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Sobolev regularity of compactified 3-manifolds and the ADM Center
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Abstract

In this paper we address the existence of preferred asymptotic coordinates on asymptotically
Euclidean (AE) manifolds (M3, g) such that g admits an asymptotically Schwarzschildian first
order expansion, based purely on a priori geometric conditions, which will then be used to establish
geometric criteria guaranteeing the convergence of the ADM center of mass (COM). This question is
analysed relating it to the study of the regularity of conformal compactifications of such manifolds,
which is itself explored via elliptic theory for operators with coefficients of very limited regularity.
With these related problems in mind, we shall first establish regularity properties of Lq′ -solutions
associated to the operator ∆ĝ :W k,p(S2M̂)→W k−2,p(S2M̂), for k = 1, 2 and 1 < p ≤ q, where M̂n

is a closed manifold, ĝ ∈ W 2,q(M̂), with q > n
2
and S2M̂ denotes the bundle of symmetric (0, 2)-

tensor fields. Appealing to these results, we establish Sobolev regularity of conformally compactified
AE 3-manifolds via the decay of the Cotton tensor, improving on previous results. This allows us to
construct preferred asymptotic coordinates on such AE manifolds where the metric has a first order
Schwarzschildian expansion, which in turn will allow us to address a version of a conjecture posed
by C. Cederbaum and A. Sakovich concerning the convergence of the COM of such manifolds.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we shall address a few related problems concerning regularity of geometric structures. In
order to motivate this analysis, let us start with two problems well-known within geometric analysis.
The first one of these is related to the ADM center of mass (COM) associated to a 3-dimensional
asymptotically Euclidean (AE) Riemannian manifold (M3, g). Let us briefly recall that an AE man-
ifold is a non-compact manifold which (in the case of one end) outside a compact set K ⊂ Mn is
diffeomorphic to the exterior of a closed ball in R

n, that is Mn\K ∼= R
n\B1(0), and the corresponding

diffeomorphism induces a set of asymptotic coordinates, in which the Riemannian metric g approaches
the Euclidean metric as we move towards infinity. There are different ways to measure this decay, and
while full details are provided within Section 2.4, let us now say that an AE manifold is of order τ > 0
if

gij(x) = δij +Ok(|x|−τ ), (1.1)

on R
n\B1(0) for some k ≥ 0.1 In this context, in the case of an AE 3-manifold with one end and

asymptotic coordinates {xi}3i=1, the ADM energy is defined as2

E
.
=

1

16π
lim
r→∞

∫

Sr

(∂igij − ∂jgii) νjdωr ; (1.2)

whenever the limit exists, and where Sr →֒ R
3\BR0(0) denotes a topological sphere of radius r > R0

contained within the end ofM3, while ν denotes the outward-pointing Euclidean unit normal to it and
dωr the volume form on Sr induced by the Euclidean metric. Let us highlight that precise geometric
conditions can be formulated to guarantee the convergence of (1.2) as well as the independence of this
limit on the asymptotic coordinates (see, for instance, [6]). Also, it is a consequence of the Riemannian
positive mass theorem that for 3-dimensional AE manifolds of order τ > 1

2 with non-negative scalar
curvature E ≥ 0, and E = 0 iff (M3, g) ∼= E

3 (See [54, 61, 6]).
In the above context, the COM of a 3-dimensional AE manifold (M3, g) is given by a vector

CBÓM = (C1, C2, C3) ∈ R
3, whose components are defined by the limits

Ck
BÓM

.
=

1

16πE
lim
r→∞

(∫

Sr

xk (∂igij − ∂jgii) νjdωr −
∫

Sr

(

gikν
i − giiνk

)

dωr

)

, (1.3)

whenever the limits exist, and where we have appealed to the same notations introduced above.3 Just
as with other asymptotic charges associated to isolated gravitational systems, the COM has proven
to be related to highly interesting problems in geometry, most notably the existence of geometric
foliations of infinity in AE manifolds and the convergence of the center of such foliations, which has
been proposed as a geometric way of defining the COM. A non-exhaustive list of related important
references is given by [36, 47, 23, 50, 49, 14, 22], which treat constant mean curvature foliations,
constant expansion foliations, constant space-time mean curvature foliations and foliations by Will-
more surfaces. Nevertheless, in particular for the convergence of the COM and the center of these
associated foliations, one typically needs to impose very precise asymptotic behaviour for the metric g.

1In this context, a function f is said to be of class Ok(|x|
−τ ) if ∂αf = O(|x|−τ−|α|) for any multi-index α such that

|α| ≤ k.
2The Einstein summation convention along repeated indices will be assumed through the paper.
3More detailed definitions concerning AE manifolds and ADM asymptotic charges are provided within Section 2.4.
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Namely, certain asymptotic parity conditions need to be imposed, which in the literature are known
as the Regee-Teiltelboim (RT) conditions. In their simplest form, such conditions are given by the
assumption that there are asymptotic coordinates {xi}3i=1 forM where the AE metric g can be written
as

gij(x) = δij +O2(|x|−τ ), goddij (x) = O2(|x|−τ−1), Rodd
g (x) = O(|x|−τ−3), (1.4)

for some τ > 1
2 , where the superscript “odd” refers to the odd-part of the given function, and Rg

denotes the scalar curvature of the metric g. Actually, in many cases a Schwarzschildian expansion
near infinity is demanded, which implies that the above expansion is actually replaced by

gij =

(

1 +
A

|x|

)

δij +O2(|x|−2), (1.5)

where A is a constant, related to the ADM energy of g. Clearly, the Schwarzschildian case implies a
strong version of the RT parity conditions. In this context, a generally recognised problem is that the
existence of such an a priori expansion with these parity properties is not know to be a consequence
of some set of geometric hypotheses, but is typically merely assumed to exist. Although it is true that
in sufficiently weak topologies metrics obeying the RT conditions are known to form a dense subset
of the space of solutions to the Einstein constraint equations (ECE) of general relativity (GR) due to
the work in [17], these topologies are not strong enough to guarantee convergence of the associated
COM. It is therefore an interesting open question to determine geometric conditions which guarantee
the existence of an asymptotic coordinate system where an AE manifold (M3, g) is guaranteed to have
an expansion of the form of (1.4), and this question relates to [14, Conjecture 1], which we take as
one of the motivations for this paper. Let us highlight that this can also be motivated as a question
within GR, since the expansion of g near infinity is associated to the decay of the gravitational field
at infinity for an isolated system. The known explicit solutions modelling such idealised systems obey
expansions like (1.5), and from the weak Newtonian limit this kind of decay could be expected more
generically. Nevertheless, proving clear-cut geometric conditions which a priori guarantee such an
expansion seems to be quite subtle.

Let us notice that one may construct AE manifolds satisfying (1.5) in a very geometric way via
decompactification of certain closed Riemannian manifolds. That is, let (M̂3, ĝ) be a smooth closed
Riemannian manifold, and assume that g is Yamabe positive. Then, given a point p ∈ M̂ , it is well-
known that there exists a conformally related metric g such that (M3 .

= M̂3\{p}, g) is AE (with p

being the point at infinity) and g has an expansion of the form of (1.5) near infinity due to results
in [41]. This classic result is obtained since the Yamabe condition guarantees the existence of a
positive Green function GLg̃

for the conformal Laplacian Lg̃ = −8∆g̃ + Rg̃ of each element in [ĝ],
and then one can look for a suitable element within [ĝ] where GLg̃

has a very explicit expansion in
normal coordinates near its singularity at the selected point p. Then, the inversion of coordinates
z = x

|x|2 around p induces an asymptotic chart for M3 where (1.5) is valid in the z-coordinate system.

Furthermore, by construction Rg ≡ 0 and thus (M3, g) can be regarded as a time-symmetric vacuum
initial data set for the evolution problem in GR. This procedure provides an interesting connection
between special classes of closed Riemannian manifolds and AE manifolds obeying the RT conditions.
Notice, in particular, that in the case of AE manifolds obtained in this manner, the conditions which
guaranteed the existence of an expansion like (1.5) were strictly geometric, and no reference to special
coordinates with parity conditions needed to be invoked. Generalising this kind of construction to
more general AE manifolds will be one of our main motivations.

Concerning the above description on how to obtain AE manifolds which naturally admit asymptotic
coordinates where the RT conditions are satisfied, we would like to focus on the relation between an
AE manifold and (in the case of manifolds with one end) its one-point compactification. Ideally, one
would like to be able to start with an AE manifold and guarantee that under a certain set of geometric
criteria there is an asymptotic chart where the RT conditions are satisfied, instead of starting already
from a closed manifold and decompactifying it. One strategy one may adopt could be to start with
a given AE manifold (M3, g), then attempt to conformally compactify it into a closed Riemannian
manifold (M̂3, ĝ), then move within the conformal class [ĝ] so as to find a suitable element in the class
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whose conformal decompactification (M3, γ) has an explicit asymptotic expansion, say like (1.5), and
finally estimate the conformal factor between g and γ so as to extract a similar expansion for g.

The above strategy brings us to the second geometric problem motivating this paper, since it is
immediately faced with very interesting regularity issues, which have been highlighted in [26] and [21],
where it has been pointed out that the compactification of a smooth AE manifold will, in general, be
only of very limited regularity around the point of compactification. In [26] the author has studied
how additional control on conformal objects can be used to improve the regularity of the compactified
manifold. In particular, for a 3-dimensional AE manifold (M3, g), the decay of the Cotton tensor Cg

is tightly related to the regularity of its one-point conformal compactification (M̂3, ĝ). Conditions to
obtain C2-regularity for ĝ were studied in detail in [26], while in [21] the authors guarantee that, a
priori, ĝ can be shown to have W 2,p(M̂ ) Sobolev regularity, with p > 3

2 , under minimal conditions on
g and with no extra requirements on Cg. Therefore, in order to pursue the existence of RT expansions
following the reasoning described in the above paragraph, one will need first to address regularity
issues concerning conformal compactifications. In particular, we would aim to obtain ĝ ∈ W 2,p(M̂ )
with p > 3, but without imposing a priori decays which might be too strong to be interesting. For
instance, such regularity is guaranteed from [21] if one starts with a smooth AE manifold of order
τ > 1, but this decay implies that the ADM energy of g is zero, and therefore no AE metric with
non-negative scalar curvature can obey these conditions due to the positive mass theorem. Therefore,
we would like to pursue the validity of the strategy described in the above paragraph, but for decay
rates τ ∈ (12 , 1].

Having the above paragraph in mind, to impose geometric conditions as weak as possible on
(M3, g), we would like to pursue Sobolev-type controls on its compactification, interpolating more
subtly in between Ck-spaces, and furthermore demanding controls on decays in an integral sense,
rather than point-wise. In some sense, we attempt to interpolate in between the results of [21] and
[26]. The strategy to do so is to appeal to a sequence of bootstraps. First, one may appeal to the
general results of [21] to obtain, a priori, a conformal compactification (M̂3, ḡ), with ḡ ∈ W 2,p(M̂ )
and 2 < p < 3. Then, several results on the Yamabe problem for low regularity metrics can be
used to select an element ĝ ∈ [ḡ] such that its scalar curvature has improved regularity, given by
Rĝ ∈ W 2,p(M̂ ). The next goal is to improve the regularity of the Ricci tensor. For that, we shall
appeal to the conformal invariance of the Cotton tensor Cĝ in three dimensions. In particular, an a
priori weighted Lp-control of Cg will translate on an a priori Lp control of Cĝ, in turn translating into

W−1,p(M̂ )-control for divĝCĝ, and finally providing the same type of control for ∆ĝRicĝ. For this last
step, the a priori control on Rĝ will be important. Once W−1,p-control for ∆ĝRicĝ is obtained, the
remaining improvements of regularity will be through elliptic theory.

The above strategy is our motivation for the first problem we shall study in this paper, which
concerns the elliptic regularity theory that is to be applied, where some caution must be taken due
to the limited regularity of the coefficients of ∆ĝRicĝ. In fact, regularity questions associated to
a bootstrap from an a priori Lr solution u (with r sufficiently large) for an equation of the form
∆gu ∈ W−1,q (or even in Lp) for metrics g ∈ W 2,p and n

2 < p < n, seem to be very close to critical
cases in regularity theory. We would like to highlight that this type of regularity statements seem
to be outside of the scope of classical references, such as [25, 58, 32, 33]. Notice that when treating
equations with coefficients of limited regularity, it is typical to impose a priori W 1,p controls on the
a priori solution,4 and we shall need to start with weaker solutions than that. In a broader context,
a related problem is the conjecture posed by J. Serrin [55] in the case of weak solutions of scalar
equations of the form

div(aij∇iu) = 0 (1.6)

on a bounded regular domain Ω ⊂ R
n where aij are bounded and measurable coefficients. These

equations have well-established regularity properties for weak W 1,2
loc -solutions, and in [55] the author

provided an example of a weak solution W
1,p
loc to (1.6) with 1 < p < 2, such that u 6∈ L∞

loc, showing

that the W 1,2
loc requirement was necessary to obtain L∞

loc control for the solution. The author then

4See, for instance, [25, Chapter 8], [58, Chapter 3] and [48, Chapter 5].
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conjectured that if the coefficients aij ∈ C0,α(Ω), then any W
1,1
loc -solution to (1.6) should be W 1,2

loc .
This conjecture was solved by H. Brezis in [10], actually showing a stronger statement. That is, it
was shown that under a Dini condition on aij , a weak solution of (1.6) which is a priori of bounded
variation must actually be in W

1,2
loc . Since this result, refinements contemplating different kinds of

Sobolev regularity on the coefficients and the a priori solution have been established, for instance in
[39, 63], and also counterexamples to borderline cases have been presented [37]. Concerning these
results, let us comment that in [63] the authors analyse (1.6) and establish that if aij ∈ C

0,1
loc and

u ∈ L1
loc, then u ∈ W

2,p
loc for any p < ∞, while in [39] it is established that if aij ∈ W 1,n(Ω) also

satisfies a Dini-type condition and u ∈ Ln′

loc, then u ∈W
1,2
loc .

We would like to highlight that bootstrapping an a priori Lq′-solution to the tensor equation

∆gu = f (1.7)

for aW 2,q(M) metric on a closed manifoldM , with q > n
2 , u a symmetric (0, 2)-tensor field, and f ∈ Lp,

is a related problem to the one described above, although out of the scope of the referenced papers.
The geometric problem put forward above for the compactification of an AE manifold naturally poses
this regularity question as the requirement to bootstrap Ricĝ to Lp(M̂3) for some p > 3. Once this is
established, we can appeal to harmonic coordinates {yi}3i=1 around the point of compactification to
bootstrap this extra regularity gained for the Ricci tensor into the metric and obtain ĝ ∈ W 2,p(M̂ ),
with p > 3, which was our target. This last process is also filled with subtle issues, since the harmonic
coordinates associated to ĝ will be a priori only C1,α-compatible with the differentiable structure
induced by the inversion of coordinates xi = zi

|z|2 . Nonetheless, these extra subtle issues can be
overcome.

Let us highlight how the above problems became naturally interrelated. We started with an open
question in geometry and mathematical GR, concerning the existence of geometric conditions such
that an AE 3-manifold admits asymptotic coordinates so that the metric has an expansion satisfying
(1.4). We then noticed the relation between this problem and the problem of the regularity of the
compactification of such AE manifolds, and finally we pointed out that this last problem poses a
relevant question within elliptic regularity theory, related to recent developments in the area. Let us
then notice that, after solving the last two of these problems, there is still work to be done in order to
solve the questions associated to the COM and expansions like (1.4). In particular, one then needs to
conformally decompactify (M̂3, ĝ) into (M3, γ), with γ ∈ [g], and analyse these questions. The main
idea is that if ĝ is shown to be W 2,p(M̂ ) with p > 3, one may then use normal coordinates {ȳi}3i=1

around the point of compactification p∞ to obtain an expansion of the form:

ĝij(ȳ) = δij +O1(|ȳ|1+α), for some α > 0. (1.8)

Then, we may decompactify following the ideas of [21] and inducing a structure of infinity around p∞
via the inversion z̄ = ȳ

|ȳ|2 . Along this process, we will need to keep track of the relation between the

coordinates {z̄i}3i=1 and the original asymptotic coordinates {zi}3i=1 on M , at least up to sufficiently
high order, which will depend on similar questions concerning the intermediary coordinate systems on
M̂ around p∞, given by the inversion x = z

|z|2 , then the change of coordinate to harmonic coordinates

{yi}3i=1, and finally the change to the normal coordinates {ȳi}3i=1 described above. Through (1.8) this
process will allow us to estimate

γij(z̄) = δij +O1(|z̄|−1−α)

and, writing g = u4γ, also grant that u − 1 belongs to some weighted L
p
−ǫ(M,Φz̄)-space with ǫ >

0, where Φz̄ denotes the structure of infinity induced by the z̄-coordinates. Then, the conformal
covariance of the scalar curvature, together with a priori controls on u − 1, Rg and Rγ give us an
expansion

u = 1 +
C

|z̄| +O1(|z̄|−1−α), for some α > 0. (1.9)
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All this together, guarantees the existence of a structure of infinity with coordinates {z̄i}3i=1, such that

g(∂z̄i , ∂z̄j ) =

(

1 +
4C

|z̄|

)

δij +O1(|z̄|−1−α),

z̄(z) − Id(z) ∈ C1
1−α(R

n\BR0(0)).

(1.10)

Notice the above expansion will settle the question initially posed concerning (1.4), at least for
expansions up to first order. We should highlight that higher order expansions could be extracted
requiring further decay for the derivatives of the Cotton tensor Cg. In the above case, we need only
a weighted Lp condition on Cg. Moreover, from the above expansion one may read quite explicitly
the ADM energy, and, under an Lp-integrability condition on ziRg, the above expansion is enough to
guarantee the convergence of the COM in the coordinates {z̄i}3i=1, which settles a Riemannian and
Lp-version of the conjecture posed by Cederbaum-Sakovich in [14, Conjecture 1], under an additional
control on Cg. We would like to highlight that the proof of this version of the conjecture in [14] presents
a relevant advance in the geometric understanding of the COM of AE 3-manifolds, since, besides the
case of asymptotically conformally flat manifolds treated in [19], to the best of our knowledge, it is
the fist time such convergence condition is formulated purely in geometric terms, without invoking
RT parity conditions a priori.

1.1 Main results

In this section we shall present the main results obtained in this paper. Based on the topics discussed
above and their relation, let us start with the regularity results, the first of which is given by the
following theorem.

Theorem A. Let (Mn, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold with g ∈ W 2,q(M), q > n
2 , and n ≥ 3.

Then, given 1 < p ≤ q, the Laplace-Beltrami operator

∆g : W
2,p(M ;S2M)→ Lp(M ;S2M),

is Fredholm of index zero, Ker(∆g|W 2,p) ⊂W 2,q(M) and the following regularity implication follows:

if u ∈ Lq′(S2M), and ∆gu ∈ Lp(S2M) =⇒ u ∈W 2,p(S2M).

Establishing the above theorem relies as a first step on general semi-Fredholm results for ellip-
tic operators with low regularity coefficients on closed manifolds, then approximation arguments by
smooth metrics can be combined with stability properties for the index of a semi-Fredholm operator
to prove the full Fredholm statement, and finally the regularity statements require duality arguments,
which for coefficients of low regularity are rather subtle. Theorem A above can actually be refined
into the following result for operators acting from W 1,p →W−1,p.

Theorem B. Let (Mn, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold with g ∈ W 2,q(M), q > n
2 , and n ≥ 3.

Then, for all 1
q − 1

n ≤ 1
p <

1
q′ +

1
n the Laplace-Beltrami operator

∆g :W
1,p(S2M)→W−1,p(S2M),

is Fredholm of index zero, Ker(∆g|W 1,p) ⊂W 2,q(S2M) and the following regularity implication follows:

if u ∈ Lq′(S2M), and ∆gu ∈W−1,p(S2M) =⇒ u ∈W 1,p(S2M).

The proof of Theorem B is obtained along the same general lines to those described for Theorem
A, although now the duality arguments become even more subtle. It is interesting to highlight the
Lq′ a priori regularity needed in both theorems above in order to start the bootstrap. This condition
seems to be rather optimal within the duality arguments needed in our proofs, and it is interesting to
compare the above results with theorems 1.2 and 4.1 of [63], where one can find similar requirements.
Let us also notice that similar results could also be reached appealing to the results of [28, Section 2],
and related results can also be found in [38, Appendix A].

The regularity results presented within Theorems A and B will then be applied to address our
geometric questions on the regularity of compactified AE 3-manifolds, which are understood to have
only 1-end. The main result within this analysis is the following:
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Theorem C. Let (M3, g) be a smooth W k,p
τ -AE manifold, relative to a structure of infinity Φz with

coordinates {zi}3i=1 and p > 2, τ ∈ (−1,−1
2), k ≥ 4. If Cg ∈ L

p1
σ (M,Φz) with −6 < σ < −4 and

p1 = 3
6+σ , then (M3, g) can be conformally compactified into (M̂, ĝ), where M̂ stands for the 1-point

compactification of M , and M̂ can be equipped with a preferred differentiable structure DHar(M̂ ) which
is W 2,q-compatible with the differentiable structure provided by the inverted coordinates x = z

|z|2 , such

that ĝ ∈W 2,q(DHar(M̂)) for some q > 3. In particular ĝ ∈ C1,α(DHar(M̂)), for some α ∈ (0, 1).

As stated in the introduction, the above theorem should be compared with the results of [21]
and [26]. In comparison with [21, Lemma 5.2], the above theorem obtains improved regularity of the
metric ĝ under an additional weighted Lp-control on the Cotton tensor of the AE metric g. In the
case of [26], since we are concerned with C1,α-regularity we should compare with [26, Theorem A], in
which case the above theorem demands weaker assumptions on the decay of the Cotton tensor (see
Remark 5.2) and obtains intermediate Sobolev control for the compactified metric. More explicitly,
in [26, Theorem A] a point wise control of the form Cg = O(|z|−5−ǫ) (ǫ > 0) is demanded to obtain
a C2-compactification, while Cg = O(|z|−5) is demanded to obtain a C1,α-compactification. These
conditions are strictly stronger than the ones imposed in Theorem C, both regarding the strength
of the decay and the integral versus point wise character. Along these lines, let us also comment
that in [26, Theorem C] the author also analyses the existence of a C0,α compactification under the
decay Cg = O(|z|−3−ǫ). During our work we have not pursued establishing refinements to the C0,α-
compactification for two reasons: Firstly, the applications to the existence of refined expansions like
(1.5) require C1,α-controls for the compactification. Secondly, C0,α-regularity for the compatification
can be deduced from [21, Lemma 5.2] under even weaker conditions, for instance, no point wise a
priori control on Cg. Finally, as stated in the introduction, further control can be obtained from the
same methods by demanding further control on the Cotton tensor Cg. Finally, let us highlight that
in the process of developing the tools necessary for Theorem C, in Section 4.3 we will provide some
results concerning low regularity conformal deformations of scalar curvature related to the Yamabe
problem which complement results presented in [44, 30].

The above theorem plays a key role in the proof of the following result, which concerns the ex-
istence of a preferred structure of infinity where an AE 3-manifold is granted to have a first order
Schwarzschildian expansion:

Theorem D. Let (M3, g) be a smooth W 4,p
τ -AE manifold with respect to a structure of infinity with

coordinates {zi}3i=1, with τ ∈ (−1,−1
2 ) and p > 2. Assume furthermore that:

1. Rg ∈ Lr
−3−ǫ(M,Φz) for some r > 3 and ǫ > 0;

2. Cg ∈ Lp1
σ (M,Φz) for some −6 < σ < −4 and p1 =

3
6+σ .

Then, there is a structure of infinity with coordinates {z̄i}3i=1, which is C1,α-compatible with the original
one, such that

g(∂z̄i , ∂z̄j ) =

(

1 +
4C

|z̄|

)

δij +O1(|z̄|−1−α),

z̄(z) − Id(z) ∈ C1
1−α(R

n\BR0(0)),

(1.11)

for some α > 0.

The above theorem provides purely geometric conditions which guarantee the existence of asymp-
totic coordinates where a type of RT parity conditions are satisfied, up to first order. Remarkably,
this will be enough to guarantee convergence of the COM in the given coordinates. Let us also notice
that the existence of this preferred structure of infinity is related to asymptotic conformal properties
of the AE manifold (M3, g). In that sense, the above result could be compared with results in [19],
where asymptotically conformally flat manifolds were analysed. Along those lines, Theorem D above
provides a measure of how far from asymptotic conformal flatness one can be in order to still obtain
(at least to first order) a Schwarzschildian expansion, such measure being provided by the asymptotic
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Lp-control on the Cotton tensor. An interesting open question, which shall be addressed in future
work, is the extension of the above theorem to higher dimensions.

Before moving on to the application of Theorem D to the analysis of the COM, let us also refer
the reader to the discussion presented after the proof of Theorem 6.1, where a family of examples is
presented showing that the expansion (1.11) cannot be extracted actually from [6, Proposition 3.3]
alone, and that in order to extract such expansions from the Ricci tensor tensor alone within that
family some rather restrictive assumptions would need to be made.

Finally, the above theorem will be used to address (at least partly) a conjecture posed by C.
Cerderbaum and A. Sakovich concerning the convergence of the COM of a general relativistic initial
data set. Before stating the result, let us notice that the conjecture posed in [14] concerns a novel
proposed definition for the COM via space-time constant mean curvature foliations of infinity, where
the extrinsic geometry of the initial data set within the evolving space-time plays an important role.
Nevertheless, whenever the initial data set is time-symmetric (totally geodesic), the problem becomes
properly Riemannian. That is, the initial data set reduces to the prescription of a Riemannian manifold
(M3, g) (with some scalar curvature constraint), and the definition for the COM proposed in [14]
reduces to (1.3). In this context, the Riemannian version of [14, Conjecture 1] can be stated as
follows:

Conjecture 1.1 (Cederbaum-Sakovich [14]). Given an AE manifold (M3, g) of order τ ∈ (−1,−1
2 )

with respect to a structure of infinity Φz with coordinates {zi}3i=1, there is a geometric condition on
the coordinates {zi}3i=1 ensuring that (1.3) converges in the z-coordinates, provided the assumption
that ziRg ∈ L1(M,Φz) holds.

We shall address the above conjecture from a slightly different angle, in particular weakening
the claim. From a conceptual level, the main difference in our approach will be that we will look
for a condition on the coordinates {zi}3i=1, such that if ziRg ∈ L1(M,Φz) one can guarantee the
existence of compatible asymptotic coordinates {z̄i}3i=1 where the COM (1.3) converges.5 We believe
this approach is a possible reformulation of Conjecture 1.1 based on the examples produced in [35].
In this last reference, the author produces a family of scalar flat (and thus solutions to the time-
symmetric vacuum ECE) AE manifolds (M3, g) of order τ = 1 with respect to a given asymptotic
coordinate system {zi}3i=1, but for which the COM (1.3) fails to converge in the given coordinates.6

Thus, such family would present a counterexample to the strongest possible version of Conjecture 1.1,
but one may still consider the following alternative:

Conjecture 1.2 (Weak version of Conjecture 1.1). Given an AE manifold (M3, g) of order τ ∈
(−1,−1

2 ) with respect to a structure of infinity Φz with coordinates {zi}3i=1, if ziRg ∈ L1(M,Φz),
then there is a geometric condition on the coordinates {zi}3i=1 ensuring the existence of a compatible
asymptotic chart {z̄i}3i=1 such that (1.3) converges in the z̄-coordinates.

We shall pursue the validity of Conjecture 1.2. Although this does not guarantee the convergence
with respect to the originally given {zi}3i=1 coordinates, one can think that this weaker version of
Conjecture 1.1 actually identifies preferred asymptotic coordinates {z̄i}3i=1 where the Conjecture 1.1
is true. In that precise sense, one may consider that the weaker claim we shall address provides an
answer to Conjecture 1.1.

On the more technical side, we shall address an Lp-version of Conjecture 1.2. That is, we replace
ziRg ∈ L1(M,Φz) with z

iRg ∈ Lp(M,Φz) for some p > 1, and the answer we shall provide below to
this question is that the desired geometric condition is given by a weighted Lp-control of the Cotton
tensor. That is, the coordinates {zi}3i=1 should provide a structure of infinity Φz such that Lp1

σ (M,Φz)
for some −6 < σ < −4 and p1 = 3

6+σ . This will grant the existence of coordinate {z̄i}3i=1 satisfying

(1.11) and z̄iRg ∈ Lp(M,Φz̄) as well, where the COM converges.

5By compatible coordinates, we mean that the coordinate change is given by a transformation which is asymptotic
to the identity, such as those described by (1.11).

6See [35, Proposition 3.6 and Corollary 3.7].
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Theorem E. Let (M3, g) be an AE Riemannian manifold satisfying the hypotheses of Theorem D. If
moreover Rg ∈ Lr

−4−ǫ(M,Φz), with r > 3 and ǫ > 0, then the center of mass (1.3) converges in the
coordinates given by (1.11).

We would like to once more stress that the above theorem relies on purely geometric hypotheses
to grant convergence of the COM. Although the coordinates {z̄i}3i=1 will not be given explicitly, one
can have explicit control over them up to first order under the hypotheses presented in Theorem E.
This kind of control is enough to provide an explicit computation of the ADM energy and COM, and
as commented before, higher order controls should be expected if one demands higher order controls
for the Cotton tensor.

With all the above in mind, the paper is structured as follows. In Section 2 we will present detailed
definitions concerning analytic tools to be used in the core of the paper. We will also set up our
geometric conventions, and review some important results related mapping properties of linear partial
differential operators with low regularity coefficients. Experts in the associated fields can certainly
skip most of this section and use it just for reference purposes about our notations. In Section 3 we
shall then establish semi-Fredholm properties of elliptic operators with low regularity coefficients on
closed manifolds. Section 4 is then devoted to the proofs of Theorems A and B, and some application
of this theory to the low regularity Yamabe problem. Section 5 is dedicated to the proof of Theorem
C, Section 6 to the proof of Theorem D, and finally Section 7 is devoted to the proof of Theorem E.

We also include two appendices: Appendix A is motivated by [6, Proposition 1.6], where a key
part of the proof is related to regularity theory of scalar elliptic operators with low regularity coeffi-
cients. Due to subtleties associated to the corresponding regularity theory which are explained in this
appendix, we have decided to provide a self-contained proof of the associated statements within the
context that will be used in this paper, which concerns a special case of the operators treated in [6].
Finally, within Appendix B we rephrase [21, Lemma 5.2] with some explicit details which we believe
may help the reader, since we shall appeal to subtleties of this result within Section 6. Because our
statement is slightly different than the one presented in [21, Lemma 5.2], we provide a sketch of the
proof for the benefit of the reader.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Geometric conventions

To avoid any ambiguity, let us make explicit the curvature conventions we follow in this text, where,
given an (n+1)-dimensional pseudo-Riemannian manifold (Mn+1, g) and denoting by ∇ its associated
Riemmanian connection, the curvature tensor is defined as:

R(X,Y )Z = ∇X∇Y Z −∇Y∇XZ −∇[X,Y ]Z, for all X,Y,Z ∈ Γ(TM).

Also, given an arbitrary coordinate system {xi}n+1
i=1 on M , we label its components as follows:

Ri
jkl = dxi(R(∂k, ∂l)∂j) = ∂kΓ

i
lj − ∂lΓi

kj + Γi
kuΓ

u
jl − Γi

luΓ
u
jk.

where Γ stands for the corresponding Christoffel symbols of the Riemannian connection associated
with g. From this we get the Ricci tensor from the following contraction:

Ricij
.
= Rl

ilj .

We shall also consider the (0, 4)-curvature tensor, given by

R(V,X, Y, Z) = g(R(Y,Z)X,V ).

Let us also recall the following local formulae the Ricci tensor, presented in arbitrary local coordi-
nates {xi}ni=1, which is known to be useful to understand optimal regularity for a Riemannian metric
based on the regularity of its Ricci tensor:

Rij(g) = −
1

2
gab∂abgij +

1

2
(gia∂jF

a + gja∂iF
a) + fij(g, ∂g),

F a .
= gklΓa

kl(g)
(2.1)
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where fij is a quadratic form on ∂g, explicitly given by

fij(g, ∂g)
.
= −1

2

{
∂ig

ab∂agbj + ∂jg
ab∂agbi}+

1

2
F a∂agij − Γa

biΓ
b
aj . (2.2)

Let us now introduce the Cotton tensor associated to a Riemannian manifold (Mn, g), which in
an arbitrary coordinate system is given by:

Cijk(g)
.
= ∇kRicij −∇jRicik +

1

4
(∇jRggik −∇kRggij). (2.3)

It is important to recall the well-known fact that in three dimensions the Cotton tensor is a conformal
invariant, which presents the main obstruction for a 3-manifold to be conformally flat.

2.2 Analytic tools

In this section we shall elaborate on several analytic tools needed for the PDE analysis of the next
section. We will exploit this space to set up several notations and conventions, and review both well-
known as well as some more subtle properties associated with Sobolev spaces and elliptic operators
with coefficients of limited regularity. Experienced readers in PDEs and geometric analysis can easily
skip the details of this section and use it just as a source for our conventions.

2.2.1 Sobolev spaces

Definition 2.1. Let U ⊂ R
n be an arbitrary domain, k be a non-negative integer and 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ a

real number. We define the Sobolev space W k,p(U) as the space of functions f ∈ Lp(U) which possess
weak derivatives {∂αf}0≤|α|≤k of order up to k in Lp(U). That is,

W k,p(U)
.
= {f ∈ Lp(U) : ∂αf ∈ Lp(U) ∀ 0 ≤ |α| ≤ k}. (2.4)

We equip this vector subspaces of Lp with the norm

‖f‖W k,p(U)
.
=





k∑

|α|=0

‖∂αf‖pLp(U)





1
p

if 1 ≤ p <∞,

‖f‖W k,∞(U)
.
= max

0≤|α|≤k
‖∂αu‖L∞(U).

(2.5)

Definition 2.2. Let Mn be a closed smooth manifold, n ≥ 3. Let E
π−→M be a vector bundle over M

with fibre dimension r, let {Ui, φi, ρi, ηi}Ni=1 be a cover ofM by coordinate charts {Ui, φi}Ni=1 trivialising
E over each coordinate chart, with bundle charts {Ui, φi, ρi}Ni=1, where ρi : π

−1(Ui)→ Ui×R
r denotes

the bundle trivialisation, and {ηi} is a partition of unity subordinate to such cover. Given a real
number 1 ≤ p < ∞ and a non-negative integer k ∈ N0, we then define the Sobolev spaces W k,p(E) of
section of E as

W k,p(E) = {u ∈ Lp(E) : ρ̃li ◦ (ηiu) ◦ φ−1
i ∈W k,p(φ(Ui)) for all i = 1, · · · , N and all 1 ≤ l ≤ r}, (2.6)

where ρ̃i denotes the projection of ρi onto its second factor, equipped with the norm

‖u‖W k,p(E)
.
=

N∑

i=1

r∑

l=0

‖ρ̃li ◦ (ηiu) ◦ φ−1
i ‖W k,p(φ(Ui)). (2.7)

The above spaces are seen to be equivalently defined as the space of Lp(E, dVg) sections having
weak covariant derivatives in a given smooth background metric g up to order k in Lp(E, dVg). Let
us now notice that for negative integer value −k and 1 < p < ∞, on any domain Ω ⊂ R

n, we
have the definition of Sobolev spaces W−k,p′(Ω)

.
= (W k,p

0 (Ω))′ for scalar functions, where W k,p
0 (Ω)

denotes the closure of C∞
0 (Ω) in the Sobolev norm (2.5) and 1

p +
1
p′ = 1. If one looks at distributional

sections of a vector bundle E →M of rank r, as maps which are locally described as mappings from a
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local coordinate domain U → [D′(ϕ(U))]r , we can still use the scalar version of Sobolev spaces to give
meaning to negative order Sobolev spaces of sections of vector bundles as distributional sections whose
local components take values in W−k,p′(ϕ(U)). In order to make this more precise, let us introduce
the following conventions, which we are extracting from [8]. In this reference, the reader will find a
very detailed description of Sobolev spaces of vector bundle sections on compact manifolds.

Let us start considering a smooth Riemannian manifold (Mn, g0) and a vector bundle E
π−→ M

and denote by (Ui, ρi)
N
i=1 a set bundle charts for E. That is, ρi : π

−1(Ui) → Ui × R
r are the local

trivialisation maps. Then, consider the density bundle over M given by

|Λ|(M) =
∐

p∈M

|Λ|(TpM)

where |Λ|(TpM) denotes the space of 1-densities on TpM . On a coordinate domain (Ui, ϕi), with
coordinates xi, we fix µg to be the unique 1-density satisfying µg = |

√

det(g0)dx
1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxn|, and we

fix the associated bundle charts to |Λ|(M) over Ui by

(ρΛ)i : π
−1
Λ (Ui)→ Ui × R,

(p, νp = aµg|p) 7→ (p, a).

Let us now introduce the bundle E∨ .
= Hom(E, |Λ|(M)), given by

E∨ .
=
∐

p∈M

Hom(Ep, |Λ|p(M)),

where Hom(Ep, |Λ|p(M)) denotes the set of linear maps from Ep to |Λ|p(M), and, given a cover
{Ui, ϕi}Ni=1 by coordinate charts, the associated bundle charts to E∨ are given by

ρ∨i : π−1
E∨(Ui)→ Ui × R

r

(p,A) 7→ (p,Φ ◦ (ρ̃Λ)i|π−1
Λ (p) ◦ A ◦ (ρi|Ep)

−1),

where ρi and ρΛ were fixed above, ρ̃Λ denotes the projection of ρΛ onto its second factor, A ∈
Hom(Ep, |Λ|p(M)), and, fixing a canonical basis {ei}ri=1 for R

r, Φ : (Rr)′ → R
r is the usual isomor-

phism identifying (Rr)′ ∼= R
r, via7

Φ(u) =

r∑

i=1

u(ei)ei.

We then take the space of test sections associated to E to be the set C∞
0 (M ;E∨) equipped, as

usual, with the inductive limit topology induced by the Ck family of semi-norms on compact subsets.
We denote this topological vector space by D(M ;E∨) and then define the set of distributions as
D′(E)

.
= (D(M ;E∨))′. There are a few things to highlight, whose details can be found in [8, Section

6]. First of all, over given a chart (U,ϕ), let us denote

[D(ϕ(U))]r
.
= D(ϕ(U))× · · · × D(ϕ(U))
︸ ︷︷ ︸

r-times

,

and notice that the linear map

T̃E∨,U,ϕ : D(U,E∨
U )→ [D(ϕ(U))]r

ξ 7→ ρ̃∨ ◦ ξ ◦ ϕ−1,

is a topological isomorphism due to [8, Theorem 46] and we denote its (continuous) inverse by

TE∨,U,ϕ
.
= T̃−1

E∨,U,ϕ : [D(ϕ(U))]r → D(U,E∨
U )

7Notice that (ρ̃Λ)i|π−1

Λ
(p)

◦ A ◦ (ρi|Ep)
−1) : Rr → R defines an element of (Rr)′.
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It then follows that the adjoint map

T ∗
E∨,U,ϕ :

(
D(U,E∨

U )
)′ → [D(ϕ(U))]r ]

′

,

u 7→ (T ∗
E∨,U,ϕu)(ξ1, · · · , ξr) = u

(
TE∨,U,ϕ(ξ1, · · · , ξr)

)

is also a linear topological isomorphism, where

TE∨,U,ϕ(ξ1, · · · , ξr) = (ρ̃∨)−1 ◦ (ξ1, · · · , ξr) ◦ ϕ.

Let us also introduce the linear map:

L : ([D(ϕ(U))]r)′ →
[
D′(ϕ(U))

]r
,

v 7→ Lv = (v ◦ i1, · · · , v ◦ ir)

where

ij : D(ϕ(U))→ [D(ϕ(U))]r ,

f 7→ (0, · · · , f
︸︷︷︸

j−th slot

, · · · , 0)

which is also a topological isomorphism due to [8, Theorem 24]. Then, define

HE∨,U,ϕ
.
= L ◦ T ∗

E∨,U,ϕ :
(
D(U,E∨

U )
)′ →

[
D′(ϕ(U))

]r
,

which assigns to a distribution on D(U,E∨
U ) a vector of r-distributions on D′(ϕ(U)), which we under-

stand as the components of the vector bundle distributions in (D(U,E∨
U ))

′.
Since multiplication by smooth functions is a continuous map on D(M,E∨), then we can localise a

distribution D′(E) in a coordinate chart (U,ϕ) multiplying by a cut-off function η ∈ C∞
0 (U), so that

mη : D′(E)→
(
D(U,E∨

U )
)′
,

u 7→ ηu,

where ηu is defined as usual by duality:

(ηu)(v) = u(ηv), ∀ v ∈ D(U,E∨
U ),

where we understand ηv ∈ D(M,E∨) extended by zero outside of U . All this notation gives us a
natural way to introduce Sobolev sections of negative degree of regularity: Since we have a well-
understood meaning for spaces W−k,p(ϕ(U)), k ∈ N0 and 1 < p <∞, in the case of scalar functions,
in analogy to (2.7), we can define

W−k,p(E) = {u ∈ D′(E) : H l
E∨,Ui,φ

◦ (ηiu) ◦ φ−1
i ∈W−k,p′(φ(Ui)) for all i = 1, · · · , N and all 1 ≤ l ≤ r},

(2.8)

equipped with the norm (2.7), with (k, p) replaced by (−k, p) understood in the usual scalar case
for each component. That is, W−k,p(E) denotes the subspace of D′(E) consisting of vector bun-
dle distributions which components (understood via the maps HE∨,Ui,ϕ described above) belong to
W−k,p(ϕ(Ui)).

Let us end these definitions highlighting a few important details. First, given a smooth closed Rie-
mannian manifold (M,g0) and a vector bundle E →M with fibre metric 〈·, ·〉E , regular distributions
are given by maps

lu : D(M ;E∨)→ R,

v 7→ lu(v) =

∫

M
v(u)
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associated to u ∈ C∞(M ;E). In this context one has the maps

ϕ(U)→ R
r

x 7→ (ρ̃1 ◦ u ◦ ϕ−1(x), · · · , ρ̃r ◦ u ◦ ϕ−1(x)),
(2.9)

attaching a vector valued map to u|U , and

H1
E∨,U,ϕlu =

((
HE∨,U,ϕ ◦ lu

)1
, · · · ,

(
HE∨,U,ϕ ◦ lu

)r
)

(2.10)

attaching r-distributions on ϕ(U) ⊂ R
n to lu|U . One might wonder whether the k-th component of

the regular distribution lu given in (2.10) agrees with the regular distribution lũk defined by the k-th
component ũk

.
= ρ̃k ◦ u ◦ ϕ−1 of u as given in (2.9). Using all the above definitions, one can see that

this is actually the case (see [8, Remark 32]):

(
HE∨,U,ϕ ◦ lu

)k
= lρ̃k◦u◦ϕ−1 , for all u ∈ C∞(M ;E).

This makes it possible to use Definition 2.8 for any k ∈ Z and 1 < p <∞, which in the case of regular
distributions agrees with Definition 2.7.

Finally, notice that if in addition to a (smooth) Riemannian metric g0 on M we have a fibre metric
〈·, ·〉E on E, with the conventions established above, the map

T : D(M ;E)→ D(M ;E∨),

v 7→ 〈v, ·〉EdVg0

is a linear topological isomorphism [8, Lemma 13], where T (v)p ∈ Hom(Ep, |Λ|p(M)) is given by

T (v)p(up) = 〈v, u〉E |pdVg0 .

