
KATOK’S ENTROPY CONJECTURE NEAR REAL AND COMPLEX
HYPERBOLIC METRICS

TRISTAN HUMBERT

Abstract. We show that, given a real or complex hyperbolic metric g0 on a closed

manifold M of dimension n ≥ 3, there exists a neighborhood U of g0 in the space

of negatively curved metrics such that for any g ∈ U , the topological entropy and

Liouville entropy of g coincide if and only if g and g0 are homothetic. This provides

a partial answer to Katok’s entropy rigidity conjecture. As a direct consequence of

our theorem, we obtain a local rigidity result for the hyperbolic rank and for metrics

with C2 Anosov foliations near complex hyperbolic metrics.

1. Introduction

1.1. Statement of the problem. Let (Mn, g) be a smooth closed n-dimensional

manifold equipped with a smooth Riemannian metric g of negative sectional curvature.

The geodesic flow φt on the unit tangent bundle SM := {(x, v) ∈ TM | ∥v∥g = 1} is

an Anosov flow, which means that if we denote by X = d
dt
φt|t=0 the geodesic vector

field, then there exists a flow-invariant, continuous splitting T (SM) = Eu ⊕RX ⊕Es

of the tangent bundle and uniform constants C, θ > 0 such that for any p ∈ SM ,

∥dφt(p)vs∥ ≤ Ce−θt∥vs∥, vs ∈ Es(x), t ≥ 0,

∥dφt(p)vu∥ ≤ Ce−θ|t|∥vu∥, vu ∈ Eu(x), t ≤ 0.

The metric g lifts to a metric gSas on SM called the Sasaki metric (see [29, Chapter

1]) and the norms in the previous inequalities are taken with respect to gSas. The

Sasaki metric defines a natural smooth Riemannian volume form µLiou which is also the

Liouville form associated to the contact structure of SM . The (normalized) measure

µLiou is called the Liouville measure, it is smooth and invariant by the flow.

An Anosov flow has infinitely many invariant probability measures. The following

result is classical and known as the variational principle:

(1.1) Enttop(g) := Enttop(φ
g
1) = sup{Ent(φg

1, µ) | µ invariant probability measure}.

Here, Enttop(φ
g
1) denotes the topological entropy of the time one map and Ent(φg

1, µ)

denotes the metric entropy of the time one map with respect to the measure µ. More-

over, for an Anosov flow, the supremum is attained for a unique invariant measure
1
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µBM for which we have Ent(φg
1, µBM) = Enttop(g). This measure µBM is the mea-

sure of maximal entropy (or Bowen-Margulis measure). A natural question, first

raised by Katok in [21, Section 2], is to characterize the negatively curved metrics

g for which the Liouville measure and the measure of maximal entropy coincide.

Note that because of the variational principle recalled above, this is equivalent to

EntLiou(g) := Ent(φg
1, µLiou) = Enttop(g). The following conjecture is known as Katok’s

entropy rigidity conjecture [21, 4].

Conjecture 1 (Katok). For a closed negatively curved manifold (Mn, g), one has

EntLiou(g) = Enttop(g) if and only if g is locally symmetric.

The main theorem of the current paper is the following. Recall that two metrics

g1 and g2 are homothetic if there exists a constant λ > 0 such that g1 and λg2 are

isometric.

Theorem 1 (Entropy rigidity near real and complex hyperbolic spaces). Let (Mn, g0)

be a closed manifold of dimension n ≥ 3 and suppose that g0 is either a real hyperbolic

or a complex hyperbolic metric. Then there exists N(n) ∈ N and ε > 0 such that for any

negatively curved metric g on M with ∥g−g0∥CN < ε, if one has EntLiou(g) = Enttop(g)

then g is homothetic to g0 and thus locally symmetric.

We actually prove a more precise result which holds for any type of locally symmetric

metric (which we will make explicit in the rest of the introduction), see Theorem 2

below.

1.2. Existing results. Katok showed in [21] the conjecture on surfaces (i.e n = 2) and

his proof relied on the fact that any negatively curved metric is conformally equivalent

to a hyperbolic metric in this case. His argument extends to any dimension for metrics

in the conformal class of a locally symmetric metric but this does not exhaust all

metrics in dimension n ≥ 3.

We note that Foulon [12] and then De Simoi, Leguil, Vinhage and Yang [32] gen-

eralized the result of Katok. In their setting, the geodesic flow on the 3-dimensional

manifold SM is replaced by a general Anosov flow on a 3-manifold. The Liouville

measure is replaced by the contact volume or a smooth invariant measure and they

show that equality with the measure of maximal entropy implies that the system is

conjugated to an algebraic flow (see [12, 32] for the precise statements).

In higher dimensions, fewer results are known and there has been no progress on

this conjecture for more than two decades. Let us first state a major result of Besson,

Courtois, Gallot [2] which asserts that for a closed manifold Mn which admits a locally

symmetric metric g0 (unique in this case by Mostow’s rigidity theorem), then g 7→
Enttop(g) is (strictly) minimized at g0 among negatively curved metrics g with volume
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equal to that of g0. For the entropy of the Liouville measure, Flaminio [11, Theorem

C] showed that there exist hyperbolic metrics in dimension 3 which neither maximize

nor minimize g 7→ EntLiou(g) among metrics of constant volume, see also [25] for a

generalization to higher dimensions.

Flaminio in [11, Theorem A] obtained an ”infinitesimal” version of Katok’s conjec-

ture near real hyperbolic metrics in any dimension. To state his result, let us first

introduce a functional Φ defined on negatively curved metrics:

(1.2) Φ(g) := Enttop(g)− EntLiou(g) ≥ 0.

By the variational principle (1.1), the equality of µg
Liou = µg

BM is equivalent to Φ(g) = 0.

We note that there exists a natural gauge by the action of the group Diff0(M) of

diffeomorphisms isotopic to the identity. We define

O(g0) := {ϕ∗g0 | ϕ ∈ Diff0(M)}, Tg0O(g0) := {LV g0 | V ∈ C∞(M ;TM)}.

In particular, the functional Φ is constant along any orbit O(g) and the kernel of the

Hessian d2Φ(g0) always contains the tangent space Tg0O(g0). If g0 is locally-symmetric,

then Φ(g0) = 0 and dΦ(g0) = 0 as g0 is a critical point of Φ. Then Flaminio proved

that for a real hyperbolic metric in any dimension n ≥ 3, the Hessian d2Φ(g0) is

a positive quadratic form with kernel given exactly by Tg0O(g0). This infinitesimal

version of Katok’s entropy conjecture shows that if we consider a smooth deformation

(gλ)λ∈(−ε,ε) of g0 (in the space of negatively curved metrics of same volume) for which

one has Φ(gλ) ≡ 0, then the deformation is tangent to the orbit of g0 at g0. See also [27,

Corollary 2.3] for a local result near metrics in the conformal class of a real hyperbolic

metric (with an assumption on the curvature).

1.3. Entropy rigidity near locally symmetric metrics. In the following paper,

the analysis is made ”transversally” to the tangent space Tg0O(g0). For a nearby

metric g, we will first need to ”project” it on Ker(D∗
g0
) := (Tg0O(g0))

⊥ (the space of

divergence-free symmetric two-tensors, see Lemma 2.2). For g close enough to g0, its

orbit O(g) intersects Ker(D∗
g0
) at one single point which we will denote by ϕ∗

gg, see

Lemma 2.3 for a precise statement. We will denote by ΠKer(D∗
g0

) the orthogonal projec-

tion from the space of symmetric tensors onto Ker(D∗
g0
). Using microlocal methods,

we prove the following result, which is valid for any locally symmetric metric.

Theorem 2. Let (Mn, g0) be a closed manifold with n ≥ 3 and g0 a locally symmetric

negatively curved metric. Then there exists a differential operator Q (made explicit

in Theorem 6) and an open neighborhood U of g0 in the C3n/2+7-topology, such that if

g ∈ U satisfies ϕ∗
gg − g0 ∈ Ker(ΠKer(D∗

g0
)QΠKer(D∗

g0
))

⊥, one has

(1.3) ∥ϕ∗
gg − g0∥2H3/2 ≤ Cn(Enttop(g)− EntLiou(g)) + Cn(Volg(M)− Volg0(M))2
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for some constant Cn > 0. In particular, if Volg(M) = Volg0(M) and Enttop(g) =

EntLiou(g), then g is isometric to g0 and thus locally symmetric.

The meaning of the previous theorem is the following. For any locally symmetric

metric g0, there is a finite-dimensional space of directions (given by the kernel of

ΠKer(D∗
g0

)QΠKer(D∗
g0

)) in the transverse slice Ker(D∗
g0
) such that if a nearby metric g

projects orthogonally to it, the equalities of entropies and volumes imply that g is

locally symmetric. Here, H3/2 denotes the usual Sobolev space. Note that using the

boundedness in C3n/2+7-norm and an interpolation argument, one could replace the

H3/2-norm in the left hand side by a Ck-norm for any k < 3n/2, at the cost of replacing

the right hand side by some (explicit) power δ(k, n) > 0 of it.

The proof of Theorem 1 then reduces to proving that the aforementioned operator

ΠKer(D∗
g0

)QΠKer(D∗
g0

) is injective. With our current techniques, we can only prove this

for real and complex hyperbolic metrics.

Theorem 3 (Solenoidal injectivity). The operator ΠKer(D∗
g0

)QΠKer(D∗
g0

) is injective if

g0 is a real hyperbolic metric or if g0 is a complex hyperbolic metric.

We conjecture that the operator ΠKer(D∗
g0

)QΠKer(D∗
g0

) is also injective for quaternionic

and octonionic hyperbolic metrics but are currently unable to prove it, see Conjecture

3. This would give a local entropy rigidity result near any locally symmetric metric.

We insist on the fact that this step seems to be purely geometrical and not to involve

microlocal analysis.

1.4. Local hyperbolic rank rigidity. A Riemannian manifold (M, g) has higher

hyperbolic rank if for any geodesic γ, there is a non-vanishing Jacobi field J(t) along

γ such that J(t) and γ̇(t) span a plane of curvature equal to −1. Higher hyperbolic

rank on closed manifold is conjectured to only occur for locally symmetric spaces. We

list thereafter some known results (see [6] for a more detailed account of the existing

literature):

• if (M, g) has higher hyperbolic rank and its sectional curvature satisfies K ≤ −1

then it is a locally symmetric space of rank 1 [17],

• if (M, g) has higher hyperbolic rank and its sectional curvature is 1/4-pinched

(that is −1 ≤ K ≤ −1/4) then it is a locally symmetric space of rank 1

[6, Theorem 1.1]. See also [7, Corollary 1] for similar results under different

pinching conditions.

In [6], the authors made the following conjecture.

Conjecture 2 (Connell-Nguyen-Spatzier). A closed negatively curved manifold (Mn, g)

with higher hyperbolic rank and curvature satisfying K ≥ −1 is locally symmetric.



KATOK’S ENTROPY CONJECTURE NEAR REAL AND COMPLEX HYPERBOLIC METRICS 5

In a subsequent paper [5], they prove the following local results near locally sym-

metric metrics.

• Let (M, g0) be either a closed quaternionic or octonionic hyperbolic locally

symmetric manifold. Then there exists a neighborhood U of g0 in the C3-

topology such that if g ∈ U has higher hyperbolic rank with sectional curvature

satisfying K ≥ −1, then it is a locally symmetric space [5, Theorem 1.14].

• Let (M, g0) be a closed complex hyperbolic locally symmetric manifold. Then

there exists a neighborhood U of g0 in the C3-topology such that if g ∈ U has

higher hyperbolic rank with sectional curvature satisfying K ≥ −1, then its

Liouville entropy and topological entropy coincide [5, Theorem 1.15].

Their techniques do not allow them to prove the local rigidity of hyperbolic rank near

complex hyperbolic metrics. However, combining their result with Theorem 1, we

obtain:

Theorem 4 (Local rigidity of hyperbolic rank near complex hyperbolic metrics). Let

(Mn, g0) be a closed complex hyperbolic locally symmetric manifold. Then there exists

a neighborhood U of g0 in the C3n/2+7-topology such that if g ∈ U has higher hyperbolic

rank with sectional curvature satisfying K ≥ −1, then g is locally symmetric.

This is an analogue of [5, Theorem 1.14] for complex hyperbolic metrics. Note

however that with our techniques, the neighborhood is taken in the C3n/2+7-topology

while their results hold for C3 metrics.

1.5. Local rigidity for metric with C2 stable and unstable foliations. The

regularity of the Anosov splitting associated to the geodesic flow on a negatively curved

manifold is a property that characterize locally-symmetric metrics along all negatively

curved metrics. More precisely:

• Hurder and Katok [19] showed that for negatively curved surfaces, if the Anosov

splitting is C2, then it is C∞.

