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SELF-DUAL AND EVEN POINCARE-EINSTEIN METRICS IN
DIMENSION FOUR

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

ABsSTRACT. 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 X™*! be the interior of a compact (n + 1)-dimensional manifold X with
non-empty boundary M = 0X. A Riemannian metric g, defined in X is called
conformally compact if there is a defining function p for the boundary (i.e., p > 0 in
X, M = {p=0},and dp # 0 on M) such that § = p?g 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 (X, g4 ).

If g satisfies the Einstein condition

(1.1) Ric(g.) = —ngs.

then g is called a Poincaré-FEinstein metric. The model of Poincaré-Einstein met-
rics is the Poincaré model of hyperbolic space on the unit ball B"*! = {z € R**! :
|z| < 1}, where

4

== ]2
= A=) ™

(1.2)
and ds? 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-Einstein metrics at the bound-
ary, the so-called Fefferman-Graham expansions. These expansions are guaranteed
to exist to infinite order so long as g has at least C? regularity up to the boundary;
see [9, ]. 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 C? compactification.

1.1. Self-Dual Poincaré-Einstein metrics. Suppose X = X* is four-dimensional
and oriented. If g is any Riemannian metric on X, then under the action of the
1
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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

(1.3) A*(X) = AL (X) @ A2 (X),

corresponding to the +1 and —1 eigenspaces of *. The Weyl curvature tensor of ¢,
viewed as a linear map Wy : A%(X) — A%(X), preserves the splitting (IL3). As a
consequence, there are well defined bundle maps W;—r : Ai (X) — Ai (X). 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 SU(2)-invariant self-dual Poincaré-Einstein metrics on B* which
we will discuss in more detail below (see also [2I]). More generally, given any
SU (2)-invariant conformal class [g] on S®, Hitchin [I8] proved the existence of a
SDPE metric g4 in B* whose conformal infinity is [g].

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 ¢ > 0 and
a SDPE metric g, defined on X = M3 x (0,¢) whose conformal infinity is given
by (M3,[g]). Subsequently, Fefferman-Graham ([I2], 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:

)| (WRE W) dy, =12 () — (O[],

where 7(X) is the signature of X and n(M, [g]) is the eta-invariant of the boundary.
(Here and throughout the paper, the operator norm of the Weyl tensor is used; i.e.,

WE2 = dwk,, (W*)7"). If g, is SDPE, then (T4) implies

(1.5) L Wit dvg, = 120 (r(X) — (M. [g]))..
In particular,

(1.6) 7(X) = n(M, [g]),

with equality if and only if (X, gy) 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 [[.21 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 (M3, g) be a closed, three-dimensional Riemannian manifold. Let P denote
the Schouten tensor of g, and

Cijk = ViPij — V; Py,
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the Cotton tensor. We can equivalently view C' as a symmetric two-tensor by
defining
Cij = ,Uikecjkfv

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

g=¢e""g = Cy= 674“’09.
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 (M, g) be a three-dimensional Riemannian manifold. Let C =
Cy denote the Cotton tensor, and p = pq the volume form with respect to g. Also,
define the symmetric two-tensors

Vij = V*Cij,
Cij = 11;""Cjre,
where p is the volume form of (M, g). Then{V,C), and |C|§ are pointwise conformal
invariants: if § = e*¥og,
w7 <‘775N>§ = " (V,C)q,
ICI2 = e %|C2.

Consequently, when it converges

(L8) 1o o) - | .C)

 fe

is an integral conformal invariant.

The conformal invariance of {V,C) does not seem to be known to experts, and
its construction may be of independent interest.
Since the integral in (IL8) may not converge, in general we define

V,C
(1.9) Io(M3,[g]) := limsupf <’7>2/3 dvg € [—00, 00].
=0 Jum (e +]C[?)

For example, when (M3, g) is locally conformally flat (hence C = 0), In(M?3,[g]) =
0.

Our next result shows that when the invariant I, 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 (X* g,) be an oriented, self-dual, four-dimensional Poincaré-
Einstein manifold. Let M3 = 0X*, and (M3,[g]) denote the conformal infinity of
(X%, g4). Assume

(i) To(M?,[g]) > 0,
(id) Y (M?, [g]) > 0.
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Then either g4 s hyperbolic, or
1
(1.10) (XY =n (M?,[g]) + gX(X“).
Specializing to the ball, we have

Corollary 1.3. Let g+ be a self-dual, four-dimensional Poincaré-Einstein metric
on B* with conformal infinity (S3,[g]). Assume

(i) To(S°,[g]) = 0,
(i1) V(S [g]) > 0.

Then either g4 is hyperbolic, or
1
(1.11) 1 (5" [a)) < .
Interestingly, Theorem also gives obstructions to the existence of self-dual
Poincaré-Einstein fillings:

Corollary 1.4. Let (M3,[g]) be a conformal three-manifold satisfying
(i) To(M?, [g]) = 0,
(1) Y (M, [g]) > 0.
Then there are infinitely many smooth, non-diffeomorphic manifolds Y* with the

following properties:

o Y4 = M3,
e Y4 and (M3, [g]) satisfy the signature obstruction (I.4),

o Y4 does not admit a self-dual Poincaré-Finstein metric g+ whose conformal in-
finity is given by (M3,[g]).

For all k > 1, the connected sum of k copies of S? x S admit locally conformally
flat metrics with positive scalar, and therefore satisfy the assumptions of Corollary

T

Corollary 1.5. Let g be a locally conformally flat metric of positive scalar curvature
on M3 =k (5’2 X Sl). Then there are infinitely many smooth, non-diffeomorphic
manifolds Y* satisfying the conclusions of Corollary [T.3}

In Pedersen’s construction of SU(2)-invariant SDPE metrics on B?, the confor-
mal infinities are given by the Berger spheres, whose construction we briefly recall.
Let {E1, E2, E3} be the basis of the Lie algebra su(2) given by

it 0 0 1 0 4
El_ (0 _i)vEQ_ (_1 0);E3_ (’L O))
and let {E', E? E3} be the dual basis of one-forms. The l-parameter family of
left-invariant metrics
ge=€¢E'®FE' + F*Q F* + B* @ E®
on SU(2) ~ 83 are called the Berger metrics. When ¢ = 1, then g; = go, the
round metric on S3. In particular, Pedersen’s examples give a 1-parameter family
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(9+)e of SDPE metrics on B* with (g4)1 = gu, the hyperbolic metric. A tedious
calculation gives

(1.12) 1(5%,[ge]) = —12V6m2€t e — 1> < 0,

with equality holding only for € = 1; i.e., g1 = go. In particular, Theorem does
not apply to these metrics.