As a consequence, the adjoint map

T ∗ : D′(E)
.
=
(
D(M ;E∨)

)′ → (D(M ;E))′

is a linear continuous bijective map, which can be used to identify D′(E) ∼= (D(M ;E))′ with the aid
of these additional Riemannian structures.

Let us highlight that in the case of vector bundles, from the definitions above, the relation between
W k,p(E) andW−k,p′(E) does not come by definition as in the scalar case, although the following result
holds (see [8, Theorem 100]):

Theorem 2.1. Let (Mn, ḡ) be a closed Riemannian manifold, ḡ smooth, E
π−→ M a vector bundle

over M equipped with a smooth fibre metric 〈·, ·〉E . Let k ∈ Z and 1 < p <∞ and denote by

〈u, v〉L2(M,ḡ) =

∫

M
〈u, v〉EdVḡ

the associated L2 inner product. Then,

1. 〈·, ·〉L2(M,ḡ) : D(M ;E) × D(M ;E) → R extends by continuity to a bilinear pairing 〈·, ·〉(M,ḡ) :

W−k,p′(E) ×W k,p(E)→ R;

2. The map

Sk,p :W
−k,p′(M ;E)→ (W k,p(M ;E))′,

u 7→ Sk,p(u) = Lu : W s,p(M ;E) → R,

v 7→ 〈u, v〉(M,ḡ)

is a topological isomorphism.
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Let us now recall the following lemma about composition with Sobolev functions, which proof
follows along the lines of [44, Lemma 2.2]:

Lemma 2.1 (Composition Lemma). Let U be a smooth bounded domain in R
n, and let F : I → R be

a function of class Cm on some open interval I ⊂ R and f ∈ Wm,p(U) with m > n
p and 1 ≤ p < ∞,

satisfying f(U) ⊂ I. Then, F ◦ f ∈Wm,p(U).

Before presenting further results, let us highlight that, although during most of this paper we will
only use Sobolev spaces with integer degree of regularity, we will need in a few situations to appeal
to interpolating spaces. We have then decided to present all the above definitions and results in the
context of W k,p-spaces with k ∈ Z to avoid unnecessary complications. Nevertheless, we will now
introduce our conventions for the interpolating spaces, and appeal to them whenever necessary. With
this in mind, let us introduce the space of Bessel potentials Hs,p(Rn) with s ∈ R and 1 < p <∞:

Hs,p(Rn) = {u ∈ S ′(Rn) : F−1
(
(1 + |ξ|2) s

2 û
)
∈ Lp(Rn)}, (2.11)

where above S(Rn) denotes the space of Schwartz functions, S ′(Rn) the space of tempered distribu-
tions, F : S ′(Rn)→ S ′(Rn) the Fourier transform, and we have denoted by û

.
= F(u). We furthermore

equip Hs,p(Rn) with the norm:

‖u‖Hs,p(Rn)
.
=
∥
∥
∥F−1

(
(1 + |ξ|2) s

2 û
)
∥
∥
∥
Lp(Rn)

. (2.12)

These are known to be Banach spaces which coincide with W k,p(Rn) whenever k ∈ N0 (see, for
instance, [57, Chapter 13, Proposition 6.1]), and also H−k,p′(Rn) ∼=

(
Hk,p(Rn)

)′
. Moreover, for s ∈ R,

the usual Sobolev embeddings extend to this setting under the same conditions, as can be seen from
[57, Proposition 6.3 and Proposition 6.4], and a summary of all these properties can be found in [2,
Chapter VII, Theorem 7.63]. An additional important property of Bessel potential spaces, is that
these are known to coincide with the interpolation spaces via complex interpolation, as introduced by
A. P. Calderón, between W k,p-spaces. Below, we shall appeal to a few of the properties which follow
from such characterisation. For detailed descriptions of the corresponding interpolation theory, we
refer the reader to [12, 59], although most of the properties we shall use are contained in the concise
description of [56, Chapter 4, Section 2].

Let us recall that, given a pair of Banach spaces E and F such that F →֒ E, complex interpolation
produces a family of Banach spaces, denoted by [E,F ]θ →֒ E, parametrised by θ ∈ (0, 1), which
interpolate between E and F . In particular, given 1 < p < ∞, k ∈ N, and setting E = Lp(Rn) and
F =W k,p(Rn) one has (see, for instance, [57, Proposition 6.2]):

[Lp(Rn),W k,p(Rn)]θ = Hs,p(Rn), for s = θk and θ ∈ (0, 1). (2.13)

These last set of properties can then be used to define these spaces on bounded domains, for
instance following [1, Chapter VII, Section 7.66]. That is, letting Ω be a smooth bounded domain in
R
n, 1 < p <∞, θ ∈ (0, 1) and k ∈ N0, we define:

Hs,p(Ω)
.
= [Lp(Ω),W k,p(Ω)]θ, for s = θk. (2.14)

We then denote by Hs,p
0 (Ω) the closure of C∞

0 (Ω) in Hs,p(Ω), and for 1 < p < ∞ and s < 0 a real
number, we define

Hs,p′(Ω)
.
= [H−s,p

0 (Ω)]′. (2.15)

In the above setting, we extend these definitions for functions and vector vector bundle sections
defined on a closed manifold M appealing to a coordinate cover by coordinate balls, a partition of
unity subordinate to it, trivialisations over it whenever necessary, and then using the same definitions
as above for the W k,p(M)-spaces, but this time demanding the coordinate expressions to belong to
Hs,p(Ω)-spaces instead of W k,p(Ω).
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It shall now be crucial for us to understand multiplication properties of Sobolev sections of tensor
bundles, even for negative Sobolev regularity. Such properties are key when analysing continuity
properties of partial differential operators acting of Sobolev-type spaces, and have been analysed
in several references, such as [52, Section 9], [16, Chapter VI, Section 3], [28, Section 2] and [7],
establishing related results under a variety of hypotheses. The relevant results for us can be deduced
from the following theorem, which is very close to the ones of [52, Section 9]. We shall present a
detailed proof for the sake of completeness.

Theorem 2.2. Consider a smooth bounded domain Ω ⊂ R
n. Let s1, s2 be real numbers and s ∈ Z,

satisfying s1 + s2 ≥ 0, si ≥ s for i = 1, 2, and let p1, p2 and p be real numbers 1 < p, pi <∞, i = 1, 2.
If s1, s2, s ≥ 0, then the following continuous multiplication property holds

Hs1,p1(Ω)⊗Hs2,p2(Ω) →֒ Hs,p(Ω) (2.16)

as long as

si − s ≥ n
(

1

pi
− 1

p

)

and s1 + s2 − s > n

(
1

p1
+

1

p2
− 1

p

)

, (2.17)

Furthermore, under the same conditions, it also holds that

Hs1,p1(Ω)⊗Hs2,p2
0 (Ω) →֒ H

s,p
0 (Ω) (2.18)

In case that min(s1, s2) < 0, then (2.16) holds if additionally one imposes

s1 + s2 ≥ n
(

1

p1
+

1

p2
− 1

)

(2.19)

Proof. Let us first establish the claim for s = 0. That is, given 1 < pi, p ≤ ∞ and s1, s2 non-negative
real numbers, it must hold that:

Hs1,p1(Ω)×Hs2,p2(Ω)→ Lp(Ω),

(f, g) 7→ fg
(2.20)

and ‖fg‖Lp(Ω) ≤ C‖f‖Hs1,p1 (Ω)‖g‖Hs2,p2 (Ω) for a fixed given constant C > 0. We will divide this in
two cases:

1. (si, pi) satisfying (2.17) and at least one si ≥ n
pi
, i = 1, 2.

Assume without loss of generality that s1 ≥ n
p1
. If actually s1 > n

p1
,8 and also s2 ≥ n

p2
, then

Hs2,p2(Ω) →֒ Lq(Ω) for any q <∞ and since Hs1,p1(Ω) →֒ L∞(Ω), then fg ∈ Lq(Ω) for any q <∞. If
s2 <

n
p2
, then Hs2,p2(Ω) →֒ Lp(Ω), for all p ≤ np2

n−s2p2
and hence fg ∈ Lp(Ω) for such p. This condition

is equivalent to

p ≤ np2

n− s2p2
⇐⇒ 1

p
≥ n− s2p2

np2
=

1

p2
− s2

n
⇐⇒ s2 ≥ n

(
1

p2
− 1

p

)

, (2.21)

which is satisfied by hypothesis.
It remains to examine the cases where s1 = n

p1
. Notice that if s2 >

n
p2
, then the same argument

as above, but with (s1, p1) and (s2, p2) in inverted roles establishes the result. Thus, the remaining
cases are given by s2 ≤ n

p2
. Assume first that s2 =

n
p2
, and notice that Sobolev embeddings guarantee

Hsi,pi(Ω) →֒ Lqi(Ω) for all qi < ∞. Since we intend to use Hölder’s generalised inequality Lq1(Ω) ⊗
Lq2(Ω) →֒ Lp(Ω), one needs to have 1

q1
+ 1

q2
= 1

p . Since 1 ≤ qi < ∞ are arbitrary, this constrains p

only to the condition 1
p > 0, excluding the critical value p = ∞. Notice that the conditions si =

n
pi

together with (2.17) grant p < ∞, and thus one can appeal to Hölder’s multiplication to obtain the
result.

8This condition together with s2 ≥ n
(

1
p2

− 1
p

)

already implies s1 + s2 > n
(

1
p1

+ 1
p2

− 1
p

)
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We still need to consider the cases s1 = n
p1

and n
(

1
p2
− 1

p

)

≤ s2 <
n
p2
. First, notice that the

limit case of s2 = n
(

1
p2
− 1

p

)

is excluded by (2.17), since it implies s1 + s2 = n
(

1
p2

+ 1
p1
− 1

p

)

and

thus it implies the non-strict version of both inequalities. Hence, we need only consider the case

n
(

1
p2
− 1

p

)

< s2 <
n
p2

and we see this case is accounted by (2.17), where we have Hs2,p2(Ω) →֒ Lr2(Ω)

for all r2 ≤ np2
n−s2p2

, Hs1,p1(Ω) →֒ Lr1(Ω) for all 1 ≤ r1 < ∞. We want to use Hölder’s generalised
inequality to guarantee that Lr1(Ω) ⊗ Lr2(Ω) →֒ Lp(Ω). For this, given g ∈ Lr2(Ω), we need to
guarantee f ∈ Lr1(Ω) with 1

r1

.
= 1

p − 1
r2
> 0. Since r1 can be taken arbitrary within 1 ≤ r1 <∞, then

the only constraint to apply Hölder’s inequality is that 1
p − 1

r2
> 0. This is compatible iff

1

p
>

1

r2
≥ 1

p2
− s2

n
⇐⇒ s2 > n

(
1

p2
− 1

p

)

,

which, as discussed above, holds by hypothesis.

2. (si, pi) satisfy (2.17) with n
(

1
pi
− 1

p

)

≤ si < n
pi
.

First, notice that in the critical case s1 = n
(

1
p1
− 1

p

)

the condition s1 + s2 ≥ n
(

1
p1

+ 1
p2
− 1

p

)

implies

s2 ≥ n
p2

and hence this case was already treated above. Therefore, one can assume n
(

1
pi
− 1

p

)

<

si <
n
pi

for both i = 1, 2, with the remaining critical cases having been treated above. In these cases

Hs1,p1(Ω) →֒ Lr1(Ω) for r1
.
= np1

n−s1p1
. We want to use Hölder’s generalised inequality to guarantee

that Lr1(Ω) ⊗ Lr2(Ω) →֒ Lp(Ω). For this, given f ∈ Lr1(Ω), we need to guarantee g ∈ Lr2(Ω) with
1
r2

.
= 1

p − 1
r1
> 0. This is compatible iff

r1 > p⇐⇒ 1

p
>

1

p1
− s1

n
⇐⇒ s1 > n

(
1

p1
− 1

p

)

,

1

r2

.
=

1

p
− 1

r1
≥ 1

p2
− s2

n
⇐⇒ s1 + s2 ≥ n

(
1

p1
+

1

p2
− 1

p

)

,

which are satisfied by hypotheses.

The above discussions establish the multiplication property (2.20) under the conditions given by
(2.17), with an inequality:

‖fg‖Lp(Ω) ≤ ‖f‖Lr1 (Ω)‖g‖Lr2 (Ω) ≤ C‖f‖Hs1,p1(Ω)‖g‖Hs2 ,p2(Ω), (2.22)

Let us now consider (2.16) when s ∈ N. First assume f ∈ C∞(Ω), g ∈ Hs2,p2(Ω), and notice that
for si ≥ s ≥ |α|:

∂α(fg) =

|α|
∑

|β|=0

Cβ∂
|β|f∂|α|−|β|g, (2.23)

where Cβ denote constants and ∂|β| stands for some derivative of order |β| while the summation runs
through all multi-indices of each order up to |α|, for some |α| ≤ s. For any given term in (2.23), we
have

∂|β|f ∈ Hs1−|β|,p1(Ω) ; ∂|α|−|β|g ∈ Hs2−|α|+|β|,p2(Ω).

Thus, from our preliminary claim, as long as

s1 − |β| ≥ n
(

1

p1
− 1

p

)

, s2 − (|α| − |β|) ≥ n
(

1

p2
− 1

p

)

, s1 + s2 − |α| > n

(
1

p1
+

1

p2
− 1

p

)

,

the continuity estimate (2.22) holds. Since |β| ≤ |α| ≤ s ≤ si, then (2.17) implies that the above set
of conditions must hold. Therefore, in these cases it follows that

‖fg‖Hs,p(Ω) ≤ C‖f‖Hs1,p1(Ω)‖g‖Hs2 ,p2(Ω). (2.24)
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Now, for f ∈ Hs1,p1(Ω) and g ∈ Hs2,p2(Ω) arbitrary, we can approximate by smooth functions {fj} ⊂
C∞(Ω) converging to f in Hs1,p1(Ω) and use (2.24) to show that fjg is Cauchy is Hs,p(Ω), thus
converging to a limit h ∈ Hs,p(Ω). On the other hand, one knows from the preliminary claim associated
to (2.20) that fg ∈ Lp(Ω), and in this case (2.22) shows that

‖fg − fjg‖Lp(Ω) ≤ C‖f − fj‖Hs1,p1 (Ω)‖g‖Hs2,p2 (Ω) −−−→
j→∞

0.

That is, fjg
Lp(Ω)−−−−→
j→∞

fg. But since, in particular, fjg
Lp(Ω)−−−−→
j→∞

h, then fg = h ∈ Hs,p(Ω), and furthermore

‖fg‖Hs,p(Ω) = lim
j→∞

‖fjg‖Hs,p(Ω) ≤ C lim
j→∞

‖fj‖Hs1,p1 (Ω)‖g‖Hs2,p2 (Ω) = C‖f‖Hs1,p1(Ω)‖g‖Hs2 ,p2(Ω) (2.25)

Establishing (2.18) then follows, in a first step, from H
s2,p
0 (Ω) →֒ Hs2,p(Ω), which guarantees that

Hs1,p1(Ω) ⊗Hs2,p2
0 (Ω) →֒ Hs,p(Ω). But then, if f ∈ Hs1,p1(Ω) and g ∈ Hs2,p2

0 (Ω), we have sequences
{fi} ⊂ C∞(Ω) and {gj} ⊂ C∞

0 (Ω) such that

fi
Hs1,p1 (Ω)−−−−−−→ f ; gj

H
s2,p2
0 (Ω)−−−−−−→ g.

Then {figi} ⊂ C∞
0 (Ω) is seen to converge figi

Hs,p(Ω)−−−−−→ fg as follows:

‖figi − fg‖Hs,p(Ω) ≤ ‖(fi − f)gi‖Hs,p(Ω) + ‖f(gi − g)‖Hs,p(Ω)

. ‖fi − f‖Hs1,p1 (Ω)‖gi‖Hs2,p2 (Ω) + ‖f‖Hs1,p1 (Ω)‖gi − g‖Hs2,p2(Ω),

where in the second inequality we have used the already established (2.16), and the right-hand side
goes to zero by hypothesis.

To establish the multiplication property for min(s1, s2) < 0, assume without loss of generality
that s2 = min(s1, s2) < 0. Since s1 + s2 ≥ 0 and si ≥ s, we know that s1 > 0 and s < 0.
Furthermore, the objective is to show that fg is well-defined as an element of Hs,p(Ω) by duality.

That is, that (fg)(φ) = g(fφ) is well defined for all φ ∈ H−s,p′

0 (Ω). This implies that fg ∈ Hs,p(Ω) iff

fφ ∈ H−s2,p′2
0 (Ω) for all φ ∈ H−s,p′

0 (Ω). Since 0 > s2 ≥ s, then we can appeal to the previous analysis
to see that

Hs1,p1(Ω)⊗H−s,p′

0 (Ω) →֒ H
−s2,p′2
0 (Ω)

is guaranteed by

s1 + s2 ≥ n
(

1

p1
− 1

p′2

)

= n

(
1

p1
+

1

p2
− 1

)

,

s2 − s ≥ n
(
1

p′
− 1

p′2

)

= n

(
1

p2
− 1

p

)

,

s1 − s+ s2 > n

(
1

p1
+

1

p′
− 1

p′2

)

= n

(
1

p1
+

1

p2
− 1

p

)

,

(2.26)

where (2.26) are required by (2.17). Notice that the last two conditions are just extending (2.17) to
the case of negative values for s and s2, while the first condition corresponds to (2.19).

Let us now appeal to the above theorem to establish the following multiplication properties for
tensor bundles:

Corollary 2.1. Consider a closed manifold Mn, let s1, s2 ∈ R and s ∈ Z satisfy s1 + s2 ≥ 0, si ≥ s

for i = 1, 2, and let p1, p2 and p be real numbers 1 < p, pi < ∞, i = 1, 2. If s1, s2, s ≥ 0, then the
following continuous multiplication property holds for sections of tensor bundles T l

mM and T q
rM :

Hs1,p1(T l
mM)⊗Hs2,p2(T q

rM) →֒ Hs,p(T l
mM ⊗ T q

rM) (2.27)
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as long as

si − s ≥ n
(

1

pi
− 1

p

)

and s1 + s2 − s > n

(
1

p1
+

1

p2
− 1

p

)

, (2.28)

In case that min(s1, s2) < 0, then (2.27) holds if additionally one imposes

s1 + s2 ≥ n
(

1

p1
+

1

p2
− 1

)

(2.29)

Furthermore, if u ∈ Hs1,p1(T l
mM), v ∈ Hs2,p2(T q

rM) and we denote an arbitrary contraction between
these two tensors by u·v, then, under the same conditions as above, u·v ∈ Hs,p and there is a fixed
constant C > 0 such that ‖u·v‖Hs,p ≤ C‖u‖Hs1,p1‖v‖Hs2,p2 .

Proof. Considering a covering {Ui, ϕi}Ni=1 of M by coordinate charts where we take Ui to be bounded
domains with smooth boundary (for instance, small coordinate balls), and a partition of unity sub-
ordinate to the cover {ηi}, let us denote by ρ1, ρ2 and ρ3 the trivialisation maps of T l

mM , T q
rM and

T l
mM ⊗ T q

rM respectively. Then introduce the partition of unity
{

η̃i
.
=

η2i
∑

j η
2
j

}N

i=1
:

[
(ρ̃3)i ◦ (η̃iu⊗ v) ◦ ϕ−1

i

]
=

1
∑

j η
2
j

(
(ρ1)i ◦ (ηiu) ◦ ϕ−1

i ⊗ (ρ2)i ◦ (ηiu) ◦ ϕ−1
i

)
,

=
1

∑

j η
2
j

(ηi ◦ ϕ−1
i u

a1···al
b1···bm

ηi ◦ ϕ−1
i v

c1···cq
d1···dr

)1≤aj ,bj ,cj ,dj≤n

Fixing a particular order for the components in the last line, we have by definition that

(ηi ◦ ϕ−1
i u

a1···al
b1···bm

)(ηi ◦ ϕ−1
i v

c1···cq
d1···dr

) Hs1,p1(ϕi(Ui))⊗Hs2,p2(ϕi(Ui)) →֒ Hs,p(ϕi(Ui)), (2.30)

where the continuous embedding follows from Theorem 2.2, which implies
[
(ρ̃3)i ◦ (η̃iuv) ◦ ϕ−1

i

]l ∈
Hs,p(ϕi(Ui)) and

‖
[
(ρ̃3)i ◦ (η̃iu⊗ v) ◦ ϕ−1

i

]l ‖Hs,p(ϕi(Ui)) . ‖
[
(ρ1)i ◦ (ηiu) ◦ ϕ−1

i

]a1···al
b1···bm

‖Hs1,p1 (ϕi(Ui))

‖
[
(ρ2)i ◦ (ηiu) ◦ ϕ−1

i

]c1···cq
d1···dr

‖Hs2,p2 (ϕi(Ui))

(2.31)

Using then the definition of (2.7), we can establish (2.27) quite straight-forwardly. Similarly, with the
same constructions as above, an arbitrary tensor contraction implies the contraction a selected indices
in (2.30), which is again estimated by (2.31), with summation along the corresponding indices, which
is once more estimated by the product of the norms in (2.27) with simple manipulations.

2.3 Mapping properties of L2(W 2,q)-operators - q > n
2

In this section we shall recapitulate quite general mapping properties related to partial differential
operators which apply in fairly low regularity. Related results have been analysed previously in the
literature, for instance in relation to rough solutions to the Einstein constraint equations. Among
such references, we highlight the recent paper [28, Section 2], where more general results than those
presented here have been established. We shall follow some of the notations in this last paper, although
we will try to provide a self-contained presentation for the benefit of the reader, which is more narrowly
tailored to the results needed in the core of this paper. In the end, the associated local elliptic estimates
in this section will be obtained through different techniques to those of [28].

With the above goals in mind, let us start considering a closed manifold Mn and a vector bundle
E → M over M . We are interested in the class of second order linear operators L on C∞(E), which
over any given coordinate patch trivialising E via (U,ϕ, ρ), can locally be written as

(Lu) ◦ ϕ−1 =
∑

|α|≤2

Aα∂
α(ρ̃ ◦ u ◦ ϕ−1), with Aα ∈W |α|,q

loc (U,Rr×r), (2.32)
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where above α = (α1, · · · , αn) denotes an arbitrary multi-index, |α| = ∑n
i αi, ∂α = ∂(x1)α1 ···(xn)αn

and r is the dimension of the fibre of E → M . Along the lines of [28], we shall denote the set of
such operators by L2(W 2,q). One can then establish the following lemma concerning the mapping
properties of such an operator:

Lemma 2.2. Let L be a differential operator of class L2(W 2,q). Then, given 1 < p < ∞ and an
integer 0 ≤ k ≤ 2, L can be extended as a bounded linear map

L : W k,p(E)→W k−2,p(E) (2.33)

as long as q > n
2 and 1

q +
k−2
n ≤ 1

p ≤ 1− 1
q +

k
n .

Remark 2.1. Concerning the condition 1
q +

k−2
n ≤ 1

p ≤ 1− 1
q +

k
n , let us highlight that:

• If k = 2 we we obtain 1
q ≤ 1

p ≤ 1
q′ +

2
n , which is equivalent to nq′

n+2q′ ≤ p ≤ q. Notice then that

nq′

n+ 2q′
≤ 1⇐⇒ 1− 1

q
+

2

n
≥ 1⇐⇒ 1

q
≤ 2

n
,

where the last inequality holds by hypothesis. That is, in this case the restrictions on p are
1 < p ≤ q;

• If k = 1, we find 1
q − 1

n ≤ 1
p ≤ 1

q′ +
1
n . Thus, if q ≥ n, this translates into nq′

n+q′ ≤ p < ∞, while

if n
2 < q < n, we then find nq′

n+q′ ≤ p <
nq
n−q ;

• If k = 0, then 1
q − 2

n ≤ 1
p ≤ 1

q′ holds for all p ≥ q′, since 1
q − 2

n < 0 by hypothesis.

• If q ≥ 2, then q′ ≤ 2 ≤ q and 1
q +

k−2
n ≤ 1

q ≤ 1
q′ +

k
n for all k = 0, 1, 2. Therefore, when q ≥ 2,

we see that p = q is always allowed.

Proof. Let u ∈ C∞ be compactly supported in a coordinate neighbourhood (U,ϕ) where L acts as in
(2.32), and let (U,ϕ, ρ, η) be part of a trivialisation of E by coordinate charts. Then,

ρ̃l ◦ (ηLu) ◦ ϕ−1
x =

N∑

i=1

ρ̃l ◦ (ηL(ηiu)) ◦ ϕ−1,

=
N∑

i=1

∑

|α|≤2

ρ̃l ◦ (ηAα) ◦ ∂αx (ρ̃i(ηiu) ◦ ϕ−1),

=
N∑

i=1

∑

|α|≤2

r∑

j=1

η ◦ ϕ−1(Aα)
l
j∂

α
x (ηju

j ◦ ϕ−1).

By hypothesis, ρai ◦ (ηiu) ◦ ϕ−1
i ∈ W k,p(ϕi(Ui)) for each i = 1, · · · , N and a = 1, · · · , k. In fact,

ρai ◦ (ηiu) ◦ ϕ−1
i ∈W

k,p
0 (ϕi(Ui)), and so, in a neighbourhood of supp(ηiu) ⊂ Ui ∩ U ,

ϕi ◦ ϕ−1 : ϕ(Ui ∩ U)→ ϕi(Ui ∩ U)

is a bounded diffeomorphism, and therefore by [1, Theorem 3.35]

Ai
.
= (ϕi ◦ ϕ−1)∗ :W k,p(ϕi(Ui ∩ U))→W k,p(ϕ(Ui ∩ U)),

f 7→ f ◦ ϕi ◦ ϕ−1

is a bounded invertible map. Therefore, since

supp(ρai ◦ (ηiu) ◦ ϕ−1
i ) ⊂⊂ ϕi(Ui ∩ U),
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we have

Ai(ρ
a
i ◦ (ηiu) ◦ ϕ−1

i ) = ρai ◦ (ηiu) ◦ ϕ−1 ∈W k,p
0 (ϕ(Ui ∩ U)).

Let us then chose a cut-off function χi such that supp(χi) ⊂⊂ Ui ∩ U and χi ≡ 1 in a neighbourhood
of supp(ηiu) ⊂⊂ Ui ∩ U . Then,

ρ̃l ◦ (ηAα ◦ ϕ−1) ◦ ∂αx (ρ̃(ηiu) ◦ ϕ−1) =
(
ηAα ◦ ϕ−1

)l

a
∂αx (ρ̃

a(ηiu) ◦ ϕ−1),

= χi

(
ηAα ◦ ϕ−1

)l

a
∂αx (Ai(ρ

a
i ◦ (ηiu) ◦ ϕ−1

i ))

∈W |α|,q
0 (ϕ(U ∩ Ui))⊗W k−|α|,p

0 (ϕ(U ∩ Ui))

Therefore, we need to establish the embeddingW
|α|,q
0 (ϕ(U∩Ui))⊗W k−|α|,p

0 (ϕ(U∩Ui)) →֒ W k−2,p(ϕ(U∩
Ui)). Appealing to Theorem 2.2, one needs to guarantee

|α|+ k − |α| = k ≥ 0, (s1 + s2 ≥ 0)

|α|, k − |α| ≥ k − 2 ∀|α| = 0, 1, 2⇐⇒ k ≤ 2, (s1, s2 ≥ s)
and then from (2.17), the following conditions guarantee the embedding:

|α| − k + 2 ≥ n
(
1

q
− 1

p

)

⇐⇒ 1

p
≥ 1

q
+
k − 2− |α|

n
,

2− |α| ≥ 0,

|α|+ k − |α| − k + 2 >
n

q
⇐⇒ q >

n

2
,

|α|+ k − |α| ≥ n
(
1

p
+

1

q
− 1

)

⇐⇒ 1

p
+

1

q
≤ 1 +

k

n
.

Notice that the last three conditions above are satisfied by hypotheses, and for the first one to hold
for all 0 ≤ |α| ≤ 2, we must have

1

p
≥ 1

q
+
k − 2

n
≥ 1

q
+
k − 2− |α|

n
,

which is satisfied by hypothesis. Therefore W
|α|,q
0 ⊗W k−|α|,p

0 →֒W k−2,p holds and thus,9

‖ρ̃l ◦ (ηAα ◦ ϕ−1) ◦ ∂αx (ρ̃(ηiu)◦ϕ−1)‖W k−2,p(ϕ(Ui∩U)) ≤
≤ C‖χi

(
ηAα ◦ ϕ−1

)l

a
‖W |α|,q(ϕ(Ui∩U))‖∂αx (Ai(ρ

a
i ◦ (ηiu) ◦ ϕ−1

i ))‖W k−|α|,p(ϕ(Ui∩U))

≤ C‖χi

(
ηAα ◦ ϕ−1

)l

a
‖W |α|,q(ϕ(Ui∩U))‖Ai(ρ

a
i ◦ (ηiu) ◦ ϕ−1

i )‖W k,p(ϕ(Ui∩U))

≤ C‖χi

(
ηAα ◦ ϕ−1

)l

a
‖W |α|,q(ϕ(Ui∩U))‖ρai ◦ (ηiu) ◦ ϕ−1

i ‖W k,p(ϕi(Ui∩U))

≤ C‖
(
ηAα ◦ ϕ−1

)l

a
‖W |α|,q(ϕ(U))‖ρai ◦ (ηiu) ◦ ϕ−1

i ‖W k,p(ϕi(Ui))

Hence

‖ρ̃ ◦ (ηLu) ◦ ϕ−1‖W k−2,p(ϕ(U)) =
r∑

l=1

‖ρ̃l ◦ (ηLu) ◦ ϕ−1‖W k−2,p(ϕ(U)),

≤
r∑

l=1

N∑

i=1

∑

|α|≤2

‖ρ̃l ◦ (ηAα) ◦ ∂αx (ρ̃(ηiu) ◦ ϕ−1)‖W k−2,p(ϕ(U)),

≤ C
r∑

l=1

∑

|α|≤2

r∑

a=1

‖
(
ηAα ◦ ϕ−1

)l

a
‖W |α|,q(ϕ(U))

∑

i

‖ρai ◦ (ηiu) ◦ ϕ−1
i ‖W k,p(ϕi(Ui)),

≤ C
∑

|α|≤2

r∑

l=1

r∑

a=1

‖
(
ηAα ◦ ϕ−1

)l

a
‖W |α|,q(ϕ(U))‖u‖W k,p(E),

≤ C
∑

|α|≤2

‖ρ̃ ◦ (ηAα) ◦ ϕ−1‖W |α|,q(ϕ(U))‖u‖W k,p(E)

9Below, the constant C appearing in the estimates may vary from line to line, keeping its independence on u.
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Appealing to a partition of unity to localise an arbitrary section u ∈ C∞ into a sum u =
∑

i ui
with ui supported in coordinate patches trivialising the bundle, then

‖Lu‖W k−2,p(E) ≤
N∑

i=1

‖Lui‖W k−2,p(E) =

N∑

i=1

N∑

j=1

‖ρ̃j ◦ (ηjLui) ◦ ϕ−1
j ‖W k−2,p(ϕj(Uj)),

≤
N∑

i,j=1

∑

|α|≤2

Ci,j,α‖ρ̃j ◦ (ηjAα) ◦ ϕ−1
j ‖W |α|,q(ϕ(U))‖u‖W k,p(E)

≤ C





N∑

i,j=1

∑

|α|≤2

‖ρ̃j ◦ (ηjAα) ◦ ϕ−1
j ‖W |α|,q(ϕ(U))



 ‖u‖W k,p(E)

(2.34)

which establishes that

L : (C∞(M ;E), ‖ · ‖W k,p)→W k−2,p(M ;E)

is continuous under our hypotheses on L, p and k. Finally, since C∞ is dense in W k,p(M ;E), the
general claim follows.

Let us consider also first order operators, acting on smooth sections like

(Lu) ◦ ϕ−1 =
∑

|α|≤1

Aα∂
α(ρ̃ ◦ u ◦ ϕ−1), with Aα ∈W |α|,q

loc (U,Rr×r), (2.35)

where above α = (α1, · · · , αn) denotes an arbitrary multi-index, |α| = ∑n
i αi, ∂α = ∂(x1)α1 ···(xn)αn

and r is the dimension of the fibre of E → M . Following [28], we shall denote the set of such elliptic
operators by L1(W 1,q). One can then establish the following lemma concerning the mapping properties
of such an operator:

Lemma 2.3. Let L be a differential operator of class L1(W 1,q). Then, given 1 < p < ∞ and an
integer 0 ≤ k ≤ 1, L can be extended as a bounded linear map

L : W k,p(E)→W k−1,p(E) (2.36)

as long as q > n and 1
q +

k−1
n ≤ 1

p ≤ 1− 1
q +

k
n .

Proof. Let u ∈ C∞ be compactly supported in a coordinate neighbourhood (U,ϕ) where L acts as in
(2.32), and let (U,ϕ, ρ, η) be part of a trivialisation of E by coordinate charts. Then,

ρ̃l ◦ (ηLu) ◦ ϕ−1
x =

N∑

i=1

∑

|α|≤1

r∑

j=1

η ◦ ϕ−1(Aα)
l
j∂

α
x (ηju

j ◦ ϕ−1).

By hypothesis, ρai ◦ (ηiu) ◦ ϕ−1
i ∈ W k,p(ϕi(Ui)) for each i = 1, · · · , N and a = 1, · · · , k. In fact,

ρai ◦ (ηiu) ◦ ϕ−1
i ∈W

k,p
0 (ϕi(Ui)), and, once more appealing to

Ai
.
= (ϕi ◦ ϕ−1)∗ :W k,p(ϕi(Ui ∩ U))→W k,p(ϕ(Ui ∩ U)),

f 7→ f ◦ ϕi ◦ ϕ−1

being a bounded invertible map, we have

Ai(ρ
a
i ◦ (ηiu) ◦ ϕ−1

i ) = ρai ◦ (ηiu) ◦ ϕ−1 ∈W k,p
0 (ϕ(Ui ∩ U)).
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Choosing a cut-off function χi such that supp(χi) ⊂⊂ Ui ∩ U and χi ≡ 1 in a neighbourhood of
supp(ηiu) ⊂⊂ Ui ∩ U . Then,

ρ̃l ◦ (ηAα ◦ ϕ−1) ◦ ∂αx (ρ̃(ηiu) ◦ ϕ−1) =
(
ηAα ◦ ϕ−1

)l

a
∂αx (ρ̃

a(ηiu) ◦ ϕ−1),

= χi

(
ηAα ◦ ϕ−1

)l

a
∂αx (Ai(ρ

a
i ◦ (ηiu) ◦ ϕ−1

i ))

∈W |α|,q
0 (ϕ(U ∩ Ui))⊗W k−|α|,p

0 (ϕ(U ∩ Ui))

Therefore, we need to establish the embeddingW
|α|,q
0 (ϕ(U∩Ui))⊗W k−|α|,p

0 (ϕ(U∩Ui)) →֒ W k−1,p(ϕ(U∩
Ui)). Appealing to Theorem 2.2, one needs to guarantee

|α|+ k − |α| = k ≥ 0, (s1 + s2 ≥ 0)

|α|, k − |α| ≥ k − 1 ∀|α| = 0, 1⇐⇒ k ≤ 1, (s1, s2 ≥ s)
and then from (2.17), the following conditions guarantee the embedding:

|α| − k + 1 ≥ n
(
1

q
− 1

p

)

⇐⇒ 1

p
≥ 1

q
+
k − 1− |α|

n
,

1− |α| ≥ 0,

|α|+ k − |α| − k + 1 >
n

q
⇐⇒ q > n,

|α|+ k − |α| ≥ n
(
1

p
+

1

q
− 1

)

⇐⇒ 1

p
+

1

q
≤ 1 +

k

n
.

Notice again that the last three conditions above are satisfied by hypotheses, while for the first one to
hold for all 0 ≤ |α| ≤ 1, we need to have

1

p
≥ 1

q
+
k − 1

n
≥ 1

q
+
k − 1− |α|

n
,

which does hold by hypothesis. Therefore the embeddingW
|α|,q
0 ⊗W k−|α|,p

0 →֒W k−2,p holds and thus,

‖ρ̃l ◦ (ηAα ◦ ϕ−1) ◦ ∂αx (ρ̃(ηiu)◦ϕ−1)‖W k−1,p(ϕ(Ui∩U)) ≤
≤ C‖χi

(
ηAα ◦ ϕ−1

)l

a
‖W |α|,q(ϕ(Ui∩U))‖∂αx (Ai(ρ

a
i ◦ (ηiu) ◦ ϕ−1

i ))‖W k−|α|,p(ϕ(Ui∩U))

≤ C‖χi

(
ηAα ◦ ϕ−1

)l

a
‖W |α|,q(ϕ(Ui∩U))‖Ai(ρ

a
i ◦ (ηiu) ◦ ϕ−1

i )‖W k,p(ϕ(Ui∩U))

≤ C‖χi

(
ηAα ◦ ϕ−1

)l

a
‖W |α|,q(ϕ(Ui∩U))‖ρai ◦ (ηiu) ◦ ϕ−1

i ‖W k,p(ϕi(Ui∩U))

≤ C‖
(
ηAα ◦ ϕ−1

)l

a
‖W |α|,q(ϕ(U))‖ρai ◦ (ηiu) ◦ ϕ−1

i ‖W k,p(ϕi(Ui))

Hence

‖ρ̃ ◦ (ηLu) ◦ ϕ−1‖W k−1,p(ϕ(U)) =

r∑

l=1

‖ρ̃l ◦ (ηLu) ◦ ϕ−1‖W k−1,p(ϕ(U)),

≤
r∑

l=1

N∑

i=1

∑

|α|≤1

‖ρ̃l ◦ (ηAα) ◦ ∂αx (ρ̃(ηiu) ◦ ϕ−1)‖W k−1,p(ϕ(U)),

≤ C
∑

|α|≤1

‖ρ̃ ◦ (ηAα) ◦ ϕ−1‖W |α|,q(ϕ(U))‖u‖W k,p(E)

Appealing to a partition of unity to localise an arbitrary section u ∈ C∞ into a sum u =
∑

i ui
with ui supported in coordinate patches trivialising the bundle, then

‖Lu‖W k−1,p(E) ≤
N∑

i=1

N∑

j=1

‖ρ̃j ◦ (ηjLui) ◦ ϕ−1
j ‖W k−1,p(ϕj(Uj)),

≤ C





N∑

i,j=1

∑

|α|≤1

‖ρ̃j ◦ (ηjAα) ◦ ϕ−1
j ‖W |α|,q(ϕ(U))



 ‖u‖W k,p(E)
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which establishes that

L : (C∞(M ;E), ‖ · ‖W k,p)→W k−1,p(M ;E)

is continuous under our hypotheses on L, p and k. Finally, since C∞ is dense in W k,p(M ;E), the
general claim follows.

2.4 AE Manifolds

Let us now introduce some definitions and technical results concerning AE manifolds. First, we will
consider manifolds Mn which consist of a compact core K such that M\K is the disjoint union of a
finite number of open sets Ui, such that each Ui is diffeomorphic to the complement of a closed ball
in Euclidean space. Such manifolds, in part of the classic literature, are referred to as Euclidean at
infinity (see [15]). The diffeomorphisms Φi : Ui ⊂M → R

n\B induce charts, which are referred to as
end coordinate systems and are said to provide a structure of infinity [6].

On these model manifolds we want to control the behaviour of fields near infinity. This can be
done in different ways. For instance, some authors opt to fix the end coordinate systems and impose
decay rates for fields written in those coordinates. Another common option is to introduce function
spaces with weights adapted to our manifold structure which provide good controls of the asymptotic
behaviour of the fields (see, for instance, [15, 13, 6, 45]). For our purposes, the latter option is best,
since, as we will see below, we can also tailor such weighted spaces to have good analytic properties
useful for our PDE analysis. Such spaces have been investigated for a long time by different authors,
such as [51, 46, 42, 15, 6]. In what follows, we will adopt the conventions given in [6] for the weight
parameters, which has become the most common one in current literature. Let us start with the
following definition on R

n.

Definition 2.3 (Weighted Spaces). Let E → R
n be tensor bundle over R

n. The weighted Sobolev

space W k,p
δ , with k a non-negative integer, 1 < p <∞ and δ ∈ R, of sections u of E, is defined as the

subset of W k,p
loc for which the norm

‖u‖
W k,p

δ (Rn)

.
=
∑

|α|≤k

‖σ−δ−n
p
+|α|

∂αu‖Lp(Rn) (2.37)

is finite, where σ(x)
.
= (1 + |x|2) 1

2 and α denotes an arbitrary multi-index.
Similarly, the weighted Ck

δ -spaces are given by sections u ∈ Γ(E), whose components are k-times
continuously differentiable and which satisfy

‖u‖Ck
δ

.
=
∑

|α|≤k

sup
x∈Rn

σ−δ+|α||∂αu(x)| <∞. (2.38)

Below we collect the main properties of these spaces, which proofs can be found in the previously
cited references.

Theorem 2.3. Let E → R
n be a tensor bundle as in (2.3). Then, the following continuous embeddings

hold:

1. If 1 < p ≤ q <∞ and δ2 < δ1, then L
q
δ2
→֒ L

p
δ1
;

2. If kp < n, then W k,p
δ →֒ L

q
δ for all p ≤ q ≤ np

n−kp ;

3. If kp = n, then W k,p
δ →֒ L

q
δ for all q ≥ p;

4. If kp > n, then W k+l,p
δ →֒ C l

δ for any l = 0, 1, 2 · · · ;

5. For any given ǫ > 0 there is a constant Cǫ > 0 such that, for all u ∈ W
2,p
δ , 1 < p < ∞ the

following inequality holds

‖u‖W 1,p
δ
≤ ǫ‖u‖W 2,p

δ
+Cǫ‖u‖Lp

δ
. (2.39)
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6. If 1 < p ≤ q <∞ and k1 + k2 >
n
q + k where k1, k2 ≥ k are non-negative integers, then, we have

a continuous multiplication property W k1,p
δ1
⊗W k2,q

δ2
→֒ W

k,p
δ for any δ > δ1 + δ2. In particular,

W
k,p
δ is an algebra under multiplication for k > n

p and δ < 0.

Let us now consider a manifoldMn Euclidean at infinity (recall that this only fixed the differential
structure of the ends of M). Notice that we have a finite number of end charts, say {Ui,Φi}N0

i=1,
with Φ(Ui) ≃ R

n\B, and a finite number of coordinate charts covering the compact region K, say
{Ui,Φi}Ni=N0+1. We can consider a partition of unity {ηi}Ni=1 subordinate to the coordinate cover

{Ui,Φi}Ni=1. Then, given a tensor bundle E
π−→ M , consider the tuple {Ui,Φi, ηi, ρi}Ni=1, where are

usual ρi denote the trivialisations of the tensor bundle E over Ui, so that we can define W k,p
δ (M ;E)

to be the subset of W k,p
loc (M ;E) such that

‖u‖
W k,p

δ

.
=

N0∑

i=1

‖Φ−1
i

∗
(ρ̃i ◦ ηiu)‖W k,p

δ
(Rn)

+
N∑

i=N0+1

‖Φ−1
i

∗
(ρ̃i ◦ ηiu)‖W k,p(Ui) <∞. (2.40)

We can now extend the embedding and multiplication properties to a general manifold Mn Eu-
clidean at infinity by an appeal to localisation of fields using a partition of unity, to obtain:

Theorem 2.4. Let Mn be a manifold Euclidean at infinity and E → M a tensor bundle over M .
Then, all the properties of Theorem 2.3 hold for W k,p

δ (E) under the same conditions stated in those
theorems.