• Kanai [20] showed that in dimension n ≥ 3 and for 4/9-pinched negatively

curved metrics, smoothness of the Anosov splitting implied that g is isometric

to a real hyperbolic metric. See also Feres and Katok [10, 9] for the same

result with no pinching condition in dimension 3 and the optimal pinching in

dimension 4.

• Benoist, Foulon and Labourie [1] showed that in any dimension n, there exists

k(n) ∈ N such that if a negatively curved metric has Ck foliations, then it is

locally symmetric.

The value k in the previous theorem grows with the dimension n and one can take

k(n) = 2(2n2 − n+ 1). However, as noticed by Hamenstädt in [18, Theorem B], for a
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negatively curved metric, if the Anosov splitting is C2, then the Liouville measure is

equal to the measure of maximal entropy. From Theorem 1, we thus obtain:

Theorem 5 (Local rigidity of metric with C2 foliation near real and complex hyper-

bolic metrics). Let (Mn, g0) be a closed real or complex hyperbolic locally symmetric

manifold. Then there exists a neighborhood U of g0 in the C3n/2+7-topology such that

if g ∈ U has C2 Anosov foliation, then g is locally symmetric.

1.6. Strategy of the proof. Flaminio’s argument consists in using the geometry of

real hyperbolic spaces to first simplify the expression of the Hessian d2Φ(g0). We start

by generalizing the computation to general locally symmetric metrics (see Theorem

3.1). Then Flaminio uses the representation theory of these manifolds to obtain the

positivity and non-degeneracy of the Hessian outside of Tg0O(g0).

The representation theory is replaced here by analytical techniques. More precisely,

we use the ”generalized X-ray transform” whose ellipticity on suitable spaces of sym-

metric tensors was the core of the arguments of [15, 14]. The basic properties of

this operator are recalled in Subsection 2.2. Using this formalism seems to have two

advantages over the representation theory argument:

• it generalizes to other types of locally symmetric metrics (not only real hyper-

bolic ones),

• we obtain a stability estimate (1.3) which shows a genuine injectivity result

(not only along smooth deformations).
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Thibault Lefeuvre for their careful and precious guidance in during the writing of this

paper.

The author would also like to thank Livio Flaminio and François Ledrappier for
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Flaminio for pointing out that our main theorem could be applied to solve the local

rigidity of higher hyperbolic rank near complex hyperbolic metrics.
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2. Preliminaries

We recall several results we will need to prove Theorem 2.

2.1. Symmetric tensors and analysis on SM .
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2.1.1. Tensorial analysis. We fix a Euclidean space V and identify V with its dual V ∗

using its inner product. Let m be an integer. For an m-tensor f ∈ V ⊗m, we say that

f is a symmetric if for any permutation σ ∈ Sm,

∀(v1, . . . , vm) ∈ V m, f(vσ(1), . . . , vσ(m)) = f(v1, . . . , vm).

The set of symmetric m-tensors will be denoted by SmV . The symmetrisation of an

m-tensor is defined to be its (orthogonal) projection on SmV , it is defined by

(2.1) Sym : V ⊗m → SmV ei1 ⊗ ei2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eim 7→ 1

m!

∑
σ∈Sm

eiσ(1)
⊗ eiσ(2)

⊗ · · · ⊗ eiσ(m)

where (e1, . . . , en) denotes a basis of V and the resulting tensor is extended by linearity.

An important operator is given by the trace:

(2.2) tr : SmV → Sm−2V, f 7→
m∑
i=1

f(ei, ei, ·, . . . , ·),

where (ei)
n
i=1 is an orthonormal basis of V . The scalar product on V extends naturally

to the space of symmetric tensors:

∀g, h ∈ SmV, ⟨h, g⟩SmV :=
1

m!

∑
i1,...,im

h(ei1 , . . . , eim)g(ei1 , . . . , eim).

The adjoint L of the trace for this scalar product is then is given by:

(2.3) L : SmV → Sm+2V, L(h) := Sym(h⊗ g0).

where g0 is the symmetric 2-tensor given by the metric : g0 =
∑n

i=1 ei ⊗ ei for any

orthonormal basis (ei)
n
i=1. The operator L is easily seen to be injective. In particular,

if we denote by Sm
0 V = Ker(tr) ∩ SmV the trace-free symmetric m-tensors, then

(2.4) SmV =

⌊m/2⌋⊕
k=0

Lk
(
Sm−2k
0 V

)
.

We now specialize to the case V = TxM , more precisely, an m-tensor on M will de-

note a smooth section of the bundle C∞(M ;SmT ∗M). The previous operators extend

naturally and so does the decomposition (2.4).

2.1.2. Analysis on SM . There is a corresponding decomposition to (2.4) in terms of

spherical harmonics. This will be sometimes more convenient for the computations.

We consider the unit tangent bundle SM := {(x, v) ∈ TM | g(v, v) = 1}. We will

write φt for the geodesic flow. The geodesic vector field is then the generator of the

flow, i.e X = d
dt
φt|t=0. We denote by π : SM → M the canonical projection on the

base. The vertical distribution is defined to be

V := Ker(dπ).
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The horizontal distribution is defined using parallel transport

H(x, v) :=

{
d

dt
α(t)|t=0 | ∀W ∈ Tx,vSM,α(t) =

(
π(φt(x, v)),PtW

)
, gSas(X,W ) = 0

}
where Pt denotes the parallel transport along the geodesic. We recall that the metric g

on the base induces naturally a metric gSas (called the Sasaki metric, see [29, Chapter

1]) on the unit tangent bundle SM . We have the following orthogonal splitting:

T (SM) = RX ⊕H⊕ V.

The Levi-Civita connection decomposes as ∇Sasf = (Xf)X + ∇̃Hf + ∇̃Vf , where

∇̃H is the horizontal gradient and ∇̃V is the vertical gradient. It is actually convenient

to identify H and V with the same vector bundle N over SM called the normal bundle

so that the two gradients act on the same space. Define the normal bundle:

N (x, v) := {w ∈ TxM | gx
(
w, dπ(X(x, v))

)
= 0}.

We then see that the horizontal bundle is isometric to the normal one and that

dπ(x,v) : H(x, v)
∼−→ N (x, v).

Similarly, define the mapping K to be

K : V → N , W 7→ d

dt
|t=0(π(φt(x, v)),PtW ).

Then K is an isometry and we have

K(x, v) : V(x, v) ∼−→ N (x, v).

We combine these two isometries to identify

H⊕ V ∼−→ N ⊕N , (w, v) 7→ (dπ(w),K(v)).

We make the gradients act on the normal bundle using the isometries

∇H := dπ∇̃H, ∇V := K∇̃V : C∞(SM) → C∞(SM,N ).

The L2-adjoint (where the L2 space is taken with respect to the Liouville measure) for

these maps are denoted by

∇∗
H,∇∗

V : C∞(SM,N ) → C∞(SM).

The vertical Laplacian is then defined to be

∆V := ∇∗
V∇V : C∞(SM) → C∞(SM).

The vertical laplacian coincides with the round Laplacian in each fiber of SM .

∆Vf(v) = ∆SxM(f |SxM), ∀v ∈ TxM.

We thus define the fiber bundle

Ωm −→ M, Ωm(x) = Ker
(
∆SxM −m(n+m− 2)

)
, m ≥ 0.
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Each smooth function f ∈ C∞(SM) decomposes uniquely into a sum of spherical

harmonics

f =
+∞∑
m=0

fm, fm ∈ Ωm ⇐⇒ ∆Vfm = m(n+m− 2)f.

The link with symmetric tensors is given by the pullback map:

(2.5) π∗
m : C∞(M,SmTM) → C∞(SM), f 7→

(
(x, v) 7→ f(x)(v, . . . , v)

)
.

It defines an isomorphism from the trace-free tensors of degree m to the spherical

harmonics of degree m:

(2.6) π∗
m : C∞(M,Sm

0 T ∗M)
∼−→ Ωm.

The pull-back operator π∗
m is conformal with respect to the natural scalar products

of C∞(M,Sm
0 T ∗M) and Ωm:

(2.7) ∀S, T ∈ C∞(M,Sm
0 T ∗M), ⟨S, T ⟩L2(S2T ∗M) = Λn

m⟨π∗
mS, π

∗
mT ⟩L2(SM),

where we have

Λn
m =

Γ(n/2 +m)

21−mm!πn/2
.

See [16, Lemma 5.7] for a proof. In the following, we might dismiss the index and

write ⟨·, ·⟩ for the scalar product if it is clear from the context which scalar product is

used. We see that the conformal factor Λn
m depends on the degree m and this will be

a central point in the computations of Section 4.

We will need a last correspondence between the spherical harmonics and symmetric

tensors. One can define the total horizontal gradient ∇tot
H by projecting the gradient on

the total horizontal space Htot := H⊕ RX. One can then consider its adjoint (∇tot
H )∗

and the total horizontal Laplacian ∆tot
H := (∇tot

H )∗∇tot
H . For a function f ∈ C∞(SM),

we extend it to C∞(TM \{0}) by homogeneity, we will still denote the extension by f .

Lemma 2.1. One has the following relation

(2.8) ∀S ∈ C∞(M ;S2T ∗M), π∗
2(∇∗∇S) = ∆tot

H π∗
2S,

where ∇∗ is the L2-adjoint of ∇.

Proof. Consider a local frame (e1, e2, . . . , en) parallel at x0 (i.e ∇eiej = 0 at x0). Recall

that the action of ∇∗ on a m-tensor T can be described locally by:

(2.9) ∇∗T = − tr(∇T ) = −
n∑

i=1

∇eiT (ei, ·, . . . , ·).

In the following, we will use the following notation:

∀T ∈ C∞(M,SmT ∗M), ∀X, Y ∈ C∞(M,TM), ∇2
X,Y T := ∇X∇Y T −∇∇XY T.
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Then we compute

π∗
2(∇∗∇S)(x, v) = −

n∑
j=1

∇2
ej ,ej

Sx(v, v)

= −
n∑

j=1

ej(∇ejSx(v, v)) + 2
n∑

j=1

∇ejSx(∇ejv, v).

Consider now Xi(x, v) := dπ−1
(x,v)(ei(x)) the horizontal lifts of ei. We first check that

∇ejv = ∇vej + [v, ej] =
n∑

k=1

vk∇ekej + [dπ(x, v)X(x, v), dπ(x, v)Xj(x, v)],

∇ejv = dπ(x, v)[X(x, v), Xj(x, v)] = dπ(x, v)(R(ei, v)v)
V = 0,

where (R(ei, v)v)
V ∈ V is the vertical component of R(ei, v)v (in other words, one has

K(x, v)(R(ei, v)v)
V = R(ei, v)v) and the computation of [X,Xj] can be found in the

proof of [24, Lemma 13.1.6]. This means that the expression above simplifies into

π∗
2(∇∗∇S)(x, v) = −

n∑
j=1

ej(ej(π
∗
2S(x, v))).

Next, consider a horizontal vector W ∈ T(x0,v0)SM and choose a path (x(t), v(t)) in

SM such that (x(0), v(0)) = (x0, v0) and (ẋ(0), v̇(0)) = W . We define

S : M → End(TxM), Sx(v, w) = gx(S(x)v, w), ∀w, v ∈ TxM.

We now study the action of W on π∗
2S :

Wπ∗
2S(x, v) =

d

dt
|t=0gx(S(x)v, v) = gx

(
∇ẋ(S(x)v)|t=0, v0

)
+ gx(S(x0)v0,∇ẋv|t=0).

First, the fact that W is horizontal is equivalent to K(x0,v0)x := ∇ẋv|t=0 = 0. Secondly,

the Leibniz rule gives

∇ẋ(S(x)v)|t=0 = S(x0)∇ẋv + ẋ(S(x))|t=0v0 = ẋ(S(x0))v0,

where ẋ(S(x0)) denotes the matrix obtained by applying ẋ on each entry. Finally,

Wπ∗
2S(x0, v0) = gx((dπ(x0, v0)W )S(x)v, v) = (dπ(x0, v0)W )π∗

2S(x0, v0).

In particular, we obtain

−
n∑

j=1

ej(ej(Sx(v, v))) = −
n∑

j=1

XjXjπ
∗
2S.

This is exactly (2.8) as we wanted to show. □
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2.1.3. Symmetrized covariant derivative and geodesic vector field. The vector field X

acts as a Lie derivative on C∞(SM) and moreover, for any k ≥ 0:

X : C∞(M,Ωk) → C∞(M,Ωk−1)⊕ C∞(M,Ωk+1).

We will write X = X++X−, where X± : C∞(M,Ωk) → C∞(M,Ωk±1), see [24, Lemma

14.2.1].

The Levi-Civita connection acts naturally on m-tensors but it does not preserve the

symmetry. We thus introduce the symmetrized covariant derivative:

Dg0 := Sym ◦ ∇g0 : C
∞(M ;SmT ∗M) → C∞(M ;Sm+1T ∗M).

Its formal adjoint is the divergence operator D∗
g0
:

D∗
g0

= − tr ◦∇g0 : C
∞(M ;SmT ∗M) → C∞(M ;Sm−1T ∗M).