1.2. Even Poincaré-Einstein metrics. Let (X*, g;) be a four-dimensional Poincaré-
Einstein manifold with conformal infinity (M3, [g]). By the work of Graham-Lee
(see [14} [13]), given g € [g] there is a unique defining function » > 0 in a neighbor-
hood of M such that g, can be expressed as

(1.13) gr =772 (dr* + hy),
where h,. is a family of metrics on M with an expansion of the form
(114) h,r = g + 9(2)7'2 + 9(3)7'3 + .. ,

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

Definition 1.6. We say that g, is even if ¢(® = 0.

It follows from [I3] p. 34 and Lemma 2.2] that the property of evenness does not
depend on the choice of conformal representative of [g], and hence is conformally
invariant. Also, as the name suggests, evenness implies that g(2*+1) = 0 for all
k = 0 in the expansion ([LI4); 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 hg = h|pp denotes the induced variation of the
boundary metric g, then

d 1
(1.15) V) = GV (gn+ )|y =~ fho g5 dag
M

(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 (I3 follows from Anderson’s formula for the renormalized volume:

4 1
(1.16) V= e — g | W P ey,
Notice this gives the topological bound
4
(1.17) V< g7r2><(X),

with equality if and only if g is hyperbolic. In particular, for any Poincaré-Einstein
metric on the ball B* we have
4

V< o7,
37T

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 (X%, g,) be an even Poincaré-FEinstein manifold with conformal
infinity (M3, [g]). If Y (M3,[g]) > 0, then either g, is hyperbolic, or

(1.18) V < min {%HX(X‘*), 7§Y(M3, [g])%? + gﬁx(xﬂ} .

In particular, if g, is an even Poincaré-FEinstein metric on B* then

V6

(1.19) ngin{%Vo,Vo—TY(M?U[Q])M}a

where Vi = %772 is the renormalized volume of the hyperbolic metric.

By a result of Chang-Qing-Yang [6], if X* is not diffeomorphic to B* and M? is

not diffeomorphic to S3, then

2 , 4
V< 37 X(X%).

Therefore, (LIR) is an improvement on their inequality only when X = B* and
M = 83, 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 [2I).

An interesting example is given by X4 = B*/Z and M? = S? x S!. In this case
X* admits a hyperbolic metric obtained as the quotient of the standard hyperbolic
metric on B* along an isometry. These metrics are obviously even, and the renor-
malized volume V = 0. For any other (non-hyperbolic) even metric on B*/Z, (I.20)
implies
(1.20) V< —*/TEY(M?’, [¢])%? < 0.

There is an obvious parallel between the question of the existence of non-hyperbolic
even Poincaré-Einstein metrics on B*, and the existence of non-round Einstein met-
rics on S*. 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-FEinstein metric on B* whose con-
formal infinity is of positive Yamabe type. Is g1 hyperbolic?

1.3. Organization of the paper. In Section[2lwe 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 [[7l In Section
we prove a key Weitzenbock formula for the (weighted) Weyl tensor.
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In Sections [ and [l we present the proofs of Theorems and [[.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
and [1

Finally, in Section 8 we give a proof of Theorem [T.1l

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 (X, M, h) be a compact Riemannian four-manifold with non-empty boundary
M = 0X. Let Ry, denote the scalar curvature of h and H = Hj, the mean curvature
of M with respect to h. Define &, : W12(X) — R by

(2.1) Enle] = L <|vh¢>|2 + %ths?) dvp, + % 3€H¢2 dAy.
M
The quantity £ is conformally invariant in the sense that if h = €2 h, then
(2.2) &[0 = Enled].
We also define the Yamabe functional
(2.3 o] = —21%

iz
(5 ol ava)”
The (type I-) Yamabe invariant is defined by

(2.4) Yi(X, M, [h]) = Inlo]-

inf
peW-2(X)\{0}
By standard conformal transformation laws, an equivalent definition is given by

(2.5) Yo, M [h]) = it S3x 0 9+ 5§y M Ay
: ) ) R 12 .
reth] (vor(x. 1))

A function v € Wh? attaining Y3 (X, M, [h]) defines a (smooth) conformal metric
h1 = v?h satisfying

1
Ry, = £Yi(X, M. [h]) in X,
Hp, =0 on M

(2.6)

(see [1I]).
Using the Chern-Gauss-Bonnet formula, we obtain the following elementary in-
equality for the Yamabe invariant:



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

Lemma 2.1. Let (X, M,h) be a compact Riemannian four-manifold with non-
empty boundary M = 0X. Assume

(i) M is umbilic with respect to h.
Then

(2.7) 8mix(X) < J |Wh|? dop, + gyl(x, M, [h])2
X

Proof. By conformal invariance we may assume that M is minimal with respect
to h (see Lemma 1.1 of [TI]). As in the proof of Theorem 6.1 of [I1], let {v;}
be a minimizing sequence for Y1(X, M, [h]) obtained by the standard sub-critical
regularization procedure. More precisely, each v; is a solution of the PDE

1 ,
—Apv; + G Fnv =11 (X, M, [h])v?~% in X,

6vi
ov

where v is the outward unit normal with respect to h and §; — 0 as ¢ — oo.
Moreover, we may assume that v; is normalized so that SX ’U;l dvp, = 1. Here and
throughout, Aj, = <+, grad,,.

By standard regularity properties (see [§], Theorem 1), we may assume v; €
C*(X) and v; > 0. By (Z8), the scalar curvature and mean curvature of h; = v2h
are given by

(2.8)

=0 on M,

Ry, = 6Y1(X, M, [h])v; % in X,

(2.9)
Hy, =0 on M.

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

1 1
872\ (X) =J |Wh, |2 dvp, — —f |En, | dvop, + —J R? dvp,

1
< J |Wh, |2 dvp, + —J Ry doy,.
X 24 Jx
By (29) and the volume normalization,

J R} dvy, = 36Y:1(X, M, [h])QJ v 2% dy,
X X

210 <o ()7 ([ ot o) o ([ dvh)éim

= 36Y1(X, M, [h])? Vol (h)°/?.