Finally, let us highlight that the same type of localisation properties prove that C∞
0 (M) is dense

in W k,p
δ for all k ≥ 0, 1 < p <∞ and δ ∈ R.

Now that we can measure the behaviour of fields at infinity appealing to Sobolev spaces, let us
introduce the key concept of AE manifolds.

Definition 2.4 (AE manifolds). We will say that a Riemannian manifold (Mn, g) is asymptotically
Euclidean if:

1. Mn is Euclidean at infinity, with end charts {Φi};

2. g ∈W k,p
loc for some k > n

p ;

3. g −Φ∗
i e ∈W k,p

δ (Ei) for some δ < 0 and all end charts Φi,

where, above, “e” denotes the Euclidean metric on R
n.

2.4.1 ADM definitions

Let us recall that an initial data set for GR is a tuple of the form I .
= (Mn, g,K, µ, S), where (Mn, g)

is an n-dimensional Riemannian manifold; K ∈ Γ(T 0
2M) is a symmetric tensor field, while µ and S

are, respectively, a function and a 1-form which stand for the energy and momentum densities induced
by physical sources. These quantities are constrained via the ECE, which are given on Mn by

Rg − |K|2g + (trgK)2 = 2µ,

divg (K − trgK g) = S.
(2.41)

In many situations, the above constraints stand as necessary and sufficient conditions for the initial
data to admit a well-posed evolution problem. In this context, isolated gravitational systems are
modelled by initial data sets which are asymptotic to the initial data of Minkowski’s space-time
M

n+1, which is given by (Rn, δ,K = 0, µ = 0, S = 0), where En = (Rn, δ) denotes the usual Euclidean
space. These kinds of initial data sets are typically referred to as AE initial data sets. Although in
general within GR notions of conserved total energy and momenta are quite subtle, in the case of AE
initial data sets, these are well-understood.
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Let us consider 3-dimensional AE initial data satisfying the following asymptotic conditions:

gij = δij +Ok(|x|−τ ), Kij = Ok−1(|x|−τ−1), µ, Si = Ok−2(|x|−ρ), (2.42)

for some τ, ρ > 0, where the above expressions are meant to hold on some fixed asymptotic chart
{xi}3i=1. In particular, following [14], we will focus our attention on the case where 1

2 < τ ≤ 1 and
ρ > 3 and refer to these initial data sets as C2

1/2+ǫ-AE, with ǫ ∈ (12 , 1]. This choice of decaying
conditions is made to guarantee that the ADM energy and momentum of the initial data sets are
well-defined [5]. Let us recall that, on some end Ei

∼= R
3\BR0(0), these quantities are defined in

asymptotic rectangular coordinates by:

E
.
=

1

16π
lim
r→∞

∫

Sr

(∂igij − ∂jgii) νjdωr ; Pi
.
=

1

8π
lim
r→∞

∫

Sr

πijν
jdωr, (2.43)

where Sr denotes an euclidean sphere of radius r embedded in Ei; ν stands for the euclidean outward
pointing unit normal; dωr the Euclidean area measure induced on Sr and πij

.
= Kij − trgK gij .

These quantities have been shown to be well-defined under clear geometric conditions, namely L1-
integrability of the sources µ and S (see, for instance, [5]). On the other hand, the angular momentum
J and center of mass CBÓM are typically defined as [18, 9]10

Ji
.
=

1

8π
lim
r→∞

∫

Sr

πjkY
j
i ν

kdωr, (2.44)

Ck
BÓM

.
=

1

16πE
lim
r→∞

(∫

Sr

xk (∂igij − ∂jgii) νjdωr −
∫

Sr

(

gikν
i − giiνk

)

dωr

)

, (2.45)

whenever the limits exist, and where we have denoted by Yj the basic rotation fields in R
3.11 In contrast

to the energy-momentum of an AE initial data set, these quantities are not well-defined for general
C2

1/2+ǫ-vacuum initial data sets. In fact, certain asymptotic symmetry conditions are typically imposed
on the initial data set in order to guarantee that the limits exist. These symmetry assumptions are
called the Regge-Teitelboim conditions and (for vacuum initial data sets) their most common form is
given by (see [53, 18, 34])

goddij = Ok(|x|−2), Keven
ij = Ok−1(|x|−3), (2.46)

where the even/odd superscripts refer to the even/odd parts of the corresponding functions.

3 Semi-Fredholm properties of L2(W 2,q)-Elliptic operators

In Section 2.3 we analysed the mapping properties of the general classes Lk(W k,q) (k = 1, 2) of linear
operators. We now intend to analyse Fredholm properties of the subclass of elliptic operators. Related
statements to the ones we present below can be found in the literature. In particular, [27, Lemma
34] would cover a broader class of operators, but, as stated by two of the authors in the introduction
to [28], there is a mistake within [27, Lemma 32] on which [27, Lemma 34] relies. Thus, we prefer
to provide a self-contained proof of the results we need. We would also like to comment that the
following results could also be derived using the techniques and results of [28, Section 2]. In this
last reference, the authors have developed substantial analytic machinery to deal with local regularity
of solutions to linear elliptic equations with low regularity coefficients in a variety of Sobolev-type
spaces. In our case, we seek for related regularity results for very specific operators, and our strategy
to obtain them is somewhat different, more strictly tailored to the operators we shall treat in the
core of the paper. In particular, our strategy is first to prove some a-priori semi-Fredholm results,
and then use this in combination with the theory associated to more regular operators to obtain
regularity statements directly for the Laplace-Beltrami operator acting on sections of S2M . We shall

10BÓM stands for Beig - Ó Murchadha, who introduced the expression CBÓM in [9].
11For example Y1 = x2 ∂

∂x3 − x3 ∂
∂x2 .
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thus provide a nearly self-contained presentation here, although we would like to draw the reader’s
attention to [28, Proposition 2.20 and Theorem 2.21], which deal with related results.

With all the above in mind, let us first present the following two results, dealing with local elliptic
estimates for the class of operators we are interested in. Due to the subtleties highlighted above, we
shall present rather detailed proofs.

Lemma 3.1. Consider an elliptic operator L of the form of (2.32) with q > n
2 defined on an open

domain Ω ⊂ R
n with smooth boundary. Fixing 1 < p ≤ q and R > 0 such that BR(0) ⊂ Ω, there is

some constant C = C(L, p, n,R) > 0 such that the following estimate holds

‖u‖W 2,p(BR(0)) ≤ C
(
‖Lu‖Lp(BR(0)) + ‖u‖Lp(BR(0))

)
, for all u ∈W 2,p

0 (BR(0);R
r). (3.1)

Proof. Let us first fix an arbitrary point xi ∈ BR(0) and define the constant coefficient operator
Li

.
= A2(xi)∂

2. Then, given r > 0, for any function ui ∈W 2,p
0 (Br(xi)), define vi

.
= Lui, and rewrite

vi = Liui + (A2(x)−A2(xi)) ∂
2ui +

∑

|α|≤1

Aα(x)∂
αui. (3.2)

Notice that Li is a constant coefficient operator defined in all of Ω and ui ∈W 2,p
0 (Br(xi)) ⊂W 2,p(Rn),

so we can apply the theory of constant coefficient operators to find a constant Ci = C(Li) > 0,
independent of r, for which a local elliptic estimate holds. This can be deduced, for instance, from
[28, Lemma 2.19], and thus we obtain:12

‖ui‖W 2,p(Ω) ≤ Ci

(

‖vi‖Lp(Ω) + ‖ (A2 −A2(xi)) ∂
2ui‖Lp(Ω)

+
∑

|α|≤1

‖Aα∂
αui‖Lp(Ω) + ‖ui‖Lp(Ω)

)

,
(3.3)

Let us now estimate the different terms in the right-hand side of the above expression. First, notice
that since A2 ∈W 2,q(Ω) →֒ C0,α(Ω) for some α ∈ (0, 1), then:

‖ (A2 −A2(xi)) ∂
2ui‖pLp(Ω) =

∫

Br(xi)
| (A2(x)−A2(xi)) ∂

2ui|pdx,

≤ ‖A2 −A2(xi)‖pC0,α(Ω)
rpα‖ui‖pLp(Br(xi))

.

Concerning the lower order terms, we will appeal to interpolating Bessel potential spaces Hs,p(Ω),
and notice that

∑

|α|≤1

‖Aα∂
αui‖Lp(Ω) ≤ C ′

∑

|α|≤1

‖Aα‖W |α|,q(Ω)‖∂αui‖Hs−|α|,p(Ω),

holds for a constant C ′ > 0 independent of r due to Theorem 2.2, as longs as α and |α| ≤ s ≤ 2 satisfy

|α| ≥ n
(
1

q
− 1

p

)

, and s >
n

q
.

The first of the above conditions follows since p ≤ q, while the second one imposes s > n
q . Since 2 >

n
q ,

then any choice of s ∈ (nq , 2) works, and assuming without loss of generality that n
2 < q < n, this also

implies s > 1 and thus s > |α| for both |α| = 0, 1. Let us then fix some s < 2 in this interval, and
write

∑

|α|≤1

‖Aα∂
αui‖Lp(Ω) ≤ C ′




∑

|α|≤1

‖Aα‖W |α|,p(Ω)



 ‖ui‖Hs,p(Ω).

12If we follow [28, Lemma 2.19], then the constant C appearing in (3.3) depends on the symbol σ(Li)(ξ) thus actually
depending on the point xi.
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Putting everything together, from (3.3) we find:

‖ui‖W 2,p(Ω) ≤ Ci

(

‖Lui‖Lp(Ω) + rα‖ui‖Lp(Br(xi)) + ‖ui‖Hs,p(Ω)

)

, (3.4)

for some constant Ci, still independent of r > 0. Fixing then r small enough, for instance so that
rαi <

1
2Ci

, we find:

‖ui‖W 2,p(Ω) ≤ Ci

(

‖Lui‖Lp(Ω) + ‖ui‖Hs,p(Ω)

)

. (3.5)

for some other constant Ci > 0. The above estimate shows that, given an arbitrary point xi ∈ BR(0),
there is a ball Bri(xi) and a constant Ci > 0 such that (3.5) holds for any ui ∈ W 2,p

0 (Bri(xi)). Then,
we can cover BR(0) by the corresponding balls {Brx(x) : x ∈ BR(0)} and extract a finite subcover
{Bri(xi) : xi ∈ BR(0)}Ni=1, where in each Bri(xi) (3.5) holds for any ui ∈W 2,p

0 (Bri(xi)). Then, consider

a partition of unity {ηi}Ni=1 subordinate to such a cover, so that, given an arbitrary u ∈W 2,p
0 (BR(0)),

after the localisation u =
∑

i ηiu, each ηiu ∈ W 2,p
0 (Bri(xi)), and thus we can apply (3.5) to each of

them. After doing so, we find

‖ηiu‖W 2,p(Ω) ≤ Ci

(

‖L(ηiu)‖Lp(Ω) + ‖ηiu‖Hs,p(Ω)

)

. (3.6)

We now estimate the first term in the right-hand side of (3.6). Notice that

L(ηiu) = ηiLu+ [L, ηi]u, (3.7)

where [L, ηi]u = 2∂ηiA2∂u + (∂2ηiA2 + ∂ηiA1)u is an operator of order first order, with coefficients
Ã1 = 2∂ηiA2 ∈W 2,q(Ω) and Ã0 = ∂2ηiA2 + ∂ηiA1 ∈W 1,q(Ω). Thus,

∥
∥[L, ηi]u

∥
∥
Lp(Ω)

≤ C ′
∑

|α|≤1

‖Ãα‖W |α|,p(Ω)‖u‖Hs,p(Ω)

follows for the same choice of n
q < s < 2 made above, and thus (3.6) implies:

‖ηiu‖W 2,p(Ω) ≤ Ci

(

‖ηiLu‖Lp(Ω) + ‖ηiu‖Hs,p(Ω)

)

≤ C ′
i

(

‖Lu‖Lp(Ω) + ‖u‖Hs,p(Ω)

)

for some other constants Ci, C
′
i > 0. Adding all the contribution for i = 1, · · · ,N in the localisation

u =
∑

i ηiu produces the estimate

‖u‖W 2,p(Ω) ≤ C
(

‖Lu‖Lp(Ω) + ‖u‖Hs,p(Ω)

)

, (3.8)

for some constant C > 0, independent of u ∈W 2,p
0 (BR(0)).

Finally, since for our choice of s ∈ (nq , 2) one has a chain of compact embeddings W 2,p(Ω) →֒
Hs,p(Ω) →֒ Lp(Ω),13 by Erhling-Lion’s lemma we have an interpolation inequality so that for any
ǫ > 0 there is a constant Cǫ > 0 such that

‖f‖Hs,p(Ω) ≤ ǫ‖f‖W 2,p(Ω) + Cǫ‖f‖Lp(Ω), for all f ∈W 2,p(Ω).

Thus, picking ǫ < 1
2C , the above interpolation inequality together with (3.8) gives

‖u‖W 2,p(Ω) ≤ C
(

‖Lu‖Lp(Ω) + ‖u‖Lp(Ω)

)

, (3.9)

for some other constant C > 0. Then, (3.1) follows from (3.9) since by hypothesis u is supported in
BR(0), implying that also supp(Lu) ⊂ BR(0).

13See, for instance, [57, Chapter 13, Section 6].
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We now address the related elliptic estimates for operators acting on W 1,p-spaces. The general
idea of the proof is similar to the above lemma, although the techniques to go through some of the
initial estimates will be somewhat different.

Lemma 3.2. Consider an elliptic operator L of the form of (2.32) with q > n
2 defined on an open

domain Ω ⊂ R
n. Fixing p ∈ (1,∞) such that 1

q − 1
n ≤ 1

p <
1
q′ +

1
n and R > 0 such that BR(0) ⊂ Ω,

there is some constant C = C(L, p, n,R) > 0 such that the following estimate holds

‖u‖W 1,p(BR(0)) ≤ C
(
‖Lu‖W−1,p(Ω) + ‖u‖Lp(BR(0))

)
, for all u ∈W 1,p

0 (BR(0);R
r). (3.10)

Proof. We begin with the same strategy as in Lemma 3.1 above. Thus, first of all, we start considering
a fixed point xi ∈ BR(0) the frozen coefficient operator Li = A2(xi)∂

2 defined on R
n, some r̄ > 0

defining a ball Br̄(xi) ⊂ Ω and any ui ∈ W 1,p
0 (Br̄(xi)). Defining again vi

.
= Lui, we have (3.2) and

then again the theory of constant coefficient operators gives:14

‖ui‖W 1,p(Ω) ≤ Ci

(

‖vi‖W−1,p(Ω) + ‖ (A2 −A2(xi)) ∂
2ui‖W−1,p(Ω)

+
∑

|α|≤1

‖Aα∂
αui‖W−1,p(Ω) + ‖ui‖Lp(Ω)

)

,
(3.11)

To estimate the different terms, let φ ∈W 1,p′

0 (Ω;Rr) and notice that

[(A2 −A2(xi)) ∂
2ui](φ) = [∂2ui]((A2 −A2(xi))

∗ φ),

= −[∂ui]((A2 −A2(xi))
∗ ∂φ)− [∂ui] (∂ (A2 −A2(xi))

∗ φ) ,
(3.12)

where since ∂ui ∈ Lp(Br̄(xi)), ∂φ ∈ Lp′(Ω) and A2 −A2(xi) ∈W 2,q
loc (Ω), we have

∣
∣[∂ui]((A2 −A2(xi))

∗ ∂φ)
∣
∣ =

∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω
∂ui · (A2 −A2(xi))

∗ ∂φdx
∣
∣
∣,

=
∣
∣
∣

∫

Br̄(xi)
(A2 −A2(xi)) ∂ui · ∂φdx

∣
∣
∣,

≤ C1‖A2 −A2(xi)‖C0(Br̄(xi))‖∂ui‖Lp(Br̄(xi))‖∂φ‖Lp′ (Br(xi))
,

≤ C1‖A2 −A2(xi)‖C0(Br̄(xi))‖ui‖W 1,p(Br̄(xi))‖φ‖W 1,p′ (Br(xi))
,

(3.13)

where above the constant C1, which comes from applying Hölder’s inequality, is independent of r̄, and
we have used the notation A ·B to denote the Euclidean dot-product between vectors. Along the same
lines,

∣
∣[∂ui] (∂ (A2 −A2(xi))

∗ φ)
∣
∣ =

∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω
∂ui · ∂A∗

2φ dx
∣
∣
∣ =

∣
∣
∣

∫

Br̄(xi)
∂A2∂ui · φ dx

∣
∣
∣.

Let us now assume that p′ < n, and notice that φ ∈W 1,p′

0 (Ω) →֒ L
np′

n−p′ (Ω). Above, we intend to apply

Hölder’s inequality, for which we need to know that that ∂A2∂ui ∈ L
(

np′

n−p′

)′

loc (Ω). This will follow from
Hölder’s generalised inequality if ∂A2 ∈ Lt

loc(Ω) for t > 1 satisfying:

1

t
+

1

p
=

1
(

np′

n−p′

)′ = 1− n− p′
np′

= 1− 1

p′
+

1

n
=

1

p
+

1

n
.

That is, one needs to have ∂A2 ∈ Ln
loc(Ω). Notice that this is clear in the case q ≥ n, so restricting to

n
2 < q < n, we see this is implied by the embedding W 1,q

loc (Ω) →֒ L
nq
n−q

loc (Ω), since

nq

n− q > n⇐⇒ q >
n

2
.

14Just as in Lemma 3.1, in order to obtain (3.11), we may apply [28, Lemma 2.19].
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Therefore, we find
∣
∣[∂ui] (∂ (A2 −A2(xi))

∗ φ)
∣
∣ ≤ C2‖∂A2∂ui‖

L

(

np′

n−p′

)′

(Br̄(xi))

‖φ‖
L

np′

n−p′ (Ω)

≤ C3‖∂A2‖Ln(Br̄(xi))‖ui‖W 1,p(Br̄(xi))‖φ‖W 1,p′ (Ω),

(3.14)

where the constant C3 is again independent of r̄. The case p′ ≥ n is actually more straightforward,
since in this case φ ∈W 1,p′(Ω) →֒ Ls′(Ω) for any s′ <∞. Thus, all we need is to be able to guarantee
is that ∂A2 ∈ Lt

loc(Ω) for some t > 1 such that 1
s
.
= 1

t +
1
p < 1. If we can find such t > 1, then we have

∣
∣[∂ui] (∂ (A2 −A2(xi))

∗ φ)
∣
∣ ≤ C ′

2‖∂A2∂ui‖Ls(Br̄(xi))‖φ‖Ls′ (Ω)

≤ C ′
3‖∂A2‖Lt(Br̄(xi))‖ui‖W 1,p(Br̄(xi))‖φ‖W 1,p′ (Ω),

(3.15)

which is the same type of estimate as (3.14). Thus, to establish the above estimate, we just need to
justify that ∂A2 ∈ Lt

loc(Ω) for some t > 1 such that 1
t < 1 − 1

p . Recalling then that ∂A2 ∈ W 1,q
loc (Ω),

we see that if q ≥ n, then ∂A2 ∈ Lt
loc(Ω) for any t < ∞ and thus this case is covered, so we can

concentrate on q < n. In this case we know that ∂A2 ∈ L
nq
n−q

loc (Ω) and therefore fixing 1
t
.
= 1

q − 1
n we

see that

1

t
< 1− 1

p
⇐⇒ 1

p
<

1

q′
+

1

n
,

which holds by hypothesis, and this establishes (3.15) in the remaining cases.
Putting together (3.12)-(3.15), we find (for the value t corresponding to each case)

∣
∣[(A2 −A2(xi)) ∂

2ui](φ)
∣
∣ ≤

(
C1‖A2 −A2(xi)‖C0(Br̄(xi)) + C3‖∂A2‖Lt(Br̄(xi))

)
‖ui‖W 1,p(Br̄(xi))‖φ‖W 1,p′ (Ω),

for all φ ∈W 1,p′

0 (Ω), which implies

‖ (A2 −A2(xi)) ∂
2ui‖W−1,p(Ω) ≤ C4

(
‖A2 −A2(xi)‖C0(Br̄(xi)) + ‖∂A2‖Lt(Br̄(xi))

)
‖ui‖W 1,p(Br̄(xi)), (3.16)

for a constant C4 independent of r̄.
A similar analysis can now be performed for the first order term, starting with:

sup
‖φ‖

W1,p′ (Ω)
=1

∣
∣[A1∂ui](φ)

∣
∣ = sup

‖φ‖
W1,p′ (Ω)

=1

∣
∣
∣

∫

Br̄(xi)
A1∂ui · φ dx

∣
∣
∣,

which follows since A1∂ui ∈ L1
loc is a regular distribution. Since A1 ∈ W 1,q

loc (Ω), the same arguments
as in (3.14)-(3.15) show that

‖A1∂ui‖W−1,p(Ω) ≤ C5 sup
‖φ‖

W1,p′ (Ω)
=1
‖A1‖Lt(Br̄(xi))‖ui‖W 1,p(Br̄(xi))‖φ‖

L
np′

n−p′ (Ω)

,

≤ C6‖A1‖Lt(Br̄(xi))‖ui‖W 1,p(Br̄(xi)),

(3.17)

for a constant C6 independent of r̄.
Finally, for the zero order term, we need to estimate:

sup
‖φ‖

W1,p′ (Ω)
=1

∣
∣[A0ui](φ)

∣
∣ = sup

‖φ‖
W1,p′ (Ω)

=1

∣
∣
∣

∫

Br̄(xi)
A0ui · φ dx

∣
∣
∣.

Again, let us first assume that p′ < n. Thus we know that φ ∈ L
np′

n−p′ (Ω), and we intend to guarantee

that A0ui ∈ L
(

np′

n−p′

)′

(Br̄(xi)). If additionally p < n, then ui ∈ W 1,p
0 (Br̄(xi)) →֒ L

np
n−p (Br̄(xi)), and

A0ui ∈ L
(

np′

n−p′

)′

(Br̄(xi)) will follow from Hölder’s inequality if q ≥ t with:
1

t
+

1
np
n−p

=
1

(
np′

n−p′

)′ =
1

p
+

1

n
⇐⇒ 1

t
=

2

n
.
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That is, we need q ≥ n
2 , which is granted by hypothesis. Therefore, via the generalised Hölder

inequality one finds:

∣
∣
∣

∫

Br̄(xi)
A0ui · φ dx

∣
∣
∣ ≤ C7‖A0ui‖

L

(

np′

n−p′

)′

(Br̄(xi))

‖φ‖
L

np′

n−p′ (Ω)

,

≤ C8‖A0‖Ln
2 (Br̄(xi))

‖ui‖
L

np
n−p (Br̄(xi))

‖φ‖
L

np′

n−p′ (Ω)

,

≤ C9‖A0‖Ln
2 (Br̄(xi))

‖ui‖W 1,p(Br̄(xi))‖φ‖W 1,p′ (Ω),

(3.18)

for a constant C9 independent of r̄.
15 Still assuming p′ < n, if now we assume p > n, then actually ui ∈

W
1,p
0 (Br̄(xi)) →֒ L∞(Br̄(xi)) and thus A0ui ∈ L

(

np′

n−p′

)′

(Br̄(xi)) will follow from Hölder’s inequality if
q ≥ t with:16

1

t
=

1
(

np′

n−p′

)′ =
1

p
+

1

n
.

That is, one needs to guarantee that 1
q ≤ 1

p + 1
n ⇐⇒ 1

q − 1
n ≤ 1

p , which holds by hypothesis. In this
case we find:

∣
∣
∣

∫

Br̄(xi)
A0ui · φ dx

∣
∣
∣ ≤ C ′

8‖A0‖
L

np
n+p (Br̄(xi))

‖ui‖L∞(Br̄(xi))‖φ‖
L

np′

n−p′ (Ω)

,

≤ C ′
9r̄

1−n
p ‖A0‖

L
np
n+p (Br̄(xi))

‖ui‖W 1,p(Br̄(xi))‖φ‖W 1,p′ (Ω),

(3.19)

for a constant C ′
9 independent of r̄.17 Then, for the case p = n, we notice that ui ∈ Ls(Br̄(xi)) for

any s <∞, and thus A0ui ∈ L
(

np′

n−p′

)′

(Br̄(xi)) will follow from Hölder’s inequality if

1

q
+

1

s
=

1
(

np′

n−p′

)′ =
1

p
+

1

n
=

2

n
,

for some 1 < s < ∞, which is equivalent to 1
q = 2

n − 1
s . Since 1

q < 2
n by hypothesis, we can fix

1
s
.
= 2

n − 1
q > 0, and estimate:

∣
∣
∣

∫

Br̄(xi)
A0ui · φ dx

∣
∣
∣ ≤ C ′′

8 ‖A0‖Lq(Br̄(xi))‖ui‖Ls(Br̄(xi))‖φ‖
L

np′

n−p′ (Ω)

.

Now, since ui ∈ W 1,n
0 (Br̄(xi)), then ui ∈ W 1,σ

0 (Br̄(xi)) for any 1 ≤ σ < n, which implies that there
is a constant C, independent of ui and r̄, such that ‖ui‖L nσ

n−σ (Br̄(xi))
≤ C‖∇ui‖Lσ(Br̄(xi)). Applying

Hölder’s inequality then produces:

‖ui‖L nσ
n−σ (Br̄(xi))

≤ C (µ(Br̄(xi))))
1
σ
− 1

n ‖∇ui‖Ln(Br̄(xi)),

where above µ(Br(xi)) denotes the volume of the ball Br(xi). We now intend to fix σ so that nσ
n−σ = s,

which is equivalent to 1
σ = 1

n + 1
s .

18 Then,

‖ui‖L nσ
n−σ (Br̄(xi))

≤ C ′r̄
n
s ‖∇ui‖Ln(Br̄(xi)),

15Here we have used that, given a bounded open set U ⊂ R
n, from the Sobolev inequality when p < n, there is a

constant C independent of U , such that ‖u‖
L

np
n−p (U)

≤ C‖u‖W1,p(U), for all u ∈ W
1,p
0 (U).

16Notice that our current hypothesis p > n guarantees that t > 1.
17In this case we have used that, given a bounded open set U ⊂ R

n, from the Sobolev inequality when p > n, there is
a constant C independent of U , such that ‖u‖L∞(U) ≤ Cdiam(U)1−

n
p ‖u‖W1,p(U), for all u ∈ W

1,p
0 (U).

18Notice that since 1
s
= 2

n
− 1

q
> 0, we have σ < n, and also that 1

σ
= 3

n
− 1

q
< 1 for any n ≥ 3, implying that

1 ≤ σ < n.
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for a constant C ′ independent of ui and r̄. This implies that in this case where p = n, we have

∣
∣
∣

∫

Br̄(xi)
A0ui · φ dx

∣
∣
∣ ≤ C ′′

9 r̄
n
s ‖A0‖Lq(Br̄(xi))‖ui‖W 1,p(Br̄(xi))‖φ‖W 1,p′ (Ω), (3.20)

with C ′′
9 independent of ui and r̄. Putting together (3.18)-(3.21), when p′ < n and r̄ < 1, we find that

∣
∣
∣

∫

Br̄(xi)
A0ui · φ dx

∣
∣
∣ ≤ C10‖A0‖Lq(Br̄(xi))‖ui‖W 1,p(Br̄(xi))‖φ‖W 1,p′ (Ω), ∀ ui ∈W

1,p
0 ((Br̄(xi))), (3.21)

with C10 > 0 independent of r̄ and ui.
Finally, in the case p′ ≥ n we have φ ∈ Ls′(Ω) for all s′ < ∞, and we must have p < n. Thus,

we first aim to guarantee that A0ui ∈ Ls(Br̄(xi)) for some s > 1 via Hölder’s inequality. Since

ui ∈ L
np
n−p (Br̄(xi)) and A0 ∈ Lq

loc(Ω), this holds as long as

1

s

.
=

1

q
+
n− p
np

< 1⇐⇒ 1

q
+

1

p
− 1

n
< 1⇐⇒ 1

p
<

1

q′
+

1

n
,

where the last inequality holds by hypothesis. Therefore, with s fixed as above, we have φ ∈ Ls′(Ω)
and

∣
∣
∣

∫

Br̄(xi)
A0ui · φ dx

∣
∣
∣ ≤ K1‖A0ui‖Ls(Br̄(xi))‖φ‖Ls′ (Ω),

≤ K2‖A0‖Lq(Br̄(xi))‖ui‖L np
n−p (Br̄(xi))

‖φ‖Ls′ (Ω),

≤ K3‖A0‖Lq(Br̄(xi))‖ui‖W 1,p(Br̄(xi))‖φ‖W 1,p′ (Ω),

(3.22)

for another constant K3, also independent of r̄ and ui, which extends (3.21) to the case p′ ≥ n.
Therefore, putting together (3.21)-(3.22), we finally find:

‖A0ui‖W−1,p(Ω) ≤ C11‖A0‖Lq(Br̄(xi))‖ui‖W 1,p(Br̄(0)), (3.23)

where C11 > 0 is independent of ui and r̄ < 1.
Putting now (3.16),(3.17) and (3.23) together with (3.11), we find

‖ui‖W 1,p(Ω) ≤ Ci

(

‖vi‖W−1,p(Ω) + C(r̄)‖ui‖W 1,p(Br̄(xi)) + ‖ui‖Lp(Ω)

)

,

for some other constant Ci > 0, independent of r̄ < 1, where we have defined

C(r̄) .= ‖A2 −A2(xi)‖C0(Br̄(xi)) + ‖∂A2‖Lt(Br̄(xi)) + ‖A1‖Lt(Br̄(xi)) + ‖A0‖Lq(Br̄(xi)).

Since C(r̄)ց 0 as r̄ ց 0, we can choose r̄ small enough so that C(r̄) < 1
2Ci

, and thus

‖ui‖W 1,p(Ω) ≤ C ′
i(‖Lui‖W−1,p(Ω) + ‖ui‖Lp(Ω)). (3.24)

Having established the above estimate, we now proceed with the same strategy as after (3.5).
That is, we cover BR(0) by the balls {Brx(x) : x ∈ BR(0)}, where there is a constant Cx > 0 such
that for all ux ∈ W 1,p

0 (Brx(x)) the estimate (3.24) holds. We then proceed to take a finite subcover
{Bri(xi) : i = 1, · · · ,N} and a partition of unity {ηi : i = 1, · · · ,N} subordinate to such subcover, so
that given u ∈W 1,p

0 (BR(0)) we can localise u =
∑N

i=1 ηiu with ηiu ∈W 1,p
0 (Bri(xi)). We can therefore

use (3.24) to estimate

‖ηiu‖W 1,p(Ω) ≤ Ci(‖L(ηiu)‖W−1,p(Ω) + ‖ηiu‖Lp(Ω)). (3.25)

We now proceed to estimate the first term in the right-hand side. For this, we once more notice that

L(ηiu) = ηiLu+ [L, ηi]u, (3.26)
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where [L, ηi]u is an operator of first order, with coefficients Ã1 ∈ W 2,q(Ω) and Ã0 ∈ W 1,q(Ω). To
estimate these terms, we shall appeal to interpolation spaces Hs,p of Bessel potentials. In particular,
we know that u ∈ Hs,p(Ω) for any real s ≤ 1 and therefore we analyse the multiplication

H1,q(Ω)⊗Hs−1,p(Ω) →֒ H−1,p(Ω), (3.27)

which by Theorem 2.2 is valid as long as s ≥ 0 and

2 ≥ n
(
1

q
− 1

p

)

, 1 + s >
n

q
, s ≥ n

(
1

q
+

1

p
− 1

)

.

The first condition above is equivalent to 1
p ≥ 1

q − 2
n , which holds since 1

p ≥ 1
q − 1

n by hypothesis.
Concerning the second one, the case q ≥ n is trivial for any s > 0, and for n > q > n

2 it is satisfied for
any n

q − 1 < s ≤ 1. Finally, in order for the last condition to be non-empty, we need to guarantee

s ≥ n
(
1

q
+

1

p
− 1

)

⇐⇒ 1

p
≤ s

n
+ 1− 1

q
=
s

n
+

1

q′
.

By hypothesis we know that 1
p <

1
n + 1

q′ , and therefore for s < 1, but sufficiently close to 1, 1
p ≤ s

n + 1
q′

holds. That is, we have seen that for there is some s0 < 1 such that for all s ∈ (s0, 1] (3.27) holds,
and therefore

‖Ã1∂u‖W−1,p(Ω) ≤ C‖Ã1‖W 1,q(Ω)‖∂u‖Hs−1,p(Ω) ≤ C‖Ã1‖W 1,q(Ω)‖u‖Hs,p(Ω).

Dealing with the zero order term is similar, in this case analysing the multiplication

Lq(Ω)⊗Hs,p(Ω) →֒ H−1,p(Ω), (3.28)

which now produces the restrictions s ≥ 0 and

1 ≥ n
(
1

q
− 1

p

)

, 1 + s >
n

q
, s ≥ n

(
1

q
+

1

p
− 1

)

.

which are all again satisfied under our choice s ∈ (s0, 1], and thus

‖Ã0u‖W−1,p(Ω) ≤ C‖Ã0‖Lq(Ω)‖u‖Hs,p(Ω).

Thus, picking s0 < s < 1, we have

‖[L, ηi]u‖W−1,p(Ω) ≤ C
(

‖Ã1‖W 1,q(Ω) + ‖Ã0‖Lq(Ω)

)

‖u‖Hs,p(Ω). (3.29)

We can then put (3.25),(3.26) and (3.29) together to obtain:

‖ηiu‖W 1,p(Ω) ≤ Ci(‖ηiLu‖W−1,p(Ω) + ‖u‖Hs,p(Ω)), (3.30)

for some other constant Ci > 0. Since multiplication by ηi is a bounded map from W−1,p(Ω) →
W−1,p(Ω), we rewrite the above as

‖ηiu‖W 1,p(Ω) ≤ Ci(‖Lu‖W−1,p(Ω) + ‖u‖Hs,p(Ω)), (3.31)

Applying these estimates to u =
∑N

i=1 ηiu, we find

‖u‖W 1,p(Ω) ≤ C(‖Lu‖W−1,p(Ω) + ‖u‖Hs,p(Ω)), (3.32)

for a constant C > 0, independent of u.
Finally, since W 1,p(Ω) →֒ Hs,p(Ω) is compact for any s < 1, we then have an interpolation

inequality so that, for any ǫ > 0, there is a constant Cǫ > 0 such that

‖u‖Hs,p(Ω) ≤ ǫ‖u‖W 1,p(Ω) +Cǫ‖u‖Lp(Ω).
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Using this interpolation in (3.32), and noticing that clearly ‖u‖W 1,p(Ω) = ‖u‖W 1,p(BR(0)) for any u ∈
W

1,p
0 (BR(0)), we find

‖u‖W 1,p(BR(0)) ≤ C
(
‖Lu‖W−1,p(Ω) + ǫ‖u‖W 1,p(BR(0)) + Cǫ‖u‖Lp(BR(0))

)
,

for a constant C independent of ǫ. One can the choose ǫ < 1
2C , so that

‖u‖W 1,p(BR(0)) ≤ C ′
(
‖Lu‖W−1,p(Ω) + ‖u‖Lp(BR(0))

)
, (3.33)

for some other constant C ′ > 0, which proves (3.10) and finishes the proof.

We can now establish the following general semi-Fredholm result for the types of operators treated
above:

Theorem 3.1. Let L ∈ L2(W 2,q;E) be an elliptic operator satisfying q > n
2 , where E stands for some

tensor bundle over the closed manifold M . Then, the operator

L :W 2,p(E)→ Lp(E), (3.34)

is semi-Fredholm for all 1 < p ≤ q, while

L :W 1,p(E)→W−1,p(E), (3.35)

is semi-Fredholm for all 1
q − 1

n ≤ 1
p <

1
q′ +

1
n .

Remark 3.1. Concerning (3.35), notice that the condition 1
q − 1

n ≤ 1
p <

1
q′ +

1
n is non-empty as a

condition on p iff

1

q
− 1

n
<

1

q′
+

1

n
⇐⇒ 1

q
− 1

n
< 1− 1

q
+

1

n
⇐⇒ 2

q
< 1 +

2

n
.

Since q > n
2 , then

2
q <

4
n , and noticing that

4

n
≤ 1 +

2

n
⇐⇒ n ≥ 2,

we see that 2
q <

4
n ≤ 1 + 2

n for all q > n
2 and n ≥ 2, and therefore (3.35) is always non-empty under

our hypotheses.

Proof. Let us start by writing (3.34)-(3.35) together as L : W k,p(E) 7→ W k−2,p(E) with k = 1, 2.
Then consider a cover of M by coordinate balls {BRi

(xi) : xi ∈ M, i = 1, · · · ,N} trivialising E,
and a partition of unity {ηi}Ni=1 subordinate to such a cover. Given u ∈ W k,p(E), we localise it via

u =
∑N

i=1 ηiu, where now ηiu ∈ W k,p
0 (BRi

(xi)). Thus, under the conditions of this theorem, we can
apply Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 to each ηiu, in the corresponding cases for k = 2 and k = 1 respectively.
From these local estimates, one can produce the following global one following the same lines of
arguments as in the last parts of Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2:

‖u‖W k,p(E) ≤ C(‖Lu‖W k−2,p(E) + ‖u‖Lp(E)), (3.36)

for a fixed constant C > 0, independent of u. Once (3.36) has been established, the semi-Fredholm
properties follow by functional analytical arguments. For instance, due to [33, Proposition 19.1.3], this
is equivalent to showing that every bounded sequence {uj}∞j=1 ⊂ W k,p such that Luj is convergent

admits a convergentW k,p-subsequence. Notice then that the compact embeddingW k,p(M) →֒ Lp(M),
valid for both k = 1, 2, guarantees that any such bounded sequence {uj}∞j=1 ⊂ W k,p admits an Lp-

convergent subsequence {ujl}∞l=1 ⊂ W k,p. Then, since {Lujl}∞l=1 is convergent by hypothesis, from
(3.36) one sees that

‖ujl − uji‖W k,p(E) ≤ C(‖Lujl − Luji‖W k−2,p(E) + ‖ujl − uji‖Lp(E)),

where the right-hand side goes to zero as l, i→∞ by hypothesis, and thus {ujl}∞l=1 is Cauchy in W k,p,
which finishes the proof.
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4 Regularity theory for ∆g on S2M

In this section we shall establish the main regularity results needed in this paper. Let start with the
following result related to Lemma 2.1, but for the case of metrics of limited regularity.

Lemma 4.1. Let (Mn, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold with g ∈ W 2,q(M), q > n
2 , and let

p ∈ (1,∞) and k ∈ N0 ∩ [0, 2] satisfy 1
q − 2−k

n ≤ 1
p ≤ 1

q′ +
2+k
n . Then, the inner product

〈u, v〉L2(M,dVg) =

∫

M
〈u, v〉gdVg (4.1)

extends from C∞(TrM)× C∞(TrM) to a bilinear map

〈·, ·〉(M,g) :W
−k,p′(TrM)×W k,p(TrM)→ R. (4.2)

Furthermore, given (u, v) ∈ W−k,p′(TrM) ×W k,p(TrM), there is a sequence {uk} ⊂ Lp′(TlM) such
that

〈u, v〉(M,g) = lim
k
〈uk, v〉L2(M,dVg) (4.3)

and this pairing induces an isomoprhism W−k,p′(TrM) ∼= (W k,p(TrM))′ via

Sk,p :W−k,p′(TrM)→ (W k,p(TrM))′,

u 7→ Sk,p(u) : W k,p(TrM) → R, (4.4)

v 7→ [Sk,pu](v) = 〈u, v〉(M,g)

Finally, if v ∈ Γ(TrM) is compactly supported in a coordinate chart (U,ϕ), then

〈u, v〉(M,g) = 〈
√

det(g)u♯i1···ir , vi1···ir〉(U,δ),

where 〈·, ·〉(U,δ) denotes the usual paring in R
n between W−k,p′(U) and W k,p(U) induced by the Eu-

clidean metric; while ρ̃ ◦ v ◦ϕ−1 = vi1···ir ∈W k,p(ϕ(U)) denote the components of v with respect to the
trivialisation (U,ϕ, ρ), while u♯ ∈W−k,p′(T rM) denotes the tensor field obtained from U by raising its
indices with g, and u♯i1···ir denote the components of u♯ with respect to the corresponding trivialisation
(U,ϕ, ρ♯).

Proof. From Theorem 2.1, fixing a smooth background metric ḡ on M , we know that (4.2) and (4.4)
hold for the pairing induced by dVḡ. Notice then that given u, v ∈ C∞(TrM),

〈u, v〉L2(M,dVg) =

∫

M
〈u, v〉gdVg =

∫

M
u♯(v)dVg =

∫

M
〈
√

det(g)
√

det(ḡ)
ū♯

♭
, v〉ḡdVḡ,

= 〈
√

det(g)
√

det(ḡ)
ū♯

♭
, v〉L2(M,dVḡ)

where u♯ denotes the tensor field obtained by raising the indices of u with g, and thus, by Corollary

2.1, u♯ ∈W 2,q(T lM), while ū♯
♭ ∈W 2,q(TlM) denotes the the tensor field on obtained by lowering the

indices of u♯ with ḡ. Thus, again by Corollary 2.1,

√
det(g)√
det(ḡ)

ū♯
♭ ∈W 2,q(TlM). In fact, the map

Φ : (C∞(TlM), ‖ · ‖W k,p)→W 2,q(TlM),

u 7→
√

det(g)
√

det(ḡ)
ū♯

♭
,

is a bounded injective map, which extends to a bounded isomorphism:

Φk,p : W
k,p(TlM)→W k,p(TlM),

u 7→
√

det(g)
√

det(ḡ)
ū♯

♭
,
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for each (k, p) such that k ∈ Z and 0 ≤ k ≤ 2 as long as 2 > n
q and

2− k ≥ n
(
1

q
− 1

p

)

⇐⇒ 1

p
≥ 1

q
+
k − 2

n
.

In the case of negative exponents k < 0, then the above holds if in addition we have k ≥ −2 and

2 + k ≥ n
(
1

q
+

1

p
− 1

)

⇐⇒ 1

p
≤ 1

q′
+

2 + k

n
.

Therefore, if k = 0, 1, 2, q > n
2 and 1

q − 2−k
n ≤ 1

p ≤ 1
q′ +

2+k
n , then notice that

1− 1

q′
− 2 + k

n
≤ 1

p′
≤ 1− 1

q
+

2− k
n

=⇒ 1

q
− 2− (−k)

n
≤ 1

p′
≤ 1

q′
+

2 + (−k)
n

That is, the pair (−k, p′) satisfied the hypotheses required for Φ−k,p′ : W
−k,p′(TlM) → W−k,p′(TlM)

to be a bounded isomorphism. Thus, given (u, v) ∈W−k,p′(TlM)×W k,p(TlM),

〈u, v〉(M,g)
.
= 〈Φ−k,p′(u), v〉(M,ḡ) (4.5)

agrees with (4.1) for (u, v) ∈ C∞(TlM)× C∞(TlM), and we know from Theorem 2.1,

|〈u, v〉(M,g)| ≤ C‖Φ−k,p′(u)‖W−k,p′‖v‖W k,p ≤ C ′‖u‖W−k,p′‖v‖W k,p , ∀ u, v ∈ C∞.

