

e−(ξ2−K2)ttm−1dt ≤ C < ∞

whenever m > 0 and ξ2 > K2. This proves that the operator (∆ + ξ2)−m is bounded
on L1(Λk(M)) for m > 0 and ξ2 > K2. �

Remark 1. If we assume m is sufficiently large, then the proofs of Theorem 2.1,
Corollary 2.2, and Corollary 2.3 are standard and follow from the well-known heat
kernel and volume estimates. See [32] for details. In our results, the number m is
optimal.
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Remark 2. We would like to remark that since Lemma 2.2 holds for a more general
class of operators we could use it to obtain resolvent estimates as in Theorem 2.1
for operators other than the Laplacian. For example, consider a self-adjoint operator
L acting on L2-integrable sections of bundles over Riemannian manifolds (with or
without boundary). Whenever L can be extended to the space of Lp-integrable sections
via the heat semigroup, then one can use the kernel of the operator on L2 to obtain
results for the boundedness of L between the various Lp spaces (see Section 3 for the
case of the Laplacian on forms). For example, one could extend the above lemma to
the square of Dirac operators on Clifford bundles over complete manifolds whenever
the Clifford contraction and Ricci curvature are bounded below (see [3] for how the
square Dirac operator can be extended to Lp via its heat semigroup).

3. Weyl Criterion for the Lp-Spectrum

In this section we will provide the detailed definition of the Lp-spectrum of the
Laplacian on a complete manifold M for p ∈ [1,∞]. We begin by recalling the ex-
tension of the Laplacian on Lp(Λk(M)) using the semi-group of the operator. For
any t ≥ 0, the heat operator e−t∆ is a bounded operator on L2(Λk(M)). Whenever
Wk is bounded below, e−t∆ extends to a semigroup of operators on Lp(Λk(M)) for
any p ∈ [1,∞], with L∞(Λk(M)) defined as (L1(Λk(M)))∗ (see for example [2]). The
Laplacian on Lp(Λk(M)), ∆p, is defined as the infinitesimal generator of this semi-
group when acting on Lp. We will denote the domain of the infinitesimal generator
∆p by Dom(∆p), and for simplicity we will often refer to ∆p as the Laplacian acting
on Lp(Λk(M)).

Analogously to the L2 case, the spectrum of ∆p on k-forms consists of all points
λ ∈ C for which ∆p − λI fails to be invertible on Lp. The essential spectrum of ∆p

on k-forms, σess(p, k), consists of the cluster points in the spectrum and of isolated
eigenvalues of infinite multiplicity. Both the spectrum and the essential spectrum are
closed subsets of C. Whenever the domain is clear from the context we will denote
the Laplacian on Lp(Λk(M)) by ∆, even though it varies with p and k.

For p and p∗ dual dimensions such that 1/p + 1/p∗ = 1, it is well known that
Lp(Λk(M)) and Lp∗(Λk(M)) are dual spaces, and ∆p and ∆p∗ are dual operators.
This implies that σ(p, k) = σ(p∗, k), and the same is true for the essential spectrum.
However, the nature of the points in the Lp and Lp∗ spectrum can significantly differ.
For example, Taylor proved that over symmetric spaces of noncompact type, every
point inside a parabolic region is an eigenvalue for the Lp-spectrum of the Laplacian
on functions for p > 2[33]. Similarly, Ji and Weber proved that over locally symmetric
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spaces of rank 1, the Lp-spectrum for p ≥ 2 for the Laplacian on functions contains
an open subset of C in which every point is an eigenvalue, whereas for 1 < p < 2
the set of Lp integrable eigenvalues is a discrete set [20]. In the case of finite volume
the opposite scenario can occur. In [21], the same authors show that over certain
non-compact locally symmetric space of higher rank and with finite volume every
point in a parabolic region, except for a discrete set, is an eigenvalue for 1 < p < 2.
In Theorem 1.2 we see that this absence in symmetry with regards to the spectrum
also holds for the Laplacian on k-forms over the hyperbolic space HN+1. It is also
reflected in the following analytic result, Theorem 3.1, which illustrates why a Weyl
criterion might not be possible on a general manifold. In Theorem 3.2, we will then
find sufficient conditions on the manifold such that a Weyl criterion holds.

Theorem 3.1. A complex number λ is in the spectrum of ∆ = ∆p on k-forms, if and
only if one of the following holds:

(a) For any ε > 0, there is a k-form ω ∈ Dom(∆p) such that

(16) ‖∆ω − λω‖Lp ≤ ε‖ω‖Lp

or,
(b) For any ε > 0, there is a k-form ω ∈ Dom(∆p∗) such that

‖∆ω − λω‖Lp∗ ≤ ε‖ω‖Lp∗ ,

where p∗ satisfies 1/p+ 1/p∗ = 1.

Proof. It is clear that if (a) holds then λ is in the Lp-spectrum by definition. If (b)
holds, then λ is again in the Lp-spectrum since the Lp-spectrum and the Lp∗-spectrum
are equal.

For the converse, suppose that neither (a) nor (b) hold for λ. Then, there exists
εo > 0 for all ω ∈ Dom(∆p)

(i) ‖(∆− λ)ω‖Lp ≥ εo‖ω‖Lp

and for all ω ∈ Dom(∆p∗)

(ii)‖(∆− λ)ω‖Lp∗ ≥ εo‖ω‖Lp∗ .

We claim that the set

A = { (∆− λ)ω
∣

∣

∣
ω ∈ Dom(∆p)}
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is dense in Dom(∆p). If not, then there exists a non-zero k-form η ∈ Dom(∆p∗) such
that

((∆− λ)ω, η) = 0

for all ω ∈ Dom(∆p), where ( , ) denotes the (Lp, Lp∗)-pairing. It easily follows that
(∆− λ)η = 0 which contradicts (ii).

By (i), (∆− λ)−1 is defined on A, and we have

‖(∆− λ)−1(∆− λ)ω‖Lp = ‖ω‖Lp ≤ 1
εo
‖(∆− λ)ω‖Lp

for any ω ∈ A. It follows that (∆−λ)−1 is bounded on A, and the proposition follows
since A is dense in Dom(∆p). �

When p = 2, the two conditions in Theorem 3.1 are identical, and the theorem
is reduced to the classical Weyl criterion. It is then natural to ask under which
additional conditions on the manifold would (16) suffice for p 6= 2. We will use the
estimates of the previous section to obtain the following Lp-Weyl criterion for the
spectrum.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that M is a complete open manifold with Ricci curvature and
the Weitzenböck tensor on k-forms bounded below, and such that volume of geodesic
balls of radius one is uniformly bounded below. Fix p ≥ 2. Then, a complex number
λ is in the spectrum of ∆ = ∆p on k-forms if and only if for any ε > 0 there is a
k-form ω ∈ Dom(∆p) such that

‖∆ω − λω‖Lp ≤ ε‖ω‖Lp.

Proof. By Theorem 3.1 it suffices to prove the converse. Suppose that for some λ
there exists εo > 0 such that for all ω ∈ Dom(∆p)

(17) ‖(∆− λ)ω‖Lp ≥ εo‖ω‖Lp

Similarly to the proof or Theorem 3.1 we consider the set

A = { (∆− λ)ω | ω ∈ Dom(∆p) }
and suppose that it is dense in Dom(∆p). If not, there exists a non-zero k-form
η ∈ Lp∗ with the properties that η ∈ Dom(∆p∗) and such that ∆η = λη. Then for
any α > 0, and positive integer m,

(∆ + α)−mη =
1

(λ+ α)m
η.



