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SELF-DUAL AND EVEN POINCARÉ-EINSTEIN METRICS IN

DIMENSION FOUR

MATTHEW J. GURSKY, STEPHEN E. MCKEOWN, AND AARON J. TYRRELL

Abstract. We prove rigidity and gap theorems for self-dual and even Poincaré-
Einstein metrics in dimension four. As a corollary, we give an obstruction to
the existence of self-dual Poincaré-Einstein metrics in terms of conformal in-
variants of the boundary and the topology of the bulk. As a by-product of
our proof we identify a new scalar conformal invariant of three-dimensional
Riemannian manifolds.

1. Introduction

Let Xn`1 be the interior of a compact pn ` 1q-dimensional manifold X with
non-empty boundary M “ BX . A Riemannian metric g` defined in X is called
conformally compact if there is a defining function ρ for the boundary (i.e., ρ ą 0 in
X , M “ tρ “ 0u, and dρ ‰ 0 on M) such that ḡ “ ρ2ḡ defines a Riemannian metric
(of some degree of regularity) on X. Since defining functions are obviously not
unique, a conformally compact metric g` determines a conformal class of metrics
on the boundary called the conformal infinity of pX, g`q.

If g` satisfies the Einstein condition

Ricpg`q “ ´ng`,(1.1)

then g` is called a Poincaré-Einstein metric. The model of Poincaré-Einstein met-
rics is the Poincaré model of hyperbolic space on the unit ball Bn`1 “ tx P Rn`1 :
|x| ă 1u, where

gH “ 4

p1 ´ |x|2q2 ds
2(1.2)

and ds2 is the Euclidean metric.
In this article we restrict our attention to n “ 3 and consider two special, but

important, classes of Poincaré-Einstein manifolds. In each case, we establish gap
and rigidity theorems.

We will extensively use the expansions of Poincaré-Einsteinmetrics at the bound-
ary, the so-called Fefferman-Graham expansions. These expansions are guaranteed
to exist to infinite order so long as ḡ has at least C2 regularity up to the boundary;
see [9, 1]. Although it is known that Einstein metrics exist not satisfying either
the hypothesis or the conclusion of this result ([3]), we will assume as a matter of
definition that all Poincaré-Einstein metrics have at least a C2 compactification.

1.1. Self-Dual Poincaré-Einstein metrics. SupposeX “ X4 is four-dimensional
and oriented. If g is any Riemannian metric on X , then under the action of the

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2407.08851v1


2 MATTHEW J. GURSKY, STEPHEN E. MCKEOWN, AND AARON J. TYRRELL

Hodge-˚ operator the bundle of self-dual two-forms splits into two rank-three sub-
bundles of self-dual and anti-self dual two-forms

Λ2pXq “ Λ2
`pXq ‘ Λ2

´pXq,(1.3)

corresponding to the `1 and ´1 eigenspaces of ˚. The Weyl curvature tensor of g,
viewed as a linear map Wg : Λ2pXq Ñ Λ2pXq, preserves the splitting (1.3). As a
consequence, there are well defined bundle maps W˘

g : Λ2
˘pXq Ñ Λ2

˘pXq. We say

that g is sef-dual if W´ ” 0.
Examples of self-dual Poincaré-Einstein metrics (henceforth SDPE metrics) in-

clude, of course, the hyperbolic metric on the unit ball. Pedersen [20] gave an
explicit family of SUp2q-invariant self-dual Poincaré-Einstein metrics on B4 which
we will discuss in more detail below (see also [21]). More generally, given any
SUp2q-invariant conformal class rgs on S3, Hitchin [18] proved the existence of a
SDPE metric g` in B4 whose conformal infinity is rgs.

LeBrun [19] showed that locally, the existence of self-dual Poincaré-Einstein met-
rics is unobstructed when the boundary metric is real analytic. More precisely, if
M3 is real analytic and g is a real analytic metric on M3, then there is an ǫ ą 0 and
a SDPE metric g` defined on X “ M3 ˆ p0, ǫq whose conformal infinity is given
by pM3, rgsq. Subsequently, Fefferman-Graham ([12], Chapter 5) gave a different
proof of this fact.

There is, however, a global obstruction to the existence of SDPE metrics with
given conformal boundary, which follows from the Atiyah-Patodi-Singer index the-
orem:

ż

X

´
|W`

g`
|2 ´ |W´

g`
|2
¯
dvg`

“ 12π2 pτpXq ´ ηpM, rgsqq ,(1.4)

where τpXq is the signature of X and ηpM, rgsq is the eta-invariant of the boundary.
(Here and throughout the paper, the operator norm of the Weyl tensor is used; i.e.,

|W˘|2 “ 1
4
W˘

ijkℓ pW˘qijkℓ). If g` is SDPE, then (1.4) implies

ż

X

|W`
g`

|2 dvg`
“ 12π2 pτpXq ´ ηpM, rgsqq .(1.5)

In particular,

τpXq ě ηpM, rgsq,(1.6)

with equality if and only if pX, g`q is hyperbolic. We will refer to this inequality
as the signature obstruction.

One of our main results gives a new obstruction to the existence of self-dual
Poincaré-Einstein metrics in terms of topological invariants of the bulk and confor-
mal invariants of the boundary (see Theorem 1.2 below). One such invariant is the
well known Yamabe invariant; the other invariant is “local” (i.e., can be expressed
in terms of the curvature and its derivatives). To describe this invariant we need
to introduce some additional notation.

Let pM3, gq be a closed, three-dimensional Riemannian manifold. Let P denote
the Schouten tensor of g, and

Cijk “ ∇kPij ´ ∇jPik
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the Cotton tensor. We can equivalently view C as a symmetric two-tensor by
defining

Cij “ µ kℓ
i Cjkℓ,

where µ is the volume form. It is well known that C is a conformal invariant; hence
C is:

rg “ e2wg ñ Crg “ e´4wCg.

It is also well known that in dimension three, vanishing of the Cotton tensor is the
obstruction to a metric being locally conformally flat.

One can construct other (non-obvious) conformal invariants from the Cotton
tensor, and two such invariants will play a key role in our work on SDPE metrics:

Theorem 1.1. Let pM, gq be a three-dimensional Riemannian manifold. Let C “
Cg denote the Cotton tensor, and µ “ µg the volume form with respect to g. Also,
define the symmetric two-tensors

Vij “ ∇kCijk,

Cij “ µ kℓ
i Cjkℓ,

where µ is the volume form of pM, gq. Then xV, Cyg and |C|2g are pointwise conformal

invariants: if rg “ e2w0g,

xrV , rCyrg “ e´7w0xV, Cyg,
|rC|2rg “ e´6w0 |C|2g.

(1.7)

Consequently, when it converges

IpM3, rgsq “
ż

M

xV, Cy
|C|4{3

dvg(1.8)

is an integral conformal invariant.

The conformal invariance of xV, Cy does not seem to be known to experts, and
its construction may be of independent interest.

Since the integral in (1.8) may not converge, in general we define

I0pM3, rgsq :“ lim sup
ǫÑ0

ż

M

xV, Cy
pǫ ` |C|2q2{3

dvg P r´8,8s.(1.9)

For example, when pM3, gq is locally conformally flat (hence C “ 0), I0pM3, rgsq “
0.

Our next result shows that when the invariant I0 and the Yamabe invariant
of the conformal infinity of a SDPE metric are both positive, then the signature
obstruction can be sharpened:

Theorem 1.2. Let pX4, g`q be an oriented, self-dual, four-dimensional Poincaré-
Einstein manifold. Let M3 “ BX4, and pM3, rgsq denote the conformal infinity of
pX4, g`q. Assume

piq I0pM3, rgsq ě 0,

piiq Y pM3, rgsq ą 0.
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Then either g` is hyperbolic, or

τpX4q ě η
`
M3, rgs

˘
` 1

3
χpX4q.(1.10)

Specializing to the ball, we have

Corollary 1.3. Let g` be a self-dual, four-dimensional Poincaré-Einstein metric
on B4 with conformal infinity pS3, rgsq. Assume

piq I0pS3, rgsq ě 0,

piiq Y pS3, rgsq ą 0.

Then either g` is hyperbolic, or

η
`
S3, rgs

˘
ď ´1

3
.(1.11)

Interestingly, Theorem 1.2 also gives obstructions to the existence of self-dual
Poincaré-Einstein fillings:

Corollary 1.4. Let pM3, rgsq be a conformal three-manifold satisfying

piq I0pM3, rgsq ě 0,

piiq Y pM3, rgsq ą 0.

Then there are infinitely many smooth, non-diffeomorphic manifolds Y 4 with the
following properties:

‚ BY 4 “ M3,

‚ Y 4 and pM3, rgsq satisfy the signature obstruction (1.6),

‚ Y 4 does not admit a self-dual Poincaré-Einstein metric g` whose conformal in-
finity is given by pM3, rgsq.

For all k ě 1, the connected sum of k copies of S2 ˆS1 admit locally conformally
flat metrics with positive scalar, and therefore satisfy the assumptions of Corollary
1.4:

Corollary 1.5. Let g be a locally conformally flat metric of positive scalar curvature
on M3 “ k

`
S2 ˆ S1

˘
. Then there are infinitely many smooth, non-diffeomorphic

manifolds Y 4 satisfying the conclusions of Corollary 1.4.