Being C∞ dense in both W−k,p′(TlM) and W k,p(TlM), it follows that (4.5) extends uniquely by
continuity to a bounded bilinear map as in (4.2). Also, given φ ∈ Lp′ and v ∈W k,p, by definition one
has

〈φ, v〉(M,g) = lim
k,j
〈φk, vj〉(M,g) = lim

k,j
〈φk, vj〉L2(M,dVg)

where {φk}, {vk} ⊂ C∞ and φk
Lp′

−−→ φ, vk
W k,p

−−−→ v. It then follows that

|〈φ, v〉L2(M,dVg) − 〈φk, vk〉L2(M,dVg)| ≤ |〈φ− φk, v〉L2(M,dVg)|+ |〈φ, v − vk〉L2(M,dVg)
|,

≤ ‖φ− φk‖Lp′ ‖v‖Lp + ‖φ‖Lp′ ‖v − vk‖Lp

which shows that, whenever φ ∈ Lp′ and v ∈W k,p:

〈φ, v〉(M,g) = lim
k,j
〈φk, vj〉L2(M,dVg) = 〈φ, v〉L2(M,dVg).

Therefore, given u ∈ W−k,p′(TlM), v ∈ W k,p(TlM) and a sequence {uk} ⊂ C∞(TlM) such that

uk
W−k,p′

−−−−→ u, we have

〈u, v〉(M,g) = lim
k
〈uk, v〉(M,g) = lim

k
〈uk, v〉L2(M,dVg)

which establishes (4.3). Now using (4.5) together with the map S defined in Theorem 2.1, we
have the isomorphism claim of (4.4) defining Sk,p .

= Sk,p ◦ Φ−k,p′ : W
−k,p′(TlM) →

(
W k,p(TlM)

)′
,

which is a composition of bounded linear isomorphisms, which provides a topological isomorphism
W−k,p′(TlM) ∼= (W k,p(TlM))′.

Finally, if v ∈W k,p(TlM) is compactly supported in a coordinate chart as described in the theorem,
then, from (4.5) we have a sequence uk ⊂ Lp′ such that

〈u, v〉(M,g) = lim
k
〈uk, v〉L2(M,dVg) = lim

k

∫

U
〈uk, v〉gdVg = lim

k

∫

ϕ(U)
〈uk, v〉g

√

det(g)dx,

= lim
k

∫

ϕ(U)

√

det(g)u♯k(v)dx = 〈
√

det(g)u♯
i1···il

, vi1···il〉(U,δ).
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Let us now continue by noticing that, given a Riemannian manifold (Mn, g), g ∈W 2,q, q > n
2 , and

a tensor field u ∈ Lp(M,dVg), from Lemma 2.2 we can make sense of covariant derivatives of u up to
second order, which shall be defined from its local coordinate form, where both partial derivatives as
well as multiplication by Christoffel symbols are operations defined by duality. For instance, let us
explicitly present the following proposition:

Proposition 4.1. Let (Mn, g) be a Riemannian manifold, with n ≥ 3, g ∈ W 2,q for q > n
2 . If

u ∈ Lp(S2M), where S2M denotes the bundle of symmetric (0, 2)-tensor fields and q′ ≤ p, then
∇2u ∈W−2,p(T4M) and also the following usual commutation of second derivatives holds, so that for
any u ∈ Lp(M) compactly supported in a coordinate system (U,ϕ):

∇j∇iuab = ∇i∇juab −Rk
ajiukb −Rk

bjiuak (4.6)

Proof. Using Remark 2.1, we first notice that exponents q and p satisfy the conditions of Lemma 2.2
in the case k = 0. Thus, to establish ∇2u ∈W−2,p(T4M) appealing to Lemma 2.2, we need to consider
the local expression of ∇2u for u ∈ C∞ and then check they satisfy the hypotheses of the lemma.
Thus, noticing that in a given local coordinate chart (U,ϕ) the action of the linear operator ∇2 on u
is given by:

∇j∇iuab = ∂ijuab +Acdl
abij∂cudl +Bdl

abijudl (4.7)

where

Acdl
abij = −

(

Γd
iaδ

c
jδ

l
b + Γl

ibδ
c
jδ

d
a + Γc

jiδ
d
aδ

l
b + Γd

jaδ
c
i δ

l
b + Γl

jbδ
c
i δ

d
a

)

,

Bdl
abij =

(

Γc
jaΓ

d
icδ

l
b + Γd

jaΓ
l
ib + Γl

jbΓ
d
ia + Γc

jbΓ
l
icδ

d
a − ∂jΓd

iaδ
l
b − ∂jΓl

ibδ
d
a + Γc

jiΓ
d
caδ

l
b + Γc

jiΓ
l
cbδ

d
a

)

.

Thus, if we show that the above operator has coefficients satisfying (2.32), then Lemma 2.2 shows that
∇2 extends to a bounded linear map from Lp → W−2,p as long as q′ ≤ p. Since the top order coefficient
is constant, it is clearly in W 2,q

loc , and thus we must only check that Acdl
abij ∈W

1,q
loc and Bdl

abij ∈ L
q
loc. For

the first one of these, just notice that since Γi
jk(g) ∈W

1,q
loc (U), then Acdl

abij ∈W
1,q
loc (U).

Finally, concerning the zero order term in (4.7), we have ∂Γ ∈ Lq
loc(U), so we need only show that

products of the form Γ·Γ ∈ Lq
loc(U). For that pick any function χ ∈ C∞

0 (U) and then chose η ∈ C∞
0 (U)

a cut-off function such that η ≡ 1 on supp(χ), so that

χΓ·Γ = χΓ·ηΓ ∈W 1,q(U)⊗W 1,q(U) →֒ Lq(U)

which shows that Γ·Γ ∈ Lq
loc(U) and thus∇2 : Lp(S2M)→W−2,p(S2M) continuously as a consequence

of Lemma 2.2.

Concerning the commutation rule for second covariant derivatives, we need only notice that, even
for g ∈ W 2,q, this is an algebraic result which follows from the local expression on (U,ϕ) for any
u ∈ C∞

0 (U):

∇j∇iuab = ∂jiuab − Γl
ia∂julb − Γl

ja∂iulb − Γl
ib∂jual − Γl

ji∂luab − Γl
jb∂iual

+ Γl
jaΓ

k
ibulk + Γl

jbΓ
k
iaukl + Γl

jiΓ
k
laukb + Γl

jiΓ
k
lbuak

− ∂jΓl
iaulb − ∂jΓl

ibual + Γl
jbΓ

k
iluak + Γl

jaΓ
k
ilukb,

where the first two lines in the last expression are explicitly symmetric under the interchange of indices
i←→ j. Therefore,

∇j∇iuab −∇i∇juab = −Rk
ajiukb −Rk

bjiuak, ∀ u ∈ C∞
0 (U). (4.8)

Then, since Riemg ∈ Lq and u ∈ C∞, from Corollary 2.1 we know the contractions in the right-hand
side of the the above expression satisfy

‖(Riemg)·u‖W−2,p ≤ C‖Riemg‖Lq‖u‖Lp , ∀ u ∈ C∞
0 (U), p ≥ q′

Since both sides in (4.8) extend by continuity to u ∈ Lp(U), the result follows.
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The above will be particularly useful in the next section, but it also serves as a warm-up for the
next proposition, where we study precise mapping properties of the tensor Laplacian, given by the
trace of the second covariant derivative, on symmetric (0, 2)-tensor fields.

Proposition 4.2. Let (Mn, g) be a Riemannian manifold with g ∈ W 2,q(M), q > n
2 . Let us con-

sider the bundle of (0, 2)-symmetric tensor fields, denoted by S2M , and the natural induced covariant
derivative ∇ on it by g. Consider then the Laplacian

∆g : C
∞(S2M)→W 1,q(S2M),

u 7→ ∆gu = gij∇i∇ju = ∇i(g
ij∇ju)

(4.9)

Then, ∆g ∈ L2(W 2,q) and given 1 < p ≤ q, (4.9) extends to a continuous operator

∆g :W
2,p(S2M)→ Lp(S2M),

u 7→ ∆gu = gij∇i∇ju = ∇i(g
ij∇ju).

(4.10)

Furthermore, if 1
q − 1

n ≤ 1
p ≤ 1

q′ +
1
n , then (4.9) extends to a continuous operator

∆g :W
1,p(S2M)→W−1,p(S2M),

u 7→ ∆gu = gij∇i∇ju = ∇i(g
ij∇ju).

(4.11)

Finally, if q′ ≤ p, then (4.9) extends to a continuous operator

∆g : Lp(S2M)→W−2,p(S2M),

u 7→ ∆gu = gij∇i∇ju = ∇i(g
ij∇ju).

(4.12)

In all of the above cases, the following local formula, valid from smooth sections, extends to (4.10),
(4.11) and (4.12) for u compactly supported in a coordinate domain:

∇i(g
ij∇ju

ab) =
1

√

det(g)
∂i

(√

det(g)∇iuab
)

+ Γa
il∇iulb + Γb

il∇iual, (4.13)

Remark 4.1. Recall from Remark 2.1, that in the case of (4.11) the restrictions on p are given by

• p ≥ nq′

n+q′ if q ≥ n;

•
nq′

n+q′ ≤ p ≤
nq
n−q if n

2 < q < n.

Proof. Let (U, xi)ni=1 be a local coordinate system, U a bounded open set with smooth boundary, and
let u ∈ C∞(S2M) be compactly supported in U . Then, locally (4.9) is given by

∆guab = gij∂ijuab +Acdl
ab ∂cudl + Bdlabudl, (4.14)

with

Acdl
ab = gijAcdl

abij , Bdlab = gijBdl
abij , (4.15)

where the functions Acdl
abij and Bdl

abij are those given in (4.7). In order to establish (4.10),(4.11) and

(4.12), we shall appeal to Lemma 2.2. Thus, let us first establish that ∆g ∈ L2(W 2,q). For this we
need to establish the following claim:

Claim 1. The coefficients in (4.15) satisfy Acdl
ab ∈W

1,q
loc and Bdlab ∈ L

q
loc

Proof. From the analysis after (4.7), we know that Acdl
abij ∈ W

1,q
loc (U) and Bdl

abij ∈ L
q
loc(U), and hence

the claim amounts to showing that W 2,q
loc ⊗W

1,q
loc →֒ W

1,q
loc and W

2,q
loc ⊗ L

q
loc →֒ L

q
loc, both following

directly from Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.1, due to q > n
2 .
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Given the above claim, since gij ∈W 2,q
loc , then we see that ∆g ∈ L2(W 2,q) and therefore Lemma 2.2

establishes our continuity properties (4.10), (4.11) and (4.12) are granted as long as 1
q+

k−2
n ≤ 1

p ≤ 1
q′+

k
n

for k = 2, 1, 0 respectively. Using Remark 2.1, we know that for k = 2 this holds as long as 1 < p ≤ q,
while in the case of k = 0, since q > n

2 , this reduces to p ≥ q′. In the case of k = 1 the condition is
optimally expressed as 1

q − 1
n ≤ 1

p ≤ 1
q′ +

1
n .

Finally, to establish (4.13), let us notice that locally one can write the contravariant version of
(4.14) more compactly as

∇i(g
ij∇ju

ab) = ∂i∇iuab + Γi
il∇luab + Γa

il∇iulb + Γb
il∇iual. (4.16)

Now, the following formula for the derivative of a determinant extends to W 2,q metrics, q > n
2 ,

19

∂l
√

det(g)
√

det(g)
=

1

2det(g)
∂ldet(g) =

1

2
gij∂lgij = Γi

li.

Putting this together with (4.16), proves (4.13).

We shall be interested in the regularity theory for the operators (4.10) and (4.11), which shall be
established appealing to Fredholm theory. For that, we will pivot around the theory for the case of
smooth metrics to obtain properties about the Fredholm index of these operators. Thus, the following
general properties of these operators in the case of smooth metrics shall be of interest.

Let (Mn, g) be a closed smooth Riemannian manifold. From (4.10)-(4.11) we know that ∆g :
W k,p(S2M) → W k−2,p(S2M), k = 1, 2, is a bounded map for any 1 < p < ∞, since g ∈ W 2,q for any
q <∞. Notice then that the adjoint maps, given by

∆∗
g :
(

W k−2,p(S2M)
)′
→
(

W k,p(S2M)
)′

and defined by duality

[∆∗
g(u)](v) = u(∆gv) for all u ∈

(

W k−2,p(S2M)
)′

and all v ∈W k,p(S2M),

can be computed explicitly. To see this, let u ∈ (W k−2,p)′ be given by u = Sk−2,pũ with ũ ∈ C∞(S2M)
and Sk−2,p : W

2−k,p′(S2M)→ (W k−2,p(S2M))′ is the isomorphism described in Lemma 2.1. Then, for
all v ∈ C∞(S2M) we have

[∆∗
g|(W k−2,p)′u](v) = 〈ũ,∆gv〉(M,g) = 〈∆gũ, v〉(M,g) = [Sk,p∆gũ](v) = [Sk,p ◦∆g ◦ S−1

k−2,p(u)](v),

where in the second identity we have just appealed to standard integration by parts. Thus,

[∆∗
g|(W k−2,p(S2M))′u]|C∞(S2M) = Sk,p ◦∆g ◦ S−1

k−2,p(u)|C∞(S2M),

which by density of C∞(S2M) inW k,p(S2M) implies [∆∗
g|(W k−2,p)′u]|W k,p(S2M) = Sk,p◦∆g◦S−1

k−2,p(u)|W k,p(S2M).
Finally, since

Sk−2,p : W
2−k,p′ → (W k−2,p)′

is a topological isomorphism and C∞ is dense in W 2−k,p′, then the elements u = Sk−2,pũ ∈ (W k−2,p)′

with ũ ∈ C∞ are dense in (W k−2,p)′. Since both ∆∗
g and Sk,p ◦∆g|W 2−k,p′ ◦S−1

k,p are bounded maps on

(W k−2,p)′ and agree on a dense subset, they agree on all of (W k−2,p)′. That is, we have shown that
for this case of smooth metrics, it holds that

∆∗
g|(W k−2,p(S2M))′ = Sk,p ◦∆g|W 2−k,p′ ◦ S−1

k−2,p (4.17)

When the metric g has limited regularity, suitably extending the above formula will be of impor-
tance to understand regularity properties. For that, we will need to justify “integration by parts” type
formulas for objects of very limited regularity.

19The composition lemma for Sobolev functions allows us to use the chain rule in the same way as in the smooth case
and therefore standard proofs extend to this level of regularity.
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4.1 W 2,p-regularity theory

The mapping properties (4.12) and (4.13) give us the necessary tools to prove the following duality
property, which generalises an integration by parts type formula to the regularity setting of this section:

Proposition 4.3. Let (Mn, g) be closed Riemannian manifold with g ∈ W 2,q, q > n
2 . Given u ∈

Lp′(S2M), and v ∈W 2,p(S2M) with 1 < p ≤ q, the following integration by parts type formula holds:

−〈∆gu, v〉(M,g) = 〈∇u,∇v〉(M,g) = −〈u,∆gv〉(M,g). (4.18)

Proof. Since by hypotheses u ∈ Lp′(S2M) with q′ ≤ p′, then Proposition 4.2 establishes that ∆gu ∈
W−2,p′(S2M). Also, Lemma 4.1 guarantees that W−2,p′(S2M) ∼=S2,p (W 2,p(S2M))′ as long as 1

q ≤
1
p ≤ 1

q′ +
4
n . Notice that

1

q′
+

4

n
= 1− 1

q
+

4

n
= 1 +

2

n
+

2

n
− 1

q
> 1 +

2

n
> 1.

That is, the condition 1
p ≤ 1

q′ +
4
n is trivially satisfied for all p ≥ 1, while p ≤ q holds by hypothesis.

Therefore, the pairing 〈∆gu, v〉(M,g) is well defined for all v ∈W 2,p. Furthermore, given u ∈ Lp′(S2M)
compactly supported in a bounded coordinate patch (Ω, xi)ni=1 with smooth boundary, then

∇iuab = ∂iuab − Γl
iaulb − Γl

ibual = ∂iuab −
(

Γl
iaδ

k
b + Γk

ibδ
l
a

)

ulk (4.19)

Therefore, to guarantee that ∇u ∈ W−1,p′(T3M) we can appeal to Lemma 2.3, as long as we verify
its hypotheses. For that, we need to check that the coefficients satisfy the hypotheses of (2.35), with

Aα ∈W |α|,r
loc for r > n, and that 1

r − 1
n ≤ 1

p′ ≤ 1
r′ , but since r > n the only non-trivial inequality to be

checked in this case is 1
p′ ≤ 1

r′ . Notice then that the top order coefficients in (4.19) are constant and

hence clearly in W 1,r
loc (U), for any r. Now, the regularity of the zero order coefficients is given by that

of Γl
ij(g) ∈W 1,q

loc (U). If n
2 < q < n, then W 1,q

loc (U) →֒ L
nq
n−q

loc (U), and notice that

nq

n− q > n⇐⇒ q >
n

2
,

and thus, in the notations of (2.35), we can find some r > n, such that A|α| ∈W |α|,r
loc . We now need to

guarantee that 1
r +

1
p′ ≤ 1, but since r ≥ q and p′ ≥ q′, then

1

r
+

1

p′
≤ 1

q
+

1

q′
= 1,

and thus we are under the hypotheses of Lemma 2.3, and we can deduce then that ∇u ∈W−1,p′(T3M).
Moreover, from Lemma 4.4, to guarantee W−1,p′(T3M) ∼=S1,p

(
W 1,p(T3M)

)′
, we need to guarantee

1
q − 1

n ≤ 1
p ≤ 1

q′ +
3
n . The first of these inequalities follows since actually

1
p ≥ 1

q >
1
q − 1

n by hypothesis.
For the second one, we again notice that

1

q′
+

3

n
= 1− 1

q
+

3

n
= 1 +

1

n
+

2

n
− 1

q
> 1 +

1

n
> 1,

and therefore 1
p < 1 < 1

q′ +
3
n holds for all p ≥ 1. We can therefore conclude that

∇u ∈W−1,p′(T3M) ∼=S1,p

(
W 1,p(T3M)

)′

and ∇v ∈W 1,p(T3M).

Since ∆gv ∈ Lp, if v is compactly supported in a coordinate patch (Ω, xi)ni=1 the following computation
is justified:

〈∇u,∇v〉(M,g) = 〈
√

det(g)gijgabgcd∇iuac,∇jvbd〉(Ω,δ),

= −〈uac, ∂i
(√

det(g)∇ivac
)

+ Γa
il

√

det(g)∇ivlc + Γc
il

√

det(g)∇ival〉(Ω,δ),

= −〈uac,
√

det(g)∇i∇ivac〉(Ω,δ),

= −〈u,∆gv〉(M,g),

(4.20)

39



where we have used (4.13). Similarly, we know 〈∆gu, v〉(M,g) is well-defined and gives:

〈∆gu, v〉(M,g) = 〈
√

det(g)gijgab∆guia, vjb〉(Ω,δ),

= 〈∂c
(√

det(g)∇cuia

)

−
√

det(g)Γl
ci∇cula −

√

det(g)Γl
ca∇cuil, v

ia〉(Ω,δ),

= −〈
√

det(g)∇cuia, ∂cv
ia + Γi

clv
la + Γa

clv
il〉(Ω,δ),

= −〈
√

det(g)∇cuia,∇cv
ia〉(Ω,δ),

= −〈
√

det(g)gcdgijgab∇cuia,∇dvjb〉(Ω,δ),

= −〈∇u,∇v〉(M,g).

(4.21)

where in the second step, to justify the duality arguments, one is appealing to the arguments of Lemma
2.2. Therefore, putting together (4.20), (4.21) and using a partition of unity to localise the argument,
one finds that (4.18) holds.

The above integration by parts formula can now be used to find the explicit action of the adjoint
operator ∆∗

g : (L
p(S2M))′ →

(
W 2,p(S2M)

)′
on a Riemannian manifold (Mn, g), g ∈W 2,q, q > n

2 .

Corollary 4.1. Let (Mn, g) be closed Riemannian manifold with g ∈ W 2,q, q > n
2 . Consider the

Laplacian ∆g : W
2,p(S2M)→ Lp(S2M) with 1 < p ≤ q and its adjoint operator

∆∗
g : (L

p(S2M))′ →
(
W 2,p(S2M)

)′
,

which is defined via the relation

(
∆∗

gφ
)
(ϕ)

.
= φ (∆gϕ) for all φ ∈ (Lp(S2M))′ and all ϕ ∈W 2,p(S2M).

Then,

∆∗
g = S2,p ◦∆g|Lp′ ◦ S−1

0,p : (Lp(S2M))′ →
(
W 2,p(S2M)

)′
, (4.22)

where ∆g|Lp′ : Lp′(S2M) → W−2,p′(S2M) is the map given in (4.12) and Sk,p : W−k,p′(S2M) →
(
W k,p(S2M)

)′
given in Lemma 4.1 by (4.4).

Proof. From the isomorphism

Sk,p : W−k,p′ → (W k,p)′

established in Lemma 4.1 by (4.4), we have that

u(v) = 〈S−1
0,pu, v〉(M,g) ∀ u ∈ (Lp)′ and v ∈ Lp,

and thus, for all u ∈ (Lp)′ and v ∈W 2,p:

(∆∗
gu)(v)

def
= u(∆gv) = 〈S−1

0,pu,∆gv〉(M,g) = 〈∆gS−1
0,pu, v〉(M,g) =

(

S2,p(∆g|Lp′S−1
0,pu)

)

(v),

where in the third identity above we have used the integration by parts established in Proposition 4.3.
Thus, we find ∆∗

g = S2,p ◦∆g|Lp′ ◦ S−1
0,p : (Lp)′ → (W 2,p)′.

We will now appeal to the above analysis when establishing the following regularity result:

Theorem 4.4. Let (Mn, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold with g ∈ W 2,q(M), q > n
2 . Then, the

Laplace-Beltrami operator

∆g : W
2,p(M ;S2M)→ Lp(M ;S2M), for all 1 < p ≤ q (4.23)

is Fredholm of index zero, Ker(∆g|W 2,p) ⊂W 2,q(M) and the following regularity implication follows:

if u ∈ Lq′(S2M), and ∆gu ∈ Lp(S2M) =⇒ u ∈W 2,p(S2M). (4.24)
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Proof. First notice that (4.23) is continuous due to Proposition 4.2 and belongs to L2(W 2,q). Thus,
from Lemma 3.1, we know this operator is semi-Fredholm. Therefore, to show it is actually a Fredholm
operator, one must only show its cokernel is finite dimensional. With this in mind, first notice that
when g ∈ C∞, then the L2-theory implies that Ker(∆g : Lp →W−2,p) ⊂ C∞ is independent of p > 1.

Therefore, since ∆∗
g|(Lp)′ = S2,p ◦∆g|Lp′ ◦ S−1

0,p : (Lp)′ →
(
W 2,p

)′
and the maps Sk,p are isomorphism,

dim(Ker(∆∗
g : (Lp)′ → (W 2,p)′)) = dim(Ker(∆g : L

p′ →W−2,p′)) = dim(Ker(∆g : W
2,p → Lp)),

where the last equality follows by the previous discussion. Hence, these maps are all Fredholm of

index zero.20 In the general case, let {gk} ⊂ C∞ such that gk
W 2,q

−−−→ g, and notice that since q > n
2 ,

1 < p ≤ q and 1
p < 1 < 1 +

(
2
n − 1

q

)

, we can appeal to the same computations of (2.34) to show that

‖∆g −∆gk‖Op(W 2,p,Lp) .

N∑

r=1

n∑

i,j=1

‖ηr(gij − gijk )‖W 2,q(Ur) +

N∑

r=1

n∑

a,b,c,d,l=1

‖ηr(Acdl
ab (g) −Acdl

ab (gk))‖W 1,q(Ur)

+
N∑

r=1

n∑

a,b,c,d,l=1

‖ηr(Bdlab(g)− Bdlab(gk))‖Lq(Ur)

(4.25)

where the coefficients A and B are the ones appearing in (4.15), {Ur}Nr=1 is a covering by coordinate
systems of M and {ηr}Nr=1 is a partition of unity subordinate to such a cover, and we have already
used the standard trivialisation for associated tensor bundles in a given coordinate system, associating

to u its components in the given coordinate system. The fact that gk
W 2,q

−−−→ g clearly implies the first
set of sums in the right-hand side of (4.25) is going to zero as k →∞. Concerning the two other sets
of sums, we appeal to the explicit expressions given in (4.15) and (4.7), to deduce that since

ηrΓ
i
jl(gk)

W 1,q(Ur)−−−−−−→ ηrΓ
i
jl(g),

ηrΓ
i
jl(gk)Γ

a
bc(gk)

Lq(Ur)−−−−→ ηrΓ
i
jl(g)Γ

a
bc(g),

then all of the right-hand side in (4.25) goes to zero, and hence ∆gk converges to ∆g in the operator
norm form W 2,p → Lp. Since each ∆gk is Fredholm of index zero and the index of a semi-Fredholm
map is locally constant (see, for instance, [33, Theorem 19.1.5]), then (4.23) has also index zero and
is therefore also Fredholm.

The regularity claim for the kernel can now be established as follows. Since Ker(∆g|W 2,q ) ⊂
Ker(∆g|W 2,p) for any 1 < p ≤ q, then

dim(Ker(∆g|W 2,q )) ≤ dim(Ker(∆g|W 2,p)) = dim(Ker(∆∗
g|(Lp)′)) ≤ dim(Ker(∆∗

g|(Lq)′)) = dim(Ker(∆g|W 2,q)),

where the first identity follows since the index of the operator is zero, the second inequality since
(Lp)′ →֒ (Lq)′ and the last identity again by the index property. Therefore, all of the above dimensions
are equal. Putting this together with the inclusions

Ker(∆g|W 2,q ) ⊂ Ker(∆g|W 2,p), Ker(∆∗
g|(Lp)′) ⊂ Ker(∆∗

g|(Lq)′),

it follows that

Ker(∆g|W 2,q) = Ker(∆g|W 2,p) ∼= Ker(∆∗
g|(Lp)′) = Ker(∆∗

g|(Lq)′), (4.26)

where the isomorphism in the middle follows since all these spaces have the same (finite) dimension.
This isomorphism can be made explicit, since by Corollary 4.1 it holds that

∆∗
g|(Lq)′ = S2,q ◦∆g|Lq′ ◦ S−1

0,q : (Lq)′ → (W 2,q)′, (4.27)

20For details about the smooth theory, see, for instance [33, Theorem 19.2.1].
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implying

Ker(∆∗
g|(Lq)′) = S0,q

(
Ker(∆g|Lq′ )

)
. (4.28)

Also, since W 2,q →֒ Lq′ , we have Ker(∆g|W 2,q ) ⊂ Ker(∆g|Lq′ ). But then, from (4.26)-(4.28), these last
spaces must have the same dimension, and thus we conclude Ker(∆g|W 2,q) = Ker(∆g|Lq′ ), implying

Ker(∆∗
g|(Lp)′) = Ker(∆∗

g|(Lq)′) = S0,q (Ker(∆g|W 2,q)) . (4.29)

We can actually extract some further information from the above arguments, since actually from
Corollary 4.1 it holds that:

∆∗
g|(Lp)′ = S2,p ◦∆g|Lp′ ◦ S−1

0,p : (Lp)′ → (W 2,p)′, for all 1 < p ≤ q, (4.30)

which implies

Ker(∆∗
g|(Lp)′) = S0,p

(
Ker(∆g|Lp′ )

)
, for all 1 < p ≤ q. (4.31)

Again, since W 2,q(M) →֒ Lp′ =⇒ Ker(∆g|W 2,q) ⊂ Ker(∆g|Lp′ ), but this time we already know that
Ker(∆g|Lp′ ) ⊂ Ker(∆g|Lq′ ) = Ker(∆g|W 2,q), where the last inclusion follows since p′ ≥ q′ by hypothe-
sis. Therefore Ker(∆g|W 2,q) = Ker(∆g|Lp′ ), and putting this together with (4.31), we find the following
generalisation of (4.29):

Ker(∆∗
g|(Lp)′) = Ker(∆∗

g|(Lq)′) = S0,p (Ker(∆g|W 2,q )) . (4.32)

Finally, because ∆g is Fredholm, we know that Im(∆g|W 2,p) = Ker⊥(∆∗
g|(Lp)′) ⊂ Lp, where

Ker⊥(∆∗
g|(Lp)′) stands for the annihilator space of Ker(∆∗

g|(Lp)′). That is, f ∈ Im(∆g|W 2,p) iff
v(f) = 0 for all v ∈ Ker(∆∗

g|(Lp)′). Since Ker(∆∗
g|(Lp)′) = Ker(∆∗

g|(Lq)′) = S0,p(Ker(∆g|W 2,q)), given

v ∈ Ker(∆∗
g|(Lp)′), we know that there is some ṽ ∈W 2,q such that v = S0,p(ṽ) ∈ (Lq)′. Thus, if u ∈ Lq′

one can justify integration by parts through Proposition 4.3:

〈∆gu, ṽ〉(M,g) = 〈u,∆gṽ〉(M,g) = 〈u,∆g ◦ S−1
0,pv〉(M,g),

where the above expression is well-defined, since by hypothesis u ∈ Lq′ , ṽ ∈W 2,q, and thus ∆gṽ ∈ Lq.
Furthermore, from (4.29) we know that v ∈ Ker(∆∗

g|(Lp)′) iff v ∈ Ker(∆∗
g|(Lq)′), which by (4.30) means

∆∗
gv = 0⇐⇒ ∆g|Lp′ ◦ S−1

0,pv = 0,

which implies that

〈∆gu, ṽ〉(M,g) = 0, for all v ∈ Ker(∆∗|(Lp)′).

Noticing now that

v(φ) = (S0,pṽ)(φ) = 〈ṽ, φ〉(M,g) for all φ ∈ Lp,

if u ∈ Lq′ and ∆gu ∈ Lp a priori, using the above relations we find

v(∆gu) = 〈ṽ,∆gu〉(M,g) = 0, for all v ∈ Ker(∆∗|(Lp)′)

proving that actually ∆gu ∈ Ker⊥(∆∗
g|(Lp)′) ⊂ Lp, and therefore there is some ϕ ∈W 2,p such that

∆gϕ = ∆gu⇐⇒ ϕ− u ∈ Ker(∆g|Lq′ ) = Ker(∆g|W 2,q ) =⇒ u = ϕ+ (u− ϕ) ∈W 2,p.

Let us highlight that, clearly, everything we have done above for the tensor Laplacian ∆g acting on
S2M holds under the same conditions for the scalar Laplacian. Therefore, we can state the following:

Corollary 4.2. Let (Mn, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold with g ∈ W 2,q(M), q > n
2 . Then, the

Laplace-Beltrami operator

∆g :W
2,p(M)→ Lp(M), for all 1 < p ≤ q (4.33)

is Fredholm of index zero, Ker(∆g|W 2,p) ⊂W 2,q(M) and the following regularity implication follows:

if u ∈ Lq′(M), and ∆gu ∈ Lp(M) =⇒ u ∈W 2,p(M). (4.34)
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4.2 W 1,p-regularity theory

We can now sharpen the regularity results of the previous section to theW 1,p-setting, which shall follow
along similar lines of arguments, but before doing that we need suitable extensions of Proposition 4.3
and Corollary 4.1 to this setting.

Proposition 4.5. Let (Mn, g) be closed Riemannian manifold with g ∈W 2,q, q > n
2 . Given p ∈ (1,∞)

satisfying 1
q − 1

n ≤ 1
p ≤ 1

q′ +
1
n , u ∈W 1,p′(S2M) and v ∈W 1,p(S2M), the following integration by parts

type formula holds:

−〈∆gu, v〉(M,g) = 〈∇u,∇v〉(M,g) = −〈∆gv, u〉(M,g). (4.35)

Proof. Proposition 4.2 establishes that ∆gu ∈W−1,p′(S2M) as long as

1

q
− 1

n
≤ 1

p′
≤ 1

q′
+

1

n
⇐⇒ 1− 1

q′
− 1

n
≤ 1− 1

p′
≤ 1− 1

q
+

1

n
⇐⇒ 1

q
− 1

n
≤ 1

p
≤ 1

q′
+

1

n
,

which holds by hypothesis. Also, Lemma 4.1 grants that W−1,p′(S2M) ∼=S1,p

(
W 1,p(S2M)

)′
if 1

q − 1
n ≤

1
p ≤ 1

q′ +
3
n , which also holds by hypothesis. Therefore, the pairing 〈∆gu, v〉(M,g) is well-defined for all

v ∈ W 1,p. In the same way as in (4.19), to guarantee that ∇u ∈ Lp′(T3M) we can appeal to Lemma
2.3, as long as we verify its hypotheses. For that, we need to check that the coefficients satisfy the

hypotheses of (2.35), with Aα ∈ W |α|,r
loc for r > n, and that 1

r ≤ 1
p′ ≤ 1

r′ +
1
n . From (4.19), we need

only concentrate on the zero order term, whose local regularity is given by the Christoffel symbols
Γi
jk(g) ∈ W

1,q
loc . Notice that if q ≥ n, then Γi

jk(g) ∈ Lr
loc for r <∞, and so taking r > max{q, p′} ≥ n

the condition r > p′ guarantees 1
r <

1
p′ , while the condition r > q implies r′ < q′, which together with

1
p′ ≤ 1

q′ +
1
n established above guarantees 1

p′ ≤ 1
q′ +

1
n <

1
r′ +

1
n , and hence the case q ≥ n is covered.

Thus, we need only concentrate on the cases n
2 < q < n, where W 1,q

loc →֒ L
nq
n−q

loc and r
.
= nq

n−q > n for
any q > n

2 . In this cases we have

1

r
≤ 1

p′
≤ 1

r′
+

1

n
⇐⇒ 1

r
≤ 1− 1

p
≤ 1

r′
+

1

n
⇐⇒ − 1

r′
≤ −1

p
≤ −1

r
+

1

n
,

⇐⇒ 1

r
− 1

n
≤ 1

p
≤ 1

r′
.

Since r > n, the first condition above is obvious for any p ∈ (1,∞), and also

1

r′
= 1− 1

r
= 1− 1

q
+

1

n
=

1

q′
+

1

n
≥ 1

p
,

where the last inequality holds by hypothesis. We are therefore under the hypotheses of Lemma
2.3, and we can deduce then that ∇u ∈ Lp′(T3M). Finally, also notice that Lemma 4.1 grants that
Lp′(T3M) ∼=S0,p (Lp(T3M))′ as long as 1

q − 2
n ≤ 1

p ≤ 1
q′ +

2
n , both inequalities satisfied by hypotheses.

The above analysis implies that

∇u ∈ Lp′(T3M) ∼=S0,p (Lp(T3M))′ and ∇v ∈ Lp(T3M).

Since ∆gv ∈W−1,p, if v is compactly supported in a coordinate patch (Ω, xi)ni=1 the following compu-
tation is justified:

〈∇u,∇v〉(M,g) = 〈
√

det(g)gijgabgcd∇iuac,∇jvbd〉(Ω,δ),

= −〈∂i
(√

det(g)∇ivac
)

+ Γa
il

√

det(g)∇ivlc + Γc
il

√

det(g)∇ival, uac〉(Ω,δ),

= −〈
√

det(g)∇i∇ivac, uac〉(Ω,δ),

= −〈∆gv, u〉(M,g),
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where we have used (4.13). Similarly, we know 〈∆gu, v〉(M,g) is well-defined and gives:

〈∆gu, v〉(M,g) = 〈
√

det(g)gijgab∆guia, vjb〉(Ω,δ),

= 〈∂c
(√

det(g)∇cuia

)

−
√

det(g)Γl
ci∇cula −

√

det(g)Γl
ca∇cuil, v

ia〉(Ω,δ),

= −〈
√

det(g)∇cuia, ∂cv
ia + Γi

clv
la + Γa

clv
il〉(Ω,δ),

= −〈
√

det(g)∇cuia,∇cv
ia〉(Ω,δ),

= −〈
√

det(g)gcdgijgab∇cuia,∇dvjb〉(Ω,δ),

= −〈∇u,∇v〉(M,g).

where in the second step, to justify the duality arguments, one is appealing to the arguments of Lemma
2.2.

Up to this point we have been working very explicitly with the different operators involved and
their corresponding domains, at the expense of carrying some extra notations making explicit certain
natural isomorphisms. We shall now present a proposition which is intended to unify and simplify
certain notations concerning these isomorphisms, which would otherwise get increasingly heavy. Also
in that spirit, let us adopt the following standard convention. Since the spaces W k,p are reflexive
whenever 1 < p <∞, we know that the evaluation map

E :W k,p → (W k,p)′′,

given by

(Eu)(v)
.
= v(u), for all u ∈W k,p and all v ∈ (W k,p)′

is a topological isomorphism that allows us to identify (W k,p)′′ ∼= W k,p. We shall adopt this identifi-
cation below, and thus, for instance, given u ∈ W 1,p ∼= (W 1,p)′′ and v ∈ (W 1,p)′, we understand the
action of u as an element of (W 1,p)′′ on v by

u(v)
.
= v(u) (4.36)

where the right-hand side of the above expression is naturally well-defined, and we do not make explicit
the evaluation map on the left-hand side.

Proposition 4.6. Given k ∈ N0 and 1 < p < ∞, let Sk,p : W−k,p′ → (W k,p)′ be a topological
isomorphism. Then, the map

S∗k,p : W k,p →
(

W−k,p′
)′
, (4.37)

described by duality is also a topological isomorphism. Moreover,
(

S∗k,p
)−1

=
(

S−1
k,p

)∗
.

Proof. First, since Sk,p is bounded, then the map (4.37) is bounded by definition. Let us then show
that this map is invertible. With this in mind, just notice that since S−1

k,p : (W k,p)′ → W−k,p′ is a
bounded map, we also get a bounded adjoint map,

(

S−1
k,p

)∗
:
(

W−k,p′
)′
→W k,p,

for which

[
(

S−1
k,p

)∗ (
S∗k,p(u)

)
](v) = [S∗k,p(u)]

(

S−1
k,pv

)

= u(v), for all u ∈W k,p and all v ∈
(

W k,p
)′
,

That is,
(

S−1
k,p

)∗
◦ S∗k,p = Id : W k,p →W k,p. Similarly, we can show that

[S∗k,p ◦
(

S−1
k,p

)∗
(φ)](ϕ) = [

(

S−1
k,p

)∗
(φ)](Sk,pϕ) = φ(ϕ), for all φ ∈

(

W−k,p′
)′

and all ϕ ∈W−k,p′,

and thus
(

S∗k,p
)−1

=
(

S−1
k,p

)∗
. Finally, the continuity of the inverse also follows from that of S−1

k,p.

44



With the above proposition in mind, we extend the definition of the isomorphisms of Lemma 4.1
to the cases of negative k in a way which unifies notations:

Definition 4.1. Let (Mn, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold with g ∈ W 2,q, q > n
2 , and let k ∈

N0∩ [0, 2] and p ∈ (1,∞) satisfy 1
q − 2−k

n ≤ 1
p ≤ 1

q′ +
2+k
n . Then, the family of topological isomorphisms

Sk,p : W−k,p′ → (W k,p)′

described by (4.4) in Lemma 4.1, can be extended to incorporate values k ∈ Z ∩ [−2, 2] defining

S−k,p
.
= S∗k,p′ :W k,p′ →

(

W−k,p
)′
, for − k < 0. (4.38)

We can now extend Corollary 4.1 to this setting:

Corollary 4.3. Let (Mn, g) be closed Riemannian manifold with g ∈ W 2,q, q > n
2 . Assume that

p ∈ (1,∞) satisfies 1
q − 1

n ≤ 1
p ≤ 1

q′ +
1
n and consider the Laplacian ∆g : W 1,p(S2M) 7→ W−1,p(S2M)

and its adjoint operator

∆∗
g :
(
W−1,p(S2M)

)′ →
(
W 1,p(S2M)

)′
,

which is defined via the relation
(
∆∗

gφ
)
(ϕ)

.
= φ (∆gϕ) for all φ ∈

(
W−1,p(S2M)

)′
and all ϕ ∈W 1,p(S2M).

Then,

∆∗
g = S1,p ◦∆g|W 1,p′ ◦ S−1

−1,p :
(
W−1,p(S2M)

)′ →
(
W 1,p(S2M)

)′
, (4.39)

where ∆g|W 1,p′ : W 1,p′(S2M) → W−1,p′(S2M) is the map given in (4.12) and Sk,p : W−k,p′(S2M) →
(
W k,p(S2M)

)′
given in Definition 4.1.

Proof. Using the conventions of Definition 4.1, we have a topological isomorphism

S−1,p :W
1,p′(S2M)→ (W−1,p(S2M))′,

whose properties were established in Proposition 4.6. Thus, given u ∈
(
W−1,p(S2M)

)′
, there is a

unique ũ ∈W 1,p′(S2M) such that u = S−1,p(ũ). Since S−1,p = S∗1,p′ , we have

(∆∗
gu)(v) = [S−1,p(ũ)](∆gv) = ũ(S1,p′ ◦∆gv), for all v ∈W 1,p(S2M).

Notice then that ∆gv ∈ W−1,p(S2M) follows from Proposition 4.2 since 1
q − 1

n ≤ 1
p ≤ 1

q′ +
1
n , and

S1,p′ : W−1,p → (W 1,p′)′, thus S1,p′ ◦∆gv ∈
(

W 1,p′(S2M)
)′

and we recall that the above is meant to

be understood via (4.36), so that

(∆∗
gu)(v) = [S1,p′ ◦∆gv](ũ).

Lemma 4.1 now guarantees that W−1,p ∼=S1,p′

(

W 1,p′
)′

as long as

1

q
− 1

n
≤ 1

p′
≤ 1

q′
+

3

n
⇐⇒ 1− 1

q′
− 1

n
≤ 1− 1

p
≤ 1− 1

q
+

3

n
⇐⇒ 1

q
− 3

n
≤ 1

p
≤ 1

q′
+

1

n
,

which holds by hypothesis. Therefore, we can compute:

(∆∗
gu)(v) = [S1,p′ ◦∆gv](ũ) = 〈S−1

1,p′ ◦ S1,p′ ◦∆gv, ũ〉(M,g) = 〈∆gv, ũ〉(M,g).

Appealing then to Proposition 4.5 to integrate by parts, and once more to the isomorphismW−1,p ∼=S1,p′
(

W 1,p′
)′

we find:

(∆∗
gu)(v) = 〈∆gũ, v〉(M,g) = [S1,p(∆gũ)](v) = [S1,p ◦∆g|W 1,p′ ◦ S−1

−1,p(u)](v), for all v ∈W 1,p(S2M).

That is,

∆∗
gu = S1,p ◦∆g|W 1,p′ ◦ S−1

−1,p(u), for all u ∈
(
W−1,p(S2M)

)′
,

from which (4.39) follows.
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With the above results, we can now follow the strategy of Theorem 4.4 to prove the following
refined version of it.