16 NELIA CHARALAMBOUS AND ZHIQIN LU

By Theorem 2.1, taking r∗ = p/2, we get that the operator φ4/p−2(∆+α)−m is bounded
from Lp∗(Λk(M)) to Lp(Λk(M)) for α large enough and m > n/2. Given the uniform
lower bound on φ, (∆ + α)−m is also bounded from Lp∗(Λk(M)) to Lp(Λk(M)). It
follows that η ∈ Lp(Λk(M)), and consequently, η ∈ Dom(∆p). By (17),

‖(∆− λ) η‖Lp ≥ εo‖η‖Lp

and hence η = 0 since ∆η = λη, which is a contradiction. �

Our final result for this section is the relationship between the Lp-spectra for three
consecutive orders of forms.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that Mn is a complete manifold with Ricci curvature
bounded below. Set 0 ≤ k ≤ n − 1 and suppose that the Weitzenböck tensor on
(k − 1), k and (k + 1)-forms is bounded below over M . Then, for any 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞

σ(p, k) \ {0} ⊂ σ(p, k − 1) ∪ σ(p, k + 1)

The same result also holds for the essential spectrum3.

Proof. By Corollary 2.3 the resolvent operator (∆ + α)−s is bounded on L1(Λk(M))
for any s > 0, provided that α is large enough.

Set λ ∈ C \ 0 such that λ ∈ ρ(1, k − 1) ∩ ρ(1, k + 1), where ρ(p, k) = C \ σ(p, k) is
the resolvent set. By the resolvent equation, for any positive integer m

(∆− λ)−1 = (∆ + α)−1 + (λ+ α)(∆ + α)−2 + · · ·+ (λ+ α)m−1(∆ + α)−m

− (λ+ α)m

λ
(∆ + α)−m +

(λ+ α)m

λ
(∆− λ)−1∆(∆+ α)−m.

Thus (∆ − λ)−1 is bounded on L1(Λk(M)) if and only if (∆ − λ)−1∆(∆ + α)−m is
bounded on L1(Λk(M)). Since m is arbitrary, we replace m by 2m and write

(∆− λ)−1∆(∆ + α)−2m

= d(∆ + α)−m(∆− λ)−1δ(∆ + α)−m + δ(∆ + α)−m(∆− λ)−1d(∆ + α)−m.
(18)

By Corollary 2.3 the operators d(∆+α)−m and δ(∆+α)−m are bounded on L1 under
our curvature assumptions, for any m > 1/2 and α large enough. At the same time,
if λ ∈ ρ(1, k − 1) ∩ ρ(1, k + 1) we have that the first resolvent operator on the right
side of (18), (∆ − λ)−1, is bounded on L1(Λk−1(M)), and the second is bounded on
L1(Λk+1(M)) (the first operator vanishes when k = 0). As a result, the operator on

3We use the notation σ(p,−1) = ∅ and that the Weitzenböck tensor on (−1)-forms is trivially
bounded below.
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the right side of (18) is bounded on L1(Λk(M)), and in consequence λ ∈ ρ(1, k) if
λ 6= 0 by the resolvent equation above.

The result is known on L2 by [4]. Therefore, using an interpolation argument, we
get that (∆ + α)−m, d(∆ + α)−m and δ(∆ + α)−m are bounded on Lp under our
curvature assumptions for any large enough α > 0. Using a similar argument as the
one above we conclude that the containment is true for the Lp-resolvent as well. �

Remark 3. In a recent article, we have demonstrated that, independently of the
curvature conditions on the manifold, the L2-spectrum of the Laplacian on 1-forms
should always contain the spectrum of the Laplacian on functions. Proposition 3.1
illustrates that this is also the case for the Lp spectrum. At the same time, Theorem
1.2 is consistent with the above Proposition. However, the unimodality with respect to
k that appears in the form essential spectrum of the hyperbolic space is not a general
characteristic of all manifolds, as there exist 4-dimensional flat manifolds whose 2-
form essential spectrum is smaller than their 1-form essential spectrum [4].

4. Finite Propagation Speed

In this section, we will provide a proof for the finite propagation speed of the wave
equation for the Hodge Laplacian on forms.

For the case of the Laplacian on functions, we refer the interested reader to [19].
Sikora in [29, Theorem 6] considered operators more general than the Hodge Laplacian
on forms, but our simplified argument works well for our case.

Theorem 4.1. Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold, and H = ∆ − γo be a
nonnegative operator on the space of L2 integrable k-forms for some γo ≥ 0. Then the
wave kernel corresponding to H has finite propagation speed which is at most 1. In
particular, if G(t, x, y) denotes the kernel of the operator cos(t

√
H), then G(t, x, y) =

0 whenever d(x, y) ≥ t.

Proof. Fix x, y ∈ M and let ε > 0. For t < d(x, y)− ε consider the cone

Cε = {(z, t) ∈ M × R
+
∣

∣ d(z, y) < d(x, y)− t− ε}.
We will show that G(t, x, z) = 0 for all (z, t) ∈ Cε.

Let d = d(x, y) and denote by By(r) the ball of radius r centered at y and by
∂By(r) its boundary. Define

E(t) =
1

2

∫

By(d−t−ε)

[

|Gt|2 + |dG|2 + |δG|2 + γo|G|2
]

.
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Then

E ′(t) =

∫

By(d−t−ε)

[ 〈Gtt, Gt〉+ 〈dGt, dG〉+ 〈δGt, δG〉+ γo〈Gt, G〉 ]

− 1

2

∫

∂By(d−t−ε)

[

|Gt|2 + |dG|2 + |δG|2 + γo|G|2
]

.

(19)

Integration by parts gives
∫

By(d−t−ε)

[ 〈Gtt, Gt〉+ 〈dGt, dG〉+ 〈δGt, dG〉+ γo〈Gt, G〉 ]

=

∫

By(d−t−ε)

[ −〈∆G,Gt〉+ 〈dGt, dG〉+ 〈δGt, δG〉+ 2γo〈Gt, G〉 ]

=

∫

∂By(d−t−ε)

[ 〈dG, ν ∧Gt〉 − 〈ν ∧ δG,Gt〉 ] + 2γo

∫

By(d−t−ε)

〈Gt, G〉,

where ν is the co-normal to the outward unit vector field on the boundary. By
decomposing Gt into its normal and tangential parts on the boundary and the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality we can prove that
∫

∂By(d−t−ε)

[ 〈dG, ν ∧Gt〉 − 〈ν ∧ δG,Gt〉 ] ≤
1

2

∫

∂By(d−t−ε)

[

|Gt|2 + |dG|2 + |δG|2
]

.

Substituting the above estimates into (19) we get

E ′(t) ≤ 2γo

∫

By(d−t−ε)

〈Gt, G〉 − γo
2

∫

∂By(d−t−ε)

|G|2 ≤ √
γoE(t),

where we have used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality 2|〈Gt, G〉| ≤
√

γ−1
o |Gt|2+

√
γo|G|2.

Since E(0) = 0, and ε > 0 is arbitrary, we have that E(t) = 0 for all t ≤ d(x, y).
�

5. The Lp-resolvent set

We begin this section by defining the exponential rate of volume growth of a man-
ifold M . The rate of volume growth of M , which we denote by γ, is the infimum
of all real numbers satisfying the property: for any ε > 0, there is a constant C(ε),
depending only on ε and the dimension of the manifold, such that for any x ∈ M and
any R ≥ 1, we have

(20) vol(Bx(R)) ≤ C(ε)vol(Bx(1))e
(γ+ε)R.
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γ is defined to be ∞ if for any γ > 0 and any C > 0, we can find a pair of (x,R) such
that the above inequality is reversed with C(ε) = C.

By the Bishop-Gromov Volume Comparison Theorem, if Ric(M) ≥ −K, then we
have γ ≤ K. The exponential rate of volume growth is 0 for Rn, and is n− 1 for the
n-dimensional hyperbolic space.