In Pedersen’s construction of SUp2q-invariant SDPE metrics on B4, the confor-
mal infinities are given by the Berger spheres, whose construction we briefly recall.
Let tE1, E2, E3u be the basis of the Lie algebra sup2q given by

E1 “
ˆ
i 0
0 ´i

˙
, E2 “

ˆ
0 1

´1 0

˙
, E3 “

ˆ
0 i

i 0

˙
,

and let tE1, E2, E3u be the dual basis of one-forms. The 1-parameter family of
left-invariant metrics

gǫ “ ǫE1 b E1 ` E2 b E2 ` E3 b E3

on SUp2q » S3 are called the Berger metrics. When ǫ “ 1, then g1 “ g0, the
round metric on S3. In particular, Pedersen’s examples give a 1-parameter family
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pg`qǫ of SDPE metrics on B4 with pg`q1 “ gH , the hyperbolic metric. A tedious
calculation gives

IpS3, rgǫsq “ ´12
3
?
6π2ǫ4|ǫ ´ 1|2{3 ď 0,(1.12)

with equality holding only for ǫ “ 1; i.e., g1 “ g0. In particular, Theorem 1.2 does
not apply to these metrics.

1.2. Even Poincaré-Einstein metrics. Let pX4, g`q be a four-dimensional Poincaré-
Einstein manifold with conformal infinity pM3, rgsq. By the work of Graham-Lee
(see [14, 13]), given ĝ P rgs there is a unique defining function r ą 0 in a neighbor-
hood of M such that g` can be expressed as

g` “ r´2
`
dr2 ` hr

˘
,(1.13)

where hr is a family of metrics on M with an expansion of the form

hr “ ĝ ` gp2qr2 ` gp3qr3 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ,(1.14)

with gpiq tensors on M . The tensor gp3q is formally undetermined, and can be
viewed as the Neumann data corresponding to the Dirichlet data ĝ.

Definition 1.6. We say that g` is even if gp3q “ 0.

It follows from [13, p. 34 and Lemma 2.2] that the property of evenness does not
depend on the choice of conformal representative of rgs, and hence is conformally
invariant. Also, as the name suggests, evenness implies that gp2k`1q “ 0 for all
k ě 0 in the expansion (1.14); see the same source. Hyperbolic metrics and their
quotients are examples of even metrics.

Anderson [2] showed that even metrics arise in the first variation of the renor-
malized volume. More precisely, suppose h is an infinitesimal Einstein deformation
(i.e., h is in the kernel of the linearized Einstein operator with respect to g`; see
Section 2 of [2] for details). If h0 “ h|TM denotes the induced variation of the
boundary metric ĝ, then

V 1phq “ d

dt
V pg` ` thq

ˇ̌
t“0

“ ´1

4

¿

M

xh0, g
p3qyĝ dAĝ(1.15)

(see Theorem 2.2 of [2]). In particular, we see that if g` is even, then it is a critical
point of the renormalized volume functional.

The formula (1.15) follows from Anderson’s formula for the renormalized volume:

V “ 4

3
π2χpXq ´ 1

6

ż

X

|Wg`
|2 dvg`

.(1.16)

Notice this gives the topological bound

V ď 4

3
π2χpXq,(1.17)

with equality if and only if g` is hyperbolic. In particular, for any Poincaré-Einstein
metric on the ball B4 we have

V ď 4

3
π2,

and equality it only attained for the hyperbolic metric.
Our next result gives a “gap” result for the renormalized volume for even metrics:
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Theorem 1.7. Let pX4, g`q be an even Poincaré-Einstein manifold with conformal
infinity pM3, rgsq. If Y pM3, rgsq ą 0, then either g` is hyperbolic, or

V ď min

"
2

3
π2χpX4q,´

?
6

2
Y pM3, rgsq3{2 ` 4

3
π2χpX4q

*
.(1.18)

In particular, if g` is an even Poincaré-Einstein metric on B4 then

V ď min

"
1

2
V0, V0 ´

?
6

2
Y pM3, rgsq3{2

*
,(1.19)

where V0 “ 4
3
π2 is the renormalized volume of the hyperbolic metric.

By a result of Chang-Qing-Yang [6], if X4 is not diffeomorphic to B4 and M3 is
not diffeomorphic to S3, then

V ď 2

3
π2χpX4q.

Therefore, (1.18) is an improvement on their inequality only when X “ B4 and
M “ S3, or if the Yamabe invariant of the conformal infinity is sufficiently large.
The dependence of the upper bound on the Yamabe invariant of the conformal
infinity relies on a result of Chang-Ge [5], which gives a comparison between the
Yamabe invariant of the conformal infinity and the “type-I” Yamabe invariant of
the interior (see Section 2).

An interesting example is given by X4 “ B4{Z and M3 “ S2 ˆ S1. In this case
X4 admits a hyperbolic metric obtained as the quotient of the standard hyperbolic
metric on B4 along an isometry. These metrics are obviously even, and the renor-
malized volume V “ 0. For any other (non-hyperbolic) even metric on B4{Z, (1.20)
implies

V ď ´
?
6

2
Y pM3, rgsq3{2 ă 0.(1.20)

There is an obvious parallel between the question of the existence of non-hyperbolic
even Poincaré-Einstein metrics on B4, and the existence of non-round Einstein met-
rics on S4. In both cases, the metrics are critical points of a natural geometric
variational problem. Furthermore, the associated canonical metrics (the hyperbolic
metric in the former case, and the round metric in the latter) are isolated; i.e., in a
sufficiently small neighborhood there are no other examples. For both cases there
is also a notion of “positivity”: for even metrics the sign of the Yamabe invariant
of the conformal infinity, and for Einstein metrics the sign of the Einstein constant.
We end with the following natural question:

Question 1.8. Suppose g` is an even Poincaré-Einstein metric on B4 whose con-
formal infinity is of positive Yamabe type. Is g` hyperbolic?

1.3. Organization of the paper. In Section 2 we prove an elementary inequality
for the Yamabe invariant that follows from the Chern-Gauss-Bonnet formula. We
also record an estimate for the Yamabe invariant of Poincaré-Einstein manifolds
due to Chang and Ge which will be used in the proof of Theorem 1.7. In Section 3
we prove a key Weitzenböck formula for the (weighted) Weyl tensor.
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In Sections 4 and 5 we present the proofs of Theorems 1.2 and 1.7, assuming
certain expansions for the Weyl tensor of a Poincaré-Einstein metric. These expan-
sions, which build on the formulas in Chapter 5 of [12], are worked out in Sections
6 and 7.

Finally, in Section 8 we give a proof of Theorem 1.1.

1.4. Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank Alice Chang for in-
forming us of her work with Yuxin Ge, which we quote in Lemma 2.2, and for
numerous enlightening conversations. The first author acknowledges the support of
NSF grant DMS-2105460. The second author acknowledges the support of Simons
Foundation grant 966614.

2. Estimates of the Yamabe invariant

In this section prove two estimates for the Yamambe invariant in our setting that
will be needed in the proofs of the main results.

Let pX,M, hq be a compact Riemannian four-manifold with non-empty boundary
M “ BX . Let Rh denote the scalar curvature of h and H “ Hh the mean curvature
of M with respect to h. Define Eh : W 1,2pXq Ñ R by

Ehrφs “
ż

X

ˆ
|∇hφ|2 ` 1

6
Rhφ

2

˙
dvh ` 1

3

¿

M

Hφ2 dAh.(2.1)

The quantity E is conformally invariant in the sense that if rh “ e2wh, then

Erhrφs “ Ehrewφs.(2.2)

We also define the Yamabe functional

Yhrφs “ Ehrφs
`ş

X
|φ|4 dVh

˘1{2
.(2.3)

The (type I-) Yamabe invariant is defined by

Y1pX,M, rhsq “ inf
φPW 1,2pXqzt0u

Yhrφs.(2.4)

By standard conformal transformation laws, an equivalent definition is given by

Y1pX,M, rhsq “ inf
h̃Prhs

1
6

ş
X
Rh̃ dvh̃ ` 1

3

ű
M

Hh̃ dAh̃´
volpX, h̃q

¯1{2
.(2.5)

A function v P W 1,2 attaining Y1pX,M, rhsq defines a (smooth) conformal metric
h1 “ v2h satisfying

Rh1
“ 1

6
Y1pX,M, rhsq in X,

Hh1
“ 0 on M

(2.6)

(see [11]).
Using the Chern-Gauss-Bonnet formula, we obtain the following elementary in-

equality for the Yamabe invariant:
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Lemma 2.1. Let pX,M, hq be a compact Riemannian four-manifold with non-
empty boundary M “ BX. Assume

piq M is umbilic with respect to h.

piiq Y1pX,M, rhsq ě 0.

Then

8π2χpXq ď
ż

X

|Wh|2 dvh ` 3

2
Y1pX,M, rhsq2.(2.7)

Proof. By conformal invariance we may assume that M is minimal with respect
to h (see Lemma 1.1 of [11]). As in the proof of Theorem 6.1 of [11], let tviu
be a minimizing sequence for Y1pX,M, rhsq obtained by the standard sub-critical
regularization procedure. More precisely, each vi is a solution of the PDE

´∆hvi ` 1

6
Rhvi “ Y1pX,M, rhsqv3´δi

i in X,

Bvi
Bν “ 0 on M,

(2.8)

where ν is the outward unit normal with respect to h and δi Ñ 0 as i Ñ 8.
Moreover, we may assume that vi is normalized so that

ş
X
v4i dvh “ 1. Here and

throughout, ∆h “ ˜h gradh.
By standard regularity properties (see [8], Theorem 1), we may assume vi P

C8pXq and vi ą 0. By (2.8), the scalar curvature and mean curvature of hi “ v2i h

are given by

Rhi
“ 6Y1pX,M, rhsqv´δi

i in X,

Hhi
“ 0 on M.