Theorem 4.7. Let (Mn, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold with g ∈ W 2,q(M), q > n
2 , and let

p ∈ (1,∞) be a real number such that 1
q − 1

n ≤ 1
p <

1
q′ +

1
n . Then, the Laplace-Beltrami operator

∆g :W
1,p(S2M)→W−1,p(S2M), (4.40)

is Fredholm of index zero, Ker(∆g|W 1,p) ⊂W 2,q(S2M) and the following regularity implication follows:

if u ∈ Lq′(S2M), and ∆gu ∈W−1,p(S2M) =⇒ u ∈W 1,p(S2M). (4.41)

Proof. The proof of this statement follows along the same lines as that of Theorem 4.4. That is, under
our conditions on the exponents p and q we know (4.40) is continuous map from (4.11), which belongs
to L2(W 2,q), and from Lemma 3.1 we furthermore know that this is a semi-Fredholm map. In the
case of smooth coefficients, notice that Ker(∆g : W 1,p → W−1,p) ⊂ Ker(∆g : Lp → W−2,p) ⊂ C∞ is
independent of p > 1, which follows by the discussion in the proof of Theorem 4.4. Using that

∆∗
g|(W−1,p)′ = S1,p ◦∆g|W 1,p′ ◦ S−1

−1,p,

and the maps Sk,p are isomorphisms,

dim(Ker(∆∗
g : (W−1,p)′ → (W 1,p)′)) = dim(Ker(∆g : W

1,p′ →W−1,p′)) = dim(Ker(∆g : W
1,p →W−1,p)),

Hence, these maps are Fredholm of index zero. In the general case, let {gk} ⊂ C∞ such that gk
W 2,q

−−−→ g.
Since q > n

2 and 1
q − 1

n ≤ 1
p ≤ 1

q′ +
1
n , we can once more appeal to the same computations of (2.34) to

show that

‖∆g −∆gk‖Op(W 1,p,W−1,p) .

N∑

r=1

n∑

i,j=1

‖ηr(gij − gijk )‖W 2,q(Ur) +

N∑

r=1

n∑

a,b,c,d,l=1

‖ηr(Acdl
ab (g) −Acdl

ab (gk))‖W 1,q(Ur)

+

N∑

r=1

n∑

a,b,c,d,l=1

‖ηr(Bdlab(g)− Bdlab(gk))‖Lq(Ur)

(4.42)

where the coefficients A and B are the ones appearing in (4.15), {Ur}Nr=1 is a covering by coordinate
systems of M and {ηr}Nr=1 is a partition of unity subordinate to such a cover, and we have already
used the standard trivialisation for associated tensor bundles in a given coordinate system, associating
to u its components in the given coordinate system. Then, the same arguments as in Theorem 4.4
show that all the terms in the right-hand side in (4.42) go to zero, and hence ∆gk converges to ∆g in
the operator norm form W 1,p → W−1,p. Since each ∆gk is Fredholm of index zero and the index of a
semi-Fredholm map is locally constant, then (4.40) has also index zero and is therefore also Fredholm.

Concerning the regularity claims, we first assert that the regularity of Ker(∆g|W 1,p) can be deduced
from Theorem 4.4. To see this, first notice that W 1,p →֒ Lq′ holds. This is clear if p ≥ n, so we can

restrict to the case p < n, where by Sobolev embeddings we have W 1,p →֒ L
np
n−p , and we notice that

np

n− p ≥ q
′ ⇐⇒ 1

p
− 1

n
≤ 1

q′
⇐⇒ 1

p
≤ 1

q′
+

1

n
,

which is satisfied by hypothesis. Therefore, we find that Ker(∆g|W 1,p) ⊂ Ker(∆g|Lq′ ) ⊂ W 2,q, where
the last inclusion follows from Theorem 4.4. Let us furthermore notice that W 2,q →֒ W 1,p, which
follows automatically if q ≥ n, and so we concentrate now in the case n

2 < q < n, where W 1+1,q →֒
W

1, nq
n−q , and

nq

n− q ≥ p⇐⇒
1

p
≥ 1

q
− 1

n
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which holds by hypothesis. Therefore, we also have that Ker(∆g|W 2,q) ⊂ Ker(∆g|W 1,p), and thus
Ker(∆g|W 1,p) = Ker(∆g|W 2,q ) for all p satisfying the hypotheses of the theorem. Moreover, let us
notice the following symmetry under duality of our hypotheses:

1

q
− 1

n
≤ 1

p
≤ 1

q′
+

1

n
⇐⇒ 1− 1

q′
− 1

n
≤ 1− 1

p′
≤ 1− 1

q
+

1

n
⇐⇒ 1

q
− 1

n
≤ 1

p′
≤ 1

q′
+

1

n
.

Therefore, we see that W 1,p′ satisfies the same hypotheses as a domain for ∆g as W 1,p does, implying
that Ker(∆g|W 1,p′ ) = Ker(∆g|W 2,q) by the result obtained above.

Finally, for the full regularity claim (4.44), since ∆g : W 1,p 7→ W−1,p is Fredholm, we know that
Im(∆g|W 1,p) = Ker⊥(∆∗

g|(W−1,p)′). That is, f ∈ Im(∆g|W 1,p) iff v(f) = 0 for all v ∈ Ker(∆∗
g|(W−1,p)′).

Notice then that under our hypotheses we can appeal to Corollary 4.3 to guarantee that:

v ∈ Ker(∆∗
g|(W−1,p)′)⇐⇒ ṽ

.
= S−1

−1,pv ∈ Ker(∆g|W 1,p′ ) = Ker(∆g|W 2,q),

where the last identity follows by the observation in the previous paragraph. Then, since ṽ ∈W 2,q, if
u ∈ Lq′ a priori, the following integration by parts is justified via Proposition 4.3:

〈∆gu, ṽ〉(M,g) = 〈u,∆g ṽ〉(M,g) = 〈u,∆g ◦ S−1
−1,pv〉(M,g) = 0, for all v ∈ Ker(∆∗|(W 1,p)′).

Notice now that sinceW 2,q →֒W 1,p′ holds, then, if ∆gu ∈W−1,p a priori, the pairing 〈∆gu, ṽ〉(M,g)

is defined as a pairing on W−1,p ×W 1,p′, and thus using the above identities and the isomorphism
S1,p′ :W−1,p → (W 1,p′)′ of Lemma 4.1, we find

0 = 〈∆gu, ṽ〉(M,g) = [S1,p′ ◦∆gu](ṽ) = [
(

S−1
−1,p

)∗
◦ S1,p′ ◦∆gu](ṽ),

and, by Definition 4.1 and Proposition 4.6, we have that S−1
−1,p =

(

S∗1,p′
)−1

=
(

S−1
1,p′

)∗
, implying

that
(

S−1
−1,p

)∗
=
(

S−1
1,p′

)∗∗
= S−1

1,p′ , where the last identity holds by reflexivity of W 1,p′. Therefore,
(

S−1
−1,p

)∗
◦ S1,p′ = Id|W−1,p , and the above computations imply:

0 = 〈∆gu, ṽ〉(M,g) = [∆gu](v) = v(∆gu)

where in the last steps we used that ∆gu ∈W−1,p defined an element of (W−1,p)′′ via (4.36).
The above proves that actually ∆gu ∈ Ker⊥(∆∗

g|(W−1,p)′) ⊂ W−1,p, and hence there is some
ϕ ∈W 1,p such that

∆gϕ = ∆gu⇐⇒ ϕ− u ∈ Ker(∆g|Lq′ ) ⊂W 2,q =⇒ u = ϕ+ (u− ϕ) ∈W 1,p.

Similarly to the case of Corollary 4.34, Theorem 4.7 immediately implies the following result for
the scalar Laplacian:

Corollary 4.4. Let (Mn, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold with g ∈ W 2,q(M), q > n
2 , and let

p ∈ (1,∞) be a real number such that 1
q − 1

n ≤ 1
p <

1
q′ +

1
n . Then, the Laplace-Beltrami operator

∆g :W
1,p(M)→W−1,p(M), (4.43)

is Fredholm of index zero, Ker(∆g|W 1,p) ⊂W 2,q(M) and the following regularity implication follows:

if u ∈ Lq′(M), and ∆gu ∈W−1,p(M) =⇒ u ∈W 1,p(M). (4.44)

The above results can be used to establish the following useful local result, which we shall state
for the scalar Laplacian since it will be useful for us later on.
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Corollary 4.5. Let (Mn, g) be Riemannian manifold with g ∈ W 2,q
loc (M), q > n

2 , and let us consider
the the scalar Laplace-Beltrami operator ∆g. If p is a real number satisfying 1 < p ≤ q and 1

q − 1
n ≤

1
p <

1
q′ +

1
n , then the following regularity implication follows:

if u ∈ Lq′

loc(M) and ∆gu ∈ Lp
loc(M) =⇒ u ∈W 2,p

loc (M). (4.45)

Proof. Letting η ∈ C∞
0 (M), with supp(η) ⊂ Ω ⊂⊂ M such that ∂Ω is smooth, we can cover Ω

by finitely many small coordinate balls {Bi
.
= Bǫi(pi)}Ni=1, pi ∈ Ω, and then consider a partition

of unity {χi}Ni=1 subordinate to such a cover, and obtain ηu =
∑

i χiηu. Denoting ui
.
= χiηu, we

have ui ∈ Lq′(Bi) and one has ∆gui ∈ W−2,q′(Bi) a priori by the same arguments as for (4.12) in
Proposition 4.2. Furthermore, one can compute

∆gui = χi∆g(ηu) + 2〈∇χi,∇ηu〉g + ηu∆gχi,

= χiη∆gu+ 2χi〈∇η,∇u〉g + χiu∆gη + 2〈∇χi,∇η〉gu+ 2η〈∇χi,∇u〉g + ηu∆gχi.

From the hypotheses u ∈ L
q′

loc and ∆gu ∈ L
p
loc, one has χiη∆gu, χiu∆gη, 2〈∇χi,∇η〉gu, ηu∆gχi ∈

Lmin{q′,p}(Bi). We need to consider the remaining terms, which can be written as 〈χi∇η+η∇χi,∇u〉g.
With this in mind, notice that du ∈ W−1,q′(Bi), and thus gij∂ju ∈ W−1,q′(Bi). Now, let us consider
box [−L,L]n in R

n containing the coordinate ball Bi. Then, extend g to a W 2,q Riemannian metric g̃
in a neighbourhood Uǫ of Bi ⊂ [−L,L]n containing a collar ∂Bi× [0, ǫ) and consider a cut-off function
0 ≤ χ ≤ 1 satisfying χ = 1 on a sufficiently small neighbourhood Bi while χ = 0 on [−L,L]n\Uǫ′ for
some ǫ′ < ǫ. Then ḡ = χg̃ + (1− χ)δ is a W 2,q Riemannian metric in the interior of the box, which is
exactly Euclidean near the boundary of the box. Thus, compactifying [−L,L]n into a torus T n, the
metric ḡ glues smoothly into aW 2,q(T n) metric, which we still call by ḡ. The above analysis shows that
χiη∆ḡu, χiu∆ḡη, 2〈∇χi,∇η〉ḡu, ηu∆ḡχi ∈ Lmin{q′,p}(Bi) →֒ Lmin{q′,p}(T n), while gij∂ju ∈W−1,q′(Bi).
Denoting φ

.
= χi∇η + η∇χi ∈ C∞

0 (Bi;R
n), then φkg

kl∂lu extends by duality to a distribution on T n.
Actually, given any v ∈W 1,q(T n), multiplication by C∞

0 (Bi) gives a continuous map

C∞
0 (Bi)⊗W 1,q(T n)→W

1,q
0 (Bi),

and thus, by duality, one has that C∞
0 (Bi) ⊗ W−1,q′(Bi) → W−1,q′(T n) continuously and thus

φig
ij∂ju ∈ W−1,q′(T n). Therefore, ∆ḡ(ηχiu) ∈ W−1,min{p,q′}(T n) and Corollary 4.4 implies that

ηχiu ∈ W 1,min{p,q′}(T n), which in turn implies ∆ḡ(ηχiu) ∈ Lmin{p,q′}(T n), and then Corollary 4.4
guarantees χiηu ∈W 2,min{p,q′}(T n). From this we now get

χiη∆ḡu ∈ Lp(T n) and χiu∆ḡη, 2〈∇χi,∇η〉ḡu, ηu∆ḡχi ∈W 2,min{q′,p}(T n),

and also φig
ij∂ju ∈ W 1,min{q′,p}(T n). Thus, if min{p, q′} = p, then we already obtain ∆ḡ(ηχiu) ∈

Lp(T n), from which we conclude ηχiu ∈ W 2,p(T n) from Corollary 4.2. On the other hand, if
min{p, q′} = q′, then first notice that q′ < n, since this is equivalent to 1

q < 1 − 1
n , and since

1
q <

2
n and 2

n ≤ 1 − 1
n for all n ≥ 3, then 1

q < 1 − 1
n holds. Therefore, appealing to W 1,q′ →֒ L

nq′

n−q′ ,

and setting q1
.
= nq′

n−q′ > q′, obtain

∆ḡ(ηχiu) ∈ Lmin{p,q1}(T n) =⇒ ηχiu ∈W 2,min{p,q1}

improving the regularity by q1− q′ = q′

n−q′ q
′. Iterating from there, after finitely many steps we obtain

ηχiu ∈ W 2,p(T n). Therefore, since supp(χiηu) ⊂ Bi ⊂ T n, implies χiηu ∈ W 2,p(Bi) for all i = 1.
Thus, ηu ∈W 2,p(Ω) and we conclude u ∈W 2,p

loc (M).

4.3 Conformal properties of low regularity closed Riemannian manifolds

In this section we shall apply some of the above regularity results to establish a low regularity Yamabe-
type classification which is of interest to us for upcoming sections, where we shall be interested in
analysing the controls that conformal objects provide to bootstrap regularity and decay properties of
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a metric. Although the scalar curvature alone cannot fully control the metric, low regularity Yamabe-
type classifications point in this direction. Such classifications have been studied in the literature under
a variety of hypotheses, and, to the best of our knowledge, the original reference is [44], establishing
a classification for rough metrics in Hs,2(M)-spaces, with s > n

2 . Although the full Yamabe problem
seems to remain open for rough metrics, this classification establishes the existence of a conformal
metric with continuous scalar curvature with sign given by the corresponding Yamabe invariant.21

Related to our topic of interest, in this case, moving within the conformal class allows one to improve
the a priori regularity of the scalar curvature. Below, we shall closely follow the strategy presented in
[44, Section 3], but within the regularity class of metrics g ∈W 2,p, with p > n

2 , and our objective will
be to guarantee such a conformal improvement on the scalar curvature regularity (see Theorem 4.8).
Let us notice that the results of [44, Section 3] have clear overlap with the ones presented here, but
do not directly imply them.22

With the above motivations in mind, let us consider a closed Riemannian manifold (Mn, γ) with
n ≥ 3, γ ∈W 2,p and p > n

2 , and define

A : W 1,2(M)×W 1,2(M)→ R

(ϕ1, ϕ2) 7→
∫

M

(
an〈∇ϕ1,∇ϕ2〉γ +Rγϕ

2
)
dVγ

Sobolev embeddings guarantee that the above is a well-defined bilinear functional onW 1,2(M). Related
to the associated quadratic form, for each 1 ≤ q ≤ n

n−2 , we define:

Jγ,q(ϕ)
.
=

A(ϕ,ϕ)
‖ϕ‖2

L2q (M,dVγ)

=

∫

M

(
an|∇ϕ|2γ +Rγϕ

2
)
dVγ

(∫

M ϕ2qdVγ
) 1

q

. (4.46)

Following the same ideas of [44, Section 3], we shall show Jγ,q are all bounded from below for any
1 ≤ q ≤ n

n−2 . First, let us present the following result:

Lemma 4.2. Let (Mn, γ) be a closed Riemannian manifold with γ ∈W 2,p, p > n
2 , and n ≥ 3. Then,

the map W 1,2(M)→ R given by

u 7→
∫

M
Rγu

2dVγ (4.47)

is weakly sequentially continuous. Moreover, given ǫ > 0, there are constants C,Cǫ > 0 such that the
following estimate holds:

∣
∣
∣

∫

M
Rγu

2dVγ

∣
∣
∣ ≤ C‖Rγ‖Lp(M)

(

ǫ2‖u‖2W 1,2(M) + Cǫ‖u‖2L2(M)

)

, ∀ u ∈W 1,2(M) (4.48)

Proof. Consider any number 0 < η < 1 such that

0 < 2η < min
{

2− n

p
, 1− n

(
1

p
− 1

2

)}

, (4.49)

and notice that

n

(
1

p
− 1

2

)

< 1⇐⇒ p >
2n

n+ 2

and n
2 ≥ 2n

n+2 for all n ≥ 3. Thus, since p > n
2 , n

(
1
p − 1

2

)

< 1 holds and the allowed interval in (4.49)

is non-empty. Then, appealing to Theorem 2.2, we analyse the embedding:

H1−η,2(M)⊗H1−η,2(M) →֒ Lp′(M) (4.50)

21For recent important advances related to the full resolution of this problem, we also highlight [62], where T. Aubin’s
criteria for the Yamabe problem to be solved was extended to rough metrics.

22We refer the reader to the discussion after Theorem 4.8 for some comments on results within the literature that
would actually imply those of Theorem 4.8.
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which will hold as long as η ≤ 1 satisfies

1− η ≥ n
(
1

2
− 1

p′

)

= n

(
1

p
− 1

2

)

and 2− 2η > n

(
1

2
+

1

2
− 1

p′

)

=
n

p

The above two conditions are granted as long as (4.49) holds, and thus the embedding (4.50) follows
under our assumptions. Then, Rγ ∈ Lp(M) defines a continuous bilinear functional on H1−η,2(M)×
H1−η,2(M), given by

ΦRγ : H1−η,2(M)×H1−η,2(M)→ R,

(ϕ1, ϕ2) 7→ ΦRγ (ϕ1, ϕ2) = 〈Rγ , ϕ1ϕ2〉 =
∫

M
Rγϕ1ϕ2dVγ

such that

|〈Rγ , ϕ1ϕ2〉| ≤ C‖Rγ‖Lp(M)‖ϕ1‖H1−η,2(M)‖ϕ2‖H1−η,2(M), ∀ ϕ1, ϕ2 ∈ H1−η,2(M). (4.51)

Consider then a weakly convergent sequence {uk} ⊂ W 1,2(M), with limit uk ⇀ u ∈ W 1,2(M).
Appealing to (4.51) we find:

|〈Rγ , u
2 − u2k〉| ≤ C‖Rγ‖Lp (‖u‖W 1−η,2‖u− uk‖W 1−η,2 + ‖uk‖W 1−η,2‖u− uk‖W 1−η,2) .

Then, notice that (up to restriction to a subsequence) the right-hand side of the above expression goes
to zero, since {uk}∞k=1 ⊂ W 1,2(M) must be bounded, and the embedding ι : W 1,2(M) → H1−η,2(M)
is compact. Thus,

〈Rγ , u
2
k〉 → 〈Rγ , u

2〉,

which proves the weak sequential continuity of the map (4.47). Furthermore (4.51) also implies

|〈Rγ , ϕ
2〉| ≤ C‖Rγ‖Lp(M)‖ϕ‖2H1−η,2(M), ∀ ϕ ∈ H1−η,2(M).

Given any ǫ > 0, we may then appeal to an interpolation inequality of the form:

‖ϕ‖H1−η,2(M) ≤ ǫ‖ϕ‖W 1,2(M) + Cǫ‖ϕ‖L2(M),

valid for all ϕ ∈W 1,2(M), to rewrite

|〈Rγ , ϕ
2〉| ≤ 2C‖Rγ‖Lp(M)

(

ǫ2‖ϕ‖2W 1,2(M) + C2
ǫ ‖ϕ‖2L2(M)

)

, ∀ ϕ ∈W 1,2(M)

which proves the estimate (4.48).

Appealing to the above lemma, we can now show that the functionals (4.46) are all bounded by
below:

Lemma 4.3. Let (Mn, γ) be a closed Riemannian manifold with γ ∈W 2,p, p > n
2 , and n ≥ 3. Then,

the functionals Jγ,q are all bounded from below for any 1 ≤ q ≤ n
n−2 .

Proof. Appealing to (4.48), we can write

E(ϕ) =

∫

M

(
an|∇ϕ|2γ +Rγϕ

2
)
dVγ ≥ an‖∇ϕ‖2L2 − |〈Rγ , ϕ

2〉|,

≥ an‖∇ϕ‖2L2 − Cǫ2‖Rγ‖Lp‖ϕ‖2W 1,2 − CCǫ‖Rγ‖Lp‖ϕ‖2L2 ,

= (an − Cǫ2‖Rγ‖Lp)‖∇ϕ‖2L2 − C(Cǫ + ǫ2)‖Rγ‖Lp‖ϕ‖2L2

Picking ǫ small enough, we see that there exist positive constants Ci = (n, ‖Rγ‖Lp), i = 1, 2, such that

E(ϕ) ≥ C1‖∇ϕ‖2L2 − C2‖ϕ‖2L2 , ∀ ϕ ∈W 1,2. (4.52)

Since L2q(M) →֒ L2(M) for all 1 ≤ q ≤ n
n−2 , then ‖ϕ‖L2(M) ≤ C3‖ϕ‖L2q (M) for all such q, and thus

E(ϕ) ≥ −C2‖ϕ‖2L2 ≥ −C2C
2
3‖ϕ‖2L2q , ∀ ϕ ∈W 1,2(M)

which proves the claim in the lemma.
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We can therefore introduce the following notation for their infima:

Yγ,q .
= inf

ϕ∈W 1,2

ϕ6≡0

Jγ,q(ϕ).

Let us now highlight the role played by the following two especial infima.

Definition 4.2. Let (Mn, γ) be a closed Riemannian manifold with γ ∈W 2,p(M), p > n
2 and n ≥ 3.

Then, we denote the first eigenvalue of the conformal Laplacian by

λγ
.
= Yγ,1, (4.53)

while we denote the Yamabe invariant by

Y([γ]) .= Yγ, n
n−2

(4.54)

We can now present the main result of this section, which is key in the low-regularity Yamabe
classification.

Theorem 4.8. Let (Mn, γ) be a closed Riemannian manifold with γ ∈ W 2,p, p > n
2 , and n ≥ 3.

Then, there exists a W 2,p function ϕ > 0 such that

−an∆γϕ+Rγϕ = λγϕ. (4.55)

In particular, in the conformal class [γ] there is a metric g ∈W 2,p(M) such that

Rg = λγϕ
− 4

n−2 . (4.56)

Proof. Let us first notice that (4.55) is the Euler-Lagrange equation associated to the functional

Jγ,1(ϕ) =

∫

M

(
an|∇ϕ|2γ +Rγϕ

2
)
dVγ

(∫

M ϕ2dVγ
)

Since Jγ,1(ϕ) is bounded by below on W 1,2 due to Lemma 4.3, finding a minimizer follows by standard
variational arguments. That is, let us consider a minimising sequence {ϕk} ⊂ W 1,2 of Jγ,1, which we
take to be L2-normalised (i.e ‖ϕk‖L2 = 1). Then, the interpolation inequality (4.48) guarantees that
such sequence must be bounded in W 1,2 and thus, by compactness of the embedding W 1,2 →֒ L2,
there is an L2 convergent subsequence to which we now restrict, with limit ϕ0 ∈ L2. Furthermore,
since W 1,2 is reflexive, it is weakly sequentially compact (i.e, every bounded sequence has a weakly
convergent subsequence), and therefore we can extract a subsequence which converges weakly in W 1,2

to some ϕ1 ∈ W 1,2. Since strong convergence implies weak convergence, ϕk ⇀ ϕ0 weakly in L2. But
this weak L2 limit must agree with the weak W 1,2 limit due to W 1,2 →֒ L2. Then, since the weak
limit is unique, we must have ϕ0 = ϕ1

.
= ϕ ∈ W 1,2. Also, it follows that ‖ϕ‖L2 = 1 and thus ϕ 6≡ 0.

Also, from [11, Chapter 3, Proposition 3.5], we see that:

‖ϕ‖W 1,2 ≤ lim inf
k→∞

‖ϕk‖W 1,2 .

Since ‖ϕk‖L2 = ‖ϕ‖L2 = 1 for all k, the above implies

‖∇ϕ‖2L2 ≤ lim inf
k→∞

‖∇ϕk‖2L2 .

Since the map u ∈W 1,2 7→
∫

M Rγu
2 is weakly sequentially continuous, we see that

λγ = lim
k→∞

∫

M

(
an|∇ϕk|2γ +Rγϕ

2
k

)
dVγ ≥

∫

M

(
an|∇ϕ|2γ +Rγϕ

2
)
dVγ .

This implies that Jγ,1(ϕ) ≤ λγ , with ϕ ∈ W 1,2, therefore Jγ,1(ϕ) = λγ and hence ϕ ∈ W 1,2 is a
minimizer. This, in particular, proves that ϕ is a weak solution of (4.55) and since Jγ,1(ϕ) = Jγ,1(|ϕ|)
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holds from [3, Proposition 3.49],23 then ψ
.
= |ϕ| ∈ W 1,2 is also a minimizer and thus also a weak

solution of (4.55). Let us now notice that W 1,2(M) →֒ L
2n
n−2 (M) →֒ Lp′(M) holds as long as

2n

n− 2
≥ p′ ⇐⇒ 1− 1

p
≥ 1

2
− 1

n
⇐⇒ 1

2
+

1

n
≥ 1

p
,

and since p > n
2 by hypothesis, then 1

p <
2
n and 2

n ≤ 1
2 + 1

n ⇐⇒ 2 ≤ n. Therefore, ψ ∈ Lp′(M) and
thus we see that Corollary 4.2 justifies the following implication

−an∆gψ = (λγ −Rγ)ψ ∈ Lr(M), 1 < r ≤ p =⇒ ψ ∈W 2,r(M). (4.57)

Notice then that (λγ−Rγ)ψ ∈ Lp(M)⊗L 2n
n−2 (M) →֒ Lr0(M) with 1

r0
= 1

p +
1
2 − 1

n , and
1
r0
< 1⇐⇒

p > 2n
n+2 , which is satisfied by hypothesis since n

2 >
2n
n+2 ⇐⇒ n > 2. Thus (4.57) yields ψ ∈ W 2,r0 .

If r0 >
n
2 , this implies that Rγψ ∈ Lp(M) and then applying once more (4.57) with r = p gives

ψ ∈W 2,p(M). Therefore, to establish the regularity claim, we need only show that ψ ∈W 2,r for some
r > n

2 . If r0 ≤ n
2 , we assume the strict inequality holds since we have ψ ∈W 2,r for any r ≤ r0. Then

W 2,r0 →֒ L
nr0

n−2r0 and (4.57) gives ψ ∈W 2,r1(M) with 1
r1

= 1
p +

1
r0
− 2

n . We can now iterate this process

as long as ri <
n
2 and get ψ ∈W 2,ri(M) with 1

ri
= 1

p + 1
ri−1
− 2

n , where

1

ri−1
− 1

ri
=

2

n
− 1

p

.
= δ > 0.

Then,

1

ri
=

1

ri−1
− δ = 1

r0
− iδ

This means that after a finite number of steps gives 1
ri
< 2

n . Therefore, we see that ψ ∈ W 2,p(M),
and we also know it satisfies ψ ≥ 0. Thus, along the same lines as in [43, Lemma 5.3], an appeal to
the weak Harnack inequality of Trudinger [60, Theorem 5.2] shows that either ψ ≡ 0 or ψ > 0. The
first choice is clearly not possible, since it would imply ϕ ≡ 0, although by construction ‖ϕ‖L2 = 1.
Thus ψ > 0, which finishes the first part of the proof.

Finally, to prove the scalar curvature statement, we can consider the Riemannian metric g =

ψ
4

n−2 γ, where ψ ∈ W 2,p is the minimizer just constructed above. Appealing to the conformal covari-
ance formula for the scalar curvature, we know that

Rg = ψ
−n+2

n−2 (−an∆γψ +Rγψ) = λγψ
1−n+2

n−2 = λγψ
− 4

n−2 , (4.58)

which, since ψ > 0 is continuous, proves that Rg ∈ W 2,p(M) →֒ C0(M), and has the same sing as
λγ .

Remark 4.2. With the aid of Theorem 4.8 above, one can actually parallel the discussion of [44]
concerning the weak Yamabe classification in the regularity classes g ∈ W 2,p, p > n

2 . We would like
to highlight that, actually, in the literature associated to the Einstein constraint equations, even lower
regularity classes have been considered and corresponding Yamabe-type classifications can be found, for
instance, in [27, 31, 29]. Nevertheless, for instance in the case of [27, Theorem 12], the classification
is obtained via an appeal to [27, Theorem 11], which stands as a more general version of Theorem
4.8 above. In the case of [27, Theorem 11], the bootstrap of ψ ∈ W 1,2(M) to W s,p(M) is claimed to
follow from [27, Corollary 5], which itself follows from [27, Lemma 32]. Nevertheless, this last lemma
in [27] has a subtle mistake, which has been pointed out in the introduction to [28].

23Notice that the proof given in this reference works perfectly well for a W 2,p-metric with p > n
2
.
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5 Compactification of AE 3-manifolds - improved regularity

In this section we shall be concerned with the study of the Sobolev regularity of a conformal compacti-
fication (M̂3, ĝ) of an AE manifold (M3, g), which, for simplicity, will be assumed to have only one end.
From [21] one knows that under quite general conditions such a compactification can be obtained,24

but that the regularity of ĝ around the point of compactification p∞ is in general limited and it is
closely related to the rate of decay of g at infinity. Also, from [26], one knows that improved regularity
is related to the decay of the Cotton tensor Cg near infinity. Along this section, we shall establish that
certain mild controls over Cg actually guarantee improved regularity of ĝ into a W 2,q-metric, q > 3.

Lemma 5.1. Let (M3, g) be a smooth W
k,p
τ -AE manifold, relative to a structure of infinity with

coordinates {zi}3i=1 and p > 2, τ ∈ (−1,−1
2 ), k ≥ 4, and let M̂ be the one point compactification of

M . Then, there is a conformal factor ϕ such that

1. ĝ
.
= ϕ4g extends to a W 2,q0 metric on M̂ , with q0 > 2. Moreover, ϕ, ĝ ∈ C∞(M̂\{p∞});

2. ϕ = |z|−1φ in a neighbourhood of p∞, where φ ∈ W 2,q0(M̂), φ ∈ C∞(M̂\{p∞}) and one can
furthermore take φ(p∞) = 1. Moreover, the inversion x(z) = z

|z|2 for the coordinates {zi}3i=1

near infinity provides a coordinate system around p∞ in which x(p∞) = 0 and ĝ(∂xi , ∂xj )|0 = δij ;

3. Rĝ ∈W 2,q0(M̂). Also, the scalar curvature has definite sign, with sign(Rĝ) = λĝ.

Furthermore, if the Cotton tensor satisfies Cg ∈ Lp1
σ (M,dVg), for some −6 < σ < −3 and p1 = 3

6+σ ,
then:

4. Cĝ ∈ Lp1(M̂ );

5. If moreover −6 < σ < −4 and Cĝ ∈ Lq1(M̂) for some q1 >
3
2 , then ∆ĝRicĝ ∈ W−1,q2(M̂) for

some 3
2 < q2 ≤ q1.

Remark 5.1. Notice that the fourth item guarantees Cĝ ∈ Lq1(M̂) for some q1 >
3
2 as long as p1 >

3
2 ,

while Cg ∈ Lp1
σ (M) satisfies p1

.
= 3

6+σ >
3
2 as long as σ satisfies:

3

6 + σ
>

3

2
⇐⇒ 2 > 6 + σ ⇐⇒ σ < −4.

Remark 5.2. Assume |Cg| = O(|z|−5), then
∫

R3\B
|Cg|p|z|−σp−3dz .

∫

R3\B
|z|−5p|z|−σp−3dz =

∫

R3\B
|z|−p(5+σ)|z|−3dz .

∫

r>1
r−p(5+σ)r−1dr,

which is finite for any σ < −5. That is, |Cg| = O(|z|−5) implies Cg ∈ Lp
σ(M) for all p ≥ 1 and σ < −5.

Thus, the decaying conditions used in [26] are strictly contained within the hypotheses Cg ∈ Lp
σ(M)

for some −6 < σ < −3 and p = 3
6+σ .

Proof. We first claim that there is some τ < δ < −1
2 such that W 2,p

τ →֒ W
2,q0
δ , where q0

.
= 3

2+δ . This
is granted by Theorem 2.4 if we can guarantee that

τ < δ < −1

2
and 1 < q0 =

3

2 + δ
≤ p.

Noticing that

1 <
3

2 + δ
≤ p⇐⇒ 3

p
− 2 ≤ δ < 1,

we see that if there some δ satisfying

−1

2
> δ > max(τ,

3

p
− 2), (5.1)

24For the sake of completeness, the relevant results are presented within Appendix B.
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then the desired inclusion W 2,p
τ →֒W

2,q0
δ follows. Since τ < −1

2 , this is granted provided that

3

p
− 2 < −1

2
⇐⇒ 3

p
<

3

2
⇐⇒ 2 < p,

which is satisfied by hypothesis.
The first item above now follows from Lemma B.1 for q0 =

3
2+δ as long as q0 >

3
2 and g isW 2,q0

δ -AE
with δ > −2. Noticing that

q0 > 2⇐⇒ 3

2 + δ
> 2⇐⇒ 3

2
> 2 + δ ⇐⇒ −1

2
> δ.

from the inclusion W 2,p
τ →֒ W

2,q0
δ established above, we see that ḡ ∈ W 2,q0(M̂ ), with 2 < q0 ≤ p and

M̂ compact. For the remaining statements, it is important to notice that the metric ḡ obtained above
from Lemma B.1 is of the form ḡ = u4g, u ∈ C∞(M̂\{p∞}), and, in a neighbourhood of the point
of compactification p∞ ∈ M̂ , the conformal factor satisfies u = |z|−1. Moreover, using the inverted

coordinates xi = zi

|z|2 , we also know from Lemma B.1 that ḡ(∂xi , ∂xj )|x=0 = δij .

Now, from Theorem 4.8, there is some element g̃ ∈ [ḡ], such that g̃ = φ4ḡ, where φ̃ > 0 is a
W 2,q0-solution of (4.55), and the scalar curvature satisfies Rg̃ = λḡφ̃

−4. Notice that, due to Sobolev
multiplication, g̃ ∈ W 2,q0. Also, Lemma 2.1 actually shows that φ̃−4 ∈ W 2,q0, so we see that Rg̃ ∈
W 2,q0(M̂ ). The regularity statement away of p∞ follows since g̃ constructed above is smooth away of
p∞, and thus, given a cut-off function η supported in a coordinate ball B which does not meet p∞,
since φ̃ solves (4.55), we have that

−a3∆ḡ(ηφ̃) = η(λḡ −Rḡ)φ̃+∆ḡηφ̃+ 2ḡ(∇η,∇φ̃) ∈W 1,q0
0 (B).

Since the coefficients of ∆ḡ are smooth on B, from a classical elliptic regularity bootstrap we find
ηφ̃ ∈ C∞(B), and thus φ̃ ∈ C∞(M̂\{p∞}). This, in turn, also implies that g̃ ∈ C∞(M̂\{p∞}).

We have therefore found that (M̂, g̃) satisfies g̃, Rg̃ ∈ W 2,q0(M̂ ), for some q0 > 2, and, keeping
track of our conformal transformations:

g̃ = φ̃4ḡ = ϕ̃4g, with φ̃ ∈ C∞(M̂\{p∞}),
ϕ̃ = |z|−1φ̃, in an neighbourhood of p∞ and φ̃ ∈W 2,q0(M̂ ).

Now, to establish the second claim in the lemma, one can consider ĝ = φ̃−4(p∞)g̃, so that

ĝ = (φ̃−1(p∞)φ̃)4ḡ = (φ̃−1(p∞)ϕ̃)4g.

Setting φ
.
= φ̃−1(p∞)φ̃ ∈ W 2,q0(M̂) and ϕ

.
= φ̃−1(p∞)ϕ̃ = uφ, the metric ĝ now obeys the same

properties as g̃ did, namely properties 1. and 3. in the lemma, plus the regularity properties in the
second statement, and now additionally that φ(p∞) = 1, establishing the second property as well,
since this also implies

ĝ(∂xi , ∂xj )|x=0 = φ4(p∞)ḡ(∂xi , ∂xj )|x=0 = δij .

Now, to analyse the behaviour of the Cotton tensor, recall that

Cijk(g)
.
= ∇kRicij −∇jRicik +

1

4
(∇jRggik −∇kRggij). (5.2)

Since this is a conformal invariant in three dimensions, Cijk(ĝ) = Cijk(g) on M̂\{p∞}. Our first

objective is to show that Cĝ is given by an Lq(M̂ )-field. Notice that, a priori, Cĝ ∈ D′ is given by a

distribution, which is represented by a smooth field on M̂\{p∞}.
Claim 2. The Cotton tensor Cĝ satisfies Cĝ ∈W−1,q0(M̂).
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Proof. Since Rĝ ∈W 2,q0(M̂), from the expression

Cijk(ĝ)
.
= ∇̂kRicĝ ij − ∇̂iRicĝ ik +

1

4
(∇̂jRĝĝik − ∇̂kRĝĝij), (5.3)

we see that we only need to control the Ricci terms, since the scalar curvature ones are already in
W 1,q0(M̂ ). A priori we know that Ricĝ ∈ Lq0(M̂ ). To guarantee that ∇Ricĝ ∈ W−1,q0(T3M), we
can appeal to Lemma 2.3. For that, we need to check that the coefficients satisfy the hypotheses of

(2.35), with Aα ∈ W
|α|,r
loc for r > n, and that 1

r + 1
q0
≤ 1. This follows from a similar analysis to

that done for (4.19), with u = Ricĝ. Noticing that the top order coefficients in ∇̂kRicĝ ij are constant,

they are clearly in W 1,r
loc (U), for any r. The regularity of the zero order coefficients is given by that

of Γl
ij(ĝ) ∈ W 1,q0

loc (U). We already know from the analysis done for (4.19) that, if n
2 < q0 < n, then

W
1,q0
loc (U) →֒ L

nq0
n−q0
loc (U), with nq0

n−q0
> n and thus, in the notations of (2.35), we can find some r > n,

such that A|α| ∈ W |α|,r
loc . We now need to guarantee that 1

r + 1
q0
≤ 1, but since r ≥ q0 and q0 ≥ q′0,

then

1

r
+

1

q0
≤ 1

q0
+

1

q′0
= 1,

and thus we are under the hypotheses of Lemma 2.3, and we can deduce then that∇Ricĝ ∈W−1,q0(T3M).

From the above claim, we know that Cĝ ∈ W−1,q0(M̂) a priori, but also Cĝ ∈ C∞(M̂\{p∞}). We

intend to show that, if Cg decays fast enough, Cĝ can actually be extended to an Lq-field on M̂ .

Claim 3. If the Cotton tensor satisfies Cg ∈ Lp1
σ (M,dVg) for some −6 < σ < −3 and p1 =

3
6+σ , then

Cĝ ∈ Lp1(M̂).

Proof. We need only to establish the result in a neighbourhood of p∞. Notice that on M̂\{p∞}

|Cĝ|2ĝ = ĝij ĝklĝabCĝ ikaCĝjlb = ϕ−12gijgklgabCgikaCgjlb = ϕ−12|Cg|2g.

That is, |Cĝ|ĝ = ϕ−6|Cg|g. Since near p∞ we know that ϕ = |z|−1φ, with φ ∈ W 2,q0(M̂ ) →֒ C0(M̂ ),
then given ǫ > 0 sufficiently small:

∫

Bǫ

|ηCĝ|p1ĝ dVĝ(x) .
∫

R3\Bǫ−1

η|Cg|p1g |z|6p1−6dVg(z) . ‖Cg‖p1Lp1
σ

where η ∈ C∞
0 (Bǫ(p∞)) is a cut-off function, 0 ≤ η ≤ 1, equal to one in a neighbourhood of p∞, and

the last estimate holds because 6p1 − 6 = −3 − σp1, which follows from our hypothesis p1 = 3
6+σ .

Since by hypothesis Cg ∈ Lp1
σ (M), then the integral in the right hand side of the above expression is

finite, and thus Cĝ ∈ Lp1(M̂ ).

The claim above thus establishes item 4 in the lemma, and finally to establish the item 5, we first
consider the following claim:

Claim 4. If Cĝ ∈ Lq1 for some
3q′0
3+q′0

≤ q1 ≤ q0, then ∇̂Cĝ ∈W−1,q(M̂) for all 1 < q ≤ q1.

Proof. In Claim 2 we have already seen that the operator ∇̂ acting on tensor fields satisfies the

hypotheses of Lemma 2.3, with coefficients Aα ∈W |α|,r
loc for r

.
= 3q0

3−q0
> 3. Therefore, from Lemma 2.3

one knows Cĝ ∈W−1,q1 as long as 1
r +

1
q1
≤ 1. Notice then that

1

r
+

1

q1
=

3− q0
3q0

+
1

q1
=

1

q0
− 1

3
+

1

q1
≤ 1⇐⇒ 1

q1
≤ 1

q′0
+

1

3
⇐⇒ q1 ≥

3q′0
3 + q′0

.
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Let us now assume Cĝ ∈ Lq1 , q1 >
3
2 , and notice this implies q1 >

3q′0
3+q′0

, since 3
2 >

3q′0
3+q′0

iff 3 > q′0,

which is equivalent to q0 >
3
2 . Thus, we can use the above claim and W 2,q0(M̂ ) ⊗W−1,q1(M̂) →֒

W−1,q1(M̂), to deduce that ĝkl∇̂lCĝ ijk ∈ W−1,q1(U) for any bounded coordinate neighbourhood.

Furthermore, from Proposition 4.1, we know that ∇̂2Ricĝ ∈ W−2,q0(S2M̂), and since W 2,q0(M̂ ) ⊗
W−2,q0(M̂) →֒ W−2,q0(M̂), then traces of ∇̂2Ricĝ belong to W−2,q0(M̂) a priori.25 Along the lines
of some of the computations done above, before moving further, let us establish the following claim,
which concerns the Schur lemma in this level of regularity:

Claim 5. Given our closed W 2,q0-Riemannian manifold (M̂ , ĝ), it holds that divĝ
(
Ricĝ − 1

2Rĝĝ
)
= 0.

Proof. From previous analysis we know that Ricĝ ∈ Lq0 , ∇̂Ricĝ ∈ W−1,q0, Rĝ ∈ W 2,q0 and hence

V
.
= divĝ

(
Ricĝ − 1

2Rĝĝ
)
∈ W−1,q0 , and actually V = 0 on M̂\{p∞}. Thus, supp(V ), if non-empty,

equals {p∞}. But Proposition B.2 shows that any W−1,s(B1(0))-function with s > 3
2 supported at a

single point vanishes identically, and hence since q0 >
3
2 we deduce V ≡ 0.

Since Rĝ ∈ W 2,q0(M), then we also know that ∇̂2Rĝ ∈ Lq0(M) a priori, and we can make the
following local computation, where the right-hand side is a priori understood (term by term) in
W−2,q0(M):

∇̂kCĝ ijk = ∇̂k∇̂kRicĝ ij − ∇̂k∇̂jRicĝ ik +
1

4
(∇̂k∇̂jRĝ ĝik − ∇̂k∇̂kRĝĝij),

= ∆ĝRicĝ ij − (∇̂j∇̂kRicĝ ik − ĝkaR̂l
iajRicĝ lk − ĝkaR̂l

kajRicĝ il) +
1

4
(∇̂i∇̂jRĝ −∆ĝRĝĝij),

= ∆ĝRicĝ ij + R̂liajRicĝ
la − Ricĝ

l
jRicĝ il −

1

2
∇̂j∇̂iRĝ +

1

4
(∇̂i∇̂jRĝ −∆ĝRĝĝij),

= ∆ĝRicĝ ij + R̂liajRicĝ
la − Ricĝ

l
jRicĝ il −

1

4
(∇̂i∇̂jRĝ +∆ĝRĝĝij).