If the volume of the manifold is finite, then we have the following result

Proposition 5.1. Let γ be the exponential rate of volume growth of M and suppose
that M has finite volume. Then for any ε > 0, there exists a constant c(ε), depending
only on ε and the dimension of M , such that for any x ∈ M and R > 1,

(21) vol(M)− vol(Bx(R)) ≥ c(ε) vol(Bx(1))e
−(γ+ε)R

Proof. For any R > 1, let y ∈ M such that d(x, y) = R+1. Then since M\Bx(R)) ⊃
By(1), we have

vol(M)− vol(Bx(R)) ≥ vol(By(1))

By the definition of γ, there is a C(ε) such that

vol(By(R + 2)) ≤ C(ε)vol(By(1))e
(γ+ε)(R+2).

Since Bx(1) ⊂ By(R + 2), we have

vol(Bx(1)) ≤ vol(By(R + 2)).

The proposition follows by combining the above three inequalities. �

By the above proposition, it is clear that in general, γ 6= 0 even if the volume of the
manifold is finite. For example, let M be a complete Riemannian manifold of constant
curvature −1 which has finite volume. For a fixed point xo, since vol(Bx(1)) ∼
e−(n−1) d(x,xo), we have γ = n− 1 6= 0.

Corollary 5.1. Let xo ∈ M be a fixed point. γ is bounded below by the volume
entropy, that is,

γ ≥ lim sup
R→∞

log vol(Bxo
(R))

R
,

and

γ ≥ − lim sup
R→∞

log(vol(M)− vol(Bxo
(R)))

R

if vol(M) < ∞.
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Proof. By (20), we have

γ + ε ≥ log vol(Bxo
(R))

R
− log(C(ε)vol(Bxo

(1)))

R
.

The first case follows by letting R → ∞ and then ε → 0.
Similarly, if vol(M) < ∞, then by (21),

γ + ε ≥ − log(vol(M)− vol(Bxo
(R)))

R
+

log(c(ε)vol(Bx(1)))

R
.

The second case again follows by letting R → ∞ and then ε → 0. �

We make the following remark.

Remark 4. In Sturm [32], the concept of uniformly subexponential growth of manifold
was introduced. This corresponds to γ = 0.

One of the main technical results in this paper is the following

Lemma 5.1. Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold of dimension n, with Ricci
curvature and Weitzenböck tensor on k-forms bounded below. We define the operator
H = ∆− c, where c is a fixed constant such that ∆− c is a nonnegative operator on
L2(Λk(M)). For ξ ∈ R we denote by ~gm,ξ(x, y) the kernel of the resolvent operator
(H + ξ2)−m. Let m > n/4. Let σ > 0, and define

S(x, y) =

∫ ∞

0

e−σt| cos(t
√
H)~gm,ξ(x, y)|dt.

Denote by AR the annulus {x | R ≤ d(x, y) < R + 1} for R ≥ 0.
Then for any ε > 0, y ∈ M and ξ large enough

(22)

(
∫

AR

|S(x, y)|2 dx
)1/2

≤ Cφ(y)σ−1e−(σ−ε)R.

Moreover, let γ be the exponential rate of volume growth of M and let σ > γ/2.
Then

∫

M

|S(x, y)|dx ≤ Cσ−1(2σ − γ)−1.

Proof. Let R′ ≥ 0 and denote by ρR′(x) the characteristic function of the ball By(R
′),

that is, the value of ρR′(x) is 1 on the ball By(R
′) and 0 otherwise. We write

~gm,ξ(x, y) = g1ξ(x, y) + g2ξ(x, y) = ρR′(x)~gm,ξ(x, y) + (1− ρR′(x))~gm,ξ(x, y).
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Then

|S(x, y)| ≤ |S1(x, y)|+ |S2(x, y)|,
where

Si(x, y) =

∫ ∞

0

e−σt| cos(t
√
H)giξ(x, y)|dt

for i = 1, 2.
We use the Minkowski inequality to get

(
∫

AR

|S1(x, y)|2 dx
)1/2

=

(

∫

AR

(
∫ ∞

0

e−σt| cos(t
√
H)g1ξ (x, y)|dt

)2
)1/2

≤
∫ ∞

0

e−σt

(
∫

AR

| cos(t
√
H)g1ξ (x, y)|2dx

)1/2

dt.

Since the support of g1ξ(x, y) is within By(R
′), by the finite propagation speed of the

wave kernel (Theorem 4.1) and the boundedness of the operator cos t
√
H on L2 we

obtain
∫ ∞

0

e−σt

(
∫

AR

| cos(t
√
H)g1ξ (x, y)|2dx

)1/2

dt

=

∫

t>R−R′

e−σt

(
∫

AR

| cos(t
√
H)g1ξ (x, y)|2dx

)1/2

dt

=

∫

t>R−R′

e−σt

(
∫

M

| cos(t
√
H)g1ξ (x, y)|2dx

)1/2

dt

≤
∫

t>R−R′

e−σt

(
∫

M

|g1ξ (x, y)|2dx
)1/2

dt.

By estimate (14) of Corollary 2.2 we have
∫

M

|g1ξ(x, y)|2dx ≤
∫

M

|~gm,ξ(x, y)|2dx ≤ C6 φ
2(y)

for all ξ large enough. Substituting this in the above estimate gives

(23)

(
∫

AR

|S1(x, y)|2 dx
)1/2

≤ C φ(y)σ−1e−σ(R−R′).
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On the other hand, using the Minkowski inequality once again, we get

‖S2(x, y)‖L2 ≤ Cσ−1 ‖g2ξ (x, y)‖L2.

From Corollary 2.2, estimate (15), we have
∫

M

|g2ξ (x, y)|2dx ≤ Cφ2(y)e−C7ξR′

.

Combining the above two estimates, we obtain
(
∫

AR

|S(x, y)|2 dx
)1/2

≤ Cφ(y)σ−1(e−σ(R−R′) + e−
1
2
C7ξR′

).

Fix ε > 0 small and choose R′ = ε′R fixed such that σε′ < ε. Then whenever ξ is
large enough, (22) holds. This proves the first part of the lemma.

For the second part, we let σ > γ/2 and assume that σ = γ/2+2ε. By the definition
of γ, we have vol(AR) ≤ C(ε)φ(y)−2e(γ+ε)R. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

∫

AR

|S(x, y)| dx ≤
√

∫

AR

|S(x, y)|2 dx ·
√

vol(AR) < Cσ−1 e−
ε
2
R.

It follows that
∫

M

|S(x, y)| dx ≤ Cσ−1

∫ ∞

0

e−
ε
2
tdt ≤ C(σε)−1.

This completes the proof. �

We are now ready to prove the main result of this paper, Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We will first prove the theorem for p = 1 and then proceed by
interpolation for the remaining p.

Let ξ > 0 be a real number to be chosen big enough later. For any positive integer
m > n/4, we have the resolvent identity

(24) (H − z2)−1 = K + (ξ2 + z2)−m(H − z2)−1(H + ξ2)−m,

where

K = (H + ξ2)−1 + · · ·+ (ξ2 + z2)m−1(H + ξ2)−m.

From now on we assume z = α + iβ with β = γ/2 + εo for some εo > 0. By
Corollary 2.3, if ξ ≫ 0, the operator K is bounded on L1(Λk(M)) for any m ≥ 1.
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Let Sz(x, y) be the kernel of the operator (H − z2)−1(H + ξ2)−m and ~gm,ξ as in
Lemma 5.1. Then

Sz(x, y) = (H − z2)−1~gm,ξ(x, y) = (−iz)−1

∫ ∞

0

eizt cos(t
√
H)~gm,ξ(x, y)dt

(see for example [10, Eq (2.3)]), and as a result,

|Sz(x, y)| ≤ C

∫ ∞

0

e−(γ
2
+εo)t| cos(t

√
H)~gm,ξ(x, y)|dt.

By Lemma 5.1 with σ = γ
2
+ εo, we conclude that

sup
y∈M

∫

M

|Sz(x, y)|dx ≤ C < ∞.