(2.9)

In particular, since the boundary is minimal with respect to hi, it is totally geodesic.
Therefore, by the Chern-Gauss-Bonnet formula

8π2χpXq “
ż

X

|Whi
|2 dvhi

´ 1

2

ż

X

|Ehi
|2 dvhi

` 1

24

ż

X

R2
hi
dvhi

ď
ż

X

|Whi
|2 dvhi

` 1

24

ż

X

R2
hi
dvhi

.

(2.10)

By (2.9) and the volume normalization,
ż

X

R2
hi
dvhi

“ 36Y1pX,M, rhsq2
ż

X

v4´2δi
i dvh

ď 36Y1pX,M, rhsq2
ˆż

X

v4i dvh

˙1´δi{2 ˆż

X

dvh

˙δi{2

“ 36Y1pX,M, rhsq2Vol phqδi{2
.

(2.11)

Combining this with (2.10) and using the conformal invariance of the L2-norm of
the Weyl tensor, we find

8π2χpXq ď
ż

X

|Wh|2 dvh ` 3

2
Y1pX,M, rhsq2Vol phqδi{2

.(2.12)

Letting i Ñ 8, we arrive at (2.7). �
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Now let pX, g`q be a four-dimensional Poincaré-Einsteinmanifold with conformal
infinity pM3, rgsq. Various estimates for the Yamabe invariant of the boundary
relative to the Yamabe invariant of a compactification appear in [16], [7], [23], [24],
[5]. The following estimate of Chang-Ge will be used in the proof of Theorem 1.7:

Lemma 2.2. (See [5]) Let pX, g`q be a four-dimensional Poincaré-Einstein man-
ifold with conformal infinity pM3, rgsq. Assume Y pM3, rgsq ě 0. Then

Y1pX,M, rḡsq2 ě 2
?
6Y pM3, rgsq3{2,(2.13)

where ḡ “ r2g` is any (smooth) compactification of pX, g`q.

3. A Weitzenböck formula

The main result of this section is the following:

Theorem 3.1. Let pX4, g`q be an oriented four-dimensional Poincaré-Einstein
manifold. Let ρ ą 0 be a defining function, and ḡ “ ρ2g`. Define

Z`
ḡ “ ρW`

g`
.

Then Z` “ Z`
ḡ satisfies

1

2
∆|Z`|2 “ |∇Z`|2 ´ 6 tr

´
W` ˝

`
Z`

˘2¯ ` 1

2
R|Z`|2,(3.1)

where the covariant derivatives and curvature are with respect to the metric ḡ. Also,
away from the zero locus of |Z`|,

|∇Z`|2 ě 5

3
|∇|Z`||2.(3.2)

Theorem 3.1 will follow from a more general result. Let pX, g0q be an oriented,
four-dimensional manifold such that the self-dual Weyl tensor is harmonic:

`
δg0W

`
g0

˘
jkℓ

“ ∇m
g0

`
W`

g0

˘
mjkℓ

“ 0.(3.3)

Given a conformal metric g “ e2wg0, the conformal transformation formula for the
Riemannian connection implies

`
δgW

˘
g

˘
jkℓ

“ e´2w
!`

δg0W
˘
g0

˘
jkℓ

´ ∇m
g0
w
`
W˘

g0

˘
mjkℓ

)
.(3.4)

In particular, the condition (3.3) is not conformally invariant. However, the formula
(3.4) easily implies the following:

Lemma 3.2. Suppose pX, g0q is an oriented, four-dimensional manifold whose self-
dual Weyl tensor is harmonic. Given a conformal metric g “ e2wg0, let

Z`
g “ ewW`

g0
P Γ

`
W`

˘
,(3.5)

where W` Ă W is the sub-bundle of self-dual algebraic Weyl tensors. Then Z` “
Z`
g is harmonic with respect to g:

δgZ
` “ 0.(3.6)
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In [10], Derdzinski showed that the condition δg0W
`
g0

“ 0 implies that W`
g0

satisfies the following Weitzenböck formula:

1

2
∆g0 |W`

g0
|2 “ |∇g0W

`
g0

|2 ´ 18 detW`
g0

` 1

2
R0|W`

g0
|2

“ |∇g0W
`
g0

|2 ´ 6 trg0

´
W`

g0
˝
`
W`

g0

˘2¯ ` 1

2
R0|W`

g0
|2,

(3.7)

where the norms are with respect to g0. If g “ e2wg0, since Z` is harmonic with
respect to g, it satisfies a similar Weitzenböck formula:

Corollary 3.3. Suppose pX, g0q is an oriented, four-dimensional manifold whose
self-dual Weyl tensor is harmonic. Given a conformal metric g “ e2wg0, let Z

` “
Z`
g be defined as in (3.5). Then Z` satisfies

1

2
∆g|Z`|2 “ |∇Z`|2 ´ 6 tr

´
W` ˝

`
Z`

˘2¯ ` 1

2
R|Z`|2.(3.8)

Proof. It is possible to give a proof by the same methods of the proof (3.7) in
[10]. However, it is much more straightforward to simply use the fact that Z` “
ewW`

g0
, and use the standard conformal transformation formulas for the Riemannian

connection and scalar curvature to observe

|∇Z`|2g “ e´8w
!

|∇g0W
`
g0

|2g0 ´ 5x∇g0w,∇g0 |W`
g0

yg0 ` 15|∇g0w|2g0 |W`
g0

|2g0
)
,

∆g|Z`|2g “ e´8w
!
∆g0 |W`

g0
|2g0 ´ 6p∆g0wq|W`

g0
|2g0 ´ 10x∇g0w,∇g0 |W`

g0
yg0 ` 24|∇g0w|2g0 |W`

g0
|2g0

)
,

Rg|Z`|2g “ e´8w
!
Rg0 |W`

g0
|2g0 ´ 6p∆g0wq|W`

g0
|2g0 ´ 6|∇g0w|2g0 |W`

g0
|2g0

)
.

Combining these with (3.7) we obtain (3.8). �

Corollary 3.4. Suppose pX, g0q is an oriented, four-dimensional manifold whose
self-dual Weyl tensor is harmonic. Given a conformal metric g “ e2wg0, let Z

` “
Z`
g be defined as in (3.5). Then away from the zero locus of |Z`|,

|∇Z`|2 ě 5

3
|∇|Z`||2.(3.9)

Proof. The Kato inequality (3.2) was proved for the self-dual Weyl tensor in [17]
(see also [4]), but the proof for Z` is obviously the same. �

The proof of Theorem 3.1. Suppose pX4, g`q is an oriented, four-dimensional Poincaré-
Einstein manifold. The Einstein condition implies that the self-dual Weyl tensor
W`

g`
is harmonic. Therefore, given a defining function ρ ą 0, we can apply Corol-

laries 3.3 and 3.4 with g0 “ g` and ew “ ρ, and Theorem 3.1 follows. �
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4. The proof of Theorem 1.2 and its corollaries

The proof of Theorem 1.2. Suppose pX4, g`q is an oriented, self-dual, four-dimensional
Poincaré-Einstein manifold with conformal infinity pM3, rgsq. We assume

piq I0pM3, rgsq ě 0,

piiq Y pM3, rgsq ą 0.

Choose a representative in the conformal infinity (which we again denote g) and
let r ą 0 be the special defining function associated to g. Let ḡ “ r2g`. The proof
of Theorem 1.2 is based on the following proposition:

Proposition 4.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.2,

Y1pX,M, rḡsq2 ď 2

3

ż

X

|W`
g`

|2 dvg`
.(4.1)

Before giving a proof of this proposition, let us show how Theorem 1.2 fol-
lows. Again, as observed by J. Qing in [22], since Y pM3, rgsq ą 0 it follows that
Y1pX,M, rḡsq ą 0. Also, the Fefferman-Graham expansion implies that M is totally
umbilic with respect to ḡ. Therefore, by Lemma 2.1 we have

8π2χpXq ď
ż

X

|Wḡ|2 dvḡ ` 3

2
Y1pX,M, rḡsq2 “

ż

X

|Wg`
|2 dvg`

` 3

2
Y1pX,M, rḡsq2.

(4.2)

Combining with (4.1), we obtain

8π2χpXq ď 2

ż

X

|W`
g`

|2 dvg`
.(4.3)

By the Atiyah-Patodi-Singer index formula,
ż

X

|W`
ḡ |2 dvḡ “ 12π2 pτpXq ´ ηpM, rgsqq ,

hence

8π2χpXq ď 24π2 pτpXq ´ ηpM, rgsqq ,
which gives (1.10). �

The proof Proposition 4.1. Let Z` “ rW`
g`

. By Theorem 3.1, Z˘ satisfy

1

2
∆ḡ|Z˘|2 “ |∇ḡZ

˘|2 ´ 6 tr
´
W˘

ḡ ˝
`
Z˘

˘2¯ ` 1

2
Rḡ|Z˘|2.(4.4)

Since Z˘ and W˘ are trace-free,
ˇ̌
ˇ tr

´
W˘

ḡ ˝
`
Z˘

˘2¯ ˇ̌ˇ ď 1?
6

|W˘
ḡ ||Z˘|2.