Combining this with ([2I0) and using the conformal invariance of the L?-norm of
the Weyl tensor, we find

(2.12) 8m2x(X) <J |Wh|? dvp, + ng(X, M, [h])? Vol (h)*/2.
X

Letting ¢ — o0, we arrive at ([2.7). O
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Now let (X, g4+) be a four-dimensional Poincaré-Einstein manifold with conformal
infinity (M3, [g]). 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 [Tt

Lemma 2.2. (See [B]) Let (X, g4) be a four-dimensional Poincaré-Einstein man-
ifold with conformal infinity (M3,[g]). Assume Y (M3,[g]) = 0. Then

(2.13) Yi(X, M, [g])* = 2v/6Y (M, [g])*?,

where g = r2gy is any (smooth) compactification of (X, gy).

3. A WEITZENBOCK FORMULA

The main result of this section is the following:

Theorem 3.1. Let (X% g.) be an oriented four-dimensional Poincaré-Einstein
manifold. Let p > 0 be a defining function, and § = p?>g.. Define

Zg =W,
Then Z* = Z] satisfies
1 1
(3.1) SAIZYE = [VZHP 6t (W+ ° (z+)2) + SRIZ,

where the covariant derivatives and curvature are with respect to the metric g. Also,
away from the zero locus of |Z7|,

5
(3.2) VZH]? > g|V|Z+||2.
Theorem [B1] will follow from a more general result. Let (X, go) be an oriented,

four-dimensional manifold such that the self-dual Weyl tensor is harmonic:

(3-3) (590Wq+0)jkz = vg?) (th)mjke =0.

Given a conformal metric g = e?“gq, the conformal transformation formula for the
Riemannian connection implies

+ _ o 2w + m +
(3'4) (59Wq )jke =€ {(6g0Wq0)jkl o vgow (Wq())mjkg} ’
In particular, the condition ([33]) is not conformally invariant. However, the formula

B4) easily implies the following:

Lemma 3.2. Suppose (X, go) is an oriented, four-dimensional manifold whose self-
dual Weyl tensor is harmonic. Given a conformal metric g = e>“gq, let

(3.5) Zf =e"Wihel (W),

where W < W is the sub-bundle of self-dual algebraic Weyl tensors. Then Zt =
Z; 18 harmonic with respect to g:

(3.6) 5,2% =0.
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In [I0], Derdzinski showed that the condition g, W, = 0 implies that W}
satisfies the following Weitzenbock formula:
1 1
37) §A90|Wq+0|2 = [V Wy > — 18det Wi + §RO|W<;+0|2
. ) 1
= Vg W |2 = 6ty (W o (W,5)*) + 3 Rol Wi .
where the norms are with respect to go. If g = €2“gp, since ZT is harmonic with
respect to g, it satisfies a similar Weitzenbock formula:

Corollary 3.3. Suppose (X, go) is an oriented, four-dimensional manifold whose
self-dual Weyl tensor is harmonic. Given a conformal metric g = e*“go, let Z+ =

Z} be defined as in (33). Then Z* satisfies
1 1
(3.8) SAZF2 = V2 Gt (W+ o (Z+)2) +SRIZ*P

Proof. Tt 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 Z1 =
ev W;’O, and use the standard conformal transformation formulas for the Riemannian
connection and scalar curvature to observe

V22 = e [V Wit 12, = 5V 0010, Vo Wt g + 15[V g2, Wi 2, ]

go'go golgo

golgo go 190 golgo

AQ|Z+|§ = eisw{AQOWVJr - G(Agow)WVJr P 1O<Vgowavgo|wg+o>go + 24|Vgow|§0|vvJr 2 }a
Ry|Z*[2 = ™ { Ry [Wih |2, = 6(Ag )W |2, = 6/9 gy t0f2, [ W 12, }.

Combining these with (37) we obtain (B.8]). O

Corollary 3.4. Suppose (X, go) is an oriented, four-dimensional manifold whose
self-dual Weyl tensor is harmonic. Given a conformal metric g = e2qo, let Z+ =
ZF be defined as in [F3). Then away from the zero locus of |Z7],

5
(3.9) VZH]? > g|V|Z+||2.

Proof. The Kato inequality ([B.2]) was proved for the self-dual Weyl tensor in [17]
(see also [4]), but the proof for Z* is obviously the same. O

The proof of Theorem [3.1. Suppose (X*, gy ) is an oriented, four-dimensional Poincaré-
Einstein manifold. The Einstein condition implies that the self-dual Weyl tensor
Wgt is harmonic. Therefore, given a defining function p > 0, we can apply Corol-
laries and B4 with g9 = g4 and e” = p, and Theorem BT follows. O
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4. THE PROOF OF THEOREM AND ITS COROLLARIES

The proof of Theorem [1.2. Suppose (X*, gy ) is an oriented, self-dual, four-dimensional
Poincaré-Einstein manifold with conformal infinity (M3, [g]). We assume

(i) To(M?,[g]) = 0,
(i) Y (M?, [g]) > 0.

Choose a representative in the conformal infinity (which we again denote g) and
let 7 > 0 be the special defining function associated to g. Let § = 72g,. The proof
of Theorem is based on the following proposition:

Proposition 4.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem [1.2,
(4.1) Yi(X, M, [ J W P du,, .

Before giving a proof of this proposition, let us show how Theorem fol-
lows. Again, as observed by J. Qing in [22], since Y (M?,[g]) > 0 it follows that
Y1(X, M, [g]) > 0. Also, the Fefferman-Graham expansion implies that M is totally
umbilic with respect to g. Therefore, by Lemma 21] we have

(4.2)
3 3
8y (X J |Wy|? dvg + SV1(X, M, J (W, |? dvg, + SV1(X, M, [g 1)2.
Combining with (@I]), we obtain
(4.3) SN <2 [ WP doy,.
By the Atiyah-Patodi-Singer index formula,
| 1w oy = 1202 (7030 = (0. L),

hence

8m°x(X) < 247 (r(X) — (M, [g])).
which gives (LI0). O
The proof Proposition [{-1, Let Z* = rW, . By Theorem 3.1} Z% satisfy

1
(4.4) —A 252 = |V 252 — 6tr (W* (Zi)Q) + 5RalZ5 P
Since Z% and W are trace-free,
+ +)2 1 +i7+)2

e (W50 (7)%) | < Iz,

Substituting this into (£4]), we have
1 1

(4.5) §A§|Zi|2 > |V Z5 ) = VO|WE|| 25 + §R§|Z+|Q-
For € > 0 let

(4.6) fo=(e+1211)"°.
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Multiply [@3F) by f-%, and integrate over X:

(4.7)

1 1

3 f F 0|27 dug > f FENVZ P dvg + 5 f (R =281, 1) £412 | dvg.
2 Jx X 2 Jx

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

(4.8)
1
3| otz Py

1 _ 1 .0
*§JX<V§ (fo1) Vgl Z 1P dvg + 3 jgfe 45|Z+|2 dAg
by

1 1 0
3 JX<V§ (£7%) Vg (f8))g dvg + B jgf;4$|z+|2 dAg
M

1 4, 0
12| [Voffdu + 5§ 512" P A,
M

where v is the outward normal to M with respect to g = g|as. For the first term
on the right-hand side of (7)), we use the refined Kato inequality |V;Z7[* >
3| ValZt||%. Let Xz = {pe X : Z*(p) # 0}. Then

L [TV ZT P dug = L f;4|vgz+|2dvg+fx frYVGZ T dug
zZ

Xz

\%

5

2| sz P

3 Jx
5\ /1 L1

_ e - - V- Z+2 Qd*
(3) (5, & v iz
5 —4 1 6\ |2

=2 |V, dvg
12JXzf€ |Z+|2| g(fe)| Ug

1
6 2
15fzf€| +|2|ng5| dvg

1

— Vi f|?dvs
crizep

>15| fS
Xz
15 (Vs vy
Xz
= 15f |VQf6|2 d’l}g.
X
Combining (A7), (@8], and @3], we obtain

(4.10)

1 4 0 +12 2 1 + —4) 742
SPITIZ Ay = 3 | (Vo dvg+ 5 | (Rg—2VBIWS]) 727 dvg.
o v X X
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We can rewrite the last term above as

1
- _ + 41 7+12 g,
2L(Rg 26| |)f€ |ZF |2 dvg

1

-3 L (Rg = 2VBIWH) f (76 = €) dug

1

1
Z o + 2 du- — = _ + =2 Ju-
5 JX (Rg 2\/E|Wg |) f& dvg 2€JX (Rg 2\/6|Wg |) fo“ dvg.

Since f. > €'/9,

71 - + -2 3. 2/3
26L (Rg 2/6|W; |)f€ dvy = O(e¥3).

Consequently, ([@I0) implies
(4.11)

3[ Vot dog+ g [ Bafaug <6 [ Wil vy + 5§ 1002120 day + O,
M

It follows from the Fefferman-Graham expansions that the mean curvature of M
with respect to g = g|as vanishes. Therefore, dividing [@I0) by 3 we get

(4.12)

V6 1(..,0
Eglfe] < 3 JX |W@+|f52 dvg + 5 jgfe 4$|Z+|2 dAg + 0(62/3)
M

NG 1/2 vz o
<P ([wipan) ([ ta) g fargiz e as, 0@
X X i v

Claim 4.2.

(4.13) limigfjgf;“aiwﬂz dA, = —41y(M?,[g]).
€e— 1%
M

Assuming the claim for now, by (#12) and the assumption that Io(M?3, [g]) = 0,
we have

1/2 1/2
arg gl ([wira) ([ sta) o
3 X X

If g+ is not hyperbolic, then there is a ¢y > 0 (independent of €) such that
J fAdvg = co > 0.
X
Therefore,
\/6 1/2
(4.15) Vil < % L Wi Pdvg, )+ 02,

and (A1) follows. O
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The proof of Claim[{.2 By the definition of Z* and the conformal transformation
law for the Weyl tensor,

2717 = 1Z*]3
2

= ‘7"VVJr _

9+ 1g

W

e
= r72|Wg+|§.
By Proposition [7.3]
| ZH )P =r72{r?|C)? + 4r3(V,C) + O(r")}
= |C]> +4r{V,C) + O(r?),

where V and C are with respect to g = g|ras. It follows that

(4.16) fely = (e+1CP)

Also, since r is a special defining function, v = f%| M, hence

1/6

O\ 420 2 2
= —4V,C).
Therefore, combining ([@I6]) and [IT), we find

liminfﬁ;f:4i|2+|2dAg=liminf§;i’cz>/3 g
e—0 J ov e—0 J (e + [C|?)

=—4limsup§<v’76>2/3 g
o I (e+cp)

= —4Iy(M?, [g]).

(4.17)

The proof of Corollary[T.7. Suppose (M?3,[g]) is a conformal three-manifold satis-
fying
(i) Io(M?,[g]) = O,
(i0) Y (M3, [g]) > 0.

Let Xy be any smooth four-manifold such that 0Xg = M. For k > 0, let X} be
the manifold with boundary obtained by deleting a ball in the interior of Xy and
taking a connected sum with k copies of CP?: Xj, = X, #kCP?. Then 60X, = M,

and by properties of the signature, 7(Xy) = 7(Xo) + k. Therefore, if we take ko
large enough,

(4.18) 7(Xk) > n(M?, [g]).
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Next, Let Yy be the manifold obtained by deleting a ball in the interior of Xy,
and taking a connected sum with ¢ copies of S? x S2. Then 0Y; = M, and

x(Y2) = x(Xk,) + 2,
7(Ye) = 7(Xko )

It follows that for all ¢ sufficiently large, say £ > £,

(419) (V) = m(Xk,) < n(M [g]) + 3x(Y2),
while
(4.20) 7(Ye) = 7(Xk,) > n(M?, [g]).

In particular, Y; satisfies the signature obstruction.

If ¢ > ¢y and Y, admits a self-dual Poincaré-Einstein metric g, whose conformal
infinity is given by (M3, [g]), then by Theorem either g is hyperbolic, or we
have

(V) > 002, [g]) + 3x(¥2)

Since this contradicts ([@I9), g+ must be hyperbolic. However, in this case the
Atiyah-Patodi-Singer index formula implies 7(Y;) = n(M?3, [g]), but this contradicts

E20).
O

5. THE PROOF OF THEOREM [I.7]

The proof of Theorem[1.7. Let (X*,g4+) be an even Poincaré-Einstein manifold.
Let (M?3,[g]) denote the conformal infinity, and assume Y (M?3,[g]) > 0.