Thus the operator (H−z2)−1(H+ξ2)−m is bounded on L1(Λk(M)) whenever Im(z) >
γ/2. Since both operators on the right side of (24) are bounded on L1(Λk(M)) we
have that (H − z2)−1 is also bounded on L1(Λk(M)) whenever Im(z) > γ/2. By
replacing z with −z we get the theorem in the case p = 1 for |Im(z)| > γ/2.

Since (H − z2)−1 = (H − α2 + β2 − 2αβi)−1, whenever α 6= 0 the operator has a
nonzero imaginary component and is therefore bounded on L2. If on the other hand
α = 0, then (H − z2)−1 = (H + β2)−1 which is bounded on L2 if β 6= 0. Hence,
(H−z2)−1 is a bounded operator on L2 whenever |Im z| > 0. Alternatively, replacing
z with iz, we have that (H + z2)−1 is a bounded operator on L2 whenever |Re z| > 0
and that (H + z2)−1 is bounded on L1(Λk(M)) whenever |Re z| > γ/2.

We fix a > 0 and b ∈ R and define the operator

T (x+ iy) =
(

H + γ2

4
(x+ a+ iy + ib)2

)−1

.

From the above, it is clear that T (iy) is a bounded operator on L2 and that T (1+ iy)
is a bounded operator on L1.

We fix p such that 1 < p < 2 and let λ ∈ (0, 1) be the unique constant with the
property 1

p
= λ + 1

2
(1 − λ). By the Stein Interpolation Theorem of Lemma A.1 we

get that

T (λ) = T (2
p
− 1) =

(

H + γ2

4
(2
p
− 1 + a+ ib)2

)−1

is bounded on Lp(Λk(M)). In other words, (H + z2)−1 is bounded in Lp whenever
Re z = γ(1

p
− 1

2
+ a). Since this is true for any a > 0 and b ∈ R, we have that

(H + z2)−1 is bounded in Lp(Λk(M)) whenever Re z > γ(1
p
− 1

2
). By replacing z with
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−z and z with −iz as before, we conclude that (H − z2)−1 is bounded in Lp(Λk(M))
for any |Im z| > (1/p− 1/2)γ.

For p > 2, note that
∣

∣

∣

1
p
− 1

2

∣

∣

∣
=
∣

∣

∣

1
p∗

− 1
2

∣

∣

∣
whenever 1 − 1/p = 1/p∗. Hence the

result also holds by the duality of the Lp spaces. This concludes the proof of the
theorem. �

Using the above method we will generalize our result to functions of the Laplacian.
More general functions were considered by Taylor [33], but again, we remove the as-
sumption of bounded geometry for the manifold. We make the following assumptions.

(1) Let γo > 0 be a positive number. Let W be a horizontal strip in the complex
plane C defined by

W = {w | |Im(w)| < γo/2 + εo}
for some εo > 0. Let f(w) be an even holomorphic function on W satisfying

|f (j)(w)| ≤ Cj

(1 + |w|)j

for all 0 ≤ j ≤ n/2+ 2 and w ∈ W , where f (j) denotes the derivative of order
j of f .

(2) Let g(w) = f(
√
w) and c ≫ 0. Assume that the inverse Laplace transform

g̃(t) of g(s) exists for s ≥ c, that is, for any real number s ≥ c, we have

g(s) =

∫ ∞

0

e−stg̃(t)dt.

We further assume that g̃ is of at most exponential growth,

|g̃(t)| ≤ c1e
c2t for all t ∈ [0,∞)

for constants c1, c2 > 0.

Example. Let z be a fixed complex number such that |Im(z)| > γo/2 + 2εo. Let

f(w) =
1

w2 − z2
, g(w) =

1

w − z2
.

Then f, g satisfy the above assumptions. In particular, the inverse Laplace transform
of g exists for w > |z2|.
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Theorem 5.1. Let M be a manifold with exponential rate of volume growth γ ≤ γo
and such that its Ricci curvature is bounded below by −K1 and the Weitzenböck tensor
on k-forms is bounded below by −K2. We consider functions f, g which satisfy the
above assumptions (1), (2), and let L =

√
∆− c, where c is a constant such that

∆− c is a nonnegative operator on L2(Λk(M)). Then f(L) is a bounded operator on
L1(Λk(M)).

For any positive integer N , define

AN =
N−1
∑

j=0

(−1)j
αj

j!
g(j)(∆− c+ α);(25)

BN =
(−1)NαN

(N − 1)!

∫ 1

0

g(N)(∆− c + tα)tN−1dt(26)

for α > 0 as in (50). Then f(L) = g(∆− c) = AN +BN from Appendix B. We begin
by proving the following three lemmas.

Lemma 5.2. Suppose that the Weitzenböck tensor on k-forms is bounded below by
−K2 over M . Then for α ≫ 0, AN is a bounded operator on L1(Λk(M)).

Proof. Let g̃(t) be the inverse Laplace transform of g(s). By our assumption,

g(s) =

∫ ∞

0

e−stg̃(t) dt

for any real number s ≫ 0. Thus

N−1
∑

j=0

(−1)j
αj

j!
g(j)(s+ α) =

∫ ∞

0

e−st
N−1
∑

j=0

(αt)j

j!
e−αt g̃(t)dt.

Since g̃(t) is of exponential growth at most, there is a constant C > 0 such that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

N−1
∑

j=0

(−1)j
αj

j!
g(j)(s+ α)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C

∫ ∞

0

e−
1
2
αte−stdt

for α ≫ 0. Let AN(x, y) be the kernel of AN . Then, by (2) and functional calculus
we have

|AN(x, y)| ≤ C

∫ ∞

0

e−( 1
2
α−K2)t h(t, x, y)dt,
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where h(t, x, y) is the heat kernel on functions. As in the proof of Corollary 2.3, since
∫

M
h(t, x, y)dx ≤ 1, we have

∫

M

|AN(x, y)|dx ≤ C < ∞

and hence AN is L1 bounded whenever α is large enough. �

Lemma 5.3. For any m < N , the operator R = RN = (∆− c + α)mBN is bounded
on L2(Λk(M)).

Proof. Let

∆̃t = ∆− c+ tα.

Then we can rewrite R as

R =
(−1)NαN

(N − 1)!

∫ 1

0

(∆− c + α)mg(N)(∆− c+ tα)tN−1dt

=
(−1)NαN

(N − 1)!

∫ 1

0

(∆̃t + (1− t)α)mg(N)(∆̃t)t
N−1dt.

Using Minkowski’s inequality, it suffices to show that for any t ∈ [0, 1], the operator
(∆̃t + (1 − t)α)mg(N)(∆̃t) is uniformly bounded on L2 with respect to t. This can
easily be seen by the Spectral Theorem since the functions (x+(1− t)α)mg(N)(x) are
uniformly bounded by Lemma B.1 whenever m < N .

�

Lemma 5.4. Suppose that the Ricci curvature of M is bounded below by −K1, and
the Weitzenböck tensor on k-forms is bounded below by −K2 over M . Assume that
the exponential rate of volume growth γ of M satisfies γ ≤ γo. Then B = BN is
bounded on L1(Λk(M)).

Proof. Let m > n/4. For any s ∈ [0, 1], we define

ϕs(t) = g(N)(t2) (t2 + (1− s)α)m.

By definition ϕs(x) and its Fourier tranformation ϕ̂s(ξ) satisfy the relations

ϕ̂s(ξ) =

∫

R

ϕs(t)e
−itξdt,

ϕs(t) = (2π)−1

∫

R

ϕ̂s(ξ)e
itξdξ.
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Since ϕs(x) is an even function, the above two equations are reduced to

ϕ̂s(ξ) = 2

∫ ∞

0

ϕs(t) cos(ξt)dt,

ϕs(t) = π−1

∫ ∞

0

ϕ̂s(ξ) cos(tξ)dξ.

Using the definition of ϕs(x), we can rewrite BN as

BN =
(−1)NαN

(N − 1)!