We have the important relation:

(2.10) Xπ∗
mS = π∗

m+1Dg0S, ∀S ∈ C∞(M ;SmT ∗M).

2.1.4. Pestov’s identity. We introduce an ”energy estimate” due to Pestov (and first

written in coordinate-free way in [22, Appendix Theorem 1.1], see also [28, Corollary

3.6]). It will be crucial in the proof of solenoidal injectivity of Proposition 4.1. More

precisely, we will need the following estimate which is implied in negative curvature

by the localized Pestov identity. We will use the result of [24, Theorem 14.3.4], which

is valid in dimension n ≥ 4:

(2.11) ∀n ≥ 4, ∀u ∈ Ωm, ∥X−u∥2L2(SM) ≤ ∥X+u∥2L2(SM).

A consequence is the non-existence of conformal Killing fields of degree m ≥ 1 ([24,

Lemma 16.1.5]):

(2.12) ∀u ∈ Ωm, m ≥ 1, X+u = 0 ⇒ u = 0.

Finally, let S ∈ C∞(M ;S2T ∗M) be a divergence-free tensor, i.e D∗
g0
S = 0 and write

S = S0 + L(h) with S0 ∈ C∞(M ;S2
0T

∗M) and h ∈ C∞(M). Then

D∗
g0
S = 0 ⇐⇒ D∗

g0
(S0 + L(h)) = 0 ⇐⇒ D∗

g0
S0 +Dg0h = 0,

where we have used the relationD∗
g0
L(h) = Dg0h on 0-tensors. The divergence operator

corresponds to a rescaled version of X−. Indeed, using (2.10) and (2.7), one has, for

any S0 ∈ C∞(M ;S2
0T

∗M) and p ∈ C∞(M ;T ∗M),

Γ(n/2 + 1)

πn/2
⟨π∗

1(D
∗
g0
S), π∗

1p⟩ = ⟨D∗
g0
S0, p⟩ = ⟨S,Dg0p⟩ =

Γ(n/2 + 2)

πn/2
⟨π∗

2S,X+π
∗
1p⟩.

In particular, this gives

(2.13) π∗
1(D

∗
g0
S0) = −n+2

2
X−π

∗
2S0.
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This means that

(2.14) D∗
g0
S = 0 ⇐⇒ n+2

2
X−π

∗
2S0 = X+h.

2.1.5. Decomposition of the space of symmetric tensors. The proof of Theorem 2 fol-

lows from a Taylor expansion of the functional Φ near a locally symmetric metric g0.

We note that there exists a natural gauge given by the action of the group Diff0(M)

of diffeomorphisms isotopic to the identity. We define

O(g) := {ϕ∗g | ϕ ∈ Diff0(M)}, Tg0O(g0) = {LV g0 | V ∈ C∞(M ;TM)}.

In particular, the functional Φ is constant along any orbit O(g) and the kernel of the

Hessian d2Φg0 always contains the tangent space Tg0O(g0). We will hence need to prove

an injectivity result of the Hessian on a ”transverse slice” to Tg0O(g0). We remark the

following fact:

Tg0O(g0) = {Dg0p | p ∈ C∞(M ;TM)},
in particular, a natural transverse slice is provided by the kernel of the adjoint D∗

g0
,

[24, Theorem 14.1.8].

Lemma 2.2. For any S ∈ C∞(M ;SmT ∗M), there exists a unique pair

(p, h) ∈ C∞(M ;Sm−1T ∗M)×
(
C∞(M ;SmT ∗M) ∩Ker(D∗

g0
)
)

such that S = Dg0p+ h.

The analysis will take place on the space of divergence-free (or solenoidal) tensors

C∞(M ;SmT ∗M) ∩ Ker(D∗
g0
). We thus recall the following lemma which allows to

”project” a metric g on solenoidal tensors. It was obtained in this form in [14, Lemma

2.4] but the idea goes back to Ebin [8].

Lemma 2.3 (Slice lemma). Let k ≥ 2, and α ∈ (0, 1). Then there exists a neighborhood

U of g0 in the Ck,α-topology such that for any g ∈ U , there is a unique ϕ ∈ Diff0(M)

of regularity Ck+1,α, close to identity, such that ϕ∗g ∈ Ker(D∗
g0
) is divergence free.

Moreover, there exists ε > 0 and C > 0 such that

∥g − g0∥Ck,α ≤ ε ⇒ ∥ϕ∗g − g0∥Ck,α ≤ C∥g − g0∥Ck,α .

2.2. The operator Π. We recall in this subsection the main feature of the ”general-

ized X-ray transform” Π. It was first introduced by Guillarmou in [13] and used by

Guillarmou and Lefeuvre in [15] for their proof of the local injectivity of the marked

length spectrum. A quick definition of the operator can be given using the variance.

Let f have zero mean, i.e
∫
SM

f(z)dµg
Liou(z) = 0. The variance of f , with respect to

the Liouville measure µg
Liou is

(2.15) Varµg
Liou

(f) := lim
T→+∞

1

T

∫
SM

(∫ T

0

f(φt(z))dt

)2

dµg
Liou(z).
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g0

O(g0)

Σ = ker(D∗

g0
)

Tg0
O(g0) = Ran(Dg0

)

U

Figure 1. An illustration of the slice Lemma 2.3 in a neighborhood U
of g0.

Then for any smooth function f ∈ C∞(SM) with zero mean, we define

(2.16) ⟨Πf, f⟩ =
∫
R
⟨f ◦ φt, f⟩L2dt = Varµg

Liou
(f).

The second equality follows from the exponential decay of correlations [Li], see for

instance [14]. The Hessian d2Φ(g0) will be rewritten using the operator Π in Theorem

6.

A more microlocal definition of the operator Π was given originally in [13] which

allowed to track its analytical properties but we will not need to recall this definition

here. We now define

(2.17) Πm := (πm)∗(Π + ⟨·, 1⟩L2)π∗
m.

The operator Πm was shown to be a pseudo-differential operator of order −1 which

is elliptic and injective on solenoidal tensors (see [13, 15, Theorem 3.5, Lemma 4.3]).

In negative sectional curvature, we have the following coercive estimate, which we will

use crucially to obtain the stability estimate (1.3).

(2.18) ∃C > 0, ∀h ∈ H−1/2(M ;SmT ∗M), ⟨Πmh, h⟩ ≥ C∥ΠKer(D∗
g0

)h∥2H−1/2

where ΠKer(D∗
g0

) is the projection on solenoidal (or divergence-free) tensors.

2.3. Locally symmetric spaces. Katok’s entropy conjecture concerns locally sym-

metric metrics. We recall here the Riemannian definition. Recall that given a metric
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g, its (3, 1) curvature tensor Rg is defined to be

(2.19) Rg(X, Y, Z) := ∇[X,Y ]Z − [∇X ,∇Y ]Z, X, Y, Z ∈ C∞(M ;TM).

Definition 2.4. Let Mn be a differentiable manifold. A metric g on M is locally

symmetric if its curvature tensor Rg is symmetric : ∇gRg = 0.

We will use a more algebraic characterization of locally symmetric spaces. Indeed, it

is known that [26, Chapter 19] compact locally symmetric spaces of negative sectional

curvature are obtained as compact quotients of hyperbolic spaces. More precisely, one

has

Proposition 2.5. If (Mn, g0) is a closed manifold isometric to a locally symmetric

space of negative sectional curvature, then (Mn, g0) is a compact quotient of one of the

following spaces:

• The real hyperbolic space RHn.

• The complex hyperbolic space CHn/2.

• The quaternionic hyperbolic space HHn/4.

• The octonionic hyperbolic plane OH2 and in this case the real dimension of M

is equal to 16.

We note that for a locally symmetric metric, the Lyapunov exponents of the geodesic

flow are independent of the base point and given by:

• (1, 1, . . . , 1, 0,−1, . . . ,−1) for a quotient of RHn.

• (2, 1, 1, . . . , 1, 0,−1,−1, . . . ,−1,−2) for a quotient of CHn/2

• (2, 2, 2, 1, . . . , 1, 0,−1,−1, . . . ,−2,−2,−2) for a quotient of HHn/4.

• (2, 2, . . . , , 2︸ ︷︷ ︸
seven times

, 1, . . . , 1, 0,−1,−1, . . . ,−2, . . . ,−2︸ ︷︷ ︸
seven times

) for a quotient of OH2.

More precisely, if (x, v) ∈ SM and Y is the corresponding geodesic vector field, then

one can find parallel orthonormal fields Y1 = Y, Y2, . . . , Yn (along the geodesic defined

by (x, v)) such that R(Y, Yj)Y = −λ2
jYj with λ1 = 0, λ2 = . . . = λr = 2 and λr+1 =

. . . = λn = 1 (for r = 1, 2, 4, 8 depending on the type of locally symmetric space). We

have

(2.20) g0(R(Yj, Y )Yj, Y ) = g0(R(Y, Yj)Y, Yj) = −g0(λ
2
jYj, Yj) = −λ2

j ∈ {−1,−4}

where Z 7→ R(Yj, Z)Yj is a symmetric endomorphism. Moreover, since one has −4 ≤
g(R(Yj, Z)Yj, Z) ≤ −1 for any unit length Z, this implies that

(2.21) ∀j = 1, . . . , n, ∇Y Yj = 0, R(Y, Yj)Y = −λ2
jYj, R(Yj, Y )Yj = −λ2

jY.

This means that the unstable Jacobian Ju(v) := − d
dt
|t=0det(dφt(v)|Eu(v)), where

Eu(v) is the unstable bundle at v ∈ SM , is a constant function of v. In particular,
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its equilibrium state (the Sinai-Ruelle-Bowen measure, which in this case is just the

Liouville measure) coincides with the equilibrium state for the null-potential (i.e the

measure of maximal entropy). This provides the first direction of Katok’s entropy con-

jecture, namely: for a locally symmetric metric, the Liouville measure is the measure

of maximal entropy.

In the rest of this section, we recall some geometric results we will need about locally

symmetric spaces.

2.3.1. Complex hyperbolic quotient. (Mn, g) being a quotient of the complex hyperbolic

space, it is equipped with a complex structure. By this, we mean that there exists

a (global) section J ∈ C∞(M ; End(TM)) satisfying J2 = −Id, compatible with the

metric structure, i.e g(·, ·) = g(J ·, J ·). Moreover, (Mn, g) is a Kähler manifold, which

means that J is parallel:

(2.22) ∇J = 0, ∀X, Y ∈ C∞(M,TM), ∇X(JY ) = J(∇XY ).

The complex hyperbolic space has constant holomorphic sectional curvature:

(2.23) ∀(x, v) ∈ SM, Kx(v, Jv) := gx(Rx(v, Jv)v, Jv) = −4,

see [31, Chapter IX]. In particular, the parallel vector field Y2 appearing in (2.21) can

be taken equal to JY in this case.

For a symmetric tensor T ∈ C∞(M ;SmT ∗M), we define (T ◦ J) := T (J ·, . . . , J ·).
Using the pullback map π∗

m, it corresponds to a natural action of J on C∞(SM):

(2.24) π∗
m(T ◦ J) = J(π∗

mT ), (Jf)(x, v) := f(x, Jv), (x, v) ∈ SM, f ∈ C∞(SM).

Since J commutes with the trace, we obtain using (2.6) that J preserves Ωm for any

m ∈ N. For later use, we also define a twisted version of the symmetrized covariant-

derivative:

(2.25) ∀S ∈ C∞(M ;SmT ∗M), DJ
g0
S := (Dg0(S ◦ J)) ◦ J.

We define two important vector fields and compute their commutation relations.

Consider a local orthonormal basis (e1, Je1, e2, Je2, . . . , em, Jem) where m = n/2 near

a point p. For v ∈ TxM , we will write v =
∑m

i=1 viei + vi+mJei. We remark that

in these coordinates, one has Jv =
∑m

i=1−vi+mei + viJei where the indices for vi are

taken modulo m.

For (x, v) ∈ TM , the vertical space V(x, v) is spanned by Yi(x, v) := K−1
(x,v)(ei(x))

and Yi+m(x, v) := K−1
(x,v)(Jei(x)). They are called the vertical lifts of the basis. The

horizontal space H(x, v) is spanned by Xi(x, v) := dπ(x, v)−1(ei(x)) and Xi+m(x, v) :=
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dπ−1
(x,v)(Jei(x)) and they are the horizontal lifts of the basis. We define:

(2.26) H(x, v) = dπ(x, v)−1(−Jv) =
m∑
i=1

vi+mXi(x, v)− viXi+m(x, v)

as well as

(2.27) V (x, v) = K(x, v)−1(Jv) =
m∑
i=1

−vi+mYi(x, v) + viYi+m(x, v).

Denote by J−1 = J3 the inverse of J defined in (2.24). We have the following lemma

which gives an explicit link between H and X.