Substituting this into (4.4), we have

1

2
∆ḡ|Z˘|2 ě |∇ḡZ

˘|2 ´
?
6|W˘

ḡ ||Z˘|2 ` 1

2
Rḡ|Z`|2.(4.5)

For ǫ ą 0 let

fǫ “
`
ǫ ` |Z`|2

˘1{6
.(4.6)
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Multiply (4.5) by f´4
ǫ , and integrate over X :

1

2

ż

X

f´4
ǫ ∆ḡ|Z`|2 dvḡ ě

ż

X

f´4
ǫ |∇ḡZ

`|2 dvḡ ` 1

2

ż

X

´
Rḡ ´ 2

?
6|W`

ḡ |
¯
f´4
ǫ |Z`|2 dvḡ.

(4.7)

For the term on the left, we integrate by parts:

1

2

ż

X

f´4
ǫ ∆ḡ|Z`|2 dvḡ “ ´1

2

ż

X

x∇ḡ

`
f´4
ǫ

˘
,∇ḡ|Z`|2yḡ dvḡ ` 1

2

¿

M

f´4
ǫ

B
Bν |Z`|2 dAḡ

“ ´1

2

ż

X

x∇ḡ

`
f´4
ǫ

˘
,∇ḡ

`
f6
ǫ

˘
yḡ dvḡ ` 1

2

¿

M

f´4
ǫ

B
Bν |Z`|2 dAḡ

“ 12

ż

X

|∇ḡfǫ|2 dvḡ ` 1

2

¿

M

f´4
ǫ

B
Bν |Z`|2 dAg,

(4.8)

where ν is the outward normal to M with respect to g “ ḡ|M . For the first term
on the right-hand side of (4.7), we use the refined Kato inequality |∇ḡZ

`|2 ě
5
3

|∇ḡ|Z`||2. Let XZ “ tp P X : Z`ppq ‰ 0u. Then

ż

X

f´4
ǫ |∇ḡZ

`|2 dvḡ “
ż

XZ

f´4
ǫ |∇ḡZ

`|2 dvḡ `
ż

XzXZ

f´4
ǫ |∇ḡZ

`|2 dvḡ

ě 5

3

ż

X

f´4
ǫ |∇ḡ|Z`||2 dvḡ

“
ˆ
5

3

˙ˆ
1

4

˙ż

XZ

f´4
ǫ

1

|Z`|2 |∇ḡ

`
|Z`|2

˘
|2 dvḡ

“ 5

12

ż

XZ

f´4
ǫ

1

|Z`|2 |∇ḡ

`
f6
ǫ

˘
|2 dvḡ

“ 15

ż

XZ

f6
ǫ

1

|Z`|2 |∇ḡfǫ|2 dvḡ

ě 15

ż

XZ

f6
ǫ

1

pǫ ` |Z`|2q |∇ḡfǫ|2 dvḡ

“ 15

ż

XZ

|∇ḡfǫ|2 dvḡ

“ 15

ż

X

|∇ḡfǫ|2 dvḡ.

(4.9)

Combining (4.7), (4.8), and (4.9), we obtain

1

2

¿

M

f´4
ǫ

B
Bν |Z`|2 dAḡ ě 3

ż

X

|∇ḡfǫ|2 dvḡ ` 1

2

ż

X

´
Rḡ ´ 2

?
6|W`

ḡ |
¯
f´4
ǫ |Z`|2 dvḡ.

(4.10)
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We can rewrite the last term above as

1

2

ż

X

´
Rḡ ´ 2

?
6|W`

ḡ |
¯
f´4
ǫ |Z`|2 dvḡ

“ 1

2

ż

X

´
Rḡ ´ 2

?
6|W`

ḡ |
¯
f´4
ǫ

`
f6
ǫ ´ ǫ

˘
dvḡ

“ 1

2

ż

X

´
Rḡ ´ 2

?
6|W`

ḡ |
¯
f2
ǫ dvḡ ´ 1

2
ǫ

ż

X

´
Rḡ ´ 2

?
6|W`

ḡ |
¯
f´2
ǫ dvḡ.

Since fǫ ě ǫ1{6,

´1

2
ǫ

ż

X

´
Rḡ ´ 2

?
6|W`

ḡ |
¯
f´2
ǫ dvḡ “ Opǫ2{3q.

Consequently, (4.10) implies

3

ż

X

|∇ḡfǫ|2 dvḡ ` 1

2

ż

X

Rḡf
2
ǫ dvg ď

?
6

ż

X

|W`
ḡ |f2

ǫ dvḡ ` 1

2

¿

M

f´4
ǫ

B
Bν |Z`|2 dAḡ ` Opǫ2{3q.

(4.11)

It follows from the Fefferman-Graham expansions that the mean curvature of M
with respect to g “ ḡ|M vanishes. Therefore, dividing (4.10) by 3 we get

Eḡrfǫs ď
?
6

3

ż

X

|W`
ḡ |f2

ǫ dvḡ ` 1

6

¿

M

f´4
ǫ

B
Bν |Z`|2 dAg ` Opǫ2{3q

ď
?
6

3

ˆż

X

|W`
g`

|2 dvg`

˙1{2 ˆż

X

f4
ǫ dvḡ

˙1{2

` 1

6

¿

M

f´4
ǫ

B
Bν |Z`|2 dAg ` Opǫ2{3q.

(4.12)

Claim 4.2.

lim inf
ǫÑ0

¿

M

f´4
ǫ

B
Bν |Z`|2 dAg “ ´4I0pM3, rgsq.(4.13)

Assuming the claim for now, by (4.12) and the assumption that I0pM3, rgsq ě 0,
we have

Eḡrfǫs ď
?
6

3

ˆż

X

|W`
g`

|2 dvg`

˙1{2 ˆż

X

f4
ǫ dvḡ

˙1{2

` Opǫ2{3q.(4.14)

If g` is not hyperbolic, then there is a c0 ą 0 (independent of ǫ) such that
ż

X

f4
ǫ dvḡ ě c0 ą 0.

Therefore,

Yḡrfǫs ď
?
6

3

ˆż

X

|W`
g`

|2 dvg`

˙1{2

` Opǫ2{3q,(4.15)

and (4.1) follows. �
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The proof of Claim 4.2. By the definition of Z` and the conformal transformation
law for the Weyl tensor,

|Z`|2 “ |Z`|2ḡ
“

ˇ̌
rW`

g`

ˇ̌2
ḡ

“ r2
ˇ̌
W`

g`

ˇ̌2
ḡ

“ r2
ˇ̌
r´2W`

ḡ

ˇ̌2
ḡ

“ r´2|W`
ḡ |2ḡ.

By Proposition 7.3,

|Z`|2 “ r´2
 
r2|C|2 ` 4r3xV, Cy ` Opr4q

(

“ |C|2 ` 4rxV, Cy ` Opr2q,

where V and C are with respect to g “ ḡ|TM . It follows that

fǫ
ˇ̌
M

“
`
ǫ ` |C|2

˘1{6
.(4.16)

Also, since r is a special defining function, ν “ ´ B
Br |M , hence

B
Bν |Z`|2 “ ´ B

Br
 

|C|2 ` 4rxV, Cy ` Opr2q
(ˇ̌

r“0

“ ´4xV, Cy.
(4.17)

Therefore, combining (4.16) and (4.17), we find

lim inf
ǫÑ0

¿

M

f´4
ǫ

B
Bν |Z`|2 dAg “ lim inf

ǫÑ0

¿

M

´4xV, Cy
pǫ ` |C|2q2{3

dAg

“ ´4 lim sup
ǫÑ0

¿

M

xV, Cy
pǫ ` |C|2q2{3

dAg

“ ´4I0pM3, rgsq.

�

The proof of Corollary 1.4. Suppose pM3, rgsq is a conformal three-manifold satis-
fying

piq I0pM3, rgsq ě 0,

piiq Y pM3, rgsq ą 0.

Let X0 be any smooth four-manifold such that BX0 “ M . For k ě 0, let Xk be
the manifold with boundary obtained by deleting a ball in the interior of X0 and
taking a connected sum with k copies of CP2: Xk “ X0 7 kCP2. Then BXk “ M ,
and by properties of the signature, τpXkq “ τpX0q ` k. Therefore, if we take k0
large enough,

τpXk0
q ą ηpM3, rgsq.(4.18)
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Next, Let Yℓ be the manifold obtained by deleting a ball in the interior of Xk0

and taking a connected sum with ℓ copies of S2 ˆ S2. Then BYℓ “ M , and

χpYℓq “ χpXk0
q ` 2ℓ,

τpYℓq “ τpXk0
q.

It follows that for all ℓ sufficiently large, say ℓ ą ℓ0,

τpYℓq “ τpXk0
q ă ηpM3, rgsq ` 1

3
χpYℓq,(4.19)

while

τpYℓq “ τpXk0
q ą ηpM3, rgsq.(4.20)

In particular, Yℓ satisfies the signature obstruction.
If ℓ ą ℓ0 and Yℓ admits a self-dual Poincaré-Einstein metric g` whose conformal

infinity is given by pM3, rgsq, then by Theorem 1.2 either g` is hyperbolic, or we
have

τpYℓq ě ηpM3, rgsq ` 1

3
χpYℓq.