(
∫ 1

0

ϕs(
√
∆− c+ sα)sN−1ds

)

(∆− c+ α)−m.

In order to prove that BN is bounded on L1(Λk(M)), it suffices to show that for
any s ∈ [0, 1], the operators

ϕs(
√
∆− c + sα)(∆− c+ α)−m

are uniformly bounded on L1(Λk(M)).
Let r(x, y) = rs(x, y) be the kernels of the above operators. Then

r(x, y) = ϕs(
√
∆− c+ sα)~gm,c,α(x, y)

= π−1

∫ ∞

0

ϕ̂s(ξ) cos
(

ξ
√
∆− c+ sα

)

~gm,c,α(x, y) dξ,

where ~gm,c,α(x, y) is the kernel of (∆− c+ α)−m.
By the assumption on f , the function ϕs(w) = g(N)(w2) (w2 + (1− s)α)m satisfies

|ϕs(w)| ≤ C (1+|w|)2m−N in the strip |Imw| < γo/2+3εo/4 by Lemma B.1. Choosing
m such that n/2 < 2m < N + 1 ≤ n/2 + 2 we get |ϕs(w)| ≤ C (1 + |w|)1+β for some
β > 0. Therefore, ϕs(w) satisfies the L1-integrablity criterion of Lemma B.2 over x
when w = x+ iτ for |τ | ≤ εo/2. By the same lemma

|ϕ̂s(ξ)| ≤ Ce−(γo+εo)ξ/2.

As a result,

|r(x, y)| ≤ C

∫ ∞

0

e−(γo
2
+ εo

2
)ξ| cos(ξ

√
∆− c+ sα) ~gm,c,α(x, y)|dξ.

If we replace c by c− sα, and ξ by
√

(1− s)α in Lemma 5.1, then
∫

M

|r(x, y)|dx ≤ C

uniform for y and s ∈ [0, 1]. This completes the proof of the lemma. �
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Proof of Theorem 5.1. As we have seen,

f(L) = g(∆− c) = AN +BN ,

with AN , BN defined by (25) and (26). By the above three lemmas f(L) is bounded
in L1(Λk(M)) for sufficiently large α > 0.

�

Corollary 5.2. We consider functions f, g which satisfy the above assumptions (1),
(2). Let M be a manifold with exponential rate of volume growth γ satisfying

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

p
− 1

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

γ ≤ γo
2
,

as well as Ricci curvature and Weitzenböck tensor bounded below. Let L =
√
∆− c,

where c is a constant such that ∆− c is a nonnegative operator on L2(Λk(M)). Then
f(L) is a bounded operator on Lp(Λk(M)).

Proof. This follows from the Stein Intepolarion Theorem (Lemma A.1) as in Taylor
[33]. �

Remark 5. If γ = 0, our result is reduced to the result of Sturm [32]. The main
difference is that in the proof of Sturm’s result, only heat kernel estimates are needed,
whereas in our proof, we need to use both the heat kernel estimates and the wave
kernel. The use of the wave kernel on manifolds that might not have bounded geometry
seems new, and we expect that this method will have further applications in geometric
analysis.

6. The Lp-spectrum of hyperbolic space

In this and the following section, we provide a comprehensive study of the spectrum
of the Hodge Laplacian on Lp(Λk(HN+1)), where HN+1 is the N + 1-dimensional
hyperbolic space. We would like to point out that for p = 2, or k = 0 (the Laplacian
on functions), our results are partially known.

Since HN+1 is a homogeneous manifold, the L2 spectra and the essential spectra
coincide, that is σ(2, k) = σess(2, k), and we will see that this is also true for the Lp

spectrum. Our main goal in this section will be to prove the first part of Theorem
1.2 by computing σ(p, k). We begin with the following observation regarding the
parabola Qp,k.
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Lemma 6.1. For 1 ≤ p ≤ 2 the parabolic region Qp,k has as its boundary the parabola

(27) Pp,k =
{

−
(

N
p
+ is− k

)(

N
(

1
p
− 1
)

+ is+ k
)
∣

∣

∣
s ∈ R

}

and is the region to the right of Pp,k.
Moreover, for 1 ≤ p ≤ 2, we have

(28) Qp,k =
⋃

p≤q≤2

Pq,k.

Observe that for a fixed p the region Qp,k increases in k for 1 ≤ k ≤ (N + 1)/2.
The parabolic region reduces to the set [(N

2
− k)2,∞) in the case p = 2. We leave the

proof of the Lemma as an exercise to the reader.
To prove the first part of Theorem 1.2 we will first need to construct a class of

approximate eigenforms for every point in the Lp-spectrum. We begin by providing
a set of smooth k-eigenforms which form a global basis of k-forms over HN+1.

Consider the upper-half plane model for HN+1

{(x, y) | x ∈ R
N , y > 0}

endowed with the metric

(29) g =
1

y2
(dx2 + dy2),

where dx2 is the Euclidean metric on RN . The Laplacian on smooth functions over
HN+1 is given by

∆f = −yN+1 ∂

∂y

(

y1−N ∂f

∂y

)

+ y2∆xf

where ∆x = −∑i ∂
2/∂xi

2 is the Laplacian over the Euclidian space RN .
It is clear that the functions yµ for any µ ∈ C are formal eigenfunctions of the

Laplacian and satisfy
∆yµ = −µ(µ−N)yµ.

If we denote as dy, dx1, . . . , dxN the dual 1-forms to the coordinate frame field
∂y, ∂x1, . . . , ∂xN , then the space of k-forms over hyperbolic space has as a basis k-
forms of the following two types

dy ∧ dxI and dxJ

where dxI = dxi1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxik−1 with im ∈ {1, . . . , N} and i1 < · · · < ik−1, whereas
dxJ = dxj1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxjk with jm ∈ {1, . . . , N} and j1 < · · · < jk.
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We observe that

|dy| = |dxi| = y, for all i, and

|dy ∧ dxI | = |dxJ | = yk

where | · | is the norm induced by the Riemannian inner product.
If D is the Levi-Civita connection, a standard calculation gives

D∂xi
(dy) = −1

y
dxi, D∂y(dy) =

1

y
dy;

D∂xi
(dxj) = δij

1

y
dy, D∂y(dx

j) =
1

y
dxj,

and

D∂xi
(dy ∧ dxI) = −1

y
dxi ∧ dxI , D∂y(dy ∧ dxI) =

k

y
dy ∧ dxI ;

D∂xi
(dxJ) = −1

y
ι(∂xi)dy ∧ dxJ , D∂y(dx

J) =
k

y
dxJ ,

(30)

where ι(∂xi) denotes the contraction operator in the direction ∂xi. Furthermore, for
any complex number µ, we have

δ(yµdy ∧ dxI) = −(µ−N − 1 + 2k)yµ+1 dxI and

δ(yµdxJ) = 0.
(31)

We thus obtain

∆(yµ dy ∧ dxI) = dδ(yµ dy ∧ dxI) = −(µ+ 1)(µ−N − 1 + 2k) yµ dy ∧ dxI(32)

∆(yµ dxJ) = δd(yµ dxJ) = −µ(µ−N + 2k) yµ dxJ .(33)

It follows that yµ dy ∧ dxI , yµ dxJ are formal eigenforms of the Laplacian for any
µ ∈ C.

We will first prove that the Lp-spectrum contains the parabolic region.

Proposition 6.1. For 0 ≤ k ≤ (N + 1)/2 and 1 ≤ p ≤ 2 the Lp-spectrum of the
k-form Laplacian on HN+1, σ(p, k), contains Qp,k given in (1).