Choose a representative (which we also denote ¢) in the conformal infinity [g¢],
and let r > 0 be the special defining function associated to ¢g. Let § = r2g,. The
proof of Theorem [[.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,
B 2
(5.1) MM (3] < 5 [ W, P o,

Before giving a proof of this proposition, let us show how Theorem [L.7] fol-
lows. First, as observed by J. Qing in [22], since Y (M3,[g]) > 0 it follows that
Y1(X, M, [g]) > 0. Also, the Fefferman-Graham expansion implies that M is totally
umbilic with respect to g. Therefore, by Lemma [Z.1] we have

(5.2)
82y (X) < W12 dv §YXM’2= W, |2d §YXM’2
T‘—X( )\ X| g| U9+2 1( ) 7[9]) X| 9+| vg++2 1( ) 7[9])'

Combining with (G1I), we obtain

(5.3) 812X (X) <2 L Wy, > dvg, .
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By Anderson’s formula for the renormalized volume (G.4]),

4 1
(5.4) V= 572X(X) 6 JX Wy, |* dvg, ,
which by (3 implies
2
(5.5) V< §7T2X(X).

Also, by Lemma we have
2V6Y (M?, [g])*? < Vi (X, M(g))*,
hence by (G.1)
2
2V6Y (O g2 < 2 [ W, o,
b's

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

1 V6
6.5 v < dmy(x) - Ly )
Combining (55) and (56,
2 4 6
V < min {gWQX(X)a §7T2X(X) - %—Y(Mga [9])3/2} :
(]
The proof of Proposition[51. Let Z+ = TWi. By (£3),
1 1
(5.7) SAGNZTE = Va2 [+ 5 (By — 2V6IW7 ) [ 2
Let
Z=7"+7Z"
(5.8)
=rWy,.

It follows that
Z)? =2 )+ |27 P,
IVaZ|* = Va2t + Va2~ I,

where the second follows since the connection preserves the splitting (L3]). Conse-
quently, by (57) we have

1 i 1
(5.9) 5041212 = Vo2 = VOIW || 277 = VOIW || 27" + S Ro| 2",
An elementary Lagrange-multiplier argument gives

max (ax2 + by2) =1,

m2+y =1,
a?+b%=1
hence
(5.10) —VOIW | ZH]? = V6|W, (| 277 = V6| Wyl Z].

Substituting this into (£9) gives

1 1
(5.11) 583122 > V52 + 5 (By — 2v6Wg ) 122,
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Let € > 0, and define

(5.12) fo=(e+122)"°.

Multiply (G.I0) by f- 4, and integrate over X:

(5.13)
1 1
3 | Sz ey = [ 5o9szP vy 5 | (Ry - 2vBIWL) £ 2P du.
2 Jx b's 2 Jx

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

(5.14)
1 _
5 JX e 4A.«?|Z|2 dug

1 _ 1 4 0
5 | VU ValzPy v+ 5 1 12 s,
M

1 1 0
-5 L<Vg (F74), Vg (£2))a dvg + 5 fﬁf;45|Z|2dA9
M

1L 40
12 L Vg fel? dvg + 5 3Ef€ 121 d4,,
M

where v is the outward normal to M with respect to g = g|u.
For the first term on the right-hand side of (&I3]), we use the refined Kato

inequality in ([B2)):

)
615 | £z > 2 | £ (V2P 4 V5IZ7R) dug.
X X

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

5., _
(5.16) 3/ (IValZ711P + V5] 271P) = 15|V f 1%,

To see this, compute

Vaof = = (e +1212) "% (212 1V,127| + 2127|V,|27))

2121527+ 1271V41271) 5

hence,

1

Vafl2 = 5 £ 70(1ZF PVl Z* |2 + 212*1|27 K931 2*1, V3l 27 1) + 12721 V5127 1)
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Therefore,

5, -
IVl ZT 1P + V51 27 1P) = 15195 £

S . _
= SIS (Va2 I + Va2 7I12) = (127 21951271
+ 20271127 KV512*1, V51271 + 127 95127117 |
5 . _ _
> S0 (122 +127P) (195127112 +1V5127112) = (127 PVl 2% |

20241127 KV512*, V51271 + 127 PIV5127 1) |
5 _ B -~ 2

= 217012 Valz — 1271V 2|

>0,

as claimed.
Substituting (B.I6]) into (EIH) and combining with (513) and (514) we obtain

(5.17)

1 —4 J 2 f 2 1f —4 2
— J— — 2 aJe — — _ — -
: jjfe 12 dA; >3 [ (Vos vy 5 | (Rg—2v6IWl) £\ g

We can rewrite the last term above as

%L{ (Rg - 2\/6|W6|>f5_4|2|2 dvg = %L{ (Rg — 2\/6|W6|> F (feﬁ — ) du,
- %fx (Rg a 2\/6|W6|> ff dvg — %EJX (Rg - 2\/6|W<?|) f€_2 dvg.

Since f, > l/6,
1

_§6J (Rg - 2\/6|W6|) f72 dvg = O(E°).
X

Consequently, (5.17) implies

1
3f Vg fel® d”§+§J Ry f? dv,
X X
(5.18) 2 1 4 0 2 2/3
g\/é |W§|fe d’l}g-f—— fe _|Z| dA‘?+O(€ )

M

It follows from the Fefferman-Graham expansions that the mean curvature of M
with respect to g = g|as vanishes. Therefore, dividing (BI8]) by 3 we get

619) g [ walzay + § it Lizpan v o)
3 X 6 0V
M

where £ is defined in (2.
To estimate the right-hand side of (G.19)), we first observe that

5 5 1/2 1/2
(5.20) \/?_ L{ W3l f2 dvg < g (L{ [Wyl? d”g) (JX f d”g)
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Claim 5.2. The boundary integrand in (519) vanishes:
0

5.21 —|Z)* = 0.

(5.21) 2z

Assuming the claim for now, it follows from (5I9) and (520) that
NG 1/2 1/2
&lfd <+ (JX Wsl? dvg) (L b dvg) +O(e*%)

1/2 1/2
([ ) ([ stan) o
X X

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

L fEdvg > L | Z|*® dvg = f7”4|W.6|§/3 dvg.