Lemma 2.6 (Conjugation relation). The following holds for any S ∈ C∞(M ;SmT ∗M)

and any u ∈ C∞(SM),

(2.28) Hu = JXJ−1u, π∗
m+1(D

J
g0
S) = (−1)mHπ∗

mS.

In particular for m ≥ 0, one gets J−1 = (−1)mJ on Ωm. One has

H : C∞(M,Ωk) → C∞(M,Ωk−1)⊕ C∞(M,Ωk+1).

We will write H = H+ +H−, where H± : C∞(M,Ωk) → C∞(M,Ωk±1). On Ωm,

(2.29) H = (−1)mJXJ, H± = JX±J
−1 = (−1)mJX±J.

In particular, one has a Pestov inequality for H:

(2.30) ∀n ≥ 4, ∀u ∈ Ωm, ∥H−u∥2L2(SM) ≤ ∥H+u∥2L2(SM).

Proof. Consider f ∈ C∞(SM). For any horizontal vector field W , choose a path

(x(t), v(t)) in SM such that (x(0), v(0)) = (x, v) ∈ T (SM) and (ẋ(0), v̇(0)) = W .

Recall that the fact that W is horizontal is equivalent to K(x,v)W := ∇ẋv|t=0 = 0.

Using the expansion in spherical harmonics and the isomorphism (2.5), it is sufficient

to prove (2.28) for f = π∗
mS with S ∈ C∞(M ;Sm

0 T ∗M) a spherical harmonics of degree

m. In this case, one gets

W (Jf)(x, v) =
d

dt
|t=0f

(
x(t), Jv(t)

)
=

d

dt
|t=0

∑
i1,i2,...,im

Si1,...im(x(t))
m∏
j=1

(Jv)ij(t),

for some locally defined functions Si1,...im . In the last equation, we have denoted by

vj(t) = gx(t)(v(t), ej(t)) the coefficients of v in some orthonormal moving frame that

we can choose to be parallel at (x, v). Using the fact that the ei are parallel at (x, v)

and the fact that K(x,v)W := ∇ẋv|t=0 = 0 yields

d

dt
|t=0gx(t)(v(t), ej(t)) = gx(∇ẋv(0), ej(0)) + gx(v,∇ẋej) = 0.
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Using Leibniz rule then gives

W (Jf)(x, v) =
d

dt
|t=0

( ∑
i1,i2,...,im

Si1,...,im(x(t))

)
m∏
j=1

(Jv)ij = [Wf ](x, Jv).

Applying the previous result for W = Xi and plugging this into (2.26) yields (2.28).

Moreover, using the fact that J is an isometry and (2.11) gives (2.30). Equation (2.29)

follows from (2.28), the observation that J3 = (−1)mJ on Ωm and the fact that J

preserves the space Ωm. □

From (4.3), we see that the action of V on Ωm corresponds to

(2.31) ∀T ∈ C∞(M ;SmT ∗M), V π∗
mT = π∗

m(V T ), V T := m× Sym(T (J ·, ·, . . . , ·)).

A direct computation, using
∑

i T (Jei, ei, . . .) = −
∑

i T (ei, Jei, . . .), gives

∀T ∈ C∞(M ;SmT ∗M), tr(V T ) = V tr(T ),

which show that V stabilizes Ωm for any m.

The vector fields H and V are related to the geodesic flow by the following relations.

Lemma 2.7 (Commutation relations for complex case). The following identities hold:

[X, V ] = H, [V,H] = X, [H,X] = −4V.(2.32)

[H+, X+] = [X−, H−] = 0, H+X− +H−X+ −X+H− −X−H+ = −4V.(2.33)

The proof is the same as in the case of surfaces (see [16, Proposition 1.51]). The

factor −4 comes from the fact that for any unit-length vector v ∈ TxM , one has

Kx(v, Jv) = −4, where Kx denotes here the sectional curvature, see (2.23).

We now analyse the action of H and X on the eigenspaces of V . We define raising

and lowering operators acting on eigenspaces of V

(2.34) η±+ =
X+ ± iH+

2
, η±− =

X− ± iH−

2
.

Lemma 2.8 (Eigenspaces of V ). For any m ≥ 0, the restriction V|Ωm is antisymmetric

and thus has spectrum included in iR. Moreover, one has1

Spec(V|Ωm) = {i(m− 2k) | 0 ≤ k ≤ m}, 0 ≤ m ≤ 3.

For λ ∈ Z, define Eλ
m := Ωm ∩ ker(V − iλ), then one has

(2.35) X± = η+± + η−±, H± = i(η+± − η−±).

Here, the raising and lowering operators have the mapping property ηδε : Eλ
m → Eλ+δ

m+ε

where ε, δ ∈ {±1}. Finally, if λ > 0, then η++ : Eλ
m → Eλ+1

m+1 is injective.

1The previous equality should hold for any m but since we do not need it, we will not check it.
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Proof. On Ω0, V acts as the zero-operator so its spectrum is equal to {0}. On Ω1, V

acts as J and using J2 = −Id, one sees that the spectrum is given by {±i}. For Ω2,

we compute for any T ∈ C∞(M ;S2T ∗M), V 2T = −2T + 2T ◦ J, which implies

(2.36) ∀u ∈ Ω2, Ju = u+
1

2
V 2u.

In particular, we see that J is a polynomial in V and this implies that the spectrum

of V is {±2i, 0}. For Ω3, we get this time, for any T ∈ C∞(M ;S3T ∗M),

(2.37)

{
V 2T = −3T − 2V (T ◦ J)
V 3T = −7V T + 6T ◦ J.

These two equations imply that the spectrum is {±3i,±i}.
The mapping properties of ηδε is a consequence of the commutation relations (2.32).

Let us prove the injectivity statement. For this, we first note that (η++)
∗ = −η−− and

we compute, using X∗
+ = −X− and H∗

+ = −H−,

4[(η++)
∗η++ − η++(η

+
+)

∗] = −X−X+ +X+X− −H−H+ +H+H−

− i(X−H+ +X+H− −H−X+ −H+X−)

= −X−X+ +X+X− −H−H+ +H+H− − 4iV,

where we used the commutation relation (2.33). In particular, if u ∈ Eλ
m then

4∥η++u∥2L2(SM) = 4∥η−−u∥2L2(SM) + ∥X+u∥2L2(SM) − ∥X−u∥2L2(SM)

+ ∥H+u∥2L2(SM) − ∥H−u∥2L2(SM) + 4λ∥u∥2L2(SM).
(2.38)

By the Pestov identities (2.11), (2.30), one gets, as a consequence of the previous

equation, ∥η++u∥2L2(SM) ≥ λ∥u∥2L2(SM). Since λ > 0, this concludes the proof of injec-

tivity. □

We record the following commutation relations which follows from (2.33):

(2.39) [η++, η
−
+] = 0, [η+−, η

−
−] = 0.

We will need other estimates which we record in the following lemma. For a sym-

metric tensor T , we write T0 for its trace-free part.

Lemma 2.9. Let T0 ∈ C∞(M ;Sm
0 T ∗M) and denote by f = π∗

mT0 then one has{
max(∥X+f∥2L2(SM), ∥H+f∥2L2(SM)) ≤ (Λn

m+1)
−1∥∇g0T0∥2L2(S2T ∗M),

(∥Xf∥2L2(SM) + ∥Hf∥2L2(SM)) ≤ (Λn
2 )

−1∥∇g0T0∥2L2(S2T ∗M),

where in the second bound, we have m = 2.
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Proof. Using (2.7), one gets the following

∥X+f∥2L2(SM) = ∥π∗
m+1(Dg0T0)0∥2L2(SM) = (Λn

m+1)
−1∥(Dg0T0)0∥2L2(S2T ∗M)

≤ (Λn
m+1)

−1∥Dg0T0∥2L2(S2T ∗M) ≤ (Λn
m+1)

−1∥∇g0T0∥2L2(S2T ∗M).

Here, we have used that T 7→ T0 and Sym are orthogonal projections. Similarly,

∥H+f∥2L2(SM) = ∥π∗
m+1(Dg0(T0 ◦ J))0∥2L2(SM) = (Λn

m+1)
−1∥(Dg0(T0 ◦ J))0∥2L2(S2T ∗M)

≤ (Λn
m+1)

−1∥Dg0(T0 ◦ J)∥2L2(S2T ∗M) ≤ (Λn
m+1)

−1∥∇g0(T0 ◦ J)∥2L2(S2T ∗M)

= (Λn
m+1)

−1∥∇g0T0∥2L2(S2T ∗M),

where we used that J and ∇g0 commute and that J is an isometry. For the second

bound, we remark that if we denote by ∇Q
H the projection of the horizontal gradient

on Q = Span(X,H) ⊂ Htot, then

∥Xf∥2L2(SM) + ∥Hf∥2L2(SM) = ∥∇Q
Hf∥

2
L2(SM) ≤ ∥∇tot

H f∥2L2(SM) = ⟨∆tot
H f, f⟩L2(SM)

= ⟨π∗
2(∇∗∇T0), π

∗
2T0⟩L2(SM) = (Λn

2 )
−1∥∇g0T0∥2L2(S2T ∗M)

where we used (2.7) and (2.8). □

2.3.2. Quaternionic hyperbolic quotient. Quotients of the hyperbolic space HHn are

examples of a quaternion-Kähler manifolds, [23, Chapter 14]. This time, there is

no global complex structure but locally, one can find three almost complex structures

J1, J2, J3 := J1J2 compatible with the metric g0. The endomorphism Ji are not defined

on the whole manifold but

Q := Span(J1, J2, J3)

is a globally well-defined vector bundle. We construct a natural metric on Q by re-

quiring (J1, J2, J3) to be orthonormal. We will denote by Z ⊂ Q the unit ball for this

metric. We remark that for a quotient of the quaternionic hyperbolic space, one has :

(2.40) ∀(x, v) ∈ SM, ∀J ∈ Z, Kx(x, Jv) := gx(Rx(v, Jv)v, Jv) = −4,

see [3, Proposition 10.12] or [23, (14.44)]. Note that it is not clear in this case than one

can take Y2 = J1Y, Y3 = J2Y and Y4 = J3Y in (2.21) as the almost complex structure

Ji may not be parallel but one still has

(2.41) Span(Y2, Y3, Y4) = Span(J1Y, J2Y, J3Y ).

Similarly to the case of a quotient of a complex hyperbolic space, we will write

(2.42) ∀S ∈ C∞(U ;SmT ∗U), DJi
g0
S := (Dg0(S ◦ Ji)) ◦ Ji

where U is an open set on which Ji are defined and span E.
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2.3.3. Octonionic Cayley plane. This is the last possible type of rank one locally sym-

metric space of negative curvature. Note that it can only happen in dimension 16. We

refer to the appendix of [30] or [26, Chapter 19] for more details about the construc-

tion. From the remark after [30, Corollary A.6], one sees that there may not exist

local endomorphisms J1, . . . , J7 ∈ End(TM) such that Kx(v, Jiv) = −4 and we will

thus use a slightly different approach. Let O denote the set of octonions. We define

the Cayley line through (a, b) ∈ O2 \ {0} to be

(2.43) Cay(a, b) =

{
O(1, a−1b) if a ̸= 0,

O(0, 1) if a = 0.

By [30, Proposition A.5], there exists an isomorphism Ψx : O2 → TxM for any point

x ∈ M . We define the Cayley line of a vector to be

(2.44) Cay(v) := Ψx(Cay(Ψ
−1
x (v))), ∀v ∈ TxM \ {0}.

From [30, Corollary 5.5], we get, with the notations of (2.21), for any (x, v) ∈ SM :

(2.45) Cay(v) = Span(Y1(x, v), . . . , Y8(x, v)), ∀z ∈ Cay(v) \ Rv, Kx(v, z) = −4.

2.4. Weitzenböck formula. The last tool we will use is a Weitzenböck formula.

Consider the symmetric 2-tensor S as 1-form with values in T ∗M . Denote by d∇ the

differential induced by the Levi Civita connection. Using [23, (12.69)] gives for any

S ∈ C∞(M ;S2T ∗M)

(2.46) (d∇d∇
∗
+ d∇

∗
d∇)S = ∇∗∇S −R◦(S) + S ◦ Ric.

Here, we have used the notations

(2.47) R◦(S)(X, Y ) = −
n∑

i=1

S(R(ei, X)Y, ei), S ◦ Ric(X, Y ) =
n∑

i=1

S(R(ei, X)ei, Y )

where (ei)i is an orthonormal basis. Since the curvature is negative, this identity

provides a lower bound on the spectrum of the Laplacian, more precisely:

Lemma 2.10 (Weitzenböck). Let (Mn, g0) be a closed locally symmetric space of neg-

ative sectional curvature and let S0 ∈ C∞(M ;S2
0T

∗M).

• If (Mn, g0) is a quotient of the real hyperbolic space, then

(2.48) ⟨∇∗∇S0, S0⟩L2(S2
0T

∗M) ≥ n∥S0∥2L2(S2
0T

∗M).