In the case when N is odd and k = (N + 1)/2, the Lp-spectrum also contains the
point {0} for all 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, which is in fact a point in the essential spectrum.
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Proof. We first observe that we only need to prove that for 1 ≤ p ≤ 2, we have
σ(p, k) ⊃ Pp,k. This is because for any 1 ≤ p ≤ q ≤ 2, by the monotonicity of the
spectra, we have σ(p, k) ⊃ σ(q, k) ⊃ Pq,k. Thus, if σ(q, k) ⊃ Pq,k, by (28) we have

σ(p, k) ⊃
⋃

p≤q≤2

Pq,k = Qp,k.

Let ω = yµ f(x, y) η, where η is either dy∧dxI or dxJ , f(x, y) is a smooth compactly
supported function and t, s ∈ R. For µ = t+ is and given that the volume element is
dv = y−N−1dydx, we have

(34) ‖ω‖pp =
∫

HN+1

ytp+kp−N−1 |f(x, y)|p dydx.

Setting µ = N/p− k + is in (32) and (33), the corresponding eigenvalues are

− (N/p− k + 1 + is)(N/p−N + k − 1 + is)(35)

− (N/p− k + is)(N/p−N + k + is)(36)

respectively, for any s ∈ R. Both of these represent parabolas in the complex plane,
and (36) is the optimal one for k and p as in the theorem, coinciding with the boundary
of Qp,k, which is the parabola Pp,k in (27) from Lemma 6.1.

Therefore, we consider the approximate eigenforms

ωn = fn(x, y) y
N/p−k+is dxJ

with

fn(x, y) = cn(log y) b(x)

where b(x) is an appropriate function with compact support in the x variable and cn is
a function with support in [−n3p, logn] which takes the value 1 on [−n3p+1, logn−1]
and such that |c′n|, |c′′n| ≤ C. It follows that

‖ωn‖pLp =

∫

RN

∫ n

e−n3p
y−1 cpn(log y) b

p(x) dydx ≥ C ′
∫ n/e

e−n3p+1

y−1 dy ≥ C ′ n3p.

At the same time, for any smooth function f and k-form η we have the identity

∆(f η) = f ∆η − 2∇∇f η + (∆f) η.
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Using (33) and the definition of the Laplacian on HN+1 we compute,

∆ωn =fn∆(yµ dxJ) + (∆fn ) y
µ dxJ − 2∇∇fn(y

µ dxJ)

=− µ(µ+ 2k −N)ωn + yµ+2 cn (∆xb) dx
J − (2µ−N + 2k) yµ c′n b dx

J

− yµ c′′n b dx
J + 2

∑

i

yµ+1 ∂b

∂xi
cn ι(∂xi)(dy ∧ dxJ),

where µ = N/p− k + is. Taking λ = −µ(µ+ 2k −N) we see that

‖∆ωn − λωn‖pLp ≤C

∫

Rn

∫

spt c′n

y−1 |b| dy + C

∫

Rn

∫

spt cn

y2p−1 |∆xb| dydx

+ C

∫

RN

∫

spt cn

yp−1 |∇xb| dydx.

The first integral on the right side is bounded. The remaining two integrals are of
order n2p and np, respectively.

Therefore, for any ε > 0 we can find n sufficiently large such that

‖∆ωn − λωn‖Lp ≤ ε‖ωn‖Lp.

We then conclude that λ is in σ(p, k) for 1 ≤ p ≤ 2.
We will now show that {0} is always a point in the essential spectrum for k =

(N + 1)/2, when N is odd. Note that dy ∧ dxI and ∗(dy ∧ dxI) = dxĪ are ∗-dual
forms which are both closed and co-closed by (31). Moreover, for any ν > 0 the
(N + 1)/2-form

(37) φ = e−
√
ν yei

√
ν xj dxj ∧ dxI + i e−

√
ν yei

√
ν xj dy ∧ dxI

is also formally harmonic as it satisfies φ = δφ = ∆φ = 0 whenever dxI is an (N−1)/2
- form such that dxj ∧ dxI 6= 0. Let ε > 0. By multiplying φ with appropriate cut-off
functions bε = bε(x) which is compactly supported in RN , we can get

‖∆(bεφ)‖L2 ≤ C
∥

∥

(

|y2∆bε|+ |∇bε|
)

|φ|
∥

∥

L2 ≤ ε‖bεφ‖L2

since φ decreases exponentially in y and
∫∞
0

|φ|2 y−N−1dy < ∞. As a result {0}
belongs to σ(2, (N + 1)/2) (and in fact to σess(2, (N + 1)/2)).

Similarly, given the exponential decay of φ in y, and the fact that {0} belongs to
the L1-spectrum of the Laplacian on RN , we can also find cut-off functions bε = bε(x)
which are compactly supported in RN , such that

‖∆(bεφ)‖L1 ≤ C
∥

∥

(

|y2∆bε|+ |∇bε|
)

|φ|
∥

∥

L1 ≤ ε‖bεφ‖L1
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Therefore, {0} belongs to σ(1, (N + 1)/2) and in consequence it also belongs to
σ(p, (N + 1)/2) for all p ∈ [1,∞]. �

By the remark after Theorem 1.3 the above argument is only required for 2N
N+1

<

p < 2N
N−1

.
We observe that in the case p = 2 the parabola P2,k collapses to an interval in the

nonnegative real line. The minimum value of the coefficient in (35) is

(38) λ1 =
(

N
2
− k + 1

)2
,

and the corresponding minimum value of the coefficient in (36) is

(39) λ2 =
(

N
2
− k
)2

.

As Donnelly proved in [11], λ2 is the bottom of σ(2, k) for 0 ≤ k ≤ N/2, and of the
spectral gap for k = (N + 1)/2. In other words, our parabolic region coincides with
the L2-spectrum in this case.

Proposition 6.2 (Donnelly [11]). The L2-spectrum of the Laplacian on k-forms over
the hyperbolic space HN+1 is given by

σ(2, k) = σ(2, N + 1− k) =
[

(

N
2
− k
)2

,∞
)

for 0 ≤ k ≤ N/2, and whenever N is odd

σ(2, (N + 1)/2) = σess(2, (N + 1)/2) = {0} ∪
[

1
4
,∞

)

.

In fact, Mazzeo and Phillips prove that the L2 essential spectrum on k-forms is the
same as the one above over quotients of hyperbolic space H

N+1/Γ that are geometri-
cally finite and have infinite volume [24]. In these case, isolated eigenvalues can also
appear in the L2 spectrum.

To prove that the Lp-spectrum σ(p, k) is exactly the set of points in the parabolic
region Qp,k for 0 ≤ k ≤ N/2, it suffices to show that (∆− ξ)−1 is a bounded operator
on Lp for the points ξ ∈ Qp,k. We will first compute the L1-spectrum and then
via interpolation find the Lp-spectrum using the known L2-spectrum. The case k =
(N + 1)/2 for N odd needs to be treated separately as it requires a more delicate
argument to prove the existence of a gap.

Since the hyperbolic space HN+1 is symmetric and has uniform exponential growth
rate γ = N , Theorem 1.1 immediately gives the following result.

Lemma 6.2. Let 0 ≤ k ≤ N
2
. Whenever |Im z| > N

2
, the resolvent operator (∆ −

(N
2
− k)2 − z2)−1 is a bounded operator on L1.
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Here we have also used the value for λ1 as given by Proposition 6.2. By Proposi-
tion 6.1 and Lemma 6.2 we immediately get the L1-spectrum.

Corollary 6.1. For 0 ≤ k ≤ N/2, σ(1, k) is exactly the closed parabolic region Q1,k.
For k > (N + 1)/2 the L1-spectrum is given by duality as in Theorem 1.2.

The Lp-spectrum is now found using interpolation.

Proposition 6.3. σ(p, k) for the Laplacian on HN+1 is exactly as in Theorem 1.2.