It follows that if (X, g ) is not hyperbolic, then there is a ¢y > 0 such that

1/2
(J I dvg) > cp > 0,
X

independent of . Dividing (5.22) by (§ f2 dvg) 1/2, we get

(5.22)

1/2
(5.2 vl < ([ o, Paw. )+ o)
5 Uy

where Vj is the Yamabe functional associated to g (see (23). Letting ¢ — 0, (51)
follows.
O

The proof of Claim[Z2 By (5.8) and the conformal transformation law for the
Weyl tensor,

12 = |Z];
= [rW,, |}
= r2|W, |,
= [ Wy )
=2 Wy,
By ([2) of Corollary [T1]
|Z|? = 7"72{7"2|C|2 + O(r4)}
= ICP +00?),

where C is with respect to g = g|p. Since r is a special defining function, v =

2
—4-|m, hence

0 0
12 = = {Icl* + 06},
=0,

(5.24)

as claimed. O
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6. EXPANSIONS FOR FOUR-DIMENSIONAL POINCARE-EINSTEIN METRICS

In this section we calculate the expansion of the Weyl tensor that was needed
in the proofs of the main results. Let (X%, g,) be an oriented four-dimensional
Poincaré-Einstein manifold with conformal infinity (M, [g]), where M = 0X. We
fix a representative of the conformal infinity which we also denote by g, and let
r > 0 denote a special defining function associated to §. Let g = r%g, .

In this section we closely follow the conventions and notation of Chapter 5 of
[12]. If {01, 02, 03} is an oriented local basis of coordinate vector fields on M, then
{00, @1, 02, 03} 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 < a < 3),
and lower case Latin indices for tensor fields on M (e.g., 1 < i < 3). The 0-index
always corresponds to 0.

By the Fefferman-Graham expansions,

(6.1) gij = Gij — Py + 7”395’) + 7‘495—1) +0(r),

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

_ . 1 oo o
k k 2 k k k 3
Fij = Fij — 57” [lej + VJR -V Rg] + O(T ),

- ~ 3
LY =rpy - 57”291(?) — 2%l + O(r),

_ ~ 3 ~
Lip = =rBf + 5r2(g)f +r°[2(9™)7 = (P*)] + 00,
fgj = flgo = fgo =0.

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

_ ~ 1 .ra ~ o o
Rijke = Rijre + 57“2 [VJCM —ViClke — Gin(P?) 0 + Gie(P?) ji
(6:3) + §jk(ﬁ2)i£ - §jé(ﬁ2)ik - 4ﬁikﬁj€ + 4ﬁjkﬁié] +0(r%),

~

Riojo = Pij — 37’91(?) + 12 [(P?);; — 695;1)] +0(r),
Roiji = —rCiji + 27‘2 [@MS) - @jg&f)] +0(r%),
where C' is the Cotton tensor with respect g:
Ciji = %kﬁzj - @jﬁik-

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 g. Since g4 =
r~2g, the conformal transformation law for the Schouten tensor implies

_V?r 1|Vr]?
6.4 P =P+ _Z a.
( ) 9+ r 2 2

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

(6.5) P=——.



SELF-DUAL AND EVEN EINSTEIN METRICS 21

Using the formulas for the Christoffel symbols in ([6.2]), we get

— ~ 3
Pij = Py — 57”91(?) - 271 + 0(*),

(6.6) Pi =0,

By the standard decomposition of the curvature tensor,
Waﬁ'yé = Ea,@wﬂ - ga'yﬁﬂé + gaéﬁﬂv + gﬁ’yﬁaé - gﬁéﬁa'y-
Using the formulas in (3] and (6.6), this implies

3 3 A (3 A (3, A (3
Wijke = §T[Qik9§'g) - giégj(-k) —Gig) + gjfgl(k)] + 1 Vijee + O(r°),

— 3 ~
(6.7) Wiojo = —Ergg’) +r2[(P) — 490 + O(r%),

3 e -
Woiji = —rCijk + 51 [Vigly = Vigi] + 00,

ij
where for notational convenience we define
(6.8)

1, - ~ 1. = 1. 4 1. 4 1. =
Vijre = §(Vj0ikz = ViCjke) — =Gie(P?)je + 591‘5(13 )ik + §gjk(P )it — 5G50(P)ik

2
~ 4 ~ 4 ~ 4 ~ 4
+ 2[91'/@9;15) - giégj(-k) - gjkggf) + gjégl(k)]'

[\

Note that the formula for Wijkg implies that V is a curvature-type tensor on M.
We can use the above expansions to explicitly compute g(®*:
Proposition 6.1. Let (X, g4) be a four-dimensional Poincaré-FEinstein manifold,

and § a representative in the conformal infinity with associated special defining
function r. Then

1 /A ~
(6.9) gﬁ) = Z(chijk + (P2)ij)'
Proof. On M, we define the tensor

Vij = 3" Vikje

(6.10) 1~ 1~ TP 4 .

= 5 VFCik = 5(P?)iy — 5|P%Gi; + 2(gt7 +trg g giy).
Since W and ¢ are trace-free,
0= g Wiajp

= QOOWz‘Ojo + EIMWiW

3 ~
= { = Gra + 1P 1)+ 067}

" 3 @ @ a "
{8 + 00 5r[a00i) — Gugl) — oy + Gueal)'] + Vi + O6)}
= r2[P2 — 4g + Vij] + O(*),

hence

(6.11) 49 = P2 + V.

ij
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Taking the trace gives

dtrg g = |P|? + tr; V
|P? + (—2|P* + 8trg )
—|P|? + 8trg g,

so that
(6.12) trg g™ |P|2
Returning to (610]), we have

19\ = P2 + vy

1o 1 - 1~ R
= PZ% + §VkCijk - §(P2 ij — —|P|2gij + 2(951) + trgg(4) gij)
(6.13) S 1o, 2 (4
= Pzg + —V Cijk — (P j |P| 9ij + 29;; ( |P| )gij
= V’“ka + 2 (PQ)U + 2gfj),
and (€9) follows.
O
Lemma 6.2. We have
(6.14) Vijke = ./g\ik%mcjém - @'e%mcﬂcm - §jk@mciém + ./g\ﬂ@mcikma
and
(6.15) Vij = VECiji.

Proof. Note that (615) is immediate from (611) and Proposition [6.11

Since V¢ is a curvature-type tensor defined on a three-dimensional vector space,
its fully trace-free part must vanish:

N ~ ~ ~ 1 PN PN
Zijie := Vijke — (GirVie — GitVie — GiiVie + Gj¢Vie) + 5‘51@ V (GirGje — Giedir)
=0.

Then (614]) follows from this fact and (G.I5). O

We thus obtain the following.