Notice that in the second line we have used Ricĝ ∈ Lq0(M), with q0 > 2, so as to appeal to Proposition
4.1 and apply the commutation rule (4.6), while in the third line we have appealed to Claim 5 to rewrite
divgRicĝ = 1

2dRĝ. Therefore,

∆ĝRicĝ ij = −R̂liajRicĝ
la +Ricĝ

l
jRicĝ il +

1

4
(∇̂i∇̂jRĝ +∆ĝRĝ ĝij)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

∈Lq0

+ ∇̂kCĝ ijk
︸ ︷︷ ︸

∈W−1,q1

. (5.4)

Since ĝ ∈ W 2,q0 , q0 > 2, then |Ricĝ|2ĝ ∈ L
q0
2 , q0

2 > 1. This also implies that Riemĝ ∈ Lq0 and hence

−Rĝ liajRicĝ
la +Ricĝ

l
jRicĝ il ∈ L

q0
2 . Let us now consider the following claim:

Claim 6. If q0 > 2 then L
q0
2 (M̂ ) →֒ W−1,q(M̂) for some q > 3

2 .

Proof. First, since W−1,q(M̂ ) = (W 1,q′(M̂ ))′, then

L
q0
2 (M̂) →֒W−1,q(M̂)⇐⇒W 1,q′(M̂ ) →֒

(

L
q0
2 (M̂)

)′ ∼= L(
q0
2 )

′

(M̂).

We first notice that

q >
3

2
⇐⇒ 1

q
= 1− 1

q′
<

2

3
⇐⇒ q′ < 3,

and therefore we are only interested in analysing the embedding W 1,q′(M̂ ) →֒ L(
q0
2 )

′

(M̂) for q′ < 3.

Since 1

( q0
2 )

′ = 1− 2
q0

and W 1,q′(M̂ ) →֒ L
3q′

3−q′ (M̂) whenever q′ < 3, we then need to satisfy:

3q′

3− q′ ≥
(q0

2

)′
⇐⇒ 1

q′
− 1

3
≤ 1− 2

q0
⇐⇒ 1

q
≥ 2

q0
− 1

3
.

25Notice these last two claims require q0 ≥ 2.

56



Since q0 > 2, then 2
q0
− 1

3 <
2
3 and then the interval [ 2q0 −

1
3 ,

2
3) is non-empty. Thus, any q ∈ (1,∞)

such that 1
q ∈ [ 2q0 −

1
3 ,

2
3) satisfies

2

q0
− 1

3
≤ 1

q
<

2

3
.

Hence, for such q > 3
2 , the embedding W 1,q′(M̂ ) →֒ L(

q0
2 )

′

(M̂) holds, and therefore L
q0
2 (M̂) →֒

W−1,q(M̂).

Putting the above claim together with (5.4), if q1 >
3
2 , we find

∆ĝRicĝ ij ∈W−1,q2 , for some q2 >
3

2
, (5.5)

where ĝ ∈W 2,q0(M̂).

In order to use the above to improve the regularity of the metric ĝ on M̂ , we will need the following
result concerning the existence of harmonic coordinates for low regularity metrics:

Theorem 5.1. Let (Mn, g) be a Riemannian manifold with g ∈ W
1,q
loc and q > n. Then, given a

point p ∈ M and a coordinate system {xi}ni=1 around p, such that x(p) = 0 and g(∂xi , ∂xj )|x=0 = δij ,
there exists a harmonic coordinate system (U, y) centred at p, i.e y(p) = 0, with coordinate functions

yi ∈W 2,q
loc (U). Finally, one can choose such coordinates satisfying ∂yi

∂xj (0) = δij.

Proof. Start by fixing the coordinate system {xi}ni=1 around the chosen point p ∈ M . Since under
our conditions g ∈ C0,γ

loc (M), for some γ ∈ (0, 1), under our hypotheses the existence of a change of
coordinates yi = yi(x) for C1,α-harmonic coordinates {yi}ni=1 in a neighbourhood of p ∈M such that
y(p) = 0 and α ∈ (0, α) follows from [58, Section 9 in Chapter 3]. In an even more general setting,
this follows from [38, Corollary 2.8]. The exact W 2,q-regularity for these coordinate functions follows
from the local regularity of W 1,p-solutions, 1 < p ≤ q, to ∆gu = 0 for a W 1,q-metric (see, for instance,
[58, Chapter 3, Proposition 1.12]).

Finally, notice that Ai
j
.
= ∂yi

∂xj (0) ∈ GL(Rn). Therefore, if necessary, one can consider the change

of coordinates ȳi
.
= (A−1)ijy

j ∈W 2,q
loc , which are still harmonic and also satisfy

ȳi(0) = 0,

∂ȳi

∂xj
(0) = (A−1)il

∂yl

∂xj
(0) = δij .

From the above general result and Lemma 5.1, we get the following:

Corollary 5.1. Let (M3, g) be a smooth W
k,p
τ -AE manifold, relative to a structure of infinity with

coordinates {zi}3i=1 and p > 2, τ ∈ (−1,−1
2 ), k ≥ 4, and let (M̂3, ĝ) be the conformal compactification

obtained for it in Lemma 5.1. Then, around p∞ there is a ĝ-harmonic coordinate system (U, yi)3i=1 with
coordinate function yi = yi(x), yi ∈ W 2,q̄

loc (U), q̄
.
= 3q0

3−q0
> 3, where xi denote the inverted coordinates

xi
.
= zi

|z|2 . Furthermore, we have that ĝ(∂yi , ∂yj )|y=0 = δij and the functions yj ∈ C∞(U\{p∞}) satisfy
yi(p∞) = 0 and ∂yi

∂xj (0) = δij .

Proof. From Lemma 5.1, we know that ĝ ∈ W 2,q0(M̂) for some 2 < q0 < 3. Thus, appealing to
the embedding W 2,q0(M̂ ) →֒ W 1,q̄(M̂ ), we know that q̄ > 3 due to q0 >

3
2 . Setting the a priori

x-coordinates there to be our inverted coordinates xi = zi

|z|2 , we furthermore know from Lemma 5.1

that ĝ(∂xi , ∂xj
)|x=0 = δij , and thus appealing to Theorem 5.1 we know that there exist a ĝ-harmonic
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coordinate system {yi}, where the functions yi = yi(x) ∈ W 2,q̄
loc (U) and also satisfy yi(p∞) = 0 and

∂yi

∂xj (0) = δij . This furthermore implies that

ĝ(∂yi , ∂yj )|y=0 =
∂xa

∂yi
(0)

∂xb

∂yj
(0)ĝ(∂xa , ∂xb)|x=0 = ĝ(∂xj , ∂xi)|x=0 = δij .

Finally, since each function yi satisfies

∆ĝy
i(x) = 0 on U\{p∞}, (5.6)

and ĝ(∂xj , ∂xi) ∈ C∞(U\{p∞}) by Lemma 5.1, then local elliptic regularity guarantees that yi ∈
C∞(U\{p∞}).

Let us now highlight the following improved regularity for the conformally compactified Ricĝ, which
follows from Lemma 5.1 and Theorem 4.7:

Lemma 5.2. Assume the same hypotheses as in Lemma 5.1 and consider the metric ĝ obtained in it
on M̂ . If Cg ∈ Lp1

σ (M,dVg) with −6 < σ < −4 and p1 =
3

6+σ , then Ricĝ ∈ Lq(M̂ ) for some q > 3.

Proof. Under our conditions, from Lemma 5.1 we know that ĝ ∈W 2,q0(M̂ ), Ricĝ ∈ Lq0 , with 2 < q0 <

3, and ∆ĝRicĝ ∈W−1,q2, with q2 >
3
2 . We intend to apply Theorem 4.7, and thus we must check that

1
q0
− 1

3 ≤ 1
q2
≤ 1

q′0
+ 1

3 . Noticing that 1
q2
< 2

3 and

2

3
≤ 1

q′0
+

1

3
= 1− 1

q0
+

1

3
⇐⇒ 1

q0
≤ 2

3
,

which holds, since actually 1
q0
< 1

2 and thus 1
q2
< 2

3 ≤ 1
q′0

+ 1
3 . Also notice that 1

q0
− 1

3 <
1
6 and thus

1
q0
− 1

3 ≤ 1
q2

is granted as long as q2 ≤ 6. Therefore, taking 3
2 < q3 = min{q0, q2} < 3, from Theorem

4.7 the following bootstrap follows:

∆ĝRicĝ ∈W−1,q3(M̂) =⇒ Ricĝ ∈W 1,q3(M̂ ) →֒ L
3q3
3−q3 (M̂), (5.7)

Noticing that

3q3
3− q3

> 3⇐⇒ q3 > 3− q3 ⇐⇒ q3 >
3

2
,

shows that Ricĝ ∈ Lq(M̂ ) for some q > 3.

Below we intend to exploit the extra regularity just gained for Ricĝ to improve the regularity of
the metric ĝ itself. Since the work of [20], it is known that the regularity of the Ricci tensor provides
optimal regularity for the metric by appealing to harmonic coordinates, where Ricĝ reads as a second
order quasi-linear elliptic operator on the metric. If one can properly estimate the quadratic terms on
∂ĝ appearing in such operator, then local elliptic regularity allows us to bootstrap the regularity of
the metric, as long as ĝ starts with some minimal W 1,q-regularity for q > dim(M̂).

In our present case, there is a subtlety involved in the above procedure, which arises from Theorem
5.1. Noticing that for ĝ ∈W 2,q0(M̂ ) →֒ W 1,q̄(M̂ ), with q̄

.
= 3q0

3−q0
> 3, Corollary 5.1 grants the existence

of harmonic coordinates yi : U → R in a neighbourhood of p∞ which are W 2,q̄-functions of an a priori
(smooth) coordinate system around p∞, which we have taken to be the inverted coordinates xi = zi

|z|2 ,

with {zi}3i=1 defining the structure of infinity of M3. Therefore, the coordinates yi are only W 2,q̄-
compatible with the differentiable structure D0(M̂) for M̂ induced by this compactification. But we
intend to use the {yi}-coordinates constructed in Corollary 5.1 to write Ricĝ locally as an elliptic
operator and improve the regularity of ĝ with respect to these coordinates yi, and therefore also with
respect to any smoothly related coordinate system. That is, if we define DHar(M̂ ) to be the maximal
differentiable structure for M̂ compatible with the harmonic coordinates {yi} around p∞ constructed
from Corollary 5.1, then the improved regularity will (a priori) be only with respect to coordinate
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systems in DHar(M̂). This procedure will demand us to preserve certain Sobolev regularity gained for
ĝ in Lemma 5.1, but, since the changes of coordinates (at least around p∞) between coordinate systems
in DHar(M̂ ) and D0(M̂ ) are given by W 2,q̄-functions, then their Jacobian will only be W 1,q̄, which
will in general imply loss of Sobolev regularity when passing from D0(M̂) to DHar(M̂). Nevertheless,
as shown below, some level of Sobolev regularity can be retained.

Before describing precisely how much Sobolev regularity will be preserved, notice we intend to show
that, for certain 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ and k ∈ N0, if f ∈ W k,p(D0), then f ∈ W k,p(DHar). For this one needs
to check that for any coordinate system {Vα, yi} ⊂ DHar(M̂ ) and ηα ∈ C∞

0 (Vα), ηαf ∈ W k,p(Vα).
Notice that if p∞ 6∈ Vα, then {Vα, yi} ⊂ D0(M̂ ) and hence the result is true by hypothesis. Similarly,
if p∞ 6∈ supp(ηα), then one may shrink Vα to a neighbourhood of supp(ηα) avoiding p∞ and then
the result again follows by hypothesis. So, we need only consider the case p∞ ∈ Vα ∩ supp(ηα). In
that case, we only need to prove f ∈ W k,p(DHar(Br(p∞))) for some small ball Br(p∞). With all
this in mind, let us introduce the following notations, so as to precisely transfer the problem to the
preservation of Sobolev regularity under coordinate transformations in R

n, which is a classic topic, as
can be seen from [2, Theorem 3.41]. The presentation we shall provide in this analyses parallels that
of [4, Section 3].

Let U1, U2 ⊂ R
n be two open sets and Φ : U1 → U2 be a diffeomorphism. Consider then the

operator A : L(U1) → L(U2), where L(Ω) denotes the set of Lebesgue measurable functions on the
domain Ω ⊂ R

n, given by:

(Au)(y)
.
= u(Φ−1(y)), (5.8)

which is the operator inducing the coordinate change y = Φ(x), x ∈ U1. In the case of the harmonic
coordinates y constructed in Corollary 5.1, consider {U1,Φx}, Φx : U1 → Ω1 ⊂ R

n, as the chart
in D0(M̂ ) given by the inverted coordinates Φx(p) = x = z

|z|2 , for p in a neighbourhood of p∞.

Then, maybe by making Ω1 smaller, Corollary 5.1 guarantees the existence of a coordinate change
Ω1 → Ω2 ⊂ R

n given by functions yi = yi(x). This coordinate change between subsets of R
n

induces the new coordinate system on U1 (again maybe making this a smaller nerighbourhood of p∞)
Φy : U1 → Ω2, Φ

i
y(p)

.
= yi ◦ Φx(p), and thus we still denote the coordinates by yi. Noticing that the

coordinate change Φy ◦ Φ−1
x (x) = y(x), then, we may limit ourselves to establishing the invariance of

W k,p-spaces by the diffeomorphism Φy ◦Φ−1
x (x) = y(x), for certain given 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ and k ∈ N0. The

first step in this process concerns the a priori regularity of the inverse transformation Φ−1(y) = x(y).26

Proposition 5.2. Let Ui ⊂ R
n, i = 1, 2, be two open sets and let ϕ : U1 → U2 be a W 2,q(U1)

diffeomorphism, q > n. Then, ϕ−1 : U2 → U1 is of class W 2,q
loc (U2).

Proof. Let us first consider the case U1 = BR1(0), U2 = ϕ(U1) and ϕ(0) = 0. Then, set A
.
= dϕ(0) ∈

GL(Rn,Rn). Extend A and A−1 = dϕ−1(0) to constant GL-valued fields BR1(0) 7→ A and U2 7→ A−1.
In particular, A ∈ W 1,q(BR1(0)) and A−1 ∈ W 1,q(U2). Let Ω1 ⊂ BR1(0) be an open set to be fixed
latter and, on Ω1, write

27

dϕ = A ◦
(
Id−A−1 (A− dϕ)

)
= A ◦ (Id− ξ) ,

where we have defined ξ
.
= A−1 (A− dϕ) ∈ W 1,q(Ω1;L(R

n;Rn)), where L(Rn;Rn) denotes the set
of linear maps from R

n to itself. Since W 1,q is an algebra under multiplication for q > n, we know
that the Neumann series {ξm .

=
∑m

j=0 ξ
j}∞m=0 converges in W 1,q as long as ‖ξ‖W 1,q(Ω1) < 1. In

such a case, the limit ψ
.
= limm→∞ ξm ∈ W 1,q(Ω1) converges to (Id − ξ)−1, which in turn shows that

dϕ−1 = (Id− ξ)−1◦A−1 = ψ◦A−1 ∈W 1,q(Ω2), where Ω2
.
= ϕ(Ω1). Now, the condition ‖ξ‖W 1,q(Ω1) < 1

is implied if ‖ϕ − A‖W 1,q(Ω1) < ‖A−1‖−1
W 1,q(Ω2)

, which since ϕ − A ∈ W 1,q(Ω1), can be guaranteed by

simply shrinking the domain Ω1 ⊂ BR1(0) to a small enough ball BR(0), 0 < R ≤ R1. Notice that this
process also decreases the norm of ‖A−1‖W 1,q(Ω2), in turn increasing ‖A−1‖−1

W 1,q(Ω2)
, and thus for Ω1

sufficiently small ‖ϕ−A‖W 1,q(Ω1) < ‖A−1‖−1
W 1,q(Ω2)

is fulfilled. Therefore, we see that dϕ−1 ∈W 1,q(Ω2),

for such Ω2 ⊂ U2. Since ϕ
−1 is actually C1(U2) by the inverse function theorem, then ϕ−1 ∈W 2,q(Ω2).

26Compare with [4, Lemma 3.2].
27Below, the composition symbols refer to compositions in the fibres L(Rn,Rn) for maps Ω1 → L(Rn,Rn).
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For the general case, consider any point p ∈ U1 and q = ϕ(p) ∈ U2, consider then a small ball
BR1(p) ⊂ U1 and set V2

.
= ϕ(BR1(0)). Then, composing (left and right) ϕ with translations to the

origin, we can apply the above result to find ϕ−1 ∈ W 2,q(Ω2) for some neighbourhood Ω2 ⊂ V2 of q.
Applying this result around any point q ∈ U2, we see that ϕ−1 ∈W 2,q

loc (U2).

The above proposition, for instance, guarantees that the inverse transformation of the coordinate
change x 7→ y(x) provided in Corollary 5.1 is a W 2,q̄-map. Following [2, Chapter III], we will say that
a Ck-diffeomorphism with Ck-bounded inverse is k-smooth.

Proposition 5.3. Let f be a function on the compact manifold M̂ such that f ∈ W 1,p(D0(M̂)) for
some 1 < p <∞. Then, f ∈W 1,p(DHar(M̂ )).

Proof. We need only prove this result for some small ball around p∞. That is, we need only show that
if f ∈W 1,p(D0(M)) and η ∈ C∞

0 (Br(p∞)) for some small r > 0, then (ηf)◦Φ−1
y ∈W 1,p(Φy(Br(p∞))).

But due to Proposition 5.2 we know Φx ◦ Φ−1
y ∈ W 2,q̄(Φy(Br(p∞))), q̄ > n, and hence Φx ◦ Φ−1

y ∈
W 2,q̄(Φy(Br(p∞))) ⊂ C1(Φy(Br(p∞))). Thus, [2, Theorem 3.41], guarantees (ηf) ◦ Φ−1

x ◦ Φx ◦ Φ−1
y =

(Φx ◦Φ−1
y )∗(ηf) ◦Φ−1

x ∈W 1,p(Φy(Br(p∞))).

With respect to either higher derivatives and higher order tensors, there may be some loss in
regularity. But, up to first order the following still holds:

Proposition 5.4. Denote by W 1,p(D0(M̂)) and W 1,p(DHar(M̂)) Sobolev spaces of tensor fields TlM̂ ,
l ≥ 1, on M̂ with respect to each highlighted differentiable structure. Since D0(M̂ ) and DHar(M̂) are
W 2,q-compatible for some q > 3, then

u ∈ Lp(D0(M̂ )) =⇒ u ∈ Lp(DHar(M̂ )) for any 1 < p <∞, (5.9)

and if also p > 3 and

u ∈W 1,p(D0(M̂)) =⇒ u ∈W 1,min{q,p}(DHar(M̂)). (5.10)

Proof. Again in this case we need only establish the result in a small enough neighbourhood of p∞,
where we can take the inverted coordinates xi as a chart in D0(M̂) and the harmonic coordinates yi

constructed from them in Corollary 5.1. Then,

u(∂yi1 , · · · , ∂yil ) =
∂xj1

∂yi1
· · · ∂x

jl

∂yil
u(∂xj1 , · · · , ∂xjl ).

Since the coordinate transformation is W 2,q
loc with W 2,q

loc inverse due to Proposition 5.2, each Jacobian

matrix is W 1,q
loc . Then, since W 1,q

loc is an algebra under multiplication, we find that the product of

Jacobian factors is in W
1,q
loc . Also, the functions u(∂xj1 , · · · , ∂xjr ) ∈ Lp

loc(M̂,D0(M̂ )) by hypothesis.
Since the coordinate transformation is 1-smooth, then [2, Chapter 3, Theorem 3.41] guarantees that
(Φ−1

y )∗(u(∂xj1 , · · · , ∂xjr )) ∈ Lp
loc(M̂ ,DHar(M̂ )). Therefore, given η ∈ C∞

0 (M̂ ,DHar(M̂)) supported in

a neighbourhood of p∞, (ηu) ◦Φ−1
y ∈W 1,q

loc (M̂ ,DHar(M̂))⊗Lp
loc(M̂,DHar(M̂ )) →֒ L

p
loc(M̂,DHar(M̂))

showing that (5.9) holds.
Concerning (5.10), the only difference is that this time 1-smoothness of the coordinate change

grants (Φ−1
y )∗(u(∂xj1 , · · · , ∂xjr )) ∈W 1,p

loc (M̂ ,DHar(M̂)). Thus,

u(∂yi1 , · · · , ∂yir ) ∈W 1,q
loc (M̂ ,DHar(M̂))⊗W 1,p

loc (M̂ ,DHar(M̂ ))

which, if p > 3, embeds in W
1,min{p,q}
loc (M̂,DHar(M̂ )) through Theorem 2.2.

Notice that the above proof cannot be improved to second order Sobolev spaces, since the Jacobian
involved in the coordinate transformation implies that the W 1,p(DHar(M̂ ))-spaces already depend on
∂2
yiyj

xa and we do not have higher order control for the coordinate change. Nevertheless, the above
proposition suffices to prove the following statements:
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Corollary 5.2. Let (M3, g) be an AE manifold satisfying the hypotheses of Lemma 5.1 with Cg ∈
L
p1
σ (M,dVg) with −6 < σ < −4 and p1 = 3

6+σ , and let (M̂ , ĝ) be the conformal compactification

obtain in it. Then, ĝ ∈ W 1,q̄(DHar(M̂)) for q̄
.
= 3q0

3−q0
and Ricĝ ∈ Lq(DHar(M̂ )) for some 3 < q ≤ q̄.

Furthermore, ĝ ∈ C∞(M̂\{p∞},DHar(M̂)).

Proof. From Lemma 5.1 and the embedding W 2,q0(D0(M̂ )) →֒ W 1,q̄(D0(M̂ )), we know that ĝ ∈
W 1,q̄(D0(M̂)) and therefore, since q̄ > 3 and D0(M̂ ) and DHar(M̂) and W 2,q̄-compatible, Proposition
5.4 (in particular (5.10)) implies that ĝ ∈ W 1,q̄(DHar(M̂ )). Also, from Corollary 5.1, we know that
the harmonic coordinates yi and C∞-compatible with D0(M̂\{p∞}) and therefore the Jacobians of
the transformation yj = yj(x) are smooth away of p∞, with x a coordinate system in D0(M̂ ). Thus,
since ĝ ∈ C∞(M̂\{p∞}) can be checked for coordinates in D0(M̂), the same follows with coordinates
in DHar(M̂ ).

Concerning the Ricci tensor regularity in harmonic coordinates, it might be worth being more
careful in the analysis. Let us first set, as usual, {xi}3i=1 to be the inverted coordinate system defining
D0 and {yi}3i=1 the associated harmonic coordinates constructed in Corollary 5.1, and then denote
by Ri

jkl and R
′i
jkl the components of the Riemann tensor associated to the {xi} and {yi} coordinate

systems respectively. That is,

R′i
jkl(y) = ∂ykΓ

′i
lj − ∂ylΓ′i

kj + Γ′i
kuΓ

′u
jl − Γ′i

luΓ
′u
jk

where

Γ′i
lj(y) =

g′ia

2

(
∂ylg

′
aj + ∂yjg

′
al − ∂yag′lj

)

denote the connection coefficients computed in the harmonic coordinates, where g′aj(y)
.
= g(∂ya , ∂yj )

denotes the matrix associated to g in these coordinates. We notice that, a priori, for aW 1,q(DHar(M))-

metric, with q̄ > 3, we have Γ′i
lj ∈ L

q̄
loc, and thus R′i

jkl(y) ∈ W−1,q̄ + L
q̄
2
loc. It is actually the trans-

formation rule obeyed by the curvature that will allow one to retain the regularity in the inverted
coordinates. A subtlety which arises at this point, is that such coordinate transformation rule basi-
cally relies on an application of the chain rule, which in this combination of distributional sections
and only C1-diffeomorphisms might be something not completely obvious. Thus, let us explain why
these results still hold in this setting.

Denoting by Φ : U → V the W 2,q̄-diffeomorphism inducing the coordinate change from y 7→ x, in
the case of the metric, we know that

g′aj(y) = ∂yaΦ
u(y)∂yjΦ

v(y)guv(Φ(y)) ∈W 1,q̄(U).

Also, given a function f ∈ W 1,p(V ), since Φ is 1-smooth, then ((Φ)∗f)(y) = f(Φ(y)) ∈ W 1,p(U) and
moreover

∂yl((Φ)
∗f)(y) = ∂ylΦ

a(y)(∂xaf)(Φ(y)) = ∂ylΦ
a(y) ((Φ)∗(∂xaf)) (y),

which is to say that one may follow the usual chain rule. Then, we can deduce for Γ′i
lj(y) the usual

transformation rule for the connection coefficients, given by:

Γ′i
lj(y) = ∂xu(Φ−1)i∂ylΦ

a∂yjΦ
bΓu

ab(Φ(y)) + ∂ylyjΦ
u∂xu(Φ−1)i(Φ(y)).

Notice that, since Γu
ab(x) ∈ W

1,q0
loc (V ) a priori, then the first term above actually lies in W

1,q0
loc (U)

and we may apply both Leibnitz’s and chain rule to it, and the same is true for the last factor
(Φ)∗(∂xu(Φ−1)i) ∈ W

1,q̄
loc (U). Therefore, the same kind of tensor manipulations well-known when

everything is smooth, do actually show that

R′i
jkl(y) = ∂xu(Φ−1)i∂ylΦ

a∂yjΦ
b∂ykΦ

vRu
bva(Φ(y)),

which, since Ru
bva ∈ L

q0
loc(V ), shows that actually R′i

jkl ∈ L
q0
loc(U) via Proposition 5.4. Moreover, the

above also shows that

Ric′jl(y) = ∂ylΦ
a∂yjΦ

bRicab(Φ(y)), (5.11)

which, since Ricab ∈ Lq
loc(V ) for some q > 3, now implies via Proposition 5.4 that Ric′jl ∈ Lq4

loc(U),
with q4 = min{q̄, q}.
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Having established above that, in harmonic coordinates, we have ĝ ∈ W
1,q
loc and Ricĝ ∈ L

q
loc for

some q > 3 around p∞, proves to be sufficient to bootstrap the Ricci regularity to a W 2,q-regularity
statement for ĝ. Actually, according to rather subtle regularity results, this could be established under
even weaker conditions, for instance appealing to [57, Chapter 14, Proposition 4.10]. Below, we shall
first state a more elementary regularity result, which is enough to provide a self-contained short proof
of the bootstrap for ĝ in our setting.

Proposition 5.5. Let Ω ⊂ R
n be a bounded domain with smooth boundary and g ∈ W 1,q(Ω) a

Riemannian metric, with q > n. Assume that {yi}ni=1 are g-harmonic coordinates, and that ψ ∈
W 1,p(Ω), p > n, satisfies the equation

gij∂yiyjψ = f ∈ L q
2 (Ω). (5.12)

Then ψ ∈W 2, q
2

loc (Ω).

Proof. Since p > n, then ψ ∈ C0(Ω) and thus, since q > n, by [25, Corollary 9.18] there exists a

unique solution v ∈W 2, q
2

loc (Ω) ∩ C0(Ω) to:

gij∂yiyjv = f ∈ L q
2 (Ω),

v|∂Ω = ψ|∂Ω

Notice now that, since the coordinates are harmonic, gijΓk
ij = 0 for all k = 1, · · · , n, where Γk

ij stand
for the Christoffel symbols associated to g in the {y}-coordinate system. Therefore

gij∂yiyj (ψ − v) = gij
(

∂yiyj (ψ − v)− Γk
ij∂yk(ψ − v)

)

= ∆g(ψ − v) =
1

√

det(g)
∂yi
(√

det(g)gij∂yj (ψ − v)
)

.

Furthermore, if q
2 < n, then v ∈ W

2, q
2

loc (Ω) →֒ W
1, nq

2n−q

loc (Ω) and nq
2n−q > n since q > n. Therefore

ψ − v ∈W 1,min{p, nq
2n−q

}

loc (Ω) ∩ C0(Ω) →֒W
1,2
loc (Ω) ∩ C0(Ω) is a weak solution to

∂yi
(√

det(g)gij∂yj (ψ − v)
)

= 0 in Ω

(ψ − v)|∂Ω = 0.
(5.13)

Since
√

det(g)gij ∈ C0(Ω), setting aij =
√

det(g)gij we can apply [25, Theorem 8.30] to ensure

that (5.13) has a unique W 1,2
loc (Ω) ∩ C0(Ω)-solution, which must then be the trivial one, establishing

ψ = v ∈W 2, q
2

loc (Ω).

Finally, if q
2 ≥ n, then v ∈ W 1,r

loc (Ω) ∩ C0(Ω) for any r < ∞. Taking r > n allows one to proceed

in the same manner as above to deduce ψ = v ∈W 2, q
2

loc (Ω).

We are now in a position to prove the main result of this section:

Theorem 5.6. Let (M3, g) be a smooth W
k,p
τ -AE manifold, relative to a structure of infinity with

coordinates {zi}3i=1 and p > 2, τ ∈ (−1,−1
2 ), k ≥ 4, and let M̂ be the one point compactification of M .

If Cg ∈ Lp1
σ (M,dVg) with −6 < σ < −4 and p1 = 3

6+σ , then (M3, g) can be conformally compactified

into (M̂, ĝ), and M̂ can be equipped with a preferred differentiable structure DHar(M̂) which is W 2,q-
compatible with the differentiable structure provided by the inverted coordinates x = z

|z|2 , such that

ĝ ∈ W 2,q(DHar(M̂ )) for some q > 3. In particular ĝ ∈ C1,α(DHar(M̂)) for some α ∈ (0, 1) and the
following properties holds at p∞:

1. yi(p∞) = 0;

2. ∂yi

∂xj (0) = δij ;

3. ĝ(∂yi , ∂yj )|0 = δij ,
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where the coordinates {yi}3i=1 above are the ones constructed in Corollary 5.1.

Proof. First, from Corollary 5.2 we know that ĝ ∈ W 1,q̄(DHar(M̂)) with q̄ = 3q0
3−q0

> 3. Since we need
only check this improved regularity statement around p∞, invoking Corollary 5.1 we can consider
{U, yi}3i=1 ∈ DHar(M̂) to be local harmonic coordinates with U a bounded neighbourhood of p∞.
Writing down the Ricci tensor Ricĝ in such harmonic coordinates around p∞, we find that:

Ricĝab = ĝij∂ij ĝab + fab(ĝ, ∂ĝ), (5.14)

where fab(ĝ, ∂ĝ) is quadratic on ∂ĝ. If necessary, considering an open set with smooth boundary

Ω ⊂⊂ U , we have ∂ĝ ∈ Lq̄(Ω), and thus fij ∈ L
q̄
2 (Ω). This, put together with (5.14) implies that

ĝij∂ij ĝab ∈ L
q̄
2 (Ω), (5.15)

where we have used Corollary 5.2 above so as to guarantee that Ricĝ ∈ Lq(Ω) for some q > 3.

Furthermore, since ĝij ∈ W 1,q̄(Ω), we can apply Proposition 5.5 to obtain first ĝij ∈ W
2, q̄

2
loc (Ω), which

implies ĝ ∈ W 2, q̄
2 (DHar(M̂ )) since away of p∞ this is already known. Thus, as long as q̄

2 < 3, we

have ∂ĝ ∈ W 1, q̄
2 →֒ Lq1 , where q1 = 3q̄

6−q̄ . Then, we can go back to (5.14) where now we control the

quadratic terms in L
q1
2 , which would give us ĝ ∈ W 2,

q1
2 . Therefore, we can start a bootstrap, where

at each step we begin with ĝ ∈W 2,
qi
2 and get g ∈W 2,

qi+1
2 with qi+1 =

3qi
6−qi

, and q0 = q̄, which works

as long as qi
2 < 3. Notice that

qi+1 =
3qi

6− qi
> qi ⇐⇒ 3 > 6− qi ⇐⇒ qi > 3,

since q0 = q̄ > 3, we then see that q1 > q̄ > 3 and hence, inductively, qi+1 > qi > q̄ > 3. Furthermore,
as long as the bootstrap works we have 3

2 <
qi
2 < 3, implying 0 < 6− qi < 3, and thus

qi+1 − qi =
(

3

6− qi
− 1

)

qi =

(
qi − 3

6− qi

)

qi >
qi − 3

3
qi >

q̄ − 3

3
q̄ > 0.

Hence, we see that qi+1 > q̄+ i q̄−3
3 q̄. This implies that after a finite number of iterations we must get

qi+1

2 > 3, at which step the argument stops and we achieve ĝ ∈ W 2,q for some q > 3. Finally, notice
that the properties of 1.− 3. at p∞ hold due to Corollary 5.1.

For future purposes, we would like to keep detailed track of the dependence of coordinates around
p∞ in DHar(M̂ ) to those in D0(M̂). In particular, we will make use of the following result which deals
with normal coordinates associated to DHar(M̂) around p∞.

Corollary 5.3. Let (M3, g) be a W k,p
τ -AE manifold relative to a structure of infinity with coordinates

{z}3i=1, −1 < τ < −1
2 , p > 2 and k ≥ 4. Let (M̂3, ĝ) be the one point conformal compactification

obtained for it in Lemma 5.1, so that ĝ = ϕ4g ∈W 2,q0(M̂), 2 < q0 < 3, with ϕ given as in this lemma.
Then, in a neighbourhood of p∞, there is a normal coordinate system {ȳi}3i=1 ∈ DHar(M̂) such that

1. ȳi(p∞) = 0;

2. ĝ(∂ȳi , ∂ȳj )|0 = δij and
∂ĝ(∂

ȳi
,∂

ȳj
)

∂ȳk
|0 = 0;

3. The functions ȳi = ȳi(y) are smooth with ȳi = yi +O∞(|y|2);

where above the coordinates {yi}3i=1 refer to harmonic coordinates in a neighbourhood of p∞ constructed
in Corollary 5.1. In particular, this implies that on a punctured ball Bǫ(p∞)\{p∞}:

ȳi = xi +O1(|x|1+α) =
zi

|z|2 +O1(|z|−1−α), (5.16)

for some α > 0, where xi = zi

|z|2 denotes the inverted coordinate system around p∞ defining D0.
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Proof. Since by Theorem 5.6 ĝ ∈ C1,α(DHar(M̂)), the first part of the corollary is achieved following
step by step the proof of [3, Proposition 1.25], and choosing therein the starting coordinate system as
the harmonic coordinates constructed in Corollary 5.1. After that, we are only left with the proof of
(5.16). To establish this expansion, notice that from Theorem 5.1 we know that on a punctured ball
Bǫ(p∞)\{p∞}

yi(x) = xi +O1(|x|1+α) =
zi

|z|2 +O1(|z|−1−α).

Therefore,

|y| = |x|+O1(|x|1+α) =
1

|z| +O1(|z|−1−α).

Putting this together with ȳi = yi +O∞(|y|2) implies

ȳi = xi +O1(|x|1+α) =
zi

|z|2 +O1(|z|−1−α).

6 Decompactification

Lemma 6.1. Let (M̂n, ĝ) be a closed manifold with ĝ ∈ W 2,q(M̂), q > n. Given a point p ∈ M̂ ,
let {xi}ni=1 be a normal coordinate system around p. Then, there is a conformal factor φ̂, smooth on

M̂\{p}, equal to |x|2−n in a neighbourhood of p and such that γ
.
= φ̂

4
n−2 ĝ is a W 2,q

δ (M,Φz̄)-AE metric

on M
.
= M̂\{p} with δ = n

q − 2. In particular, δ < −1, so that

γ(∂z̄i , ∂z̄j ) = δij +O1(|z̄|−1−α), (6.1)

for some α > 0, and where z̄i = xi

|x|2 stands for the Kelvin transform of the normal coordinates x and

provides the structure of infinity Φz̄.

Proof. All of the above lemma but for (6.1) is a restatement of the second half of Lemma B.1. To
establish (6.1), just notice that the first part of the lemma and the weighted Sobolev embeddings of
Theorem 2.4 imply that

γ(∂z̄i , ∂z̄j )− δij ∈W 2,q
δ (Rn\B1(0)) →֒ C1

δ (R
n\B1(0)),

which produces the desired expansion for any δ < −1− α < −1. That is, for 0 < α < −(δ + 1).

Lemma 6.2. Let (M3, g) be a smooth W
k,p
τ -AE manifold, relative to a structure of infinity with

coordinates {zi}3i=1 and p > 2, τ ∈ (−1,−1
2 ), k ≥ 4, such that Cg ∈ Lp1

σ (M,dVg) with −6 < σ < −4
and p1 = 3

6+σ . Let (M̂ , ĝ) be the conformal compactification achieved for it in Theorem 5.6, with

ĝ ∈ W 2,q(DHar(M̂)) with q > 3. Assume that γ = φ̂4ĝ is the decompactification of ĝ achieved in
Lemma 6.1 on M = M̂\{p∞}. Then, it holds that

γ(∂zi , ∂zj ) = δij +O(|z|−α). (6.2)

Furthermore, letting ȳ stand for the normal coordinates around p∞ ∈ M̂ constructed in Corollary 5.3

and defining the asymptotic coordinates z̄i
.
= ȳi

|ȳ|2 on M , then

z̄(z)− Id(z) ∈ C1
1−α(R

n\BR(0)) (6.3)

for some large R and some α > 0.
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Proof. Under our hypotheses, Corollary 5.3 gives us

ȳi =
zi

|z|2 +O1(|z|−1−α).

Therefore, |ȳ| = 1
|z| +O1(|z|−1−α), which implies

z̄i =
ȳi

|ȳ|2 =

zi

|z|2 +O1(|z|−1−α)

1
|z|2 +O1(|z|−2−α)

= zi +O1(|z|1−α),

which already establishes (6.3). Also,

∂z̄i

∂zj
= δij +O(|z|−α).

Finally, using Lemma 6.1 with the normal coordinates xi
.
= ȳi(z) on M̂ around p∞ so as to write

γ(∂z̄a , ∂z̄b) = δab +O1(|z̄|−1−α), we finally get:

γ(∂zi , ∂zj ) =
∂z̄a

∂zi
∂z̄b

∂zj
γ(∂z̄a , ∂z̄b),

=
(
δai +O(|z|−α)

) (
δbj +O(|z|−α)

) (
δab +O(|z|−1−α)

)
,

= δij +O(|z|−α),

where we have used that |z̄| = |z|+O1(|z|1−α).

Corollary 6.1. Consider the same setting as in the previous lemma and let u be the conformal factor
relating g = u4γ. Then, u− 1 = O(|z|−min(τ,α)).

Proof. The above Lemma implies

g(∂zi , ∂zj ) = δij +O(|z|−τ ) = u4(δij +O(|z|−α)).

Setting σij
.
= δij +O(|z|−α) we see that for |z| sufficiently large this matrix is invertible, with σ−1 =

δij +O(|z|−α), which can be derived using a Neumann series for σ−1. Therefore,

u4δij = σ−1
il

(
δlj +O(|z|−τ )

)
= δij +O(|z|−min(τ,α)). (6.4)

Tracing the equation we obtain u4 = 1 +O(|z|−min(τ,α)), from which the result follows.

Let us now present the following lemma, which is an adaptation to the inhomogeneous case of [6,
Theorem 1.17] and will allow us to improve the decay of solutions to Poisson-type equations when
the source of the equation decays fast. In this analysis, certain weight parameters in Sobolev spaces
where the Laplacian looses its Fredholm properties are distinguished due to their relevance. On an n-
dimensional manifold they are given by the so called exceptional values Z\{3−n, · · · ,−1} and thus one
says that δ is a non-exceptional weight if it does not lie in this set of exceptional values. Furthermore,
given δ ∈ R, one defines k−(δ) to be the maximum exceptional value such that k−(δ) ≤ δ.

Lemma 6.3. Let (Mn, g) be a W 2,q
τ (M)-AE manifold, with q > n and τ < 0. Assume u ∈W 2,q

δ (M),
δ < 0 non-exceptional. Assume that f ∈ Lq

δ′−2(M) for some δ′ < δ non-exceptional and that ∆gu = f .
If 2−n < δ < 0 and 1−n < δ′ < 2−n, then there is some constant C and a real number ρ ∈ [δ′, 2−n)
such that

u− C

|x|n−2
∈W 2,q

ρ (Rn\B1(0)). (6.5)
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Proof. Let us start by transferring the problem to R
n. With this in mind, we chose a cut off function

η, supported in the end of M and identically equal to one in a neighbourhood of infinity. Then,

∆g(ηu) = η∆gu+ 2〈∇η,∇u〉g + u∆gη = ηf + 2〈∇η,∇u〉g + u∆gη

One can also locally compute

∆g(ηu) = gij(∂ij(ηu)− Γl
ij∂l(ηu)) = ∆(ηu)− Γl

ii∂l(ηu) + (gij − δij)(∂ij(ηu)− Γl
ij∂l(ηu)),

which gives us

∆(ηu) = ηf + F ∈ Lq
max(δ′−2,δ−2+τ)(R

n), (6.6)

where

F
.
= −(gij − δij)∂ij(ηu) + 2〈∇η,∇u〉g + u∆gη + Γl

ii∂l(ηu) + (gij − δij)Γl
ij∂l(ηu) ∈ Lq

δ−2+τ (R
n). (6.7)

Recall that ∆ : W 2,q
ρ (Rn) → L

q
ρ−2(R

n) is Fredholm as long as ρ is non-exceptional due to Corollary
A.2, and, if necessary by increasing τ while keeping it negative, one has that δ0

.
= max(δ′, δ+τ) is non-

exceptional. From the Fredholm property, we know that ∆(ηu) ∈ Lq
δ0−2(R

n) is in Im(∆ :W 2,q
δ0

(Rn)→
L
q
δ0−2(R

n)) iff ∆(ηu) ∈ Ker⊥(∆∗ : Lq′

2−δ0−n(R
n) → W

−2,q′

−δ0−n(R
n)). In case δ0 < 2 − n, this cokernel

will be non-empty and this property can fail for f̄
.
= ηf + F . But, being Ker(∆∗|

Lq′

2−δ0−n
(Rn)

) finite

dimensional, we can modify f̄ in a fixed compact set, say the ball B1(0), by subtracting its projections
onto the elements of the cokernel and localising these contributions with a fixed cut-off function χ

supported in B1(0),
28 thus obtaining f̂ which agrees with f̄ outside a compact set but is actually an

element of Ker⊥(∆∗|
Lq′

2−δ0−n(R
n)
). Therefore, there is some element ϕ ∈ W 2,q

δ0
(Rn) such that ∆ϕ = f̂

and thus

∆(ηu− ϕ) = 0 on R
n\BR(0) for R > 1.