Since this contradicts (4.19), g` must be hyperbolic. However, in this case the
Atiyah-Patodi-Singer index formula implies τpYℓq “ ηpM3, rgsq, but this contradicts
(4.20).

�

5. The proof of Theorem 1.7

The proof of Theorem 1.7. Let pX4, g`q be an even Poincaré-Einstein manifold.
Let pM3, rgsq denote the conformal infinity, and assume Y pM3, rgsq ą 0.

Choose a representative (which we also denote g) in the conformal infinity rgs,
and let r ą 0 be the special defining function associated to g. Let ḡ “ r2g`. The
proof of Theorem 1.7 is based on the following proposition, whose proof parallels
the proof of Proposition 4.1:

Proposition 5.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.7,

Y1pX,M, rḡsq2 ď 2

3

ż

X

|Wg`
|2 dvg`

.(5.1)

Before giving a proof of this proposition, let us show how Theorem 1.7 fol-
lows. First, as observed by J. Qing in [22], since Y pM3, rgsq ą 0 it follows that
Y1pX,M, rḡsq ą 0. Also, the Fefferman-Graham expansion implies that M is totally
umbilic with respect to ḡ. Therefore, by Lemma 2.1 we have

8π2χpXq ď
ż

X

|Wḡ|2 dvḡ ` 3

2
Y1pX,M, rḡsq2 “

ż

X

|Wg`
|2 dvg`

` 3

2
Y1pX,M, rḡsq2.

(5.2)

Combining with (5.1), we obtain

8π2χpXq ď 2

ż

X

|Wg`
|2 dvg`

.(5.3)
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By Anderson’s formula for the renormalized volume (5.4),

V “ 4

3
π2χpXq ´ 1

6

ż

X

|Wg`
|2 dvg`

,(5.4)

which by (5.3) implies

V ď 2

3
π2χpXq.(5.5)

Also, by Lemma 2.2 we have

2
?
6Y pM3, rgsq3{2 ď Y1pX,M rḡsq2,

hence by (5.1)

2
?
6Y pM3, rgsq3{2 ď 2

3

ż

X

|Wg`
|2 dvg`

.

Again appealing to Anderson’s formula (5.4) we get

V ď 4

3
π2χpXq ´

?
6

2
Y pM3, rgsq3{2.(5.6)

Combining (5.5) and (5.6),

V ď min

"
2

3
π2χpXq, 4

3
π2χpXq ´

?
6

2
Y pM3, rgsq3{2

*
.

�

The proof of Proposition 5.1. Let Z˘ “ rW˘
g`

. By (4.5),

1

2
∆ḡ|Z`|2 ě |∇ḡZ

`|2 ` 1

2

´
Rḡ ´ 2

?
6|W`

ḡ |
¯

|Z`|2.(5.7)

Let

Z “ Z` ` Z´

“ rWg`
.

(5.8)

It follows that

|Z|2 “ |Z`|2 ` |Z´|2,
|∇ḡZ|2 “ |∇ḡZ

`|2 ` |∇ḡZ
´|2,

where the second follows since the connection preserves the splitting (1.3). Conse-
quently, by (5.7) we have

1

2
∆ḡ|Z|2 “ |∇ḡZ|2 ´

?
6|W`

ḡ ||Z`|2 ´
?
6|W´

ḡ ||Z´|2 ` 1

2
Rḡ|Z|2.(5.9)

An elementary Lagrange-multiplier argument gives

max
x2`y2“1,

a2`b2“1

`
ax2 ` by2

˘
“ 1,

hence

´
?
6|W`

ḡ ||Z`|2 ´
?
6|W´

ḡ ||Z´|2 ě ´
?
6|Wḡ||Z|2.(5.10)

Substituting this into (5.9) gives

1

2
∆ḡ|Z|2 ě |∇ḡZ|2 ` 1

2

´
Rḡ ´ 2

?
6|Wḡ|

¯
|Z|2.(5.11)
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Let ǫ ą 0, and define

fǫ “
`
ǫ ` |Z|2

˘1{6
.(5.12)

Multiply (5.11) by f´4
ǫ , and integrate over X :

1

2

ż

X

f´4
ǫ ∆ḡ|Z|2 dvḡ ě

ż

X

f´4
ǫ |∇ḡZ|2 dvḡ ` 1

2

ż

X

´
Rḡ ´ 2

?
6|Wḡ|

¯
f´4
ǫ |Z|2 dvḡ .

(5.13)

For the term on the left, we integrate by parts:

1

2

ż

X

f´4
ǫ ∆ḡ|Z|2 dvḡ “ ´1

2

ż

X

x∇ḡ

`
f´4
ǫ

˘
,∇ḡ|Z|2yḡ dvḡ ` 1

2

¿

M

f´4
ǫ

B
Bν |Z|2 dAg

“ ´1

2

ż

X

x∇ḡ

`
f´4
ǫ

˘
,∇ḡ

`
f6
ǫ

˘
yḡ dvḡ ` 1

2

¿

M

f´4
ǫ

B
Bν |Z|2 dAg

“ 12

ż

X

|∇ḡfǫ|2 dvḡ ` 1

2

¿

M

f´4
ǫ

B
Bν |Z|2 dAg,

(5.14)

where ν is the outward normal to M with respect to g “ ḡ|M .
For the first term on the right-hand side of (5.13), we use the refined Kato

inequality in (3.2):

ż

X

f´4
ǫ |∇ḡZ|2 dvḡ ě 5

3

ż

X

f´4
ǫ

`
|∇ḡ|Z`||2 ` |∇ḡ|Z´||2

˘
dvḡ.(5.15)

We claim that (away from the zero loci of |Z˘|)

5

3
f´4
ǫ

`
|∇ḡ|Z`||2 ` |∇ḡ|Z´||2

˘
ě 15|∇ḡf |2.(5.16)

To see this, compute

∇ḡf “ 1

6

`
ǫ ` |Z|2

˘´5{6 `
2|Z`|∇ḡ|Z`| ` 2|Z´|∇ḡ|Z´|

˘

“ 1

3
f´5

`
|Z`|∇ḡ|Z`| ` |Z´|∇ḡ|Z´|

˘
;

hence,

|∇ḡf |2 “ 1

9
f´10

´
|Z`|2|∇ḡ|Z`||2 ` 2|Z`||Z´|x∇ḡ|Z`|,∇ḡ|Z´|y ` |Z´|2|∇ḡ|Z´||2

¯
.
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Therefore,

5

3
f´4
ǫ

`
|∇ḡ|Z`||2 ` |∇ḡ|Z´||2

˘
´ 15|∇ḡf |2

“ 5

3
f´10
ǫ

!
f6
ǫ

`
|∇ḡ|Z`||2 ` |∇ḡ|Z´||2

˘
´
´

|Z`|2|∇ḡ|Z`||2

` 2|Z`||Z´|x∇ḡ|Z`|,∇ḡ|Z´|y ` |Z´|2|∇ḡ|Z´||2
¯)

ě 5

3
f´10
ǫ

!`
|Z`|2 ` |Z´|2

˘ `
|∇ḡ|Z`||2 ` |∇ḡ|Z´||2

˘
´
´

|Z`|2|∇ḡ|Z`||2

` 2|Z`||Z´|x∇ḡ|Z`|,∇ḡ|Z´|y ` |Z´|2|∇ḡ|Z´||2
¯)

“ 5

3
f´10
ǫ

ˇ̌
ˇ|Z`

∇ḡ|Z´| ´ |Z´|∇ḡ|Z`|
ˇ̌
ˇ
2

ě 0,

as claimed.
Substituting (5.16) into (5.15) and combining with (5.13) and (5.14) we obtain

1

2

¿

M

f´4
ǫ

B
Bν |Z|2 dAḡ ě 3

ż

X

|∇ḡfǫ|2 dvḡ ` 1

2

ż

X

´
Rḡ ´ 2

?
6|Wḡ |

¯
f´4
ǫ |Z|2 dvḡ.

(5.17)

We can rewrite the last term above as

1

2

ż

X

´
Rḡ ´ 2

?
6|Wḡ|

¯
f´4
ǫ |Z|2 dvḡ “ 1

2

ż

X

´
Rḡ ´ 2

?
6|Wḡ|

¯
f´4
ǫ

`
f6
ǫ ´ ǫ

˘
dvḡ

“ 1

2

ż

X

´
Rḡ ´ 2

?
6|Wḡ|

¯
f2
ǫ dvḡ ´ 1

2
ǫ

ż

X

´
Rḡ ´ 2

?
6|Wḡ|

¯
f´2
ǫ dvḡ .

Since fǫ ě ǫ1{6,

´1

2
ǫ

ż

X

´
Rḡ ´ 2

?
6|Wḡ|

¯
f´2
ǫ dvḡ “ Opǫ2{3q.

Consequently, (5.17) implies

3

ż

X

|∇ḡfǫ|2 dvḡ`1

2

ż

X

Rḡf
2
ǫ dvg

ď
?
6

ż

X

|Wḡ|f2
ǫ dvḡ ` 1

2

¿

M

f´4
ǫ

B
Bν |Z|2 dAḡ ` Opǫ2{3q.