Proposition 6.3. Let (X, g) be a four-dimensional Poincaré-Einstein manifold,
and g a representative in the conformal infinity with associated special defining
function r. Then

= 3 3 A (3 A~ (3, ~ (3
Wijke = 57”[91'1@9](»@) - gwg](k) —Gikg) + gjeg§k)] + 1 Vijre + O(r?),

— 3
(616) WinO = *57”91(]3) - T2‘/ij + O(TB),

3 .
Woije = —rCiji + 57“2 [ng@ - V;Q ik ] +0(r%),

)

where Vijke and Vi, are given by (6-14) and (617).
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6.2. Expansions of W*. Asin [12], we denote the volume form of g, by p, and
the volume form of g by 7i. Obviously

Pijke = 0,
since the boundary is three-dimensional. As pointed out in [12],

(6.17) Roijk = V det gre;j.

We begin with the expansion of W;;ke (i.e., all tangential components). To do
this, we first compute the expansion of (*W)ijkg:
— 1

W)ijre = §ﬁiijWpaké

(6.18) = %ﬁijuGng.geUWpa—kf
= Hijmo "W pore
= 4/det g, gmpeiijopkg.
From the expansions of g, above we know
Ve, 377 cigm = (L+ 0()) (57 + O() Vet  ijm
=g"Py/det G eijm + O(r?)
= ,aijp +0(r?),

where /i is the volume form of §. Then using the expansion of W in (6.7)), we get

— . 3 ~ ~ .
(6.19) (W )ijre = _Tﬂijp Cpre + 572 (VMS@) - ngﬁ))/h‘jp + O(TB)'
Combining with the first formula in (61) gives
. 1, _
Wijke = 5 (Wighe + (5W)ihe)
3~ ~ ~ ~ 1.
(6-20) = T{Z [gikgj(g) - giegﬁi) - gjkgff) + gjfgz(]i)] - 5 ,ui_jp Opke}
1 3 - S
e SVigne + (Ve = VagD)i ) + 06,
Similarly,
- 1, — —
ikt = 5 (Wigke = W )ijee)
3~ ~ . ~ 1.
(6.21) = T{ T0g50) —iegy) — vl + 9jeaid)] + 5 iy Cpkf}
1 3.8 B) & @B~
+ 7"2{5‘/1';'1612 - Z(Vfgl(ak) - ng;()é)):uijp} +0(r).

Next we compute (W )igjo:

__ 1., , —
(*W)iojo = igkmggpﬂomWijp

1 _
= §§km§£p\/ det g, €ikeWojmp-
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Consequently,
H 7 L~ mp 3o/ B & By~ mp 3
(622) (*W)inO = —57‘ H; ijp + ZT (Vpgjm - Vmgjp )Ml + O(’f‘ ),
and
_+ [—
Wiojo = (Wiojo + (*W)iojo)
3 1.
(6.23) =r{ =29 = 1 Con |
1 3 ~ m
+ r2{ — Vi + 5 (Vagim = Vg )i ”} +0(r®)
Likewise,
_ 3 1
WzO 0 ’f‘{ _91(3) + - ﬁ’zmp C]mp}
(6.24) ! R
3 3\~ m
#r{ = 5V = 5 (Vagin — Vgl )R} + 00%)
Finally,
— |
(W )oiji = 59‘}” 3" BoiemW pajk
1 .
= §§€p§qm det gr €0m W pgjk;
hence
T S A B~ 3) ~ 3), ~ B apg, L 2~ 3
(W )oiji = 1 Virdkq ~ 9kediq — Jiadrp + kaGsy (A + 5T Vagik + Oo(r?).
It follows that
T B[~ 3~ 3~ 3),~ )]apg L
Woisk =74 <|9ip9kq — Gkp954 — 9598y T+ Ika9jp | i — 5C5jk
(6.25) gL 3 2
' 1. 3 ~
+ T2{Zuipq%qjk + Z[ngz(?) - ng;f)]} +0(r%),
T B[~ 3 A~ B~ B, ~ )] spg L
(6.26) WOijk =Ty — 3 [ijgkq — 9kpYiq — 9ia9kp T 9ka9; ] i = 3 ijk

1. 3o ~
+ 7“2{ = 30 Vaait + 7 [Vigl) — ngii)]} +0(r"),

Summarizing, we have

Proposition 6.4. Let (X, g+) be an oriented, four-dimensional Poincaré-Einstein
manifold. Let g be a representative of the conformal infinity, and r the associated
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special defining function, and g = r?g,. Then
(6.27)

1.
) Nijp Cpké}

1 3,2 ~ N
+ Tz{g‘/ijke + Z(Vzg,ﬁ) - ngl(j)):uijp} + O(Tg)v

=+ 3ra 3 A B o~ (3~ (37—
Wijke = T{Z[gikgj('e) - giegj(-k) - gjkgﬁg) + gjegﬁk)] +

— 3 31 i 1 3 3) & BN\~ m
Wiojo = 7"{ 491(]) 7 M pOJmp} +r { 2Vij * 8(Vp9g(n)z Vmgg(p))ﬂz p} +0(r?),

=t 3~ 3~ B3 A 3~ 3]~ 1
Woiji = r{ 2 [gjpglﬁq) — Grndyy — Giagky + gkqgﬁp)] a5 gk}

1. 3re
+ 7"2{ + Zﬂipqqujk + Z[ngg) - Vﬂgzk ]} +0(r?),
where the tensors Vijke and Vi; 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 (X, g+ ) be an even, four-dimensional Poincaré-FEinstein mani-
fold, and g a representative in the conformal infinity with associated special defining
function r. Then

Wiike = r*Vijre + O(r?),
(7.1) Wigjo = —r*Vij + O(r%),
Woiji = =rCiji + O(r°),
where Vijre and Vi; are given by ([0-14) and (611). In particular,
(7.2) |W|§ =r2|C]* + O(r?).
Also, we have

—t 1 1
Wiike = +27°uu P Cpre + 57“2Vijké +0(r?),

—t 1

(7.3) Winjo = 17‘ ;""" Cimp — TQVij +0(r*),
1 1
WOijk = TCZJk * ZT Uzp Vigik + O(r )

Proof. These formulas follow from Propositions 6.3 and 6.4 and the fact that g(3) =
0. O

Corollary 7.2. If (X,g+) is an oriented, self-dual Poincaré-Einstein manifold,
then

=+ ~
Wijkl = —T'Mijp Cpkg + 7‘2‘/;]‘;9@ + O(T3),
— 1

(7.4) Wigjo = —grcij — Vi + 0(r%),

_ 1 ~
Woijie = =rCik + 57 Voae 17 + O(),
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where
(7.5) Cij = 11;* Cjke-
Proof. Since g is self-dual, it follows from (E.21]) that
3
~[Gingly