• If (Mn, g0) is a quotient of the complex hyperbolic space, then

(2.49) ⟨∇∗∇S0, S0⟩L2(S2
0T

∗M) ≥ (n+ 3)∥S0∥2L2(S2
0T

∗M) − 3⟨S0 ◦ J, S0⟩L2(S2
0T

∗M).
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• If (Mn, g0) is a quotient of the quaternionic hyperbolic space, then2

(2.50) ⟨∇∗∇S0, S0⟩L2(S2
0T

∗M) ≥ (n+ 9)∥S0∥2L2(S2
0T

∗M) − 3
3∑

i=1

⟨S0 ◦ Ji, S0⟩L2(S2
0T

∗M).

• If (M16, g0) is a quotient of the ocotonionic hyperbolic space, then

(2.51) ⟨∇∗∇S0, S0⟩L2(S2
0T

∗M) ≥ 36∥S0∥2L2(S2
0T

∗M) − ⟨R◦(S0), S0⟩L2(S2
0T

∗M).

Proof. Except if stated otherwise, the notation ⟨·, ·⟩ will denote the scalar product on

L2(S2
0T

∗M) in the following proof. Suppose S0 ∈ C∞(M ;S2T ∗M) is trace-free, then

equation (2.7) gives

⟨R◦(S0), S0⟩ = Λn
2 ⟨π∗

2(R
◦(S0)), π

∗
2S0⟩L2(SM).

But if we consider parallel vector fields Yi such as in (2.21)

π∗
2(R

◦(S0))(x, v) = −
n∑

i=1

(S0)x(Yi, R(Yi, Y )Y )

=


− tr(S0) + π∗

2S0 = π∗
2S0

− tr(S0) + π∗
2S0 − 3π∗

2(S0 ◦ J) = π∗
2S0 − 3π∗

2(S0 ◦ J)
− tr(S0) + π∗

2S0 − 3
∑3

i=1 S0(Yi+1, Yi+1)

− tr(S0) + π∗
2S0 − 3

∑7
i=1 S0(Yi+1, Yi+1)

(2.52)

where the different lines correspond to the real, complex, quaternionic and octonionic

cases respectively. For the quaternion hyperbolic case, one can use (2.41), the fact

that (Y2, Y3, Y4) and (J1Y, J2Y, J3Y ) are orthonormal basis of the same space to get

π∗
2S0 − 3

3∑
i=1

S0(Yi+1, Yi+1) = π∗
2S0 − 3

3∑
i=1

S0(JiY, JiY ) = π∗
2S0 − 3

3∑
i=1

π∗
2(S0 ◦ Ji).

This computation also shows that the previous quantity does not depend on the choice

of a basis (J1, J2, J3) and is thus globally defined. For the octonionic case, it is not clear

that one can write
∑7

i=1 S0(Yi+1, Yi+1) = π∗
2T (x, v) where T is some explicit function

of S. Since we will not need the Weitzenböck formula for this case, we will not try to

simplify this term further. This then gives

⟨R◦(S0), S0⟩ = Λn
2 ⟨π∗

2R
◦(S0), π

∗
2S0⟩L2(SM) =


∥S0∥2

∥S0∥2 − 3⟨S0 ◦ J, S0⟩
∥S0∥2 − 3

∑3
i=1⟨S0 ◦ Ji, S0⟩

⟨R◦(S0), S0⟩.

2Although the Ji are only defined locally, the sum appearing in (2.50) is defined globally.
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A similar argument gives

π∗
2(S0 ◦ Ric)(x, v) =

n∑
i=1

S0(R(Yi, Y )Yi, Y ) = −

(
n∑

i=1

λ2
i

)
π∗
2S0 =


−(n− 1)π∗

2S0

−(n+ 2)π∗
2S0

−(n+ 8)π∗
2S0

−36π∗
2S0

.

This gives, using (2.21),

⟨S0 ◦ Ric, S0⟩ = Λn
2 ⟨π∗

2(S0 ◦ Ric), π∗
2S0⟩L2(SM) =


−(n− 1)∥S0∥2

−(n+ 2)∥S0∥2

−(n+ 8)∥S0∥2

−36∥S0∥2

.

Using (2.46) gives

0 ≤ ⟨∇∗∇S0, S0⟩ − ⟨R◦(S0), S0⟩+ ⟨S0 ◦ Ric, S0⟩.

This implies the desired bounds by adding the previous estimates. □

3. Proof of the main theorem

3.1. Re-writing the Hessian. The first step consists in using the fact that g0 is a

locally symmetric metric to obtain an explicit formula for d2Φ(g0). The computation

of the Hessian is done by Flaminio in [11, Proposition 5.1.1] for real hyperbolic metrics

and we adapt it to the other classes of locally symmetric spaces. We prove the following

theorem.

Theorem 6 (Hessian). Let (Mn, g0) be a closed, locally symmetric and negatively

curved manifold. Then, for S ∈ C∞(M ;S2T ∗M) ∩Ker(D∗
g0
), one has

(3.1) ⟨d2Φ(g0)S, S⟩L2(S2T ∗M) = ⟨Πg0
m(g0)

Q(S), Q(S)⟩ − ⟨π∗
m(g0)

Q(S), 1⟩2L2(SM)

where m(g0) ∈ N and Q : C∞(M ;S2T ∗M) ∩ Ker(D∗
g0
) → C∞(M ;Sm(g0)T ∗M) is a

differential operator. More precisely, with the notations introduced in Section 2,

• If g0 is real hyperbolic, then m(g0) = 2 and

(3.2) Q(S) = −1

2
S +

1

4
∇∗∇S +

1

2
(trg0S)g0.

• If g0 is complex hyperbolic then m(g0) = 4 and

(3.3) Q(S) =
1

4
L(∇∗∇S) +

1

2

(
−L(S) + (trg0S)L(g0) + L(S ◦ J)

)
− 1

8
DJ

g0
DJ

g0
S.
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• If g0 is quaternionic hyperbolic, then m(g0) = 4 and 3

(3.4) Q(S) =
1

4
L(∇∗∇S)+

1

2

(
−L(S)+(trg0S)L(g0)+

3∑
i=1

L(S ◦Ji)
)
− 1

8

3∑
i=1

DJi
g0
DJi

g0
S.

• If g0 is octonionic hyperbolic, then m(g0) = 4 and

(3.5) Q(S) = L
(1
3
tr(S)g0 +

1

6
S − 1

6
R◦(S) +

7

24
∇∗∇S

)
− 1

24
Sym(R◦(∇2S)).

Proof. Consider a smooth path of metrics (gε) and write S = ∂εgε|ε=0. First, we

can identify all sphere bundles SgM by the pullback by Ψg : SM → SgM defined

by Ψg(x, v) := (x, v/|v|g). Next, for ε small enough, the Anosov stability theorem

ensures the existence of a homeomorphism Ψε ∈ Cα(SM,SM) which gives an orbit

equivalence:

(3.6) Ψε(φt(z)) = φε
κε(z,t)(Ψε(z))

where the index ε indicates that we consider the corresponding objects for the metric

gε and κε is a time rescaling. Following Flaminio, we define

γ̄ : (−ε0, ε0)× R 7→ γ̄(ε, t) := π(Ψε(φtv)),

where π : SM → M is the projection. This means that γ̄(ε, ·) is a gε (non normalized)

geodesic. We define Y = dγ̄
dt

and ξ = dγ̄
dε
. Define U(t, ε) := Ugε(Ψε(φtv)) where Ugε(v) is

the second fundamental form of the stable horosphere for the metric gε at πε(v) ∈ M ,

seen a (1, 1)-tensor. Note that, as already noticed in [11, Page 582] and with the

notations of (2.21), along a geodesic, one has UYj = −λjYj. Our starting point is [11,

Proposition A, (C3), Lemma 3.3.11, Lemma 4.2.1] which gives4:

(3.7)
d2

dε2
Φ(gε)|ε=0 = Varg0µLiou

(tr(∇ξU)).

Now, the goal is to write more explicitly the Hessian as a function of the infinitesimal

variation S = ∂ε|ε=0gε. We now consider parallel fields Y1 = Y, Y2, . . . , Yn as in (2.21).

The Riccati equation satisfied by Ug translates into a differential equation satisfied on

the diagonal entries Bj := ⟨(∇ξU)Yj, Yj⟩. This is the content of [11, Lemma 4.3.1] and

we have5 :

(3.8) LYBj − 2λjBj = −S(Y, Y )λ2
j − g0

(
∂Rε

∂ε
|ε=0(Y, Yj)Y, Yj

)
.

3Again, it is a statement of the theorem that the formula below is defined globally and not just

locally.
4We use Pesin’s entropy formula to simplify the topological entropy appearing in [11, Proposition

A, (C3)] with the sum of negative Lyapunov exponents appearing in [11, Lemma 3.3.11]
5We are using a different convention for the sign of R, hence the sign difference with [11, Lemma

4.3.1].



KATOK’S ENTROPY CONJECTURE NEAR REAL AND COMPLEX HYPERBOLIC METRICS 24

We sum over j to retrieve the trace:

(3.9)
n∑

j=1

Bj = tr(∇ξU) ≈ 1

2

(
n∑

j=2

λj

)
S(Y, Y ) +

1

2

n∑
j=1

µjg0

(
∂Rε

∂ε
|ε=0(Y, Yj)Y, Yj

)
,

where µ1 = 1 and µj = λ−1
j for j > 1. Here, ≈ denotes the fact that the two functions

are cohomologous, i.e their difference is of the form Xu where X is the geodesic vector

field associated to g0 and u ∈ C∞(SM) and we noted that the terms LYBj are co-

boundaries. We note that (3.8) for j = 1 gives that g0
(
∂Rε

∂ε
|ε=0(Y, Y )Y, Y

)
≈ 0 (recall

from (2.21) that λ1 = 0) and we can thus add it in the right hand side. Moreover, we

can compute the diagonal entry B1:

B1 = ⟨(∇ξU)Y, Y ⟩ = ⟨ξ U(Y )︸ ︷︷ ︸
=0

−U(∇ξY ), Y ⟩ = −⟨U(∇ξY ), Y ⟩.

Now, 0 = ξ⟨Y, Y ⟩ = 2⟨Y,∇ξY ⟩. In other words, ∇ξY is orthogonal to Y and thus so

is U(∇ξY ) because the action of U is diagonal. In particular, B1 = 0 and it can be

added to the left hand side without changing its value.

To understand the second term in the right hand side of (3.9), we need to compute

the variation of the different curvature tensors with respect to the metric. The compu-

tations are done in [23, Theorem 1.174] and more precisely, the variation of the (3, 1)

curvature tensor Rg defined in (2.19) is given by:

∂Rε

∂ε
|ε=0S(X, Y )Z = (∇Y∇′

gS)(X,Z)− (∇X∇′
gS)(Y, Z)

where ∇ denotes the covariant derivative (for the metric g0) on symmetric tensors and

∇′
g is the variation of the Levi Civita tensor which is characterized by

g0(∇′
gS(X, Y ), Z) := g0

(
∇gε

XY

∂ε
|ε=0, Z

)
=

1

2
(∇XS(Y, Z)+∇Y S(X,Z)−∇ZS(X, Y )),

where S = ∂ε|ε=0gε. For sake of notations, we will denote by Cg0 the (3, 0) tensor field

Cg0S(X, Y, Z) := g0(∇′
gS(X, Y ), Z).

We can now compute the second term in (3.9):

n∑
j=2

µjg0

(
∂Rε

∂ε
|ε=0(Y, Yj)Y, Yj

)
=

n∑
j=2

µj

(
∇Yj

(Cg0S)(Y, Y, Yj)−∇Y (Cg0S)(Yj, Y, Yj)
)
.

Using the fact that all fields are parallel, we get that ∇Y (Cg0S)(Yj, Y, Yj) is a cobound-

ary and thus

n∑
j=1

µjg0

(
∂Rε

∂ε
|ε=0(Y, Yj)Y, Yj

)
≈

n∑
j=1

µj∇Yj
(Cg0S)(Y, Y, Yj).
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The first term can be expanded using the variation of the Levi Civita connection:

∇Yj
(Cg0S)(Y, Y, Yj) = ∇2

Yj ,Y
S(Y, Yj)−

1

2
∇2

Yj ,Yj
S(Y, Y ).

We use the Ricci identity and (2.21), to re-write the first term:

∇2
Yj ,Y

S(Y, Yj) = ∇2
Y,Yj

S(Y, Yj) + S(R(Yj, Y )Y, Yj) + S(R(Yj, Y )Yj, Y )

= ∇2
Y,Yj

S(Y, Yj) + λ2
jS(Yj, Yj) + S(R(Yj, Y )Yj, Y ).

This means that

∇2
Yj ,Y

S(Y, Yj) = ∇2
Y,Yj

S(Y, Yj) + λ2
jS(Yj, Yj)− λ2

jS(Y, Y ).