(5.18)

It follows from the Fefferman-Graham expansions that the mean curvature of M
with respect to g “ ḡ|M vanishes. Therefore, dividing (5.18) by 3 we get

Eḡrfǫs ď
?
6

3

ż

X

|Wḡ|f2
ǫ dvḡ ` 1

6

¿

M

f´4
ǫ

B
Bν |Z|2 dApg ` Opǫ2{3q,(5.19)

where E is defined in (2.1).
To estimate the right-hand side of (5.19), we first observe that

?
6

3

ż

X

|Wḡ|f2
ǫ dvḡ ď

?
6

3

ˆż

X

|Wḡ|2 dvḡ
˙1{2 ˆż

X

f4
ǫ dvḡ

˙1{2

(5.20)
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Claim 5.2. The boundary integrand in (5.19) vanishes:

B
Bν |Z|2 “ 0.(5.21)

Assuming the claim for now, it follows from (5.19) and (5.20) that

Eḡrfǫs ď
?
6

3

ˆż

X

|Wḡ|2 dvḡ
˙1{2ˆż

X

f4
ǫ dvḡ

˙1{2

` Opǫ2{3q

“
?
6

3

ˆż

X

|Wg`
|2 dvg`

˙1{2 ˆż

X

f4
ǫ dvḡ

˙1{2

` Opǫ2{3q,
(5.22)

where the second line follows by the conformal invariance of the L2-norm of the
Weyl tensor. By the definition of Z,ż

X

f4
ǫ dvḡ ě

ż

X

|Z|4{3 dvḡ “
ż
r4|Wḡ|4{3

ḡ dvḡ.

It follows that if pX, g`q is not hyperbolic, then there is a c0 ą 0 such that
ˆż

X

f4
ǫ dvḡ

˙1{2

ě c0 ą 0,

independent of ǫ. Dividing (5.22) by
`ş

X
f4
ǫ dvḡ

˘1{2
, we get

Yḡrfǫs ď
?
6

3

ˆż

X

|Wg`
|2 dvg`

˙1{2

` Opǫ2{3q,(5.23)

where Yḡ is the Yamabe functional associated to ḡ (see (2.3). Letting ǫ Ñ 0, (5.1)
follows.

�

The proof of Claim 5.2. By (5.8) and the conformal transformation law for the
Weyl tensor,

|Z|2 “ |Z|2ḡ
“

ˇ̌
rWg`

ˇ̌2
ḡ

“ r2
ˇ̌
Wg`

ˇ̌2
ḡ

“ r2
ˇ̌
r´2Wḡ

ˇ̌2
ḡ

“ r´2|Wḡ|2ḡ.
By (7.2) of Corollary 7.1,

|Z|2 “ r´2
 
r2|C|2 ` Opr4q

(

“ |C|2 ` Opr2q,
where C is with respect to g “ ḡ|M . Since r is a special defining function, ν “
´ B

Br |M , hence

B
Bν |Z|2 “ ´ B

Br
 

|C|2 ` Opr2q
(ˇ̌

r“0

“ 0,
(5.24)

as claimed. �
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6. Expansions for four-dimensional Poincaré-Einstein metrics

In this section we calculate the expansion of the Weyl tensor that was needed
in the proofs of the main results. Let pX4, g`q be an oriented four-dimensional
Poincaré-Einstein manifold with conformal infinity pM, rpgsq, where M “ BX . We
fix a representative of the conformal infinity which we also denote by pg, and let
r ą 0 denote a special defining function associated to pg. Let ḡ “ r2g`.

In this section we closely follow the conventions and notation of Chapter 5 of
[12]. If tB1, B2, B3u is an oriented local basis of coordinate vector fields on M , then
tB0, B1, B2, B3u is an oriented local basis for a neighborhood in X . We use lower case
Greek indices when labeling components of tensor fields on X (e.g., 0 ď α ď 3),
and lower case Latin indices for tensor fields on M (e.g., 1 ď i ď 3). The 0-index
always corresponds to Br.

By the Fefferman-Graham expansions,

gij “ pgij ´ r2 pPij ` r3g
p3q
ij ` r4g

p4q
ij ` Opr5q,(6.1)

where pP is the Schouten tensor with respect to pg. This implies the following
expansions for the Christoffel symbols:

Γ̄k
ij “ pΓk

ij ´ 1

2
r2
“p∇i

pP k
j ` p∇j

pP k
i ´ p∇k pPij

‰
` Opr3q,

Γ̄0
ij “ r pPij ´ 3

2
r2g

p3q
ij ´ 2r3g

p4q
ij ` Opr4q,

Γ̄k
i0 “ ´r pP k

i ` 3

2
r2pgp3qqki ` r3

“
2pgp4qqki ´ p pP 2qki

‰
` Opr4q,

Γ̄k
0j “ Γ̄k

00 “ Γ̄0
00 “ 0.

(6.2)

where p∇ is the connection with respect to pg. Using these formulas, and the formulas
from page 48 of [12], we conclude

Rijkℓ “ pRijkℓ ` 1

2
r2
”
p∇jCikℓ ´ p∇iCjkℓ ´ pgikp pP 2qjℓ ` pgiℓp pP 2qjk

` pgjkp pP 2qiℓ ´ pgjℓp pP 2qik ´ 4 pPik
pPjℓ ` 4 pPjk

pPiℓ

ı
` Opr3q,

Ri0j0 “ pPij ´ 3rg
p3q
ij ` r2

“
p pP 2qij ´ 6g

p4q
ij

‰
` Opr3q,

R0ijk “ ´rCijk ` 3

2
r2
“p∇kg

p3q
ij ´ p∇jg

p3q
ik

‰
` Opr3q,

(6.3)

where C is the Cotton tensor with respect pg:
Cijk “ p∇k

pPij ´ p∇j
pPik.

6.1. Expansion of the Weyl tensor. To obtain expansions for the Weyl tensor,
we first need expansions of the Schouten tensor P with respect to ḡ. Since g` “
r´2ḡ, the conformal transformation law for the Schouten tensor implies

Pg`
“ P̄ ` ∇̄2r

r
´ 1

2

|∇̄r|2
r2

ḡ.(6.4)

By the Einstein condition and the fact that r is a special defining function, this
gives

P “ ´ ∇̄2r

r
.(6.5)
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Using the formulas for the Christoffel symbols in (6.2), we get

P ij “ pPij ´ 3

2
rg

p3q
ij ´ 2r2g

p4q
ij ` Opr3q,

P i0 “ 0,

P 00 “ 0.

(6.6)

By the standard decomposition of the curvature tensor,

Wαβγδ “ Rαβγδ ´ ḡαγP βδ ` ḡαδP βγ ` ḡβγPαδ ´ ḡβδPαγ .

Using the formulas in (6.3) and (6.6), this implies

W ijkℓ “ 3

2
r
“
pgikgp3q

jℓ ´ pgiℓgp3q
jk ´ pgjkgp3q

iℓ ` pgjℓgp3q
ik

‰
` r2Vijkℓ ` Opr3q,

W i0j0 “ ´3

2
rg

p3q
ij ` r2

“
p pP q2ij ´ 4g

p4q
ij

‰
` Opr3q,

W 0ijk “ ´rCijk ` 3

2
r2
“p∇kg

p3q
ij ´ p∇jg

p3q
ik

‰
` Opr3q,

(6.7)

where for notational convenience we define

Vijkℓ “ 1

2

`p∇jCikℓ ´ p∇iCjkℓ

˘
´ 1

2
pgikp pP 2qjℓ ` 1

2
pgiℓp pP 2qjk ` 1

2
pgjkp pP 2qiℓ ´ 1

2
pgjℓp pP 2qik

` 2
“
pgikgp4q

jℓ ´ pgiℓgp4q
jk ´ pgjkgp4q

iℓ ` pgjℓgp4q
ik

‰
.

(6.8)

Note that the formula for W ijkℓ implies that V is a curvature-type tensor on M .

We can use the above expansions to explicitly compute gp4q:

Proposition 6.1. Let pX, g`q be a four-dimensional Poincaré-Einstein manifold,
and pg a representative in the conformal infinity with associated special defining
function r. Then

g
p4q
ij “ 1

4

´
p∇kCijk ` p pP 2qij

¯
.(6.9)

Proof. On M , we define the tensor

Vij “ pgkℓVikjℓ

“ 1

2
p∇kCijk ´ 1

2
p pP 2qij ´ 1

2
| pP |2pgij ` 2

`
g

p4q
ij ` trpg g

p4q pgij
˘
.

(6.10)

Since W and gp3q are trace-free,

0 “ ḡαβW iαjβ

“ ḡ00W i0j0 ` ḡkℓW ikjℓ

“
!