Since h
.
= ηu − ϕ → 0 as |x| → ∞, we may appeal to well-understood characterisation of harmonic

functions vanishing at infinity to expand h into spherical harmonics Yk:
29

h(x) =
∞∑

k=0

|x|2−n−kYk

(
x

|x|

)

, (6.8)

where Yk stand for the standard spherical harmonics, and the series above converges uniformly and
absolutely. Since 1 − n < δ′ < 2 − n, using (6.8) we see all terms except for the k = 0 one are in
W

2,q
δ′ (Rn\B1(0)), and recognising that the k = 0 contribution in (6.8) is of the form C

|x|n−2 , we have

that

ηu− C

|x|n−2
= ϕ ∈W 2,q

δ0
(Rn\B1(0)). (6.9)

If δ0 = max{δ′, δ + τ} < 2 − n, then we have already achieved the expansion (6.5). If this is not the
case, we may assume δ + τ > 2 − n > δ′, implying ηu = C

|x|n−2 +W
2,q
δ+τ (R

n\B1(0)) and improving

the decay of u by an amount equal to τ . We can then go back to (6.6)-(6.7) and start an iteration,
since such an improvement in the decay of u implies F ∈ L

q
δ+2τ−2(R

n\B1(0)) and thus ∆(ηu) ∈
L
q
max{δ′−2,δ+2τ−2}(R

n\B1(0)). Setting δ1
.
= max{δ′, δ + 2τ} and going through the arguments in

between (6.7) and (6.9) again with δ0 replaced by δ1, we obtain ηu − C
|x|n−2 ∈ W 2,q

δ1
(Rn\BR(0)). We

can iterate this procedure to get ηu− C
|x|n−2 ∈W 2,q

δi
(Rn\BR(0)), i ≥ 1, with δi

.
= δ+ iτ , until we have

28In a general situation, where Ker(∆∗|
L

q′

2−δ0−n
(Rn)

) may not be one dimensional, this procedure would look like a

Gram-Schmidt-type procedure.
29For reference, see [40, Appendix A Corollary A.19] and further details can be found in [24, Chapter 2, Sections H

and I].
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δi ≤ 2−n. If δi < 2−n, then we already have the expansion (6.5) setting ρ
.
= δi, and in the outlier case

where we hit δi = 2−n, we find ηu ∈W 2,q
σ (Rn\BR(0)) for all σ > 2−n, and thus choosing 2−n < σ <

2−n− τ , then F ∈ Lq
σ+τ−2(R

n\BR(0)) with τ +2−n < σ+ τ < 2−n and ∆(ηu) ∈ Lq
max{δ′−2,σ+τ−2}.

Going through the iteration once more, we find ηu− C
|x|n−2 ∈W 2,q

max{δ′,σ+τ}(R
n\BR(0)), where 1−n <

ρ
.
= max{δ′, σ + τ} < 2− n, and thus (6.5) is established also in this case.

Lemma 6.4. Consider the same setting as in Lemma 6.2 and let u be the conformal factor relating
g = u4γ. Assume Rg ∈ Lr

−3−ǫ(M,Φz) for some ǫ > 0 and r > 3. Then,

u = 1 +
C

|z̄| +O1(|z̄|−1−α) (6.10)

for some constant C, which is implicitly given as

C =
1

8ω2

∫

M

(
Rgu

5 −Rγu
)
dVγ , (6.11)

where above ω2 stands for the volume of the standard 2-unit sphere.

Proof. First, from Lemma 6.2, in particular equation (6.3), one knowns that Lr
δ-spaces are preserved

by the coordinate change z 7→ z̄, implying that Rg ∈ Lr
−3−ǫ(M,Φz̄). Also, from Lemma 6.1 γ is

W
2,q
δ (M,Φz̄)-AE, with δ < −1 and q > 3, and from conformal covariance of the conformal Laplacian

we know that

−8∆γu = Rgu
5 −Rγu. (6.12)

Thus, from Corollary 6.1 and our first observation above, we know that u− 1 ∈W 2,q
loc ∩L

q
ρ(M,Φz̄) for

some τ < ρ < 0.30 Furthermore, from Corollary 6.1 we know that u = 1 + O(|z̄|−ρ), which implies
that Rgu

5 ∈ Lr
−3−ǫ(M,Φz̄) and Rγu ∈ L

q
δ−2(M,Φz̄) with δ < −1. Now, since Lr

−3−ǫ(M,Φz̄) →֒
Lr′

−3−ǫ′(M,Φz̄) for any 3 < r′ ≤ r and 0 < ǫ′ < ǫ, we can (if necessary) decrease ǫ and r and
assume that 3 < r ≤ q and δ − 2 < −3 − ǫ, so that Lq

δ−2(M,Φz̄) →֒ Lr
−3−ǫ(M,Φz̄), implying

∆γ(u − 1) ∈ Lr
−3−ǫ(M,Φz̄) with u − 1 ∈ W

2,q
loc ∩ L

q
ρ(M,Φz̄), with ρ > −1 by hypothesis (τ > −1).

Since Lr
−3−ǫ(M,Φz̄) →֒ Lr

−ǫ(M,Φz̄), again by decreasing ǫ if necessary this implies Lq
ρ(M,Φz̄) →֒

Lr
−ǫ(M,Φz̄). That is, we have found

∆γ(u− 1) ∈ Lr
−3−ǫ(M,Φz̄) with u− 1 ∈W 2,r

loc ∩ Lr
−ǫ(M,Φz̄).

Then, Theorem A.3 implies that u − 1 ∈ W
2,r
−ǫ (M,Φz̄). Thus, we find u − 1 ∈ W

2,r
−ǫ (M,Φz̄) with

∆γ(u− 1) ∈ Lr
−3−ǫ and γ a W 2,q

δ (M,Φz̄)-AE metric. But then, Lemma 6.3 implies

u− 1− C

|z̄| ∈W
2,r
−1−α(R

3\B1(0),Φz̄), for some α > 0 and r > 3. (6.13)

This, in particular, implies that

u = 1 +
C

|z̄| +O1(|z̄|−1−α). (6.14)

Finally, to compute the constant C, integrate (6.12) on a large compact set DR such that ∂DR =
S2
R, where S

2
R denotes a topological 2-sphere of radius |z̄| = R, for some large R. Doing this, one gets:

∫

DR

(
Rgu

5 −Rγu
)
dVγ = −8

∫

DR

∆γudVγ = −8
∫

SR

〈∇u, νγ〉γdωγ ,

30The W
2,q
loc -condition actually follows since u is smooth.
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where νγ denotes the outward-pointing γ-unit normal to S2
R →֒ M , while dωγ denotes the induced

volume form on S2
R by γ. Since asymptotically one has

〈∇u, νγ〉γ = 〈∇u, νγ〉δ + (γij − δij)∇iuνjγ = 〈∇u, νδ〉δ + 〈∇u, νγ − νδ〉δ + (γij − δij)∇iuνjγ ,

= ∂νδu+O(|z̄|−3).

where above νδ =
z̄i

|z̄| denotes the Euclidean unit normal to S2
R and ∂νδu denotes the radial derivative

of u in the νδ-direction. Thus, we see that

∫

DR

(
Rgu

5 −Rγu
)
dVγ = −8

∫

SR

∂νδudωγ +O(R−1) = −8
∫

SR

∂νδudωδ +O(R−1),

= 8Cω2 +O(R−α)

Passing to the limit establishes (6.11):

C =
1

8ω2

∫

M

(
Rgu

5 −Rγu
)
dVγ

We can now present the main result of this section:

Theorem 6.1. Let (M3, g) be a W 4,p
τ -AE manifold with respect to a structure of infinity with coordi-

nates {zi}3i=1, with τ ∈ (−1,−1
2 ) and p > 2. Assume furthermore that:

1. Rg ∈ Lr
−3−ǫ(M,dVg) for some r > 3 and ǫ > 0;

2. Cg ∈ Lp1
σ (M,dVg) for some −6 < σ < −4 and p1 =

3
6+σ .

Then, there is a structure of infinity with coordinates {z̄i}3i=1, which is C1,α-compatible with the original
one, such that

g(∂z̄i , ∂z̄j ) =

(

1 +
4C

|z̄|

)

δij +O1(|z̄|−1−α), (6.15)

z̄(z) − Id(z) ∈ C1
1−α(R

n\BR0(0)), (6.16)

for some α > 0 and where the constant C is given by (6.11).

Proof. Under our hypotheses Theorem 5.6 follows. From this we obtain a conformal compactification
(M̂ , ĝ) satisfying the hypotheses of Lemma 6.1, and therefore we know that g is conformal to γ ∈
W

2,q
δ (M), q > 3, satisfying (6.1). Writing g = u4γ, Lemma 6.4 implies u satisfies (6.10). Therefore,

we can expand

u4 = 1 +
4C

|z̄| +O1(|z̄|−1−α), (6.17)

which put together with (6.1) implies (6.15), where the constant C is given by (6.11). Finally, the
expansion (6.16) follows from Lemma 6.2.

It is interesting to contrast the above result with the decay control one can achieve via the Ricci
tensor. In particular, from [6, Proposition 3.3], one knowns the Ricci tensor provides optimal control
for the decay of the metric to the Euclidean one in harmonic coordinates, which in turn are known
to provide optimal decay control among compatible end coordinate systems (see [6, Theorem 3.1]
and for related results [4, Theorem 5.2]). Thus, one may think that expansions of the type of (6.15)
should be readable in harmonic coordinates directly from controls on the Ricci tensor. In fact, if one
knew that Ricg ∈ Lp

δ−2(M,Φz) for some p > 3 and δ < −1, then would be able to extract (6.15) in
harmonic coordinates directly from the Ricci tensor. We would like to highlight that, in fact, such an
a priori decay condition on the Ricci tensor is quite strong. To see this, let us explore the case of a
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metric which is known to be asymptotically Schwarzschildian, and show that such a decay cannot be
extracted from the Ricci tensor if one does not a priori know it. That is, let us consider (M3, g) AE
with the following asymptotics:

gij = δij +
Aδij

|z| +O∞(|z|−2) (6.18)

Then, using (2.1), we find:

Ricgij = −
1

2
gab∂abgij +

1

2
(gia∂jF

a + gja∂iF
a) +O∞(|z|−4),

with F a = gklΓa
kl(g). Then, since g

ab∂abgij = Aδij∆|z|−1 +O∞(|z|−4), we find

Ricgij =
1

2
(gia∂jF

a + gja∂iF
a) +O∞(|z|−4).

Since

Γa
kl(g) =

gba

2
(∂kgbl + ∂lgbk − ∂bgkl) =

1

2
(∂kgal + ∂lgak − ∂agkl) +O∞(|z|−3),

=
A

2

(

−δal
zk

|z|3 − δak
zl

|z|3 + δkl
za

|z|3
)

+O∞(|z|−3),

F a = gklΓa
kl(g) =

A

2

(

−δak
zk

|z|3 − δal
zl

|z|3 + 3
za

|z|3
)

+O∞(|x|−3) =
A

2

za

|z|3 +O∞(|z|−3),

∂jF
a = −A

2

(
δaj

|z|3 − 3
zazj

|z|5
)

+O∞(|z|−4),

gia∂jF
a = −A

2

(
δij

|z|3 − 3
zizj

|z|5
)

+O∞(|z|−4),

gia∂jF
a + gja∂iF

a = −A
(
δij

|z|3 − 3
zizj

|z|5
)

+O∞(|z|−4),

which finally implies

Ricgij = −
A

2

(
δij

|z|3 − 3
zizj

|z|5
)

+O(|z|−4). (6.19)

Notice then that, as long as A 6= 0, the decay rate for the Ricci tensor is critical, in the sense that
Ricg can be seen to be in L

p
δ−2 for any δ > −1, but it is not in any δ ≤ −1. Thus, if one were

to have the metric g in any other coordinate system {yi}3i=1 such that the transformation y = y(z)
is asymptotic to the identity to a sufficiently high order, but where the Schwarzschildian expansion
(6.18) is not explicit,31 then one would not be able to deduce the existence of coordinates where (6.18)
holds analysing the decay of the Ricci tensor. Nevertheless, notice that

Rg = O∞(|z|−4) (6.20)

and thus

Cijk(g) = ∇kRicgij −∇jRicgik +
1

4
(∇jRggik −∇kRggij) ,

= ∇kRicgij −∇jRicgik +O(|z|−5) = ∂kRicgij − ∂jRicgik +O(|z|−5),

and from (6.19), we can compute

∂kRicgij = −
A

2

(

−3δijx
k

|z|5 − 3

(
δikz

j + δjkz
i

|z|5
)

+ 15
zizjzk

|z|7
)

+O(|z|−5),

= −A
2

(

−3δijx
k + δikz

j + δjkz
i

|z|5 + 15
zizjzk

|z|7
)

+O(|z|−5).

31Notice that any transformation of the form yi = zi + O∞(|z|0) will in general introduce terms at order 1
|y|

for

g(∂yi , ∂yj ), which would spoil the Schwarzschildian decay.
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Noticing the leading order in the above expression is symmetric under the interchange j ←→ k, we
find

Cijk(g) = O(|z|−5). (6.21)

We then see from (6.20)-(6.21) that g satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 6.1, and therefore
from it we can deduce the existence of a Schwarzschild-type expansion up to first order in some
other coordinate system. Notice this implies that Theorem 6.1 is able to detect if a metric has an
asymptotically Schwarzschild expansion in some coordinate system from the decay of Rg and Cg,
something we have seen is not possible from the analysis of the Ricci-tensor alone. Some interesting
and physically relevant examples related to this analysis will be presented in subsequent work.

7 The center of mass of an AE 3-manifold

In this section we aim to address a slightly strengthened version of Conjecture 1.2 stated in the
introduction and motivated by [14]. The proof of our result, which is an Lp-version (p > 1) of
Conjecture 1.2, is based on the results of the previous section, in particular on Theorem 6.1.

Let (M3, g) be an AE manifold, with τ > 1
2 , and assume then there is a structure of infinity with

coordinates xi where metric obeys the following decaying conditions:

gij = δij +
Aij

|x| +O1(|x|−1−α) (7.1)

We would like to prove that the asymptotics (7.1) imply the associated COM

Ck
BÓM

.
=

1

16πE
lim
r→∞

(∫

Sr

xk (∂igij − ∂jgii) νjdωr −
∫

Sr

(

gikν
i − giiνk

)

dωr

)

(7.2)

is well-defined, where above we are using the same notations adopted in Section 2.4.1.

Lemma 7.1. If (M3, g) is a smooth AE manifold satisfying the decaying conditions (7.1) for some
α > 0 and Rg ∈ L1

−4(R
3\B1(0)), then the center of mass (7.2) is well-defined.

Proof. Let us start by writing the scalar curvature as

Rg = gijgkl∂ikgjl − gijgkl∂ijgkl +O(g·(∂g)
2), (7.3)

and consider an annulus AR = BR\BR0 for R0, R sufficiently large, R > R0. Then, due to symmetry
of AR:

∫

AR

xaRgdx =

∫

AR

xaR odd
g dx. (7.4)

To compute the above integrals, notice that in (7.3) we are interested in the odd part of the O(g·(∂g)
2),

but to analyse it one needs a more explicit form. From (2.1) and (2.2), we know this expression is a
linear combination of quadratic forms on ∂g, which one can generically write as

Q = (g−1
· g−1

· g−1)·(∂g ⊗ ∂g) = (δ·δ·δ)·(∂g ⊗ ∂g) +O(|x|−5),

where the lower dots denote some specific contraction. So,

Qodd = (δ·δ·δ)·(∂g ⊗ ∂g)odd +O(|x|−5) = O((∂g)odd)O((∂g)even) +O(|x|−5).

Noticing that (7.1) implies ∂kgij = −Aijxk

|x|3 +O(|x|−2−α), we see that

(∂g)odd = −Aijx
k

|x|3 +O(|x|−2−α) = O(|x|−2),

(∂g)even = O(|x|−2−α),
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which implies

Qodd = O(|x|−4−α). (7.5)

Therefore,
∫

AR

xa
(

gijgkl∂ikgjl − gijgkl∂ijgkl
)

dx =

∫

AR

xaRgdx+O(R−α) + C, (7.6)

where the constant C above depends on R0, which is fixed. Below, we shall change this constant
appropriately, as long as it remains fixed once R0 is fixed.

Now, it also holds that
(

gijgkl∂ikgjl − gijgkl∂ijgkl
)

= ∂i

(

gijgkl∂kgjl − gijgkl∂jgkl
)

− gij∂igkl∂kgjl − gkl∂igij∂kgjl
+ gkl∂ig

ij∂jgkl + gij∂ig
kl∂jgkl,

= ∂i

(

gijgkl∂kgjl − gijgkl∂jgkl
)

+ f(g, ∂g).

One can make the above useful by noticing that
∫

AR

xa
(

gijgkl∂ikgjl − gijgkl∂ijgkl
)

dx =

∫

AR

xa∂i

(

gijgkl∂kgjl − gijgkl∂jgkl
)

dx+

∫

AR

xafodd(g, ∂g)dx,

=

∫

AR

xa∂i

(

gijgkl∂kgjl − gijgkl∂jgkl
)

dx+O(R−α) +C,

=

∫

SR

xa
(

gijgkl∂kgjl − gijgkl∂jgkl
)

νidωr

−
∫

AR

(

gajgkl∂kgjl − gajgkl∂jgkl
)

dx+O(R−α) + C

where the fodd-terms have been estimated using using (7.5) and ∂kg
ij = −giagjb∂kgab. One can

similarly see that

gajgkl∂kgjl − gajgkl∂jgkl = ∂lgal − ∂agll + h(δ, (g−1 − δ), ∂g).

Above, the function h(δ, (g−1 − δ), ∂g) is a linear combination of terms which have either the form
δ·(g

−1 − δ)·∂g or (g−1 − δ)·(g−1 − δ)·∂g. Then, notice that

(δ·(g
−1 − δ)·∂g)even = δ·(g

−1 − δ)even· (∂g)even + δ·(g
−1 − δ)odd· (∂g)odd = O(|x|−3−α),

(g−1 − δ)·(g−1 − δ)·∂g = O(|x|−4).
(7.7)

Therefore heven = O(|x|−3−α) implying
∫

AR

(

gajgkl∂kgjl − gajgkl∂jgkl
)

dx =

∫

AR

(∂lgal − ∂agll) dx+

∫

AR

hevendx,

=

∫

AR

(∂lgal − ∂agll) dx+O(R−α) +C,

=

∫

SR

(

galν
l − gllνa

)

dωr +O(R−α) + C.

Putting all the above together, we find
∫

AR

xa
(

gijgkl∂ikgjl − gijgkl∂ijgkl
)

dx =

∫

SR

xa
(

gijgkl∂kgjl − gijgkl∂jgkl
)

νidωr −
∫

SR

(

galν
l − gllνa

)

dωr

+O(R−α) + C.

Notice now that

(gijgkl∂kgjl − gijgkl∂jgkl)νi = (∂lgjl − ∂jgll)νj + h̃i(δ, g
−1 − δ, ∂g)νi,
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where again the functions h̃i(δ, g
−1 − δ, ∂g) have the same structure as the function h studied above.

Being νixa even, we again care about the even parts, which satisfy (7.7), implying
∫

SR

xa
(

gijgkl∂kgjl − gijgkl∂jgkl
)

νidωr =

∫

SR

(∂lgjl − ∂jgll)νjxadωr +

∫

SR

h̃eveni νixadωr,

=

∫

SR

(∂lgjl − ∂jgll)νjxadωr +O(R−α).

Putting the above together with (7.6), we finally find
∫

SR

(∂lgjl − ∂jgll)νixadωr −
∫

SR

(

galν
l − gllνa

)

dωr =

∫

AR

xaRgdx+O(R−α) + C. (7.8)

Let us then define, for each a = 1, 2, 3, the sequence {Ca
Rk
}∞k=1 by

Ca
Rk

.
=

∫

SRk

(∂lgjl − ∂jgll)νixadµ−
∫

SRk

(

galν
l − gllνa

)

dµ (7.9)

for Rk a sequence of monotonically increasing real numbers. Since Rg ∈ L1
−4(R

3\B1), notice that

‖Rg‖L1
−4(R

3\BR0
) =

∫

R3\BR0

|Rg|σ−(−4+3)dx =

∫

R3\BR0

|Rg|σdx,

where σ(x) = (1 + |x|2) 1
2 . Thus,

∫

R3\BR0

|Rg||x|dx . ‖Rg‖L1
−4(R

3\BR0
),

Thus, we see that (7.8) together with Rg ∈ L1
−4(R

3\B1) implies that {Ca
Rk
}∞k=1 is Cauchy, and

therefore the limit (7.2) exists.

We can now establish the main result of this section, which is basically a restatement of Theorem
6.1, accompanied with the convergence of the associated center of mass.

Theorem 7.1. Let (M3, g) be a W 4,p
τ -AE manifold with respect to a structure of infinity with coordi-

nates {zi}3i=1, satisfying

1. τ ∈ (−1,−1
2 );

2. Rg ∈ Lr
−4−ǫ(M,Φz) for some r > 3 and ǫ > 0;

3. Cg ∈ Lp1
σ (M,Φz) for some −6 < σ < −4 and p1 =

3
6+σ .

Then, there is a structure of infinity with coordinates {z̄i}3i=1, which is C1,α-compatible with the original
one, such that

g(∂z̄i , ∂z̄j ) =

(

1 +
4C

|z̄|

)

δij +O1(|z̄|−1−α),

z̄(z) − Id(z) ∈ C1
1−α(R

n\BR0(0)),

(7.10)

for some α > 0 and where the constant C is given by (6.11). Moreover, in this coordinates the center
of mass (7.2) is well defined.

Proof. The first part of the theorem is derived from Theorem 6.1 since our hypotheses are even stronger
in this case. Once (7.10) has been established, we have the following implication32

Rg ∈ Lp
−4−ǫ(M,Φz) and z̄(z)− Id(z) ∈ C1

1−α(R
n\BR0(0)) =⇒ Rg ∈ Lp

−4−ǫ(M,Φz̄).

Noticing that Lp
−4−ǫ(M,Φz̄) →֒ L1

−4(M,Φz̄), then Lemma 7.1 establishes that the center of mass is
well-defined with respect to the structure of infinity given by Φz̄, in the sense that the limit in (7.2)
exists.

32For details about this, the reader can consult [4, Corollary 3.1].
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A Appendix I: Fredholmness of ∆g on certain weighted spaces

Let (Mn, g) be a W 2,q
τ -AE manifold with q > n

2 and τ < 0. The objective of this appendix is to

review the Fredholm properties of the operator ∆g acting on W
2,p
δ -spaces. In order to motivate the

relevance of such a revision, let us first notice that these properties have been the focus of attention
of several highly influential papers. We would like to stress that precise Fredholm properties of the
Euclidean Laplacian are known since the work of Robert C. McOwen in [46]. In the literature one can
find several generalisations of such properties to general AE-manifolds with metrics of different degree
of regularity, specially in the case where ∆g acts on spaces W 2,p

δ with δ ∈ (2− n, 0). In this last case,
under mild assumptions ∆g actually becomes an isomorphism as can be consulted, for instance, in [45].
Nevertheless, we are interested in understanding such properties outside of the interval δ ∈ (2− n, 0),
and the classical reference for such a treatment clearly is the celebrated paper by Robert Bartnik
[6], which covers such generalisations contemplating also low regularity metrics (see [6, Proposition
2.2]). In this last paper, one of the ingredients along the analysis of the Fredholm properties of ∆g

is [6, Proposition 1.6], which concerns regularity properties of a priori very weak solutions of a class
of second order equations with coefficients of very weak regularity. Although the proof of this result
appears as a result of standard elliptic regularity combined with scaling techniques, actually, in our
opinion, the regularity statement seems to be out of the scope of the regularity theory one may find in
standard references, such as [25] (compare with Theorem 8.8 in Chapter 8 and Theorems in Chapter 9
of [25]). Typically, the results in such references require an a priori solution of W 1,2-regularity, which
are most of the time presented with stronger regularity conditions on the coefficients (such as local
L∞-bounds on all of them). Actually finding a result which accommodates all the local regularity
hypotheses of the operators treated in [6, Definition 1.5] does not seem to be so easy.

Let us also comment that the analysis of the regularity of weak solutions to equations with coef-
ficients of the regularity classes proposed in [6, Definition 1.5] seems to be rather close to the recent
treatment of regularity of solutions to elliptic problems with coefficients of very limited regularity
given in [10, 39, 63] (among others), which was motivated by a conjecture of J. Serrin [55]. Within the
PDE program associated to these papers, there seem to be very interesting counterexamples limiting
the extent of possible regularity theory, such as [55, 37]. In that spirit, we believe it is instructive
to present a self-contained version of the regularity properties stated in [6, Proposition 1.6] and their
application to obtain Fredholm statements for ∆g : W 2,p

δ → L
p
δ−2, for metrics of low regularity and

outside the interval δ ∈ (2 − n, 0). We anticipate that we are unable recover the full statement of [6,
Proposition 1.6], which should be compared with Theorem A.3 below. Nevertheless, the regularity we
do obtain seems to be enough to get the full extent of [6, Proposition 2.2] (compare with Corollary
A.3) .

With the above motivations in mind, we start by noticing that locally:

∆g = gij∂ij − gijΓl
ij∂l.

Therefore, using the notations of Section 2, on any bounded chart with smooth boundary {U, xi}ni=1

we have ∆g ∈ L2(W 2,q), and hence ∆g : W 2,p
0 (U) → Lp(U) is a bounded map for any 1 < p ≤ q due

to the same reasoning as in Lemma 2.2. Furthermore, the multiplication property of Theorem 2.3 also
shows that ‖∆g(ηu)‖Lp

δ−2(M) ≤ C‖ηu‖W 2,p
δ

(M) for any u ∈W
2,p
δ (M), η a cut-off function supported in

an end of M equal to one near infinity, 1 < p ≤ q and δ ∈ R. Thus, appealing to a partition of unity,
we see that:
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Proposition A.1. Let (Mn, g) be a W 2,q
τ -AE manifold with q > n

2 and τ < 0. Then, the operator ∆g

is a continuous map from W
2,p
δ (M)→ L

p
δ−2(M) for all 1 < p ≤ q and δ ∈ R.

We will now concentrate in proving a priori estimates, regularity and decay properties for solutions
to ∆gu = f . Our presentation will be based on the classical paper [51], adapting their results to our
notations and extending them to our context.

Lemma A.1. For any given real number ρ, if u ∈ W
2,p
loc (R

n) ∩ Lp
ρ(Rn), 1 < p < ∞, and ∆u ∈

L
p
ρ−2(R

n), then u ∈W 2,p
ρ (Rn) and there is a fixed constant C > 0, independent of u, such that:

‖u‖W 2,p
ρ (Rn) ≤ C

(

‖∆u‖Lp
ρ−2(R

n) + ‖u‖Lp
ρ(Rn)

)

(A.1)

Proof. We will appeal to the scaling properties associated to weighted spaces. First, let Ar = B2r\Br

and notice that using (Sru)(x) = u(rx) and ∂
β
x (Sru)(x) = r|β|∂βu(rx) for all |β| ≤ 2, we find that

r|β|p−n‖∂βu‖pLp(Ar)
= ‖∂β(Sru)‖pLp(A1)

. Then, we use interior elliptic estimates to write

∫

Ar

r|β|p−n|∂βxu(x)|pdx =

∫

A1

|∂βx (Sru)(x)|pdx ≤ ‖Sru‖pW 2,p(A1)
,

≤ C
∫

1
4
≤|x|≤4

(|∆(Sru)(x)|p + |(Sru)(x)|p) dx,

= C

∫

r
4
≤|x|≤4r

(
r2p−n|∆u(x)|p + r−n|u(x)|p

)
dx,

where the important point is that C > 0 depends on ∆, p, n but neither on u nor r > 0. Let us now
multiply the above inequality by r−ρp, to get

∫

r≤|x|≤2r

∣
∣r

−(ρ−|β|+n
p
)|∂βxu(x)|

∣
∣pdx ≤ C

∫

r
4
≤|x|≤4r

(∣
∣r

−(ρ−2+n
p
)|L∞u(x)|

∣
∣p +

∣
∣r

−ρ−n
p |u(x)|

∣
∣p
)

dx,

Notice now that above implies that there is another constant C ′, which may now also depend on ρ

and |β| ≤ m (but is still independent of r), for which we have

∫

r≤|x|≤2r

∣
∣|x|−(ρ−|β|+n

p
)|∂βxu(x)|

∣
∣pdx ≤ C ′

∫

r
4
≤|x|≤4r

(∣
∣|x|−(ρ−2+n

p
)|∆u(x)|

∣
∣p +

∣
∣|x|−ρ−n

p |u(x)|
∣
∣p
)

dx.

For r ≥ 1, by modifying C ′ we can replace in the above inequality |x| by σ(x). Then, we can pick
r = 2j , j ∈ N0, and sum over j to get

∫

Rn\B1

∣
∣|σ(x)|−(ρ−|β|+n

p
)|∂βxu(x)|

∣
∣pdx ≤ C ′

(

‖∆u‖p
Lp
ρ−2(R

n)
+ ‖u‖p

Lp
ρ(Rn)

)

,

where the right-hand side is finite by hypotheses. Summing over |β| ≤ 2, we find

‖u‖p
W 2,p

ρ (Rn\B1)
≤ C ′′

(

‖∆u‖p
Lp
ρ−2(R

n)
+ ‖u‖p

Lp
ρ(Rn)

)

, (A.2)

for some other constant C ′′ > 0, which implies the desired statements.

The above lemma will be useful to produce estimates near infinity in more general AE manifolds,
and will be combined with the following local result given by Lemma 3.1. The final goal is to establish:

Theorem A.2. Consider the Laplacian operator ∆g of a W 2,q
τ -AE metric, with q > n

2 and τ < 0,

defined on R
n. If 1 < p ≤ q and ρ ∈ R, then there is a constant C > 0 such that for all u ∈W 2,p

ρ (Rn)
we have the following elliptic estimate:

‖u‖W 2,p
ρ (Rn) ≤ C

(

‖∆gu‖Lp
ρ−2(R

n) + ‖u‖Lp
ρ(Rn)

)

. (A.3)
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Proof. First, use a cut-off function χR equal to one on BR(0) and supported in B2R(0), constructed
such that |∂kχR(x)| ≤ CkR

−k for any k ∈ N and a constant Ck > 0 independent of R, and then
decompose

u = χRu+ (1− χR)u = u1 + u2,

where u1 = χRu and u2 = (1−χR)u. Since on B2R(0) we have u1 ∈W 2,p
0 (B2R(0)) and the coefficients

of ∆g satisfy the regularity assumptions of Lemma 3.1, there is a constant C = C(g, p, n,R) > 0, such
that

‖u1‖W 2,p(B2R(0)) ≤ C(‖∆gu1‖Lp(B2R(0)) + ‖u1‖Lp(B2R(0))),

≤ C(‖χR∆gu‖Lp(B2R(0)) + ‖[∆g, χR]u‖Lp(B2R(0)) + ‖u1‖Lp(B2R(0))).

Then, from

[∆g, χR]u = 2〈∇χR,∇u〉g + u∆gχR, (A.4)

since the derivatives of χR are bounded to any order, one finds

‖[L,χR]u‖Lp(B2R(0)) ≤ 2‖〈∇χR,∇u〉g‖Lp(B2R(0)) + ‖u∆gχR‖Lp(B2R(0)) ≤ C(g,R)‖u‖W 1,p(B2R(0)).

Therefore, we then get a constant C ′ = C(g, p, n,R) > 0 such that

‖u1‖W 2,p(B2R(0)) ≤ C ′(‖∆gu‖Lp(B2R(0)) + ‖u‖W 1,p(B2R(0))).

Using the equivalence of the Lp and Lp-weighted norms on bounded domains, we deduce that there
is a fixed constant C1 > 0, independent of u, and which is fixed once R is fixed to any finite number,
such that

‖u1‖W 2,p
ρ (Rn) ≤ C1(g, n, p,R)

(

‖∆gu‖Lp
ρ(Rn) + ‖u‖W 1,p

ρ (Rn)

)

. (A.5)

To estimate u2, we start decomposing

∆gu2 = ∆u2 + (gij − δij)∂iju2 + gijΓl
ij∂lu2.

Since u2 ∈ W
2,p
ρ (Rn) by hypothesis, we can apply (A.1) to ∆ and use the above decomposition to

obtain:

‖u2‖W 2,p
ρ (Rn) ≤ C(‖∆u2‖Lp

ρ−2(R
n) + ‖u2‖Lp

ρ(Rn)),

≤ C(‖∆gu2‖Lp
ρ−2(R

n) + ‖(gij − δij)∂iju2‖Lp
ρ−2(R

n) + ‖gijΓl
ij∂lu2‖Lp

ρ−2(R
n) + ‖u2‖Lp

ρ(Rn)).

Noticing that supp(u2) ⊂ R
n\BR(0) and W

2,q
τ →֒ C0

τ , gives us

‖(gij − δij)∂iju2‖Lp
ρ−2(R

n) = ‖(gij − δij)∂iju2‖Lp
ρ−2(R

n\BR(0)),

≤
(

sup
x∈Rn\BR(0)

|gij − δij |
)

‖∂2u2‖Lp
ρ−2(R

n\BR(0))
,

≤
(
‖g−1 − δ‖C0

τ

)
σ(R)τ‖u2‖W 2,p

ρ (Rn\BR(0))

= C(g)Rτ‖u2‖W 2,p
ρ (Rn\BR(0))

.

Concerning the lower order terms, first notice that gijΓl
ij ∈ W

1,q
τ−1(R

n) →֒ W
1,q
γ−1(R

n) for any

0 > γ > τ . Since supp(u2) ⊂ R
n\BR(0), let us pick a fixed cut-off function η ∈ C∞

0 (B1(0)), 0 ≤ η ≤ 1,
η ≡ 1 on B 1

2
(0), and then scale it to ηR(x)

.
= η(R−1x) ∈ C∞

0 (BR(0)), and ηR|BR
2
(0) ≡ 1. Then
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(1 − ηR) is supported in R
n\BR

2
(0) and is identically equal to one on R

n\BR(0), implying that

(1− ηR)|supp(u2) ≡ 1. Therefore

gijΓl
ij∂lu2 = (1− ηR)gijΓl

ij∂lu2.

Then, appealing to the multiplication property in Theorem 2.4, we find that

W
1,q
γ−1(R

n)⊗W 1,p
ρ−1(R

n) →֒ L
p
ρ−2(R

n),

holds as long as τ < γ < 0, since q > n
2 . Thus, there is a constant C > 0, independent of u2 and R,

such that

‖gijΓl
ij∂lu2‖Lp

ρ−2(R
n) ≤ C‖(1− ηR)gijΓl

ij‖W 1,q
γ−1(R

n)
‖∂lu2‖W 1,p

ρ−1(R
n)

≤ C ′(g)




∑

|i,j,l|≤n

‖(1 − ηR)Γl
ij‖W 1,q

γ−1(R
n)



 ‖u2‖W 2,p
ρ (Rn)

.
(A.6)

Notice now that

‖(1− ηR)Γl
ij‖Lq

γ−1(R
n) ≤ 2‖Γl

ij‖Lq
γ−1(R

n\BR
2
(0))

. (A.7)

Similarly, since

∂((1 − ηR)Γl
ij) = (1− ηR)∂Γl

ij − ∂ηRΓl
ij,

= (1− ηR)∂Γl
ij −R−1(∂η)(R−1x)Γl

ij,

we find

‖∂((1 − ηR)Γl
ij)‖Lq

γ−2(R
n) ≤ ‖(1 − ηR)∂Γl

ij‖Lq
γ−2(R

n) + ‖R−1(∂η)(R−1·)Γl
ij‖Lq

γ−2(R
n). (A.8)

But since
∫

Rn

|R−1(∂η)(R−1x)Γl
ij |qσ−(γ−2+n

q
)q
dx =

∫

BR\BR
2

|R−1(∂η)(R−1x)Γl
ij |qσ−(γ−2+n

q
)q
dx,

≤



 sup
x∈BR\BR

2

|∂η(R−1x)|





q
∫

BR\BR
2

R−q|Γl
ij |qσ−(γ−2+n

q
)q
dx,

≤ ‖∂η‖qL∞(B1(0))

∫

BR\BR
2

|Γl
ij|q|x|−qσ

−(γ−2+n
q
)q
dx,

≤ C‖∂η‖qL∞(B1(0))

∫

BR\BR
2

|Γl
ij |qσ−qσ

−(γ−2+n
q
)q
dx,

≤ C‖∂η‖qL∞(B1(0))

∫

BR\BR
2

|Γl
ij |qσ−(γ−1+n

q
)q
dx,

where the constant C = C(q) > 0 appearing in the fourth-line above arises from the estimate |x|−q ≤
C(q)(1 + |x|2)− q

2 for any |x| ≥ 1. The above estimate implies that

‖R−1(∂η)(R−1·)Γl
ij‖Lq

γ−2(R
n) ≤ C(n, q)‖Γl

ij‖Lq
γ−1(R

n\BR
2
(0))

,

which put together with (A.8) implies

‖∂((1 − ηR)Γl
ij)‖Lq

γ−2(R
n) ≤ C ′(n, q)‖Γl

ij‖W 1,q
γ−1(R

n\BR
2
(0)).
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This can be put together with (A.7) to obtain

‖((1 − ηR)Γl
ij)‖W 1,q

γ−1(R
n) ≤ C

′′(n, q)‖Γl
ij‖W 1,q

γ−1(R
n\BR

2
(0)). (A.9)

Now, since τ < γ < 0, choosing R large enough, we furthermore have

‖Γl
ij‖W 1,q

γ−1(R
n\BR

2
(0))
≤ σ−(γ−τ)

(
R

2

)

‖Γl
ij‖W 1,q

τ−1(R
n\BR

2
(0))

,

≤ CR−(γ−τ)‖Γl
ij‖W 1,q

τ−1(R
n\BR

2
(0))

,
(A.10)

for a constant independent of R > 1. Therefore, putting (A.6) together with (A.9) and (A.10), we
find:

‖gijΓl
ij∂lu2‖Lp

ρ−2(R
n\BR(0)) ≤ C(n, p, q, g)R−(γ−τ)‖u2‖W 2,p

ρ (Rn).

Thus, there are constants C,C ′ > 0, independent booth of u and R, such that,

‖u2‖W 2,p
ρ (Rn) ≤ C

(
‖∆gu2‖Lp

ρ−2(R
n) + C ′(n, p, q, g)(Rτ +R−(γ−τ))‖u2‖W 2,p

ρ (Rn) + ‖u2‖Lp
ρ(Rn)

)

Picking R sufficiently large, we can absorb the highest order term in the right-hand side into the
left-hand side and obtain

‖u2‖W 2,p
ρ (Rn)

≤ C2(n, p, q, g,R)
(
‖∆gu2‖Lp

ρ−2(R
n) + ‖u2‖Lp

ρ(Rn)

)
.

Once R has been fixed so that the above estimate holds, we deduce that

‖u2‖W 2,p
ρ (Rn) ≤ C2(‖(1 − χR)∆gu‖Lp

ρ−2(R
n) + ‖[∆g, 1− χR]u‖Lp

ρ−2(R
n) + ‖u‖Lp

ρ(Rn)).

Using that [∆g, 1− χR]u = −2〈∇χR,∇u〉g − u∆gχR is of first order on u and is supported in B2R(0)
(since each term involved at least one derivative on χR), with the same kind of computations done
after (A.4), we find

‖u2‖W 2,p
ρ (Rn)

≤ C2(‖∆gu‖Lp
ρ−2(R

n) + ‖u‖W 1,p(B2R(0)) + ‖u‖Lp
ρ(Rn)).

Noticing now that the bounded set B2R(0) is fixed, since R has been fixed already, we once more
appeal to the equivalence of weighted and unweighted norms on compacts to estimate ‖u‖W 1,p(B2R(0)) ≤
C(R)‖u‖

W 1,p
ρ (B2R(0))

, and thus we find

‖u2‖W 2,p
ρ (Rn) ≤ C3(n, p, q, g,R)

(

‖∆gu‖Lp
ρ−2(R

n) + ‖u‖W 1,p
ρ (Rn)

)

.

Recalling once more that the constant in (A.5) is also fixed, putting all of this together

‖u‖W 2,p
ρ (Rn) ≤ ‖u1‖W 2,p

ρ (Rn) + ‖u2‖W 2,p
ρ (Rn) ≤ C

(

‖∆gu‖Lp
ρ−2(R

n) + ‖u‖W 1,p
ρ (Rn)

)

Finally, the interpolation inequality of Theorem 2.3 finishes the proof.

Let us now recall the following interpolation result, extracted from [51, Lemma 3.1]:

Lemma A.2. Let χ ∈ C∞
0 (B2(0)) be a a cut-off function which is equal to one on B1(0), and define

χR(x)
.
= χ( xR ) for any R > 1. Given any ǫ > 0, there is a constant Cǫ > 0, such that

∑

|α|=1

‖χRσ
1−δ−n

p ∂αu‖Lp(Rn) ≤ ǫ
∑

|α|≤2

‖χ2
Rσ

|α|−δ−n
p ∂αu‖Lp(Rn) + Cǫ‖u‖Lp

δ
(Rn) (A.11)

holds for all u ∈W 2,p
loc (R

n) ∩ Lp
δ(R

n).
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Remark A.1. Let us highlight that [51, Lemma 3.1] is stated under the stronger assumption that
u ∈W 2,p(Rn), although it follows from the proof that the same result holds if u ∈W 2,p

loc (R
n)∩Lp

δ(R
n).

We shall exploit the above lemma in the following theorem, which represents our version of [6,
Proposition 1.6].

Theorem A.3. Let (Mn, g) be a W 2,q
τ -AE manifold with q > n

2 and τ < 0. Letting p be a real number

1 < p ≤ q such that 1
q − 1

n ≤ 1
p <

1
q′ +

1
n , if u ∈ L

p
δ ∩L

q′

loc, δ ∈ R, and ∆gu ∈ Lp
δ−2, then u ∈W

2,p
δ and

‖u‖
W 2,p

δ
≤ C

(

‖∆gu‖Lp
δ−2

+ ‖u‖Lp
δ

)

. (A.12)

Proof. First, under our hypotheses, locally we have ∆g = gij∂ij − gijΓl
ij∂l ∈ L2(W 2,q) and thus

Corollary 4.5 applies to it to show that u ∈ Lq′

loc and ∆gu ∈ Lp
loc implies u ∈ W 2,p

loc . Then, assuming

for simplicity M has only one end, we consider a partition of unity {ηα}Nα=1, with {ηi}N−1
i=1 covering

the compact core of M and supp(ηi) ⊂ Ui,
33 while ηN is supported in the end M\K of M , so that

u =
∑

α ηαu, and fixing η
.
= ηN we concentrate on the case of v

.
= ηu, which we treat as an element of

W
2,p
loc (R

n)∩Lp
δ(R

n) which is supported on R
n\B1(0). Consider then a cut-off function χ ∈ C∞

0 (B2(0))
which is equal to one on B1(0), and then define χR(x)

.
= χ( xR ) for some R > 1. Then, χRv is supported

on B2R(0)\B1(0) and

∂(χ2
Rv)(x) = χ2

R(x)∂v(x) + ∂χ2
R(x)v(x) = χ2

R(x)∂v(x) + 2R−1χR∂χ
( x

R

)

v(x),

∂2(χ2
Rv)(x) = χ2

R(x)∂
2v(x) + 4R−1χR∂χ

( x

R

)

∂v(x) + 2R−2∂χ
( x

R

)

∂χ
( x

R

)

v(x)

+ 2R−2χR∂
2χ
( x

R

)

v(x)

and we aim to estimate
∑

|α|≤2

‖χ2
Rσ

|α|−δ−n
p ∂αv‖Lp(Rn) = ‖σ2−δ−n

p χ2
R∂

2v‖Lp(Rn) + ‖σ1−δ−n
pχ2

R∂v‖Lp(Rn) + ‖χ2
Rσ

−δ−n
p v‖Lp(Rn),

≤ C
(

‖σ2−δ−n
p ∂2(χ2

Rv)‖Lp(Rn) + ‖R−1χRσ
2−δ−n

p ∂v‖Lp(AR)

+ ‖σ2−δ−n
pR−2v‖Lp(AR) + ‖R−2χRσ

2−δ−n
p v‖Lp(AR)

+ ‖σ1−δ−n
p ∂(χ2

Rv)‖Lp(B2R(0)) + ‖R−1χRσ
1−δ−n

p ∂v‖Lp(AR)

+ ‖σ−δ−n
pχ2

Rv‖Lp(B2R(0))

)

,

≤ C ′
(

‖χ2
Rv‖W 2,p

δ
(Rn) + ‖χRσ

1−δ−n
p ∂v‖Lp(B2R(0))

+ ‖χRσ
−δ−n

p v‖Lp(B2R(0)) + ‖σ−δ−n
p v‖Lp(Rn)

)

.