In total, one has using (3.9)

V (S) := tr(∇ξU) =
1

2

(
n∑

j=2

λj

)
S(Y, Y )− 1

4

n∑
j=1

µj∇2
Yj ,Yj

S(Y, Y )

+
1

2

n∑
j=1

µj∇2
Y,Yj

S(Y, Yj) +
1

2

n∑
j=2

λjS(Yj, Yj)−
1

2

n∑
j=2

λjS(Y, Y ).

That is, one has

(3.10)

V (S) = −1

2
π∗
2S − 1

4

n∑
j=1

µj

(
∇2

Yj ,Yj
S(Y, Y )− 2∇2

Y,Yj
S(Y, Yj)

)
+

1

2

n∑
j=1

µ−1
j S(Yj, Yj).

Quotient of RHn. Suppose first that g0 is a hyperbolic metric, then this means that

µj ≡ 1. In particular, one gets recalling (2.9)

−1

4

n∑
j=1

µj∇2
Yj ,Yj

S(Y, Y ) = −1

4

n∑
j=1

∇2
Yj ,Yj

S(Y, Y ) =
1

4
π∗
2(∇∗∇S),

as well as

−1

2

n∑
j=1

µj∇2
Y,Yj

S(Y, Yj) = −1

2

n∑
j=1

∇2
Y,Yj

S(Y, Yj) =
1

2
π∗
2(Dg0D

∗
g0
S) ≈ 0

using (2.10). Finally, one has

1

2

n∑
j=1

µ−1
j S(Yj, Yj) =

1

2

n∑
j=1

S(Yj, Yj) =
1

2
tr(S).

Putting everything together gives V (S) = π∗
2Q(S) where Q is defined in (3.2). Now,

using [14, Equation (2.6)]:

Cov
φ0
t

µ
g0
Liou

(π∗
2Q, π∗

2Q) = ⟨Πg0
2 Q,Q⟩ − ⟨π∗

2Q, 1⟩2L2(SM)

and this gives (3.1). Note that Q corresponds to the operator T used by Flaminio in

[11, Proof of Proposition 1.3.3].
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Quotient of CHn. Suppose now that g0 is a quotient of CHn, then µj = 1− 1
2
δj,2.

Moreover, Y2 is given by Y2 = JY where J is given by the complex structure. Notice

that in contrast to the Yi that are only defined along the geodesic given by (x, v), the

operator J is globally defined. We first see that

1

2

n∑
j=1

µ−1
j S(Yj, Yj) =

1

2

n∑
j=1

S(Yj, Yj) +
1

2
S(JY, JY ) =

1

2
tr(S) +

1

2
π∗
2(S ◦ J).

Next, we consider

−1

4

n∑
j=1

µj∇2
Yj ,Yj

S(Y, Y ) = −1

4

n∑
j=1

∇2
Yj ,Yj

S(Y, Y ) +
1

8
∇JY,JY S(Y, Y )

=
1

4
π∗
2(∇∗∇S) +

1

8
∇JY,JY S(Y, Y ),

where we used (2.25). Now, using J2 = −Id gives

π∗
4(∇JY,JY S(Y, Y )) = π∗

4

(
(∇∇(S ◦ J)) ◦ J

)
= π∗

4

(
Sym((∇∇(S ◦ J)) ◦ J)

)
.

The pre-composition by J commutes with the symmetrization so

Sym((∇∇(S ◦ J)) ◦ J) = Sym(∇∇(S ◦ J)) ◦ J.

Now, let T ∈ C∞(M ;S2T ∗M) be a symmetric 2-tensor and let X1, X2, X3, X4 be

tangent vectors, we compute:

Sym(∇∇T )(X1, X2, X3, X4) =
1

4

4∑
i=1

∇Xi
Sym(∇T )(X̂i) =

1

4

4∑
i=1

∇Xi
Dg0T (X̂i)

= Sym(∇Dg0T ) = Dg0Dg0T (X1, X2, X3, X4).

Here X̂i denotes the 3-uple where we left out Xi. In particular one has, using (2.10)

and (2.25),

−1

4

n∑
j=1

µj∇2
Yj ,Yj

S(Y, Y ) =
1

4
π∗
2(∇∗∇S) +

1

8
π∗
4(Dg0Dg0(S ◦ J) ◦ J)

=
1

4
π∗
2(∇∗∇S)− 1

8
π∗
4(D

J
g0
DJ

g0
S).

The last term is given by

−1

2

n∑
j=1

µj∇2
Y,Yj

S(Y, Yj) = −1

2

n∑
j=1

∇2
Y,Yj

S(Y, Yj)−
1

4
∇v,JvS(v, Jv)

=
1

2
π∗
2(Dg0D

∗
g0
S)− 1

4
∇v,JvS(v, Jv) ≈ −1

4
∇v,JvS(v, Jv).

Now, using the fact that J is parallel, we see that∇v,JvS(v, Jv) = Y (∇Sx(Jv, v, Jv)) is

a co-boundary and we can thus ignore this term when computing the Hessian. Finally,

we use [14, Equation (2.6)] and (3.10) to obtain (3.3).
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Quotient of HHn. The computation follows from the one for CHn. Indeed, this

time

n∑
j=1

µ−1
j S(Yj, Yj) =

n∑
j=1

S(Yj, Yj) +
3∑

i=1

S(Yi+1, Yi+1) = tr(S) + π∗
2(

3∑
i=1

S ◦ Ji),

by (2.41). This also shows that is term is independent of the choice of the base

(J1, J2, J3) and thus globally defined. The last term −1
2

∑n
j=1 µj∇2

Y,Yj
S(Y, Yj) is still a

co-boundary by the exact same computation, using the fact that the Yi are parallel.

We are left with understanding the middle term:

−1

4

n∑
j=1

µj∇2
Yj ,Yj

S(Y, Y ) = −1

4

n∑
j=1

∇2
Yj ,Yj

S(Y, Y ) +
1

8

3∑
j=1

∇Yj+1,Yj+1
S(Y, Y )

=
1

4
π∗
2(∇∗∇S) +

1

8

3∑
j=1

∇Jj+1Y,Jj+1Y S(Y, Y ).

The last equality again follows from (2.41). Indeed, there exists (ai,j)1≤i,j≤3 ∈ R9 such

that

Yj+1 =
∑
i=1

ai,jJiY, A = (ai,j)1≤i,j≤3 ∈ O3(R).

This means that

3∑
j=1

∇Yj+1,Yj+1
S(Y, Y ) =

3∑
j=1

∇∑
i=1 ai,jJiY,

∑
i=1 ai,jJiY

S(Y, Y )

=
∑
i,k,j

ai,jak,j∇JiY,JkY S(Y, Y ) =
∑
i

∇JiY,JiY S(Y, Y ).

We obtain, similarly to the complex hyperbolic case the fact that

π∗
4Sym

(
3∑

j=1

∇Jj+1Y,Jj+1Y S(Y, Y )

)
= −π∗

4

(
3∑

i=1

DJi
g0
DJi

g0
S

)
.

Note that the argument did not use the fact that J is parallel. Combining everything

gives (3.4).

Quotient of OHn. This time the first term gives

1

2

n∑
j=1

µ−1
j S(Yj, Yj) =

1

2
tr(S) +

1

2

7∑
i=1

S(Yi+1, Yi+1)

=
1

2
tr(S) +

1

6
(π∗

2S − tr(S)− π∗
2R

◦(S))

=
1

3
tr(S) +

1

6
π∗
2S − 1

6
π∗
2R

◦(S).
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where we used (2.52). The second term is still a coboundary and the last one is

computed using using the fact that the Yj are parallel

−1

4

n∑
j=1

µj∇2
Yj ,Yj

S(Y, Y ) = −1

4

n∑
j=1

∇2
Yj ,Yj

S(Y, Y ) +
1

8

7∑
j=1

∇Yj+1,Yj+1
S(Y, Y )

For a 4-tensor T , we extend the operator R◦ in the following way:

(3.11) R◦(T )(X1, X2, X3, X4) = −
n∑

i=1

T (R(ei, X1)X2, ei, X3, X4).

Mimicking the computation of (2.52), we obtain for T = ∇2S,

3
7∑

j=1

∇Yj+1,Yj+1
S(Y, Y ) = π∗

4(∇2S)− π∗
2(tr∇2S)− π∗

4(R
◦(∇2S))

= π∗
4(Dg0Dg0S) + π∗

2(∇∗∇S)− π∗
4(Sym(R◦(∇2S))).

The first term is a co-boundary which we can ignore in the computation of the Hessian.

Summing the previous computations gives

V (x, v) = π∗
2

(1
3
tr(S)g0 +

1

6
S − 1

6
R◦(S) +

7

24
∇∗∇S

)
− 1

24
π∗
4(Sym(R◦(∇2S)))

which is (3.5), using the relation π∗
m+2L(T ) = π∗

mT for any symmetric m-tensor. □

3.2. Stability estimate. In this subsection, we show that Theorem 2 follows from

the microlocal approach if ΠKer(D∗
g0

)Q is solenoidal injective.

Definition 3.1. We say that an operator V : C∞(M ;S2T ∗M) → C∞(M ;SmT ∗M) is

solenoidal injective if

Ker(D∗
g0
) ∩Ker(V ) = {0}.

We first prove that the averaging term in (3.1) is bounded by the volume term in

(1.3).

Lemma 3.2 (Bounding the average term). With the notation of Section 3, there is

a neighborhood U of g0 in the C5,α-topology and Cn > 0, such that if g ∈ U with

g − g0 ∈ Ker(D∗
g0
), one has

⟨π∗
m(g0)

Q(g − g0), 1⟩L2(SM) ≤ Cn|Volg(M)− Volg0(M)|+ Cn∥g − g0∥2C5,α .

Proof. In the following proof, except if stated otherwise, the notation ⟨·, ·⟩ will denote
the scalar product induced on symmetric tensors. If g0 is a hyperbolic metric, then

from (3.2), one has

Q(S) = −1

2
S +

1

4
∇∗∇S +

1

2
(trg0S)g0.
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This means that using (2.7), one has

⟨π∗
2Q(S), 1⟩L2(SM) = ⟨π∗

2Q(S), π∗
2g0⟩L2(SM) = Cn⟨Q(S), g0⟩L2(S2T ∗M),

for some constant Cn > 0. Now, we have〈
−1

2
S +

1

4
∇∗∇S +

1

2
(trg0S)g0, g0

〉
= −1

2
⟨S, g0⟩+

1

4
⟨∇∗∇S, g0⟩+

1

2
⟨(trg0S)g0, g0⟩

= −1

2
⟨S, g0⟩+

n

2
⟨trg0S, 1⟩

= −1

2
⟨S, g0⟩+

n

2
⟨S, g0⟩ =

n− 1

2
⟨S, g0⟩.

Here, we used that ∇g0 = 0. Now, we follow the argument of [14, Proposition 3.5] to

obtain:

(3.12) Volg(M)− Volg0(M) =
1

2
⟨g − g0, g0⟩+O(∥g − g0∥2C5,α),

which gives the desired inequality.

Now, suppose that g0 is complex hyperbolic, then (3.3) gives

Q(S) =
1

4
L(∇∗∇S) +

1

2

(
−L(S) + (trg0S)L(g0) + L(S ◦ J)

)
+

1

8
(Dg0Dg0(S ◦ J)) ◦ J.

This time, we have using (2.7)

⟨π∗
4Q(S), 1⟩L2(SM) = ⟨π∗

4Q(S), π∗
4L(g0)⟩L2(SM) = Cn⟨Q(S), L(g0)⟩L2(S4T ∗M),

for some constant Cn > 0 that we do not need to make explicit. We note that for any

symmetric 2-tensor T , a direct computation yields

⟨L(T ), L(g0)⟩ = ⟨T, trL(g0)⟩ =
(
n+

n+ 2

6

)
⟨T, g0⟩.

Here, we used the commutation relation between tr and its adjoint L (see for instance

[16, Equation (4.19) Chapter 4.1]) which gives

trL(g0) = L(tr(g0)) +
n+ 2

6
g0 =

(
n+

n+ 2

6

)
g0.

In particular, one has〈
1

4
L(∇∗∇S) +

1

2

(
−L(S) + (trg0S)L(g0) + L(S ◦ J)

)
, L(g0)

〉
= Cn

〈
−1

2
S +

1

4
∇∗∇S +

1

2
(trg0S)L(g0) +

1

2
S ◦ J, g0

〉
= C ′

n

n

2
⟨S, g0⟩,

where we used that ⟨S ◦ J, g0⟩ = ⟨S, g0⟩, did the same calculation as in the hyperbolic

case and where Cn, C
′
n > 0 are some constants depending on n. In particular, this first

part of Q(S) can be bounded just like in the first case.
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We are left with bounding the term ⟨(Dg0Dg0(S ◦ J)) ◦ J, L(g0)⟩. For this, we write

⟨(Dg0Dg0(S ◦ J)) ◦ J, L(g0)⟩ = ⟨Dg0Dg0(S ◦ J), L(g0 ◦ J)⟩ = ⟨Dg0(S ◦ J), D∗
g0
L(g0)⟩,

we used the fact that g0 ◦ J = g0 as well as the fact that L and J commute. Now, we

can use the commutation relation between D∗
g0

and L (see for instance [16, Corollary

4.13]) which gives, for some constant Cn,

D∗
g0
L(g0) = LD∗

g0
g0 + CnDg0g0 = 0.