´ 3

2
rg

p3q
ij ` r2

“
p pP q2ij ´ 4g

p4q
ij

‰
` Opr3q

)

`
 
pgkℓ ` Opr2q

(!3
2
r
“
pgijgp3q

kℓ ´ pgiℓgp3q
jk ´ pgjkgp3q

iℓ ` pgkℓgp3q
ij

‰
` r2Vikjℓ ` Opr3q

)

“ r2
“ pP 2

ij ´ 4g
p4q
ij ` Vij

‰
` Opr3q,

hence

4g
p4q
ij “ pP 2

ij ` Vij .(6.11)
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Taking the trace gives

4trpg g
p4q “ | pP |2 ` trpg V

“ | pP |2 `
`

´ 2| pP |2 ` 8trpg g
p4q

˘

“ ´| pP |2 ` 8trpg g
p4q,

so that

trpg g
p4q “ 1

4
| pP |2.(6.12)

Returning to (6.11), we have

4g
p4q
ij “ pP 2

ij ` Vij

“ pP 2
ij ` 1

2
p∇kCijk ´ 1

2
p pP 2qij ´ 1

2
| pP |2pgij ` 2

`
g

p4q
ij ` trpg g

p4q pgij
˘

“ pP 2
ij ` 1

2
p∇kCijk ´ 1

2
p pP 2qij ´ 1

2
| pP |2pgij ` 2g

p4q
ij ` 2

`1
4

| pP |2
˘
pgij

“ 1

2
p∇kCijk ` 1

2
p pP 2qij ` 2g

p4q
ij ,

(6.13)

and (6.9) follows.
�

Lemma 6.2. We have

Vijkℓ “ pgik p∇mCjℓm ´ pgiℓ p∇mCjkm ´ pgjk p∇mCiℓm ` pgjℓ p∇mCikm,(6.14)

and

Vij “ p∇kCijk .(6.15)

Proof. Note that (6.15) is immediate from (6.11) and Proposition 6.1.
Since Vijkℓ is a curvature-type tensor defined on a three-dimensional vector space,

its fully trace-free part must vanish:

Zijkℓ :“ Vijkℓ ´
`
pgikVjℓ ´ pgiℓVjk ´ pgjkViℓ ` pgjℓVik

˘
` 1

2
trpg V

`
pgikpgjℓ ´ pgiℓpgjk

˘

“ 0.

Then (6.14) follows from this fact and (6.15). �

We thus obtain the following.

Proposition 6.3. Let pX, g`q be a four-dimensional Poincaré-Einstein manifold,
and pg a representative in the conformal infinity with associated special defining
function r. Then

W ijkℓ “ 3

2
r
“
pgikgp3q

jℓ ´ pgiℓgp3q
jk ´ pgjkgp3q

iℓ ` pgjℓgp3q
ik

‰
` r2Vijkℓ ` Opr3q,

W i0j0 “ ´3

2
rg

p3q
ij ´ r2Vij ` Opr3q,

W 0ijk “ ´rCijk ` 3

2
r2
“p∇kg

p3q
ij ´ p∇jg

p3q
ik

‰
` Opr3q,

(6.16)

where Vijkℓ and Vij are given by (6.14) and (6.15).
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6.2. Expansions of W
˘
. As in [12], we denote the volume form of gr by µ, and

the volume form of ḡ by µ. Obviously

µijkℓ “ 0,

since the boundary is three-dimensional. As pointed out in [12],

µ0ijk “
a
det grǫijk.(6.17)

We begin with the expansion of W
`
ijkℓ (i.e., all tangential components). To do

this, we first compute the expansion of p‹W qijkℓ:

p‹W qijkℓ “ 1

2
µ

ρσ
ij W ρσkℓ

“ 1

2
µijνθ ḡ

νρḡθσW ρσkℓ

“ µijm0 ḡ
mpW p0kℓ

“
a
det gr ḡ

mpǫijmW 0pkℓ.

(6.18)

From the expansions of gr above we know
a
det gr ḡ

mp ǫijm “
`
1 ` Opr2q

˘`
pgmp ` Opr2q

˘a
detpg ǫijm

“ pgmp
a
detpg ǫijm ` Opr2q

“ pµ p
ij ` Opr2q,

where pµ is the volume form of pg. Then using the expansion of W in (6.7), we get

p‹W qijkℓ “ ´r pµ p
ij Cpkℓ ` 3

2
r2
`p∇ℓg

p3q
pk ´ p∇kg

p3q
pℓ

˘
pµ p
ij ` Opr3q.(6.19)

Combining with the first formula in (6.7) gives

W
`
ijkℓ “ 1

2

`
W ijkℓ ` p‹W qijkℓ

˘

“ r
!3
4

“
pgikgp3q

jℓ ´ pgiℓgp3q
jk ´ pgjkgp3q

iℓ ` pgjℓgp3q
ik

‰
´ 1

2
pµ p
ij Cpkℓ

)

` r2
!1
2
Vijkℓ ` 3

4

`p∇ℓg
p3q
pk ´ p∇kg

p3q
pℓ

˘
pµ p
ij

)
` Opr3q.

(6.20)

Similarly,

W
´
ijkℓ “ 1

2

`
W ijkℓ ´ p‹W qijkℓ

˘

“ r
!3
4

“
pgikgp3q

jℓ ´ pgiℓgp3q
jk ´ pgjkgp3q

iℓ ` pgjℓgp3q
ik

‰
` 1

2
pµ p
ij Cpkℓ

)

` r2
!1
2
Vijkℓ ´ 3

4

`p∇ℓg
p3q
pk ´ p∇kg

p3q
pℓ

˘
pµ p
ij

)
` Opr3q.

(6.21)

Next we compute p‹W qi0j0:

p‹W qi0j0 “ 1

2
ḡkmḡℓpµ0ikℓW 0jmp

“ 1

2
ḡkmḡℓp

a
det gr ǫikℓW 0jmp.
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Consequently,

p‹W qi0j0 “ ´1

2
r pµ mp

i Cjmp ` 3

4
r2
`p∇pg

p3q
jm ´ p∇mg

p3q
jp

˘
pµ mp
i ` Opr3q,(6.22)

and

W
`

i0j0 “ 1

2

`
W i0j0 ` p‹W qi0j0

˘

“ r
!

´ 3

4
g

p3q
ij ´ 1

4
pµ mp
i Cjmp

)

` r2
!

´ 1

2
Vij ` 3

8

`p∇pg
p3q
jm ´ p∇mg

p3q
jp

˘
pµ mp
i

)
` Opr3q.

(6.23)

Likewise,

W
´
i0j0 “ r

!
´ 3

4
g

p3q
ij ` 1

4
pµ mp
i Cjmp

)

` r2
!

´ 1

2
Vij ´ 3

8

`p∇pg
p3q
jm ´ p∇mg

p3q
jp

˘
pµ mp
i

)
` Opr3q.

(6.24)

Finally,

p‹W q0ijk “ 1

2
ḡℓpḡqmµ0iℓmW pqjk

“ 1

2
ḡℓpḡqm

a
det gr ǫiℓmW pqjk;

hence

p‹W q0ijk “ 3

4
r
!
pgjpgp3q

kq ´ pgkpgp3q
jq ´ pgjqgp3q

kp ` pgkqgp3q
jp

)
pµ pq
i ` 1

2
r2pµ pq

i Vpqjk ` Opr3q.

It follows that

W
`

0ijk “ r

#
3

8

”
pgjpgp3q

kq ´ pgkpgp3q
jq ´ pgjqgp3q

kp ` pgkqgp3q
jp

ı
pµ pq
i ´ 1

2
Cijk

+

` r2
!1
4
pµ pq
i Vpqjk ` 3

4

“p∇kg
p3q
ij ´ p∇jg

p3q
ik

‰)
` Opr3q,

(6.25)

W
´
0ijk “ r

#
´ 3

8

”
pgjpgp3q

kq ´ pgkpgp3q
jq ´ pgjqgp3q

kp ` pgkqgp3q
jp

ı
pµ pq
i ´ 1

2
Cijk

+

` r2
!

´ 1

4
pµ pq
i Vpqjk ` 3

4

“p∇kg
p3q
ij ´ p∇jg

p3q
ik

‰)
` Opr3q,

(6.26)

Summarizing, we have

Proposition 6.4. Let pX, g`q be an oriented, four-dimensional Poincaré-Einstein
manifold. Let pg be a representative of the conformal infinity, and r the associated
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special defining function, and ḡ “ r2g`. Then

W
˘
ijkℓ “ r

!3
4

“
pgikgp3q

jℓ ´ pgiℓgp3q
jk ´ pgjkgp3q

iℓ ` pgjℓgp3q
ik

‰
¯ 1

2
pµ p
ij Cpkℓ

)

` r2
!1
2
Vijkℓ ˘ 3

4

`p∇ℓg
p3q
pk ´ p∇kg

p3q
pℓ

˘
pµ p
ij

)
` Opr3q,

W
˘

i0j0 “ r
!

´ 3

4
g

p3q
ij ¯ 1

4
pµ mp
i Cjmp

)
` r2

!
´ 1

2
Vij ˘ 3

8

`p∇pg
p3q
jm ´ p∇mg

p3q
jp

˘
pµ mp
i

)
` Opr3q,

W
˘
0ijk “ r

#
˘ 3

8

”
pgjpgp3q

kq ´ pgkpgp3q
jq ´ pgjqgp3q

kp ` pgkqgp3q
jp

ı
pµ pq
i ´ 1

2
Cijk

+

` r2
!

˘ 1

4
pµ pq
i Vpqjk ` 3

4

“p∇kg
p3q
ij ´ p∇jg

p3q
ik

‰)
` Opr3q,

(6.27)

where the tensors Vijkℓ and Vij are given by (6.8) and (6.10).

7. Expansions for even and self-dual metrics

In this section we state two key corollaries of the preceding calculations.

Corollary 7.1. Let pX, g`q be an even, four-dimensional Poincaré-Einstein mani-
fold, and pg a representative in the conformal infinity with associated special defining
function r. Then

W ijkℓ “ r2Vijkℓ ` Opr3q,
W i0j0 “ ´r2Vij ` Opr3q,
W 0ijk “ ´rCijk ` Opr3q,

(7.1)

where Vijkℓ and Vij are given by (6.14) and (6.15). In particular,

|W |2ḡ “ r2|C|2 ` Opr4q.(7.2)

Also, we have

W
˘
ijkℓ “ ¯1

2
r pµ p

ij Cpkℓ ` 1

2
r2Vijkℓ ` Opr3q,

W
˘
i0j0 “ ¯1

4
r pµ mp

i Cjmp ´ 1

2
r2Vij ` Opr3q,

W
`
0ijk “ ´1

2
rCijk ˘ 1

4
r2pµ pq

i Vpqjk ` Opr3q.