Proof. Let 0 ≤ k ≤ N/2. We consider the operator H = ∆− λ1 with λ1 = (N
2
− k)2

since σ(2, k) = [(N
2
− k)2,∞). Hence, (H − z2)−1 is a bounded operator on L2 for

|Im z| > 0, and by Lemma 6.2 it is bounded on L1 for |Im z| > N/2. The same
argument using Stein interpolation as in the proof of Theorem 6.3, with γ = N ,
gives us that (H − z2)−1 = (∆ − (N

2
− k)2 − z2)−1 is bounded on Lp whenever

|Im z| > N
(

1
p
− 1

2

)

. It is in other words bounded on the complement of the region

Qp,k. Using Proposition 6.1 we get that σ(p, k) = Qp,k for 0 ≤ k ≤ N/2. The case for
k > (N + 1)/2 follows by Poincaré duality. �

We will now address the case of N odd and k = (N + 1)/2. This is the more
subtle of the cases and requires the analytical arguments or Section 3 to prove the
existence of an isolated point in the Lp-spectrum. Recall from Proposition 6.1 that
{0} belongs to the essential spectrum σess(p, (N + 1)/2) . On the other hand, since
{0} is a point outside the parabola Qp,(N+1)/2 for

2N
N+1

< p < 2N
N−1

, Stein Interpolation
cannot be used in the computation of the spectrum. Instead, our argument relies on
Proposition 3.1 and observation (40) below.

Theorem 6.1. Let 1 ≤ p ≤ 2. In the case of N odd, the Lp-spectrum (and in
consequence the essential spectrum) of the Laplacian on (N + 1)/2-forms over the
hyperbolic space HN+1 is σ(p, (N + 1)/2) = Qp,(N+1)/2 ∪ {0}.

For p ≥ 2 the spectrum is given by duality as in Theorem 1.2.

Proof. We saw that {0} belongs to σess(p, (N + 1)/2) in Proposition 6.1. We now
make the following key observation. In the case that N is odd and for any p

(40) Pp,(N+1)/2 = Pp,(N−1)/2 = Pp,(N+3)/2 =

{

−
(

N
p
− N

2
+ is

)2

+
1

4

∣

∣

∣
s ∈ R

}

.

(Note that all three parabolas cross the x-axis at 1/4 when p = 2.)
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Moreover, since the orders (N −1)/2 and (N +3)/2 for forms are dual in this case,
then σ(p, (N − 1)/2) = σ(p, (N + 3)/2), and these spectra consist of all points to the
right of the parabola Pp,(N−1)/2 = Pp,(N+3)/2 by what we have proved so far.

By applying Proposition 3.1 for the case k = (N + 1)/2, and using the fact that
σ(p, (N − 1)/2) = σ(p, (N + 3)/2), we get

σ(p, (N + 1)/2) \ {0} ⊂ σ(p, (N − 1)/2)

for all p. By Proposition 6.1 and (40), the boundary of the set in the right side is
contained in the set on the left side, and the two sets must be equal. �

Proof of first part of Theorem 1.2. The first part of Theorem 1.2 now follows from
Propositions 6.1, 6.3 and Theorem 6.1. �

7. Eigenvalues in the Lp-spectrum of HN+1

Our main goal in this section is to prove that any point in the Lp-spectrum of the
k-form Laplacian over HN+1 is in fact an eigenvalue if and only if p > 2, and to study
the existence of harmonic k-forms when k is half the dimension of the manifold. We
use the spherically symmetric model for the hyperbolic space HN+1 = [0,∞) × SN

with metric
ds2 = dr2 + f 2(r)dω2, with f(r) = sinh r

and where dω2 is the standard metric on the unit sphere SN .
Using equation (1.3) from Donnelly [11] we can simplify the action of the Laplacian

on certain types of forms.

Lemma 7.1. Let η be a k-form over SN . For any smooth k-form of the type ω =
φ(r) η we have

∆ω = −(φ′′ + (N − 2k)φ′ f ′ f−1) η − 2φ f ′ f−3 dr ∧ δSη + φf−2∆Sη

where δS and ∆S are the adjoint to the exterior derivative and the Laplacian on SN ,
respectively.

We now assume that the k-form η is a co-closed eigenform on the sphere such that
δSη1 = 0 and ∆Sη = λη. Then from the above lemma, we get

∆(φη) = ∆1(φ)η,

where ∆1 is the operator on functions in one variable given by

(41) ∆1φ = −(φ′′ + (N − 2k)φ′ f ′ f−1) + λ f−2 φ .
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We will begin by completing the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proof of second part of Theorem 1.2. Let Λ = x+ iy ∈ Qp,k. We try to find a suitable
(complex-valued) function φ = φ(r) such that φη is an eigenform corresponding to
the eigenvalue Λ. By (41) we need to solve the equation.

(42) φ′′ + (N − 2k)φ′ f ′ f−1 − λ f−2 φ+ Λφ = 0.

The above equation has a regular-singular point at r = 0. To study the behavior
of the solution near r = 0 we first observe that f ∼ r and f ′ ∼ 1 for r small, hence
for these values the characteristic equation corresponding to (42) is given by

α(α− 1) + (N − 2k)α− λ = 0.

This equation has a solution of order φ ∼ rα with

α =
(

−(N − 2k − 1) +
√

(N − 2k − 1)2 + 4λ
)

/2.

At the same time, by the results of Gallot and Meyer [13] we know that the eigen-
values of SN for closed k-forms are given by λc = (s + k)(s +N − k + 1) where s is
any nonnegative integer. Hence by duality we get that all eigenvalues for co-closed
k-forms are of the type

λ = (N − k + s)(s+ k + 1) with s ≥ 0.

A simple computation for the above λ yields α = k + 1 + s ≥ k + 1. Thus φη is
bounded near the origin. By elliptic regularity, φη is therefore smooth.

As r → ∞, Equation (42) is asymptotic to

φ̃′′ + (N − 2k)φ̃′ + Λφ̃ = 0.

Let m = (N − 2k)/2. The above differential equation has two linearly independent
solutions, e−m±λor where

λo =
√

m2 − x− iy = a+ ib with a > 0, and

a2 =
1

2

[

m2 − x+
√

(m2 − x)2 + y2
]

.
(43)

By [15, Theorem 9.1, p.379] and the remark that addresses the complex case we get
that φ has growth of order e(−m+a)r , at most.
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To check that φ(r)η is Lp integrable it therefore suffices to check its integrability
at infinity:

‖hη‖pp ≤ C

∫ ∞

1

|hη|pfNdr ≤ C

∫ ∞

1

e(−m+a)prf−kp+Ndr.

For the right side to be bounded it suffices to have

ap−mp− kp +N < 0 ⇔ a < N
(

1
2
− 1

p

)

⇔ m2 − x+
√

(m2 − x)2 + y2 < 2N2
(

1
2
− 1

p

)2

and p > 2

⇔ y2 < 4

[

x+N2
(

1
2
− 1

p

)2

− (N
2
− k)2

]

N2(1
2
− 1

p
)2(44)

after substituting for m. It is a straightforward exercise to show that all points x+ iy
in the complex plane that lie in the parabolic region Qp,k are precisely the set of
points that satisfy inequality (44).

For 1 ≤ p ≤ 2, suppose that λ is an eigenvalue in the Lp spectrum with correspond-
ing eigenform ω. By [2, Theorem 4.2] the heat operator of the Laplacian on k-forms
is ultracontractive over the hyperbolic space, since the volume of balls of radius 1 is
uniformly bounded below and it has constant curvature. By duality the heat operator
is also bounded from L1 to L2, and using interpolation it is also bounded from Lp

to Lq for any 1 ≤ p ≤ q ≤ ∞. Since e−t∆ω = e−tλω, it then follows that ω ∈ Lq

for all q ≥ 2, and in particular λ must also be an L2-eigenvalue. Since Donnelly [11]
has proved that other than {0} there are no other eigenvalues in the L2 spectrum, we
have a contradiction. �

Note that a similar result was proved by Taylor for the Laplacian on functions over
symmetric spaces [33].