This shows that this last term does not contribute to the average and concludes the

proof in this case.

For the case of a quaternionic hyperbolic quotient, we see that the previous compu-

tation did not use the fact that J was parallel. In particular, similar bounds for each

Ji hold and combining this with formula (3.4) yields the result in this case.

For the octonionic case, the scalar products we are yet to bound are ⟨L(R◦(S)), L(g0)⟩,
⟨Sym(∇2S), L(g0)⟩ as well as ⟨Sym(R◦(∇2S)), L(g0)⟩. For the first scalar product, we

first note from (2.47) that R◦ is selfadjoint. Now,

⟨L(R◦(S)), L(g0)⟩ = Cn⟨S,R◦(g0)⟩,

for some constant Cn > 0. We use [30, Corollary 5.5] to get

(3.13) R◦(g0)(ej, ej) = −
n∑

i,j=1

g0(R(ei, ej)ej, ei) = (−7× 4− (16− 8)) = −36

for an local orthonormal frame (ej). This means that R◦(g0) = −36g0. In particular,

one gets

⟨L(R◦(S)), L(g0)⟩ = C ′
n⟨S, g0⟩,

for some C ′
n > 0. This term can be bounded using (3.12). Next,

⟨Sym(R◦(∇2S)), L(g0)⟩L2(S2T ∗M) = ⟨∇2S,R◦(L(g0))⟩L2(S2T ∗M).

We now remark using (3.13) that

π∗
4

(
R◦(L(g0))

)
(x, v) = π∗

4

(
R◦(g0 ⊗ g0)

)
(x, v) = −36 ∈ Ω0.

From (2.7), this implies R◦(L(g0)) = −36g0. This shows that this pairing vanishes and

does not contribute to the average. For the second term, we use the fact that Sym is

an orthogonal projection to obtain

⟨Sym(∇2S), L(g0)⟩ = ⟨∇2S, L(g0)⟩ = ⟨∇S,D∗
g0
L(g0)⟩ = 0

and so this last term does not contribute to the average. □

Next, we show that the operator ΠKer(D∗
g0

)Q is elliptic on solenoidal tensors.
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Proposition 3.3 (Ellipticity). With the notations introduced in the section, the oper-

ator ΠKer(D∗
g0

)Q is elliptic on solenoidal tensors in the sense that there exists C > 0,

such that for any S ∈ Ker(D∗
g0
), one has

C∥S∥2H3/2 ≤ ∥ΠKer(D∗
g0

)QS∥2H−1/2 + ∥Πker(ΠKer(D∗
g0

)Q)S∥2H3/2

where Πker(ΠKer(D∗
g0

)) is the orthogonal projection on the kernel and C > 0.

Proof. We will compute the principal symbol of Q in each cases. Note that by [24,

Lemma 14.1.9], ΠKer(D∗
g0

) is a pseudo-differential operator of order 0 with principal

symbol equal to σΠKer(D∗
g0

)
(x, ξ) = πKer(ιξ) where ιξ denotes the contraction with the

tangent vector ξ♯ and πKer(ιξ) is the projection onto Ker(ιξ). We will thus obtain the

principal symbol of ΠKer(D∗
g0

)Q by composing with the principal symbol of Q.

If g0 is a hyperbolic metric, from (3.2) we immediately see that

σQ(x, ξ) =
1

4
∥ξ∥2, σΠKer(D∗

g0
)Q(x, ξ) =

1

4
πker(ιξ)∥ξ∥

2,

which proves that ΠKer(D∗
g0

)Q is elliptic on solenoidal tensors, i.e its principal symbol

satisfies σΠKer(D∗
g0

)Q(x, ξ) ≥ cπker(ιξ)∥ξ∥2 for some c > 0 and ∥ξ∥ ≫ 1.

If g0 is either complex hyperbolic or quaternionic hyperbolic, then we prove that

ΠKer(D∗
g0

)Q is of gradient type on Ker(D∗
g0
), i.e its principal symbol is injective on

Ker(D∗
g0
) at all points. Using (3.3) or (3.4), we see that

σQ =
1

4
σL(∇∗∇) +

1

8

m∑
i=1

σ(Dg0Dg0 (S◦Ji))◦Ji ,

with m = 1 for a quotient of a complex hyperbolic space and m = 3 for a quotient of

the quaternionic hyperbolic space. The principal symbol of ∇∗∇ is ∥ξ∥2 and using [24,

Lemma 14.1.8], the principal symbol of Dg0 is ijξ := iSym(ξ♯·) where ξ♯ is the image

by the musical isomorphism of the co-vector ξ. In total, this gives

σΠKer(D∗
g0

)Q(x, ξ)S =
1

4
∥ξ∥2πker(ιξ)L(S)−

1

8

m∑
i=1

πker(ιξ)jJiξjJiξS.

Consider (x, ξ) ∈ T (SM) with ξ ̸= 0, then suppose that S ∈ S2T ∗
xM is such that

σΠKer(D∗
g0

)Q(x, ξ)S = 0. First, we notice that L and D∗
g0

commute which gives L and

πker(ιξ) commute. Moreover, we see that ιξjJiξ = 0 because g(Jiξ
♯, ξ♯) = 0. In particu-

lar, one has

0 = σΠKer(D∗
g0

)Q(x, ξ)S =
1

4
∥ξ∥2L(S)− 1

8

m∑
i=1

jJiξjJiξS.
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This implies π∗
4σΠKer(D∗

g0
)Q(x, ξ)S = 0, in other words

1

4
∥ξ∥2π∗

2S − 1

8

m∑
i=1

(
ξ(Jiv)

)2
π∗
2S =

1

4

(
∥ξ∥2 − 1

2

m∑
i=1

(
ξ(Jiv)

)2)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

≥1
2
∥ξ∥2

π∗
2S = 0.

But then π∗
2S = 0 and thus S = 0. In particular, because the principal symbol is

homogenous in ξ, this shows that ΠKer(D∗
g0

)Q is of gradient type on Ker(D∗
g0
).

Finally, if g0 is an octonionic hyperbolic metric, we obtain from (3.5),

24σQ = 7σL(∇∗∇) − σSym(R◦(∇∗∇)).

The principal symbol of the second term can be computed as follows. Fix (x, ξ) ∈ SM

with ξ ̸= 0 and choose a phase function φ ∈ C∞(M) such that dφ(x) = ξ. Then

σSym(R◦(∇∗∇))(x, ξ)S = lim
h→0

h2e−
iφ
h Sym(R◦(∇∗∇))(e

iφ
h S) = −Sym(R◦(ξ(·)2S)),

see [24, Lemma 5.1.15]. Fix an orthonormal basis (ei)
n
i=1 such that v1 = v and v1, . . . , v8

span Cay(v). Using (3.11),

−π∗
2Sym(R◦(ξ(·)2S))(x, v) =

n∑
i=1

ξ(R(ei, v)v)ξ(ei)Sx(v, v)

which then gives, similarly to previous cases,

24π∗
4(σQS)(x, v) ≥ (7∥ξ∥2 − 4

n∑
i=1

ξ(ei)
2)︸ ︷︷ ︸

≥3∥ξ∥2

π∗
2S.

From this estimate, we conclude that the principal symbol is injective.

In all the previous cases, this means that (ΠKer(D∗
g0

)Q)∗ΠKer(D∗
g0

)Q is elliptic on

solenoidal tensors and thus there exists a sharp parametrix (see [24, Theorem 6.1.1]),

i.e there exists A ∈ Ψ−2 a pseudo-differential operator of order −2 such that

AΠKer(D∗
g0

)Q = ΠKer(D∗
g0

) − Πker(ΠKer(D∗
g0

)Q).

This finally gives, for a divergence-free tensor S,

∥S∥2H3/2 ≤ 2∥AΠKer(D∗
g0

)QS∥2H3/2 + 2∥Πker(ΠKer(D∗
g0

)Q)S∥2H3/2

≤ C∥ΠKer(D∗
g0

)QS∥2H−1/2 + C∥Πker(ΠKer(D∗
g0

)Q)S∥2H3/2 ,

for some C > 0. This concludes the proof. □

Proposition 3.4. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 2, if ΠKer(D∗
g0

)Q is solenoidal in-

jective (where Q is defined in Theorem 6) then one has (1.3).

We are now ready to show that solenoidal injectivity implies our main theorem.
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Proof. Recalling (3.1), we have

⟨d2Φ(g0)S, S⟩L2(S2T ∗M) = ⟨Πg0
m(g0)

Q(S), Q(S)⟩ − ⟨π∗
m(g0)

Q(S), 1⟩2L2(SM).

Let g ∈ U , we can use a Taylor expansion as well as the slice Lemma 2.3 to obtain for

any α ∈ (0, 1) a diffeomorphism ϕ such that

Φ(g) = Φ(ϕ∗g) = Cn(⟨Πg0
m(g0)

Q(ϕ∗g − g0), Q(ϕ∗g − g0)⟩ − ⟨π∗
m(g0)

Q(ϕ∗g − g0), 1⟩2)

+O(∥g − g0∥3C5,α).

The central point is that S := ϕ∗g−g0 is solenoidal so we can use the coercive estimate

(2.18) and Lemma 3.2

∥ΠKer(D∗
g0

)Q(ϕ∗g−g0)∥2H−1/2 ≤ C ′
nΦ(g)+C ′

n∥ϕ∗g−g0∥3C5,α +Cn(Volg(M)−Volg0(M))2.

To conclude we use Proposition 3.3 and the solenoidal injectivity to get

C∥S∥2H3/2 ≤ ∥ΠKer(D∗
g0

)QS∥2H−1/2 + ∥Πker(ΠKer(D∗
g0

)Q)S∥2H3/2 = ∥ΠKer(D∗
g0

)QS∥2H−1/2 .

Plugging this into the last equation gives

∥ϕ∗g − g0∥2H3/2 ≤ C ′
nΦ(g) + C ′

n∥ϕ∗g − g0∥3C5,α + Cn(Volg(M)− Volg0(M))2.

We can use Sobolev embedding and an interpolation argument, using the fact that

ϕ∗g − g0 is small in CN norm to absorb the term C ′
n∥ϕ∗g − g0∥3C5,α in the left hand

side. More precisely, for any β > α,

∥ϕ∗g − g0∥3C5,α ≤ cg0∥ϕ∗g − g0∥3Hn/25+β ≤ c′g0∥ϕ
∗g − g0∥2H3/2∥ϕ∗g − g0∥CN ,

for any N > 3
2
n+ 6 + 6β. This last estimate gives (1.3). □

4. Solenoidal injectivity of the operator ΠKer(D∗
g0

)Q.

In this section, we prove that ΠKer(D∗
g0

)Q is solenoidal injective. This uses the geom-

etry of the different types of locally symmetric spaces and relies on a Weitzenböck or

Bochner formulas on symmetric tensors.

Proposition 4.1 (Solenoidal injectivity). With the notations of the previous section,

the operator ΠKer(D∗
g0

)Q is solenoidal injective for real hyperbolic and complex hyperbolic

metrics.

We make the following conjecture concerning the remaining cases, we insist on the

fact that this last step seems to be purely geometric and dynamical but does not seem

to rely on microlocal analysis.

Conjecture 3. The operator ΠKer(D∗
g0

)Q is solenoidal injective for any locally sym-

metric metric.

Together with Proposition 3.4, this would prove Katok’s entropy conjecture near

any locally symmetric metric.
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4.1. Quotients of RHn. Recall that in this case, Q is given by

Q(S) = −1

2
S +

1

4
∇∗∇S +

1

2
(trg0S)g0.

Suppose by contradiction that there exists S ∈ Ker(D∗
g0
) such that ΠKer(D∗

g0
)QS = 0.

In particular, one has

⟨ΠKer(D∗
g0

)Q(S), S⟩L2(S2T ∗M) = ⟨Q(S), S⟩L2(S2T ∗M) = 0.

We first decompose S = S0 + L(h) with S0 ∈ C∞(M ;S2
0T

∗M) trace-free and h ∈
C∞(M). As the rough Laplacian commutes with the trace, we see that Q preserves

the decomposition, in the sense that

⟨Q(S), S⟩L2(S2T ∗M) = ⟨Q(S0), S0⟩L2(S2T ∗M) + ⟨Q(L(h)), L(h)⟩L2(S2T ∗M).