(7.3)

Proof. These formulas follow from Propositions 6.3 and 6.4 and the fact that gp3q “
0. �

Corollary 7.2. If pX, g`q is an oriented, self-dual Poincaré-Einstein manifold,
then

W
`
ijkℓ “ ´r pµ p

ij Cpkℓ ` r2Vijkℓ ` Opr3q,

W
`
i0j0 “ ´1

2
r Cij ´ r2Vij ` Opr3q,

W
`
0ijk “ ´rCijk ` 1

2
r2Vpqjk pµ pq

i ` Opr3q,

(7.4)
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where

Cij “ pµ kℓ
i Cjkℓ.(7.5)

Proof. Since g` is self-dual, it follows from (6.21) that

3

4

“
pgikgp3q

jℓ ´ pgiℓgp3q
jk ´ pgjkgp3q

iℓ ` pgjℓgp3q
ik

‰
“ ´1

2
pµ p
ij Cpkℓ,

3

4

`p∇ℓg
p3q
pk ´ p∇kg

p3q
pℓ

˘
pµ p
ij “ 1

2
Vijkℓ .

(7.6)

Note that the first formula above is equivalent to (5.5) of Theorem 5.3 in [12].
Substituting these into (6.20) we get the first formula in (7.4). The proof of the

other two formulas is similar. �

Determining the expansion of the norm of the Weyl tensor is much more involved
in the self-dual case, so we state it as a separate result:

Proposition 7.3. If pX, g`q is an oriented self-dual Poincaré-Einstein manifold,
then

|W`|2ḡ “ r2 |C|2pg ` 4r3 xV, Cy ` Opr4q.(7.7)

Proof. First, we note that

|W`|2ḡ “ 1

4
ḡαµḡβν ḡγδḡστW

`
αβγσW

`
µνδτ

“ 1

4
ḡipḡjq ḡkr ḡℓsW

`
ijkℓW

`
pqrs ` ḡipḡjq ḡkrW

`
0ijkW

`
0pqr

` ḡipḡjqW
`
i0j0W

`
p0q0

:“ I1 ` I2 ` I3.

(7.8)

By the first formula in (7.4),

I1 “ 1

4
ḡipḡjq ḡkr ḡℓsW

`
ijkℓW

`
pqrs

“ 1

4

`
pgip ` Opr2q

˘`
pgjq ` Opr2q

˘`
pgkr ` Opr2q

˘`
pgℓs ` Opr2q

˘!
´ r pµ m

ij Cmkℓ ` r2Vijkℓ

` Opr3q
)!

´ r pµ n
pq Cnrs ` r2Vpqrs ` Opr3q

)

“ 1

4
r2 pgippgjqpgkrpgℓspµ m

ij pµ n
pq CmkℓCnrs ´ 1

2
r3 pgippgjqpgkrpgℓspµ m

ij pµ n
pq CmkℓVpqrs ` Opr4q

“ 1

4
r2 pµpqmpµ n

pq CmkℓC
kℓ

n ´ 1

2
r3 pµpqmCmkℓV

kℓ
pq ` Opr4q.

(7.9)

It will be convenient to rewrite the second term on the right. First, by skew-
symmetry of the volume form,

´1

2
pµpqmCmkℓV

kℓ
pq “ ´1

2
pµmpqV kℓ

pq Cmkℓ.(7.10)

Claim 7.4.

´1

2
pµmpqV kℓ

pq Cmkℓ “ xV, Cy “ V
j
i C

i
j .(7.11)
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Proof. In the following, we will repeatedly use the identity

pµpijpµpkℓ “ δikδjℓ ´ δjkδiℓ.(7.12)

From this, it follows that

1

2
pµm

jkCmi “ 1

2
pµm

jkpµ pq
m Cipq

“ 1

2
pµmjkpµmpqCipq

“ 1

2

`
δjpδkq ´ δjqδkp

˘
Cipq

“ 1

2

`
Cijk ´ Cikj

˘

“ Cijk ,

which can also be expressed as

Cijk “ 1

2
pµmjkC

m
i .(7.13)

Since Crmkℓs “ 0, we can rewrite the term in (7.11) as

´1

2
pµmpqV kℓ

pq Cmkℓ “ 1

2
pµmpqV kℓ

pq Ckℓm ` 1

2
pµmpqV kℓ

pq Cℓmk.(7.14)

Hence, by (7.13),

´1

2
pµmpqV kℓ

pq Cmkℓ “ 1

4
pµmpqV kℓ

pq pµsℓmC
s
k ` 1

4
pµmpqV kℓ

pq pµsmkC
s
ℓ

“ ´1

4
pµmpqpµmℓsV

kℓ
pq Cs

k ´ 1

4
pµmpqpµmskV

kℓ
pq Cs

ℓ

“ ´1

4

`
δpℓδqs ´ δℓqδps

˘
V kℓ
pq Cs

k ´ 1

4

`
δpsδqk ´ δsqδpk

˘
V kℓ
pq Cs

ℓ

“ V k
s Cs

k.

(7.15)

�

For the first term in the last line of (7.9), we use the identity (7.12) to show

1

4
r2 pµpqmpµ n

pq CmkℓC
kℓ

n “ 1

4
|C|2.

Combining with Claim 7.4, we get

I1 “ 1

4
r2|C|2 ` r3 xV, Cy ` Opr4q.(7.16)
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Using the second formula in (7.4) we find

I2 “ ḡipḡjq ḡkrW
`

0ijkW
`

0pqr

“
`
pgip ` Opr2q

˘`
pgjq ` Opr2q

˘`
pgkr ` Opr2q

˘!
´ rCijk ` 1

2
r2Vpqjk pµ pq

i ` Opr3q
)

ˆ
!

´ rCpqr ` 1

2
r2Vabqr pµ ab

p ` Opr3q
)

“ r2 pgippgjqpgkrCijkCpqr ´ r3 pgippgjqpgkrCijkVabqr pµ ab
p ` Opr4q

“ 1

2
r2|C|2 ´ r3 pµiabV

jk
ab Cijk ` Opr4q.

(7.17)

By Claim 7.4, this can be expressed as

I2 “ 1

2
r2|C|2 ` 2r3 xV, Cy ` Opr4q.(7.18)

Finally,

I3 “ ḡipḡjqW
`
i0j0W

`
p0q0

“
`
pgip ` Opr2q

˘`
pgjq ` Opr2q

˘!
´ 1

2
r Cij ´ r2Vij ` Opr3q

)!
´ 1

2
r Cpq ´ r2Vpq ` Opr3q

)

“ 1

4
r2 |C|2pg ` r3 pgippgkqCijVpq ` Opr4q

“ 1

4
r2 |C|2pg ` r3 xV, Cy ` Opr4q.

(7.19)

Combining (7.16), (7.18), and (7.19), we get (7.7). �

8. A conformal invariant in dimension three

The proof of Theorem 1.1. Although it is possible to verify (1.7) directly, we will
give a “holographic” construction of the invariants.

Let pM, gq be a three-dimensional Riemannian manifold. By Theorem 5.3 of
[12], there is an ǫ ą 0 and a (formal) self-dual Poincaré-Einstein metric g` defined
on X “ M ˆ r0, ǫq whose conformal infinity is pM, rgsq. By “formal”, we mean that
g` can be expressed as

g` “ r´2
`
dr2 ` gr

˘
,

where gr is a one-parameter family of metrics on M that is determined to infinite
order. In particular, if we write

gr “ g ` gp2qr2 ` gp3qr3 ` gp4qr4 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ,

then the Einstein condition determines gp2q and gp4q, while the self-duality condition
determines gp3q (see (7.6)). Then, by the proof of Proposition 7.3,

|W`|2ḡ “ r2 |Cg|2g ` 4r3 xVg, Cgyg ` Opr4q,(8.1)

where ḡ “ r2g` “ dr2 ` gr. Since

|W`
g`

|2g`
“ r4|W`|2ḡ,
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(8.1) implies

|W`
g`

|2g`
“ r6 |Cg|2g ` 4r7 xVg, Cgyg ` Opr8q.(8.2)

Now, let g̃ P rgs, and write

g̃ “ e2w0g(8.3)

for some w0 P C8pMq. If we write g` in normal form with

g` “ r̃´2
`
dr̃2 ` g̃r̃

˘
,

where g̃r̃|r̃“0 “ g̃, then (8.2) becomes

|W`
g`

|2g`
“ r̃6 |Cg̃|2g̃ ` 4r̃7 xVg̃, Cg̃yg̃ ` Opr̃8q.(8.4)

By Lemma 2.2 of [13],

r̃ “ rew,

where w has an expansion that consists of only even powers of r:

w “ w0 ` Opr2q,
where w0 is given in (8.3). In particular,

r̃6 “ r6e6w0 ` Opr8q,
r̃7 “ r7e7w0 ` Opr9q.

(8.5)

Substituting these into (8.4) and comparing with (8.2), we get (1.7).
�
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