Our final goal is to prove Theorem 1.3 about the existence of harmonic (N +1)/2-
forms when N is odd.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. We let {(λk, ηk)} be a pair of eigenvalue and co-closed (N −
1)/2-eigenform of SN with respect to the standard metric of the sphere, such that {ηk}
is a complete orthonormal basis for the L2-integrable co-closed (N − 1)/2-eigenforms
of SN . Note that λk > 0 for all k. Donnelly [11] proved that any harmonic L2 form



38 NELIA CHARALAMBOUS AND ZHIQIN LU

of order (N + 1)/2 must be of the type

(45) ω =
∞
∑

k=1

akωk +
∞
∑

k=1

bkω
′
k,

with ak, bk constants, and ωk, ω
′
k defined by

ωk =
1√
λk

f(r)1/2wk(r)dSηk + (−1)(N+1)/2(f(r))−1/2wk(r)ηk ∧ dr,

ω′
k = ∗S ωk,

where dS and ∗S are the differential and star operators on SN , respectively; and wk(r)
is defined as

wk(r) =
(tanh r/2)

√
λk−1/2

cosh r/2
.

Now assume that p ≤ 2N/(N + 1). Let ω be an Lp harmonic (N + 1)/2-form.
Recall from the proof of Theorem 1.2 earlier in this section that the heat operator
is bounded from Lp to Lq for all q ≥ p over the hyperbolic space. Since the heat
operator preserves harmonic forms, e−t∆ω = ω, we have that ω must also belong to
L2 and hence must be of the type (45).

We identify HN+1\{0} to RN+1\{0} and then to R+ × SN . Let 〈 , 〉0 and | · |0 be
the pointwise inner product with respect to the product metric of R+ × SN . Assume
that the coefficient aℓ in ω is not zero. We consider

(46)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

[1,∞)×SN

〈dSηℓ, ω〉0
1

1 + r
dm

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C

∫

[1,∞)×SN

|ω|0
1

1 + r
dm,

where dm = dr ∧ dVSN , and dVSN denotes the standard measure on the sphere of
radius 1. Using Hölder’s inequality, we have

∫

[1,∞)×SN

|ω|0
1

1 + r
dm

≤
(
∫

[1,∞)×SN

|ω|p0 f−N+1
2

p+N dm

)1/p

·
(
∫

[1,∞)×SN

f (N+1
2

−N
p
)q 1

(1 + r)q
dm

)1/q

≤ C‖ω‖Lp(HN+1) ·
(
∫

[1,∞)×SN

1

(1 + r)q
dm

)1/q

< ∞,

where q = p/(p− 1) is the conjugate of p.
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However, the left side in (46) is equal to

aℓ
√

2λℓ

∫ ∞

1

(

tanh
r

2

)

√
λℓ 1

1 + r
dr = ∞

unless aℓ = 0 for all positive integers ℓ. Similarly, bℓ = 0 for all positive integers ℓ.
This is a contradiction.

On the other hand, if p > 2N/(N + 1) then for any fixed k, the form ωk defined
above is Lp-integrable by a straighforward computation. This completes the proof of
the theorem.

�

Appendix A. Stein Interpolation

We state a version of the Stein Interpolation Theorem that we use thoughout the
paper. A more general version can be found in Davies [9, Section 1.1.6] and Stein
and Weiss [31]. For a preliminary introduction we refer to the book of Reed and
Simon [26].

Denote by ‖A‖p,q the norm of a linear operator A : Lp → Lq and by p∗ the real
number such that 1/p+ 1/p∗ = 1.

Lemma A.1 (The Stein Interpolation Theorem). Let 1 ≤ p0, p1 ≤ ∞ and S = {0 ≤
Re z ≤ 1}. Suppose that for all z ∈ S, T (z) is linear operator from Lp0(Λk(M)) ∩
Lp1(Λk(M)) to Lp0(Λk(M)) + Lp1(Λk(M)). Furthermore, assume that

(1) 〈T (z)ω, η〉 is uniformly bounded and continuous on S and analytic in the in-
terior of S whenever ω ∈ Lp0(Λk(M)) ∩ Lp1(Λk(M)) and η ∈ Lp∗0(Λk(M)) ∩
Lp∗1(Λk(M)).

(2) For all y ∈ R

‖T (iy)ω‖p0 ≤ M0 ‖ω‖p0
for all ω ∈ Lp0(Λk(M)) ∩ Lp1(Λk(M)).

(3) For all y ∈ R

‖T (1 + iy)ω‖p1 ≤ M1 ‖ω‖p1
for all ω ∈ Lp0(Λk(M)) ∩ Lp1(Λk(M)).

Then for each t ∈ (0, 1) and ω ∈ Lp0(Λk(M)) ∩ Lp1(Λk(M))

‖T (t)ω‖pt ≤ M1−t
0 M t

1 ‖ω‖pt
where 1/pt = t/p1 + (1− t)/p0. Hence T (t) can be extended to a bounded operator on
Lpt(Λk(M)) with norm at most M1−t

0 M t
1.
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Appendix B. Some elementary results

Lemma B.1. Using the assumptions on functions f and g in § 5, we have

|g(j)(w2)| ≤ C ′
j

(1 + |w|)j

Proof. We can prove, inductively, that

(47) g(j)(x) =

j
∑

k=1

σj,kf
(k)(

√
x)x

1
2
k−j

hence

(48) |g(j)(w2)| = |
j
∑

k=1

σj,kf
(k)(w)wk−2j| ≤ Cj|w|−j

where w is in the horizontal strip. Since g(j)(w2) is holomorphic near w = 0, we
conclude the result of the lemma. �

Lemma B.2. Let σ(w) be a bounded holomorphic function defined on the strip

{w | |Imw| < γo/2 + εo} ⊂ C.

Assume that σ(w) → 0 as w → ∞, and for any |τ | ≤ (γo + εo)/2
∫

R

|σ(x+ iτ)|dx ≤ C

for a constant C independent of τ . Then Fourier transform σ̂(ξ) of σ(t) satisfies

|σ̂(ξ)| ≤ Ce−(γo
2
+ εo

2
)ξ

for any real number ξ.

Proof. By definition,

σ̂(ξ) =

∫

R

σ(t)e−iξtdt.

Since σ is holomorphic and σ(w) → 0 as w → ∞, by Cauchy’s integral theorem over
appropriate contours, we can write

σ̂(ξ) =

∫

R

σ(t− i(
γo
2

+
εo
2
))e−iξ(t−i(γo

2
+ εo

2
))dt.
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Thus

|σ̂(ξ)| ≤ e−(γo
2
+ εo

2
)ξ

∫

R

∣

∣

∣
σ(t− i(

γo
2

+
εo
2
))
∣

∣

∣
dt

The lemma follows from the assumption on σ(z). �

Lemma B.3 (Taylor’s formula). Let α > 0 and j an integer. For j ≥ 1 define

bj =
αj

(j − 1)!

∫ 1

0

g(j)(x+ tα) tj−1dt.

Then for any N > 1, we have

g(x) =

N−1
∑

j=0

(−1)j
αj

j!
g(j)(x+ α) + (−1)NbN .

Proof. If j > 1, we have

bj =
αj−1

(j − 1)!

∫ 1

0

tj−1d
(

g(j−1)(x+ tα)
)

=
αj−1

(j − 1)!
g(j−1)(x+ α)− bj−1,

and

b1 = g(x+ α)− g(x).

The lemma is proved. �

Let c ≤ λ1 = inf σ(2, k) and α > 0. Let L =
√
∆− c. Then by the above lemma

and functional calculus, we have

(49) f(L) = g(∆− c) = AN +BN

for any positive integer N , where

AN =

N−1
∑

j=0

(−1)j
αj

j!
g(j)(∆− c+ α);

BN =
(−1)NαN

(N − 1)!

∫ 1

0

g(N)(∆− c+ tα)tN−1dt.

(50)
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