3) 3) ()]
4
(7.6)

R R R 1
— Git9j — 9ikY9ie + gje9;y _5 Hij Cpkfa

3.2 3) & (3~ 1
Z(VM;k) - ngég))/%‘jp = §Vijké-
Note that the first formula above is equivalent to (5.5) of Theorem 5.3 in [12].
Substituting these into ([E.20) we get the first formula in (Z4]). The proof of the
other two formulas is similar. 0

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 (X,g4) is an oriented self-dual Poincaré-FEinstein manifold,
then

T2 _ 202 3 4
(7.7) (W5 =r7|Cl5 +4r°(V,C) + O(r%).
Proof. First, we note that

——t L ooy Bunéorest =+
|W |§ = Zga#gﬁyg’y gUTWaB'yaWths‘r
+

1—'—'—k _tstot T —ip—ig-krorT T+
(7.8) = Zg””g”g "GW ke W pgrs T 3T G W01 ik Wopgr
ip—igt ot
+ 377 W i050W pogo
=1 + I, + Is3.

By the first formula in (7.4),

(7.9)
1—1’ _jq=kr tstrt Tt
Il = Zg pgquk gl Wiijqurs
1

137 +002) (@77 + 06) (3 +06™) (3 + O6){ = 21" Conke + 1 Vigne

O H = 1l Cars +1Vogrs + O6)}

2 ~ipajgakrolss ma on 3 ~ipajgakrals ~

1 "
= 17 979G i g Okt Cnrs — 577 575795 9 fii;" Ty Crke Vpgrs + O(r?)

1 o omn 135
_ 172 Mpqmupqn mkfcnkl _ 57“3 Npqmcmkf‘/;)qke + O(T4).

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

1 oo 1.,
(7_10) _5 M:Dq kaf‘/;nqke _ _5 i ququekaé-
Claim 7.4.
1. o
(7.11) — A"V, H e = (V,C) = VI C.

2



SELF-DUAL AND EVEN EINSTEIN METRICS 27
Proof. In the following, we will repeatedly use the identity
(7.12) 1P fipke = Oije — Ok

From this, it follows that

1., 1., ~
SHkCmi = 5 1hm Cipg
1 ~ ~m
= Eﬂmjkﬂ P4C;pq
1
9 (5jp5kq - 5jq5kp)0ipq
1
= 5 (Cijk = Ciy)
= Cijk,
which can also be expressed as
1 ~ m
(7.13) Cijk = §/Lmjkci :

Since Clppe = 0, we can rewrite the term in (ZIT)) as

1., 1., 1.,
(7.14) —§,u pqqukécmke _ 5# ququCumﬂL 5# pqqukécemk_

Hence, by ([ZI3),

(7.15)

1. 1. ~ 1. A~
— A" Vg " Cke = T Vg " lisemCh + 1 Vg * fismiCi

1 PN s 1 ~mpq 73 H
- 71!”’ pq,ufmfsquklck - Z'U’ pq:umSkV;DqMCZ

1 1
=71 (8pedqs — Oeqps) Vipy Heq - 4 (Opsdqr — 55(151ﬂl€)qukecl§
=Vkc;.

For the first term in the last line of (Z9), we use the identity (I2)) to show
1 5 omn 1
172 upqmupqn mk:écnkg _ Z|C|2

Combining with Claim [(4], we get

(7.16) L = i?“2|(3|2 + 12V, C) + O(r).
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Using the second formula in (7)) we find
(7.17)
_ip—jqg-krvrT T+
I, = g*g/g" WoiitWopgr

@7 + 00™) @ + 062) (3 + 06 { ~ rCist + 5rVhgse 37 +0()}

1 ~
X { — 1Cpgr + §T2Vaqu upab + O(rg)}

=2 gipgqukrcijkcpqr _ 3 gz‘pgqukrcijkvabqr ﬁpab + O(r4)

1 " ,
= 5r2|C|2 — 3 ity IR Gy + O(rt).

By Claim [Z.4] this can be expressed as
1

(7.18) I = 57“2|C|2 +2r3(V,C) + O(r?).
Finally,
(7.19)
_ip—ig7t 7T
I3 = g% " W,00W pogo
~ip 21\ (A~jq 2 1 2 3 1 2 3
= (g + O(r ))(g +O(r )){ — grcij —r*Vi; + O(r )}{ — 57“(,’,,,1 — 1% Vpg + O(r )}
1 DA
= Z?“Q C|2 +r® §?G*Ci; Vg + O(r)
1
= ZT2 |C|§ + 73V, C) + O(r?).

Combining (716), (CI8), and (C.I9), we get [T.7). O

8. A CONFORMAL INVARIANT IN DIMENSION THREE

The proof of Theorem [Il. Although it is possible to verify (1) directly, we will
give a “holographic” construction of the invariants.

Let (M, g) be a three-dimensional Riemannian manifold. By Theorem 5.3 of
[12], there is an € > 0 and a (formal) self-dual Poincaré-Einstein metric g, defined
on X = M x [0, €) whose conformal infinity is (M, [¢]). By “formal”, we mean that
g+ can be expressed as

gy =r2(dr* +g,),

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

G = g+ g@Pr? 4 g@3 4 g L

then the Einstein condition determines ¢(®) and ¢*, while the self-duality condition
determines g (see (ZB)). Then, by the proof of Proposition 73]

S—
(8.1) W2 =72 |Cy|2 + 4r® (Vy, Cgpg + O(r?),
where g = r2g, = dr? + g,. Since

—+
W15, =W,
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EI) implies
(82) |Wq-: ;2” =r° |Cg|§ +4rT(Vy,Cpg + O(r®).
Now, let g € [g], and write

(8.3) g=e"rg
for some wy € C®(M). If we write g4 in normal form with

g+ =72 (dP* + gi)
where gr|r—0 = g, then [82]) becomes
(8.4) Wy 15, =7 [Cal3 + 477 (V,Cq)g + O(7).
By Lemma 2.2 of [13],

7 =re¥,
where w has an expansion that consists of only even powers of r:
w = wy + O(r?),

where wg is given in ([B3)). In particular,
70 =80 4+ O(r®),
F=rTe™0 4 0.

Substituting these into (84) and comparing with [82]), we get (7).

(8.5)
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