(A.13)

where above C,C ′ > 0 are independent of R, and in the second estimate we have denoted by AR
.
=

B2R(0)\BR(0) highlighting that supp(∂χR) ⊂ AR. Also, in the third estimate we have made use of
the fact that on AR one has |x| ≤ 2R and thus, there is a constant C ′′ > 0, independent of R, such
that:

‖R−1χRσ
2−δ−n

p ∂v‖Lp(AR(0)) ≤ 2‖(2R)−1χRσ
2−δ−n

p ∂v‖Lp(AR(0)) ≤ 2‖|x|−1χRσ
2−δ−n

p ∂v‖Lp(AR(0)),

≤ C ′′‖χRσ
1−δ−n

p ∂v‖Lp(AR(0)),

‖σ2−δ−n
pR−2v‖Lp(AR) ≤ C ′′‖σ−δ−n

p v‖Lp(AR) ≤ C ′′‖σ−δ−n
p v‖Lp(Rn),

‖R−2χRσ
2−δ−n

p v‖Lp(AR(0)) ≤ C ′′‖σ−δ−n
p χRv‖Lp(AR(0)),

‖R−1χRσ
1−δ−n

p ∂v‖Lp(AR(0)) ≤ C ′′‖σ−δ−n
p χR∂v‖Lp(AR(0)) ≤ C ′′‖σ1−δ−n

p χR∂v‖Lp(AR(0))

33We take the Ui sets as bounded subsets with smooth boundary, which is always possible.
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We can apply the estimates Theorem A.2 to the first term in the right-hand side of (A.13), so that

‖χ2
Rv‖W 2,p

δ (Rn)
≤ C0(‖∆g(χ

2
Rv)‖Lp

δ−2(R
n) + ‖χ2

Rv‖Lp
δ
(Rn)),

≤ C0(‖χ2
R∆gv‖Lp

δ−2(R
n) + ‖[∆g, χ

2
R]v‖Lp

δ−2(R
n) + ‖χ2

Rv‖Lp
δ (R

n)),

where

[∆g, χ
2
R]v = 2〈∇χ2

R,∇v〉g + v∆gχ
2
R,

which is compactly supported in the annulus AR = B2R(0)\BR(0). Therefore,
∥
∥[∆g, χ

2
R]v
∥
∥
Lp
δ−2(AR)

≤ 2
∥
∥|∇χ2

R| |∇v|
∥
∥
Lp
δ−2(AR)

+ ‖v∆gχ
2
R‖Lp

δ−2(AR), (A.14)

and using that

∂kχ
2
R = 2R−1χR∂kχ

( x

R

)

,

∂lkχ
2
R = 2R−2χR∂lkχ

( x

R

)

+ 2R−2∂lχ
( x

R

)

∂kχ
( x

R

)

,

we find a constant C = C(g) > 0, independent of R, such that:

‖v∆gχ
2
R‖Lp

δ−2(AR) ≤ C(g)(‖v∂2χ2
R‖Lp

δ−2(AR) + ‖vΓ∂χ2
R‖Lp

δ−2(AR)),

≤ C ′(g)(R−2‖v‖Lp
δ−2(AR) +R−1‖∂χ(R−1·)ΓχRv‖Lp

δ−2(R
n)),

≤ C ′′(n, p, q, g)(R−2‖v‖Lp
δ−2(AR) +R−1‖∂χ(R−1·)Γ‖W 1,q

τ−1(R
n\B1)

‖χRv‖W 1,p
δ−1(R

n\B1))
),

≤ C ′′′(n, p, q, g)
(

R−2‖v‖Lp
δ−2(AR) +R−1

(

‖χRv‖Lp
δ−1(B2R\B1)

+ ‖∂(χRv)‖Lp
δ−2(B2R\B1)

))

,

≤ C ′′′(n, p, q, g)(R−2‖v‖Lp
δ−2(AR) +R−1‖χRv‖Lp

δ−1(B2R\B1)
+R−1‖χR∂v‖Lp

δ−2(B2R\B1)
),

where in the third inequality we used the multiplication property on R
n, then the compact support of

χ to localise, and then the factor ‖∂χ(R−1·)Γ‖
W 1,q

τ−1(R
n\B1)

is estimated along the same lines as (A.9).

Using these expressions back in (A.14), we find a new constant C = C(n, p, q, g) > 0 such that:
∥
∥[∆g, χ

2
R]v
∥
∥
Lp
δ−2(AR)

≤ C(R−1‖χR∇v‖Lp
δ−2(B2R\B1)

+R−2‖v‖Lp
δ−2(B2R\B1))

+R−1‖χRv‖Lp
δ−1(B2R\B1)

),

= C
(
R−1‖χR∇vσ−δ+2−n

p ‖Lp(B2R\B1))
+R−2‖vσ−δ+2−n

p ‖Lp(B2R\B1))

+R−1‖χRvσ
−δ+1−n

p ‖Lp(B2R\B1)

)
,

≤ C
(
‖χR∇v|x|−1σ

−δ+2−n
p ‖Lp(B2R\B1))

+ ‖v|x|−2σ
−δ+2−n

p ‖Lp(B2R\B1))
,

+ ‖v|x|−1σ
−δ+1−n

p ‖Lp(B2R\B1)

)
,

≤ C ′(n, p, q, g)
(
‖χR∇vσ−δ+1−n

p ‖Lp(B2R\B1)
+ ‖vσ−δ−n

p ‖Lp(B2R\B1))

)
,

≤ C ′(n, p, q, g)
(
‖χR∇vσ1−δ−n

p ‖Lp(B2R\B1)
+ ‖v‖Lp

δ
(Rn)

)
,

We therefore find another constant C = C(n, p, q, g) > 0 such that

‖χ2
Rv‖W 2,p

δ (Rn)
≤ C(‖χ2

R∆gv‖Lp
δ−2(R

n) + ‖χR∂vσ
1−δ−n

p ‖Lp(Rn) + ‖v‖Lp
δ
(Rn)),

which gives us

∑

|α|≤2

‖χ2
Rσ

|α|−δ−n
p ∂αv‖Lp(Rn) ≤ C

(

‖χ2
R∆gv‖Lp

δ−2(R
n) + ‖χRσ

1−δ−n
p ∂v‖Lp(Rn) + ‖v‖Lp

δ
(Rn)

)

We can estimate the first order term above using (A.11), so as to obtain

∑

|α|≤2

‖χ2
Rσ

|α|−δ−n
p ∂αv‖Lp(Rn) ≤ C

(

‖χ2
R∆gv‖Lp

δ−2(R
n) + ǫ

∑

|α|≤2

‖χ2
Rσ

|α|−δ−n
p ∂αu‖Lp(Rn) + (1 + Cǫ)‖u‖Lp

δ
(Rn)

)
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Therefore, picking ǫ < 1
C(n,p,q,g) in (A.11), we find that there is some other constant C ′ > 0 independent

of R > 1 and v such that
∑

|α|≤2

‖χ2
Rσ

|α|−δ−n
p ∂αv‖Lp(Rn) ≤ C ′

(

‖χ2
R∆gv‖Lp

δ−2(R
n) + ‖u‖Lp

δ
(Rn)

)

As long as ∆gv ∈ L
p
δ−2(R

n), we can take the limit R → ∞ in the above inequality to obtain v ∈
W

2,p
δ (Rn), with the estimate:

‖v‖W 2,p
δ

(Rn) =
∑

|α|≤2

‖σ|α|−δ−n
p ∂αv‖Lp(Rn) ≤ C ′

(

‖∆gv‖Lp
δ−2(R

n) + ‖u‖Lp
δ (R

n)

)

.

Now recalling that v = ηu, this already proves that u ∈W 2,p
δ (M), and putting together the above

estimate with the corresponding interior estimates for each ηiu supported in the compact core, we find
(A.12).

Corollary A.1. Let (Mn, g) be a C∞
τ -AE manifold with τ < 0. If u ∈ Lp

δ(M), δ ∈ R, p > 1, and

∆gu ∈W k,p
δ−2(M), then u ∈W k+2,p

δ (M).

Proof. The case k = 0 is given by Theorem A.3, and to establish the general case we work by induction.
Assuming the claim holds for some k ≥ 0 and that ∆gu ∈W k+1,p

δ−2 , we have a priori from the inductive

hypothesis that u ∈W k+2,p
δ . Considering a cut-off function η equal to zero in the compact core of M

and to one in a neighbourhood of infinity, we have

∆g(η∂iu) = η∆g(∂iu) + 2〈∇η,∇(∂iu)〉g + ∂iu∆gη. (A.15)

Noticing that

η∆g(∂iu) = η
(

gab∂ab(∂iu)− gabΓl
ab∂liu

)

,

= η
(

∂i

(

gab∂abu
)

− ∂igab∂abu− ∂i
(

gabΓl
ab∂lu

)

+ gab∂iΓ
l
ab∂lu+ ∂ig

abΓl
ab∂lu

)

,

= η
(

∂i (∆gu)− ∂igab∂abu+ gab∂iΓ
l
ab∂lu+ ∂ig

abΓl
ab∂lu

)

.

Since the last two terms in (A.15) are compactly supported and

η∂ig
ab∂abu ∈ C∞

τ−1 ⊗W k,p
δ−2 →֒ W

k,p
δ−3,

ηgab∂iΓ
l
ab∂lu ∈ L∞ ⊗ C∞

τ−2 ⊗W k+1,p
δ−1 →֒ W

k,p
δ−3,

η∂ig
abΓl

ab∂lu ∈ C∞
τ−1 ⊗ C∞

τ−1 ⊗W k+1,p
δ−1 →֒W

k,p
δ−3

Thus, ∆g(η∂iu)− η∂i (∆gu) ∈W k,p
δ−3, and ∆gu ∈W k+1,p

δ−2 . Then, the inductive hypothesis implies

∆g(η∂iu) ∈W k,p
δ−3 =⇒ η∂iu ∈W k+2,p

δ−1 .

Therefore, we find

∆gu ∈W k+1,p
δ−2 =⇒ ηu ∈W k+2,p

δ and η∂iu ∈W k+2,p
δ−1 =⇒ ηu ∈W k+3,p

δ ,

which proves the inductive step and general claim follows.

We shall now present semi-Fedholm properties for ∆g, but it is exactly at this point that the
exceptional values of the weight-parameter come into play crucially. Let recall that on an n-dimensional
manifold they are given by the the real numbers Z\{3−n, · · · ,−1} and thus one says that δ is a non-
exceptional weight if it does not lie in such a set of exceptional values. Furthermore, given δ ∈ R, one
defines k−(δ) to be the maximum exceptional value such that k−(δ) ≤ δ.
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Theorem A.4. Let (Mn, g) be a W 2,q
τ -AE manifold with q > n

2 and τ < 0. If 1 < p ≤ q and δ is

non-exceptional, then the map ∆g :W
2,p
δ → L

p
δ−2 is semi-Fredholm.

Proof. The proof in this case follows from the arguments of [6, Theorem 1.10]. First, let SR →֒M be a
large sphere contained in the end of M , define ΩR to be the interior domain such that ∂ΩR = SR and
AR

.
= Ω2R\ΩR. Then use a cut-off function χR such that 0 ≤ χR ≤ 1 satisfies χR(x) = 1 on ΩR while

supp(χR) ⊂ Ω2R. Let ‖ · ‖Op,R denote the operator norm for maps W 2,p
δ (M)→ L

p
δ−2(M) restricted to

functions with support inM\ΩR, so that multiplication properties guarantee that ‖∆g−∆‖Op,R = o(1)
as R→∞.34 Then, one can follow the proof of [6, Theorem 1.10] between equations (1.27) and (1.28)
to obtain

‖u∞‖W 2,p
δ

(M) ≤ C
(

‖∆gu‖Lp
δ−2(M) + ‖u‖W 1,p

δ
(AR)

)

,

where u∞ = (1 − χR)u, although one subtle clarification is in order. In [6, Theorem 1.10], the first
estimate after equation (1.27) appeals to a sharp estimate obtained in [6, Theorem 1.7, equation (1.22)].
This last sharp estimate is obtained (among other things) appealing to [6, Proposition 1.6, equation
(1.19)],35 which (as stated within the proposition) we have commented seems to be out of the scope
of standard regularity results, motivating all this revision in the first place. Notice nonetheless, that
Theorem A.3 is our self-contained version of [6, Proposition 1.6] with the estimate (A.12) replacing
equation (1.19) in [6]. In such a case, when Theorem A.3 is applied to the Euclidean Laplacian, then
the exponent p can be taken in the interval 1 < p <∞, which would agree with [6, Proposition 1.6] in
this special case, which is the one used within the proof of [6, Theorem 1.7, equation (1.22)], and thus
the argument in between equations (1.27) and (1.28) within the proof of [6, Theorem 1.10] is sound.

Then, we can apply estimate (A.12) to u0
.
= χRu ∈W 2,p

δ so as to obtain

‖u0‖W 2,p
δ (M)

≤ C
(

‖∆gu0‖Lp
δ−2(M) + ‖u0‖Lp

δ−2(Ω2R)

)

,

≤ C ′
(

‖χR∆gu‖Lp
δ−2(M) + ‖u‖W 1,p

δ
(AR) + ‖χRu‖Lp

δ−2(Ω2R)

)

.

Thus, for some other constant C > 0 independent of u, it follows that:

‖u‖W 2,p
δ

(M) ≤ C
(

‖∆gu‖Lp
δ−2(M) + ‖u‖W 1,p

δ
(AR) + ‖u‖Lp

δ−2(Ω2R)

)

,

Having already fixed R in the above procedure, the above estimate implies the following one:

‖u‖W 2,p
δ

(M) ≤ C
′
(

‖∆gu‖Lp
δ−2(M) + ‖u‖W 1,p(Ω2R)

)

, (A.16)

for a constant C ′ depending on such a choice of R. We may then apply the interpolation inequality

‖u‖W 1,p(Ω2R) ≤ ǫ‖u‖W 2,p(Ω2R) + Cǫ‖u‖Lp(Ω2R) ≤ ǫC ′′(R)‖u‖
W 2,p

δ (Ω2R)
+Cǫ‖u‖Lp(Ω2R),

≤ ǫC ′′(R)‖u‖W 2,p
δ

(M) + Cǫ‖u‖Lp(Ω2R),

and absorb the second order term into the left hand side of (A.16) by picking ǫ small enough, finally
obtaining:

‖u‖
W 2,p

δ
≤ C

(

‖∆gu‖Lp
δ−2(M) + ‖u‖Lp(Ω2R)

)

,

for sufficiently large R. This broken scale estimate allows one to continue as in [6, Theorem 1.10] to
establish the semi-Fredholm property via standard functional analytic methods.

34This is a difference between our proof and the one in [6, Theorem 1.10]: there, the functional hypotheses on the
coefficients are weaker. In particular, there the author admits operators with zero order coefficients in Lr

τ−2 for r > n
2
.

Nevertheless, our multiplication properties do not guarantee Lr
τ−2(R

n)⊗W
2,p
δ (Rn) →֒ L

p
δ−2(R

n), even for p > n
2
, unless

one assumes a priori r ≥ p > n
2
as well.

35See [6, Page 669].
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We now want to present Fredholm properties of ∆g, and for that one needs a more explicit char-
acterisation of its adjoint map. With this in mind, let us recall:

W
−k,p′

−δ−n(M)
.
=
(

W
k,p
δ (M)

)′
.

Proposition A.5. Let (Mn, g) be a W 2,q
τ -AE manifold, with q > n

2 and τ < 0. Letting 1 < p ≤ q and

δ ∈ R, the Laplace operator extends by duality to a bounded map ∆g : Lp′

2−δ−n(M)→W
−2,p′

−δ−n(M) and,

moreover, ∆∗
g|Lp′

2−δ−n
(M)

=
√

det(g)∆g|Lp′

2−δ−n
(M)

.

Proof. Let U denote either a bounded coordinate patch in M or the domain of an asymptotic
coordinate chart on R

n\B1(0), and in either case associate coordinates {xi}ni=1, where we write

∆gu = 1√
det(g)

∂i

(√

det(g)gij∂ju
)

. By duality, we have that

∂i = (−∂i)∗ : Lp′

2−δ−n(U)→W
−1,p′

1−δ−n(U),

∂i :W
−1,p′

1−δ−n(U)→W
−2,p′

−δ−n(U)

are bounded maps. Similarly, given a function f ∈W 2,q
τ (U), the multiplication map

Mf :W−1,p′

1−δ−n(U)→W
−1,p′

1−δ−n(U),

acting via (Mfu)(v) = u(fv) for all v ∈
◦
W

1,p
δ−1(U), will be bounded provided that Mf is bounded on

◦
W

1,p
δ−1(U).36 Using the multiplication property of Theorem 2.4, this holds as long as 1 < p ≤ q, q > n

2
and τ < 0, which hold by hypothesis. Therefore, we see that the map

L
p′

2−δ−n(U)→W
−1,p′

1−δ−n(U),

u 7→
√

det(g)gij∂ju,

is well-defined and bounded, and then

L
p′

2−δ−n(U)→ W
−2,p′

−δ−n(U),

u 7→ ∂i

(√

det(g)gij∂ju
)

,

is again well-defined and bounded. Finally, we analyse the case of the multiplication map Mf acting

on W−2,p′

−δ−n(U), which by duality will be a bounded map with range in W−2,p′

−δ−n(U) iff Mf :
◦
W

2,p
δ (U)→

◦
W

2,p
δ (U) is a bounded map. Once more from Theorem 2.4, this holds as long as 1 < p ≤ q, q > n

2

and τ < 0. These statements and a partition of unity argument then show that ∆g : Lp′

2−δ−n(M) →
W

−2,p′

δ−n (M) is a bounded map.

Let us then appeal to the Riemannian measure induced by g to identify Lp′

2−δ−n(M) ∼=
(
L
p
δ−2(M)

)′

via the L2(M,dVg) inner-product:

u(v) =

∫

M
uvdVg, u ∈ Lp′

2−δ−n(M) and v ∈ Lp
δ−2(M).

Then, take a coordinate cover of the form {Uα}N+1
α=1 , with {Uα}Nα=1 covering he compact core ofM and

UN+1
∼= R

n\B1(0), and then consider a partition of unity {ηα}N+1
α=1 subordinate to it, and decompose

any φ ∈W 2,p
δ (M) via φ =

∑

α ηαφ. Given u ∈ Lp′

2−δ−n(M), it then follows that

[u](∆gφ) =
∑

α

[u](∆gφα) =
∑

α

〈u,∆gφα〉L2(M,dVg) =
∑

α

〈
√

det(g)u,∆gφα〉(Uα,δ),

=
∑

α

〈∂i
(√

det(g)gij∂ju
)

, φα)〉(Uα,δ) =
∑

α

〈
√

det(g)∆gu, φα)〉(Uα,δ),

= (
√

det(g)∆gu)(φ),

which proves that
√

det(g)∆g|Lp′

2−δ−n
(M)

= ∆∗
g|Lp′

2−δ−n
(M)

, which is a bounded map.

36
◦

W
k,p
δ (U) denotes the closure of C∞

0 (U) in the
◦

W
k,p
δ -norm.
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Using the above results, we find that:

Corollary A.2. Let (Mn, g) be a C∞
τ -AE manifold with τ < 0. If 1 < p <∞ and δ is non-exceptional,

then the map ∆g : W
2,p
δ (M)→ L

p
δ−2(M) is Fredholm.

Proof. We know this map is semi-Fredholm, so we need only establish that Ker(∆∗
g : Lp′

2−δ−n(M) →
W

−2,p′

−δ−n(M)) is finite dimensional. Proposition A.5 guarantees that

u ∈ Ker

(

∆∗
g|Lp′

2−δ−n(M)

)

⇐⇒ u ∈ Ker

(

∆g|Lp′

2−δ−n(M)

)

,

thus, Theorem A.3 guarantees that u ∈ Ker(∆g : Lp′

2−δ−n → W
−2,p′

−δ−n) ⊂ W
2,p′

2−n−δ. Then, Theorem A.4
shows that Ker(∆g|W 2,p′

2−n−δ

) = Ker(∆g|Lp′

2−δ−n

) is finite dimensional. That is,

dim(Ker(∆∗
g|Lp′

2−δ−n(M)
)) = dim(Ker(∆g|W 2,p′

2−δ−n(M)
)) <∞,

which shows that ∆g :W
2,p
δ (M)→ L

p
δ−2(M) is Fredholm.

Finally, by approximation arguments we find:

Corollary A.3. Let (Mn, g) be a W 2,q
τ -AE manifold with q > n

2 and τ < 0. If 1 < p ≤ q and δ is

non-exceptional, then the map ∆g :W
2,p
δ → L

p
δ−2 is Fredholm.

Proof. First of all, from Theorem A.4 we know ∆g :W
2,p
δ → L

p
δ−2 is semi-Fredholm. Furthermore, we

can consider a sequence {gj}∞j=1 of C∞
τ -AE metrics such that g − gj W 2,q

τ−−−→ 0, from which it follows

‖∆g −∆gj‖Op(W 2,p
δ

;Lp
δ−2)
−−−→
j→∞

0.

Thus, since by Corollary A.2 we know that each ∆gj is Fredholm, appealing to the stability of the
index of a semi-Fredholm operator [33, Theorem 19.1.5], we know that the index of ∆g is finite and
thus its cokernel must also be finite dimensional, establishing that that ∆g is Fredholm under our
hypotheses.

B Appendix II: Compactification and decompactification of rough

metrics

The goal of this appendix is to present Lemma 5.2 of [21], but we shall state this lemma highlighting
some details which follow from its proof as it appears in this reference, although this additional
information does no appear in the statement of [21, Lemma 5.2]. Therefore, for the benefit of the
reader, we shall outline the main ideas of the proof, highlighting the role of the additional structure
which enters into our statement.

Lemma B.1. Let p > n
2 and τ = n

p − 2 be a real numbers, so that τ ∈ (−2, 0), and suppose that

(Mn, g) is a W 2,p
τ -AE manifold with respect to a structure of infinity with coordinates {zi}ni=1. Then,

there is a conformal factor φ, which is equal to |z|2−n in a neighbourhood of infinity, such that the

metric ḡ
.
= φ

4
n−2 g extends to a W 2,p(M̄ ) metric on the one-point compactification M̄ of M , and φ ∈

C∞(M̂\{p∞}), where p∞ ∈ M̂n denotes the added point at infinity. Moreover, the inversion x = z
|z|2

provides a coordinate system around p∞ with the properties that x(p∞) = 0 and ḡ(∂xi , ∂xj )|p∞ = δij .
Conversely, suppose that (M̄n, ḡ) is a closed manifold with ḡ ∈ W 2,p, p > n

2 and p 6= n. Given
a point p ∈ M̄ and a coordinate system {xi}ni=1 around p such that g(∂xi , ∂xj )|p = δij , which in the
case p > n we furthermore demand to be a normal coordinate system, then there is a conformal factor

φ ∈ C∞(M̄\{p}) such that φ = |x|2−n in a neighbourhood of p and (M
.
= M̄\{p}, g .

= φ
4

n−2 ḡ) is
a W 2,p

τ -AE manifold, with τ = n
p − 2, with respect to the structure of infinity given by the inverted

coordinates zi = xi

|x|2 .
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Proof. We shall follow the proof given in [21, Lemma 5.2], highlighting some key steps. To prove the
first claim, one starts noticing that outside a compact set we have

gij
.
= g(∂zi , ∂zj ) = δij + kij ,

where kij ∈ W 2,p
τ (Rn\B1(0),Φz). Then, we define the conformal factor as φ = |z|2−n in a neighbour-

hood of infinity and extend this function to a smooth function on the rest of M , and we consider the
inversion xi

.
= zi

|z|2 , mapping R
n\B1(0) → B1(0)\{0}. In a neighbourhood of 0 ∈ B1(0), one then

notices that:

ḡij
.
= φ

4
n−2 g(∂xi , ∂xj ) = δij + kij −

2

|x|2 (kajx
axj + kaix

axi) +
4kabx

axbxixj

|x|4 .

Clearly, since k → 0 as |z| → ∞, the above shows that we can define ḡij(0) = δij , k̄ij(0) = 0, and

extend φ
4

n−2 g continuously to the one point compactification of M . The goal is now to show that

k̄ij(x) =

{

0, if x = 0

kij − 2
|x|2 (kajx

axj + kaix
axi) + 4kabx

axbxixj

|x|4 , if x 6= 0,

is in W 2,p(B1(0)) with respect to the differential structure given by the inverted coordinates {xi}ni=1.
Clearly, ḡ ∈ W

2,p
loc (M̄\{p}), so establishing the above regularity claim provides the desired result.

Also, since this only needs to be shown in a neighbourhood of the origin, we can assume that k̄ij
is compactly supported within B1(0), if necessary by first using a cut-off function. Finally, since a
point is removable for W 1,p(B1(0)) for any n ≥ 3, we need to show first that k̄ij ∈ W 1,p(B1(0)\{p}),
establishing k̄ij ∈W 1,p(B1(0)), and then ∂k̄ij ∈W 1,p(B1(0)\{p}), establishing ∂k̄ij ∈W 1,p(B1(0)) and
hence k̄ij ∈W 2,p(B1(0)). This amounts to showing that the weak derivatives computed on B1(0)\{0}
and given by

|∂xk̄| = O(|∂zk|)O(|z|2) +O(|k|)O(|z|) .= k̄′,

|∂2xk̄| = O(|∂2zk|)O(|z|4) +O(|∂zk|)O(|z|3) +O(|k|)O(|z|2) .= k̄′′,

define Lp(B1(0)) functions. The computations of [21, Lemma 5.2] between equations (5.5)-(5.7) show
that this is actually the case, and therefore the first claim holds.

To prove the converse statement, we start considering a closed Riemannian manifold (M̄n, ḡ),
with ḡ ∈ W 2,p, we select a point p ∈ M̄ and a coordinate system {xi}ni=1 around p such that ḡij

.
=

ḡ(∂xi , ∂xj )|p = δij . In case p > n, we furthermore demand such coordinate system to be normal, so
that ∂xgij|0 = 0 as well. Within some small coordinate ball B of p we then write

ḡij(x) = δij + k̄ij(x),

with k̄ij ∈W 2,p
loc (B), and in case p > n we also have ∂xkij |0 = 0. Since below we shall be only interested

in establishing local properties of k̄ around 0, we can assume that k̄ is compactly supported within B,
if necessary by multiplying by an appropriate cut-off function. Now, following [21, Lemma 5.2], one
claims that there is a constant C > 0 such that

∫

B

|k̄|p
|x|2p dx ≤ C

∫

B
|∂2xk̄|pdx,

∫

B

|∂xk̄|p
|x|p dx ≤ C

∫

B
|∂2xk̄|pdx

(B.1)

Then, we consider the inversion B\{p} → R
n\B′, given by z(x) = x

|x|2 , which provides a structure

of infinity Φz for M
.
= M̄\{p}. We furthermore set φ to be a smooth positive function on M such

that φ = |x|2−n on B\{p}, and then define g
.
= φ

4
n−2 ḡ. The goal is then to prove that g(∂zi , ∂zj ) ∈

W
2,p
τ (Rn\B′,Φz), with τ = n

p −2. Accepting (B.1), this follows along similar lines than in the previous
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implication and can be checked explicitly in [21, Lemma 5.2] between equations (5.10)-(5.14). Let us
then comment on the proof of (B.1).

In [21, Lemma 5.2, equation (5.15)] it is shown that [6, Theorem 1.3] implies that

∫

B

|f |p
|x|2p dx ≤ C1

∫

B

|∂f |p
|x|p dx ≤ C2

∫

B
|∂2xf |pdx (B.2)

holds for all smooth function f ∈ C∞
0 (B) which vanish in a neighbourhood of p. The next key step

is then to build a sequence {k̄j}∞j=1 ⊂ C∞
0 (B) such that each k̄j vanishes in a neighbourhood of p

and such that k̄j
W 2,p(B)−−−−−→ k̄, then apply the above inequality to the sequence and pass to the limit

appropriately. The last step is done within [21, Lemma 5.2, equation (5.16)], and the corresponding
sequence can be built as a consequence, for instance, of Proposition B.1 below.

Proposition B.1. Let B ⊂ R
n stand for a ball around the origin and n ≥ 3. Then:

1. Given 1 < p < n and a function k̄ ∈ W 1,p
0 (B), there is a sequence {k̄j}∞j=1 ⊂ C∞

0 (B) such that

all k̄j vanish in a neighbourhood of the origin and k̄j
W 1,p

−−−→
j→∞

k̄;

2. If p > n, k̄ ∈W 1,p
0 (B) and k̄|0 = 0, there is a sequence {k̄j}∞j=1 ⊂ C∞

0 (B) such that all k̄j vanish

in a neighbourhood of the origin and k̄j
W 1,p

−−−→
j→∞

k̄;

3. Given n
2 < p < n and a function k̄ ∈ W 2,p

0 (B) such that k̄|0 = 0, there is a sequence {k̄j}∞j=1 ⊂
C∞
0 (B) such that all k̄j vanish in a neighbourhood of the origin and k̄j

W 2,p

−−−→
j→∞

k̄;

4. Finally, if p > n, k̄ ∈W 2,p
0 (B), k̄|0 = 0, and ∂k̄|0 = 0, then there is a sequence {k̄j}∞j=1 ⊂ C∞

0 (B)

such that all k̄j vanish in a neighbourhood of the origin and k̄j
W 2,p

−−−→
j→∞

k̄.

Proof. As a common framework for all the above items, since k̄ ∈ W l,p
0 (B) with l = 1, 2, we know

there is some sequence {k̃j}∞j=1 ⊂ C∞
0 (B) such that

k̃j
W l,p(B)−−−−−→
j→∞

k̄.

Let us then consider a cut-off function η ∈ C∞
0 (B2(0)) which is equal to one on B1(0), and then, given

ǫ > 0, the scaled function ηǫ(x)
.
= η(ǫ−1x) ⊂ C∞

0 (B2ǫ(0)) which is equal to one on Bǫ(0). We can then
consider the cut-off

χǫ(x)
.
= 1− ηǫ(x) =

{

0, if |x| ≤ ǫ,
1, if |x| ≥ 2ǫ,

and the sequence {k̄j .
= χǫj k̃j}∞j=1 ⊂ C∞

0 (B) with ǫj
.
= 2−j . This sequence has the property that each

element vanishes in a neighbourhood of the origin, and we aim to show that it still converges to k̄ in
W l,p(B) under each restriction on p mentioned above.

With the above in mind, first notice that

‖k̄j − k̄‖Lp(B) ≤ ‖(χǫj − 1)k̃j‖Lp(B) + ‖k̃j − k̄‖Lp(B) = ‖ηǫj k̃j‖Lp(B) + ‖k̃j − k̄‖Lp(B), (B.3)

the second term in the right-hand side of the above expression goes to zero by hypothesis, while for
the first term we have that

‖ηǫj k̃j‖Lp(B) = ‖ηǫj k̃j‖Lp(B2ǫj
) ≤ ‖k̃j‖Lp(B2ǫj

) ≤ ‖k̃j − k̄‖Lp(B2ǫj
) + ‖k̄‖Lp(B2ǫj

),

. ‖k̃j − k̄‖Lp(B) + ‖k̄‖Lp(B2ǫj
) −−−→

j→∞
0.
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Therefore, we obtain that k̃j
Lp(B)−−−−→
j→∞

k̄. Then, notice that

∂xk̄j(x) = χǫj(x)∂xk̃j(x) + ∂xχǫj(x)k̃j(x) = χǫj(x)∂xk̃j(x)− ǫ−1
j ∂xη(ǫ

−1
j x)k̃j(x).

Now, the fact that χǫj∂xk̃j
Lp(B)−−−−→
j→∞

∂xk̄ follows along the same lines as in the case of (B.3). Thus, we

need to show that the second term in the right-hand side of the above expression converges to zero
under each of the conditions in the proposition.

We first notice that supp(∂η(ǫ−1
j ·)) ⊂ Aǫj

.
= B2ǫj\Bǫj and is uniformly bounded on it. Let us

simplify notations by denoting uj
.
= ∂η(ǫ−1

j ·)k̃j ∈W
1,p
0 (B2ǫj), and notice that

1

ǫ
p
j

∫

B
|uj|pdx =

1

ǫ
p
j

∫

Aǫj

|uj |pdx.

If 1 < p < n, then we estimate the above appealing to W
1,p
0 (B2ǫj) →֒ Lq(B2ǫj ) →֒ Lp(B2ǫj ), for

q = np
n−p , with explicit estimates

∫

Aǫj

|uj |pdx ≤ (µ(B2ǫj ))
1− p

q ‖uj‖pLq(B2ǫj
) . ǫ

n−np
q

j ‖uj‖pLq(B2ǫj
),

where µ(B2ǫj ) stands for the volume of the ball of radius 2ǫj . Then, we obtain

1

ǫ
p
j

∫

B
|uj |pdx ≤ C(n)ǫ

n−np
q
−p

j ‖uj‖pLq(B2ǫj
) ≤ C(n)‖uj‖pLq(B2ǫj

),

where we have used that np
q = n − p and thus n − np

q − p = 0. Notice then that since ∂η(ǫ−1
j ·) are

uniformly bounded, then

‖uj‖Lq(B2ǫj
) ≤ ‖∂η(ǫ−1

j ·)‖L∞(B2ǫj
)‖k̃j‖Lq(B2ǫj

),

≤ ‖∂η‖L∞(B2)

(

‖k̄‖Lq(B2ǫj
) + ‖k̄ − k̃j‖Lq(B2ǫj

)

)

−−−→
j→∞

0
(B.4)

All this shows that ∂xk̄j
Lp(B)−−−−→
j→∞

∂xk̄ when 1 < p < n, and thus establishes item 1.

If p > n, then we have W 1,p
0 (B) →֒ C0,α(B) for α = 1 − n

p [2, Chapter 4, Theorem 4.12, Part

II], and since k̄|0 = 0, this implies that |k̄| = O(|x|α), and from k̃j
C0,α

−−−→ k̄ we can actually chose the
sequence {k̃j} satisfying k̃j(0) = 0 for all j. Thus,

1

ǫ
p
j

∫

B
|uj|pdx =

1

ǫ
p
j

∫

B2ǫj

|uj |pdx ≤
1

ǫ
p
j

sup
x∈B2ǫj

|∂η(ǫ−1
j x)|p

∫

B2ǫj

|k̃j |pdx =
1

ǫ
p
j

sup
y∈B2

|∂η(y)|p
∫

B2ǫj

|k̃j |pdx.

To proceed further, we can estimate

∫

B2ǫj

|k̃j |p(x)dx ≤
(

sup
x∈B2ǫj
|x|6=0

|k̃j(x)|
|x|1−

n
p

)p
∫

B2ǫj

|x|p−ndx ≤
(

sup
x,y∈B2ǫj
|x−y|6=0

|k̃j(x)− k̃j(y)|
|x− y|1−

n
p

)p
C(n, p)ǫpj ,

where we have used that the chosen sequence k̃j satisfies k̃j(0) = 0 for all j. Putting the above
estimates together, we find a constant C ′(n, p), depending only on n and p, such that

‖ǫ−1
j uj‖Lp(B) ≤ C ′(n, p) sup

x,y∈B2ǫj
|x−y|6=0

|k̃j(x)− k̃j(y)|
|x− y|1−

n
p

. (B.5)

In order to further estimate the right-hand side of the above expression we appeal to a rather sharp
estimate, which follows from [2, Chapter 4, Lemma 4.28]. Denoting by Q4ǫj the n-cube centred at the
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origin and with sides of size 4ǫj , examination of the first part of the proof of this lemma guarantees
that, given points (x, y) ∈ Q4ǫj such that |x− y| < 4ǫj , there is a constant K = K(n, p) > 0 such that
the following estimate holds for all functions u ∈ C∞(Q4ǫj):

sup
x,y∈Q4ǫj

0<|x−y|<4ǫj

|u(x)− u(y)|
|x− y|1−

n
p

≤ K(n, p)‖∇u‖Lp(Q4ǫj
). (B.6)

Noticing then that for (x, y) ∈ B2ǫj ⊂ Q4ǫj we always have |x− y| < 4ǫj , the estimate (B.6) implies:

sup
x,y∈B2ǫj
|x−y|6=0

|u(x) − u(y)|
|x− y|1−

n
p

≤ K(n, p)‖∇u‖Lp(Q4ǫj
). (B.7)

Putting together (B.5) with (B.7) applied to k̃j we find

‖ǫ−1
j uj‖Lp(B) ≤ K ′(n, p)‖∇k̃j‖Lp(Q4ǫj

) ≤ K ′(n, p)
(

‖∇k̃j −∇k̃‖Lp(B) + ‖∇k̃‖Lp(Q4ǫj
)

)

−−−→
j→∞

0, (B.8)

finally establishing

∂xk̄j
Lp(B)−−−−→
j→∞

∂xk̄, (B.9)

which proves item 2.

Let us now consider items 3 and 4, and thus analyse the convergence of

∂2xixa k̄j(x) = χǫj(x)∂
2
xixa k̃j(x)− ǫ−1

j (∂xiη(ǫ−1
j x)∂xa k̃j(x) + ∂xaη(ǫ−1

j x)∂xi k̃j(x))

− ǫ−2
j ∂2xixaη(ǫ

−1
j x)k̃j(x).

(B.10)

First of all, the same arguments as is (B.3) show that χǫj(x)∂
2
xk̃j(x)

Lp(B)−−−−→
j→∞

∂2k̄, and also since

∂xη(ǫ
−1
j x)∂xk̃j(x) ∈ W 1,p

0 (B2ǫj ), the same arguments as in (B.4) (when n
2 < p < n) and (B.8) (when

p > n) can be applied to show that

ǫ−1
j ∂xη(ǫ

−1
j ·)∂xk̃j

Lp(B)−−−−→
j→∞

0

To analyse the last term in (B.10), first assume that n
2 < p < n, so that W 2,p

0 (B2ǫj) →֒ W
1,q
0 (B2ǫj ),

with q
.
= np

n−p > n. We can then estimate

ǫ
−2p
j

∫

B2ǫj

|∂2xη(ǫ−1
j x)k̃j(x)|pdx ≤ ǫ−2p

j ‖∂2xη(ǫ−1
j ·)‖

p
C0(B2ǫj

)

∫

B2ǫj

|k̃j |pdx = ǫ
−2p
j ‖∂2η‖p

C0(B2)

∫

B2ǫj

|k̃j |pdx,

where as in the proof of the estimates before (B.5), we have

∫

B2ǫj

|k̃j |pdx ≤
(

sup
x∈B2ǫj
|x|6=0

|k̃j(x)|
|x|1−

n
q

)p
∫

B2ǫj

|x|p−
np
q dx ≤

(

sup
x,y∈B2ǫj
|x−y|6=0

|k̃j(x)− k̃j(y)|
|x− y|1−

n
q

)p
C(n, p)ǫ

p−np
q
+n

j .

Putting together the above estimates, we find a constant C ′ = C ′(n, p) > 0, such that

ǫ−2
j ‖k̃j‖Lp(B2ǫj

) ≤ C ′(n, p) sup
x,y∈B2ǫj
|x−y|6=0

|k̃j(x)− k̃j(y)|
|x− y|1−

n
q

ǫ
−1−n

q
+n

p

j = C ′(n, p) sup
x,y∈B2ǫj
|x−y|6=0

|k̃j(x)− k̃j(y)|
|x− y|1−

n
q

.

Using once more the estimate (B.7), we find

ǫ−2
j ‖k̃j‖Lp(B2ǫj

) ≤ K ′(n, p)‖∇k̃j‖Lq(Q4ǫj
) ≤ K ′(n, p)

(

‖∇k̃j −∇k̃‖Lq(B) + ‖∇k̃‖Lq(Q4ǫj
)

)

−−−→
j→∞

0
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which establishes case 3.

Finally, if p > n, we use ∂xk̄|0 = 0, so that we can take the sequence k̃j satisfying k̃j |0, ∂xk̃j |0 = 0.

We furthermore have the optimal embeddingW 2,p
0 (B2ǫj ) →֒ C1,α(B2ǫj), this time with α

.
= 1− n

p , and
thus from the mean value inequality

|k̃j(x)| ≤ |∂xk̃j(cx)||x|, for any x ∈ B2ǫj and some 0 ≤ c ≤ 1,

≤
(

sup
x∈B2ǫj
|x|6=0

|∂xk̃j(cx)|
|x|1−

n
p

)

|x|1+1−n
p ≤ c1−

n
p |x|2−

n
p

(

sup
x∈B2ǫj
|x|6=0

|∂xk̃j(cx)|
|cx|1−

n
p

)

,

≤ C(n, p)|x|2−
n
p sup
x,y∈B2ǫj
|x−y|6=0

|∂xk̃j(x)− ∂xk̃j(y)|
|x− y|1−

n
p

and therefore

ǫ
−2p
j

∫

Aǫj

|∂2xη(ǫ−1
j x)k̃j(x)|pdx ≤ ǫ−2p

j sup
x∈B2ǫj

|∂2xη(ǫ−1
j ·)|p

∫

B2ǫj

|k̃j |pdx = ǫ
−2p
j sup

y∈B2

|∂2η(y)|p
∫

B2ǫj

|k̃j |pdx,

≤ C ′′(n, p)ǫ−2p
j

(

sup
x,y∈B2ǫj
|x−y|6=0

|∂xk̃j(x)− ∂xk̃j(y)|
|x− y|1−

n
p

)p
∫

B2ǫj

|x|(2−
n
p
)p
dx,

≤ C ′′′(n, p)
(

sup
x,y∈B2ǫj
|x−y|6=0

|∂xk̃j(x)− ∂xk̃j(y)|
|x− y|1−

n
p

)p
.

Using once more (B.7) applied to ∂xk̃j ∈ C∞(Q4ǫj ), we find

‖ǫ−2
j ∂2xη(ǫ

−1
j ·)k̃j‖Lp(B2ǫj

) ≤ K ′(n, p)‖∇2k̃j‖Lp(Q4ǫj
) ≤ K ′(n, p)

(

‖∇2k̃j −∇2k̃‖Lp(B) + ‖∇2k̃‖Lp(Q4ǫj
)

)

,

where the right-hand side of the above expression goes to zero as j → ∞, since k̃j
W 2,p(B)−−−−−→
j→∞

k̃ by

hypothesis, which finally establishes case 4 in the proposition.

The above approximation argument can be used to deduce the following result:

Proposition B.2. Let B ⊂ R
n stand for a ball around the origin and n ≥ 3. Letting p > n

2 , if
V ∈W−1,p(B) is supported at the origin, then V ≡ 0.

Proof. Recalling that W−1,p(B) = (W 1,p′

0 (B))′, under our present conditions we can compute that

1

p′
= 1− 1

p
> 1− 2

n
=
n− 2

n
⇐⇒ p′ <

n

n− 2
.

Since n
n−2 ≤ n ⇐⇒ n ≥ 3, we always obtain p′ < n. Therefore, given any φ ∈ W 1,p′

0 (B), we can use

item 1 of Proposition B.1 to obtain a sequence {φj}∞j=1 ⊂ C∞
0 (B) such that φj

W 1,p′

−−−→
j→∞

φ and all the

elements in the sequence are supported away from the origin. Therefore,

V (φ) = lim
j→∞

V (φj) = 0,

where the last equality follows since V is supported at the origin by hypothesis. Since in the above

argument φ ∈W 1,p′

0 (B) was arbitrary, it then follows that V ≡ 0.
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