To estimate the first term, we will use the Weitzenböck identity (2.48):

⟨Q(S0), S0⟩L2(S2T ∗M) = −1

2
∥S0∥2L2(S2T ∗M) +

1

4
⟨∇∗∇S0, S0⟩L2(S2T ∗M)

+
1

2
⟨(trg0S0)g0, S0⟩L2(S2T ∗M) ≥

1

4
(n− 2)∥S0∥2L2(S2T ∗M).

Now, the second part is easier to bound as

⟨Q(hg0), hg0⟩L2(S2T ∗M) =
n

4
⟨h,∆h+ 2(n− 1)h⟩L2(M) ≥

n(n− 1)

2
∥h∥2L2(M).

In total this gives,

1

4
(n− 2)∥S0∥2L2(S2T ∗M) +

n

2
(n− 1)∥h∥2L2(M) ≤ ⟨Q(S), S⟩L2(S2T ∗M) = 0.

This implies S = 0 if n ≥ 3 and thus the solenoidal injectivity holds.

4.2. Quotients of CHn/2. The real dimension n is even in this case. Note however

that any quotient of CH1 is actually isometric to a real-hyperbolic case, see [3, Propo-

sition 10.12]. In the following, we will thus suppose without loss of generality that

n ≥ 4.

Suppose again for a contradiction that there exists S ∈ Ker(D∗
g0
) such that Q(S) =

Dg0 p̃ for p̃ ∈ C∞(M ;S3T ∗M). Note that this time, Q(S) is a 4-tensor and thus we

cannot make sense of the scalar product ⟨Q(S), S⟩ anymore.

Strategy for the solenoidal injectivity in the complex case. The idea is to

first consider p ∈ C∞(M ;S3
0T

∗M) the trace-free part of p̃ and project Q(S) = Dg0 p̃

onto the trace-free component. In particular, using the Pestov identity (2.12) will

provide an expression of p in terms of S. Now, this means that using the commutativity

relation [Dg0 , L] = 0 :

Q(S)−Dg0p = Dg0(p̃− p) = Dg0(L(q)) = L(Dg0q),
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where q ∈ C∞(M ;T ∗M) is a 1-tensor. Since p is a function of S, this means that

Q(S)−Dg0p = L(W (S)) = L(Dg0q),

for some (explicit) operator W : C∞(M ;S2T ∗M) → C∞(M ;S2T ∗M). The injectivity

of L gives W (S) = Dg0q and we have reduced ourselves to an equation on symmetric

2-tensors. We can now consider the null-scalar product ⟨W (S), S⟩ = 0. The contradic-

tion will then come from the coersive estimate ⟨W (S), S⟩ ≥ Cn∥S∥2 for some constant

Cn > 0 as in the real hyperbolic case.

Recall from (3.3) that the operator Q is given by

Q(S) =
1

4
L(∇∗∇S) +

1

2

(
−L(S) + (trg0S)L(g0) + L(S ◦ J)

)
− 1

8
DJ

g0
DJ

g0
S.

Let p̃ ∈ C∞(M ;S3T ∗M) such that Q(S) = Dg0 p̃ and let p ∈ C∞(M ;S3
0T

∗M) be the

trace-free part of p̃. We will keep the notation p to denote the pullback π∗
3p ∈ Ω3. By

Lemma 2.8, we know that p = p3 + p1 + p−1 + p−3 with pλ ∈ Eλ
3 and p−λ = p̄λ. On the

other hand, we will decompose π∗
2S = f + h with f ∈ Ω2 and h ∈ Ω0. We can further

decompose f = f2 + f0 + f−2 with fj ∈ Ej
2 in a similar manner to p.

Solving for the trace-free part of p̃. We then use (2.28) to obtain π∗
4(D

J
g0
DJ

g0
S) =

−H2π∗
2S. In particular, projecting the equation Q(S) = Dg0 p̃ onto E4

4 , E
2
4 and E0

4

yields, with the notations of Lemma 2.8,

(4.1)


8η++p3 = −η++η

+
+f2

8(η−+p3 + η++p1) = (η++η
−
+ + η−+η

+
+)f2 − η++η

+
+f0

8(η−+p1 + η++p−1) = (η++η
−
+ + η−+η

+
+)f0 − η−+η

−
+f2 − η++η

+
+f−2.

Using Lemma 2.8 and the injectivity of η++ on E4
4 , the first line gives 8p3 = −η++f2.

Re-injecting in the second line, using the commutativity of η−+ and η++ (see (2.39)) and

using the injectivity of η++ again gives 8p1 = 3η−+f2 − η++f0. In total, we thus have

8p = −η++f2 + 3η−+f2 − η++f0 + 3η++f−2 − η−+f0 − η−+f−2

= −X+f + 4(η−+f2 + η++f−2) = −X+f + 2X+(f2 + f−2)− 2iH+(f2 − f−2)

= −X+f − 1

2
X+V

2f −H+V f = −X+

(
Id +

1

2
V 2
)
f −H+V f

= −X+Jf −H+V f.

In the previous computations, we have used (2.36).

We can now go back to the problem. Write p̃ = p+ L(q) with p the trace-free part

of p and q ∈ C∞(M ;T ∗M). The previous computation shows that p is given by

(4.2) π∗
3p = −1

8
(X+Jf +H+V f).
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Computing Q(S)−Dg0p as a function of S. In particular, this means that one

has, using [Dg0 , L] = 0, for some one-form q,

Q(S)−Dg0p = Dg0(p̃− p) = Dg0(L(q)) = L(Dg0q).

But there exists W (S) ∈ C∞(M ;S2T ∗M) such that Q(S)−Dg0p = L(W (S)) and the

injectivity of L implies W (S) = Dg0q. We now compute the tensor W (S), using the

fact that H+H+f = 8X+p

V (f, h) : = π∗
4(−DJ

g0
DJ

g0
S − 8Dg0p) = H2π∗

2S − 8Xπ∗
3p

= (H+ +H−)
2(f + h) + (X+ +X−)(X+Jf +H+V f)

=
(
(H+H− +H−H+)f +H+H+h+X−X+Jf +X−H+V f

)
∈ Ω2

+
(
H−H−f +H−H+h

)
∈ Ω0.

(4.3)

There exists a unique Q0(S) ∈ C∞(M ;S2T ∗M) such that π∗
2Q0(S) = V (f, h) and

(4.4) W (S) =
1

4
∇∗∇S +

1

2
(−S + (trg0S)g0 + S ◦ J) + 1

8
Q0(S).

Since W (S) = Dg0q and S is divergence-free, one has ⟨W (S), S⟩L2(S2T ∗M) = 0.

Bounding ⟨W (S), S⟩ from below. The proof of Proposition 4.1 reduces to the

following estimate.

Proposition 4.2 (Coercive estimate for complex hyperbolic quotients). Let (Mn, g0)

be a compact quotient of the complex hyperbolic space. There exists Cn > 0 such that

for any S ∈ C∞(M ;S2T ∗M) ∩Ker(D∗
g0
), one has

(4.5) ⟨W (S), S⟩L2(S2T ∗M) ≥ Cn(∥S0∥2L2(S2T ∗M) + ∥h∥2L2(M)),

where S = S0 + hg0 with S0 ∈ C∞(M ;S2
0T

∗M) and h ∈ C∞(M).

Proof. We will start by considering the first term appearing in (4.4):

(4.6) Q1(S) :=
1

4
∇∗∇S +

1

2
(−S + (trg0S)g0 + S ◦ J).

By definition, one has W (S) = Q1(S)+
1
8
Q0(S) and we first investigate ⟨Q1(S), S⟩. We

remark that since J and ∇∗∇ commute with the trace, Q1 preserves the decomposition

S = S0 + hg0 where S0 is the trace-free part of S and h ∈ C∞(M). More explicitly

⟨Q1(S), S⟩L2(S2T ∗M) = ⟨Q1(S0), S0⟩L2(S2T ∗M) + ⟨Q1(hg0), hg0⟩L2(S2T ∗M).

We first compute the second term, using (hg0) ◦ J = hg0,

(4.7) ⟨Q1(hg0), hg0⟩L2(S2T ∗M) =
n

4
⟨∆h, h⟩L2(M) +

n2

2
∥h∥2L2(M).

Now the trace-free part contribution is

(4.8) ⟨Q1(S0), S0⟩ =
1

4
⟨∇∗∇S0, S0⟩ −

1

2
∥S0∥2 +

1

2
⟨S0 ◦ J, S0⟩.
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Summing (4.8) and (4.7), we obtain

(4.9) ⟨Q1(S), S⟩ =
1

4
⟨∇∗∇S0, S0⟩ −

1

2
∥S0∥2 +

1

2
⟨S0 ◦ J, S0⟩+

n

4
⟨∆h, h⟩+ n2

2
∥h∥2.

Next, we study the contribution of Q0(S). We prove the following lemma:

Lemma 4.3. One has the following bound:

(4.10) ⟨Q0S, S⟩L2(S2T ∗M) ≥ −97

96
∥∇g0S0∥2L2(S2T ∗M) −

n+ 5

4
∥∇h∥2L2(T ∗M).

Proof. Recall that π∗
2S = f + h where f ∈ Ω2 and h ∈ Ω0. Using (2.7), one sees that

(4.11) ⟨Q0S, S⟩L2(S2T ∗M) = Λn
2 ⟨V (f, h), f⟩L2(SM) + Λn

0 ⟨V (f, h), h⟩L2(SM).

This allows us to do the calculations using spherical harmonics and in the following

computations, ⟨·, ·⟩ will denote the scalar product on L2(SM). We compute the first

term using (4.3), the fact that X∗
+ = −X− and H∗

+ = −H−,

⟨V (f, h), f⟩ = ⟨(H+H− +H−H+)f +H+H+h+X−X+Jf +X−H+V f, f⟩
= −∥Hf∥2 − ⟨H+h,H−f⟩ − ⟨X+Jf,X+f⟩ − ⟨H+V f,X+f⟩

(4.12)

We use the fact that J is an isometry and (2.28) to obtain

∥H+f∥2 = ⟨JX+Jf, JX+Jf⟩ = ∥X+Jf∥2.

Now, we observe that using (2.35), (2.36) and decomposing into eigenspaces of V gives:
X+f = η++f2 + (η++f0 + η−+f2) + (η−+f0 + η++f−2) + η−+f−2

X+Jf = −η++f2 + (η++f0 − η−+f2) + (η−+f0 − η++f−2)− η−+f−2

H+V f = −2η++f2 + 2η−+f2 + 2η++f−2 − 2η−+f−2.

This implies, using the fact that the eigenspaces of V are orthogonal, that we have

⟨X+Jf +H+V f,X+f⟩ =− 3∥η++f2∥2 + ∥η++f0 + η−+f2∥2 + ∥η−+f0 + η++f−2∥2

− 3∥η−+f−2∥2 = ∥X+f∥2 − 4(∥η++f2∥2 + ∥η−+f−2∥2).
(4.13)

To bound the term ∥H−f∥2 we will use the fact that S is divergence-free and (2.14).

X−f = η+−f2 + (η−−f2 + η+−f0) + (η−−f0 + η+−f−2) + η−−f−2.

But using (2.14) with (2.35) and projecting onto eigenspaces of V gives

(4.14) D∗
g0
S = 0 ⇒ η+−f2 = η−−f−2 = 0.

We notice that this implies that X−f −X−Jf = 2(η−−f2 + η+−f−2). In particular,

∥H−f∥2 = ∥X−Jf∥2 ≤ 2∥X−f∥2 + 2∥X−f −X−Jf∥2

= 2∥X−f∥2 + 8(∥η−−f2∥2 + ∥η+−f−2∥2).
(4.15)
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Using Cauchy-Schwartz’s inequality, we can bound the remaining term:

−⟨H+h,H−f⟩ ≥ −1

2
∥H+h∥2 −

1

2
∥H−f∥2

≥ −1

2
∥H+h∥2 − ∥X−f∥2 − 4(∥η−−f2∥2 + ∥η+−f−2∥2).

(4.16)

Plugging (4.13) and (4.16) into (4.12) gives

⟨V (f, h), f⟩ ≥ − (∥Hf∥2 + ∥X+f∥2 − 4(∥η++f2∥2 + ∥η−+f−2∥2) +
1

2
∥H+h∥2)

− (∥X−f∥2 + 4(∥η−−f2∥2 + ∥η+−f−2∥2)).

Now, we can use (2.38) together with (2.11),(2.30) to get ∥η−−f2∥2 ≤ ∥η++f2∥2, as well as
∥η+−f−2∥2 ≤ ∥η−+f−2∥2. The second inequality is deduced from the first one by complex

conjugation. In total, we have obtained

(4.17) ⟨V (f, h), f⟩ ≥ −(∥Xf∥2 + ∥Hf∥2)− 1

2
∥H+h∥2.

The second term in (4.11) is bounded using Cauchy-Schwartz’s inequality and (2.30).

Indeed, from (4.3) recall that the Ω0-component of V (f, h) is H−H−f +H−H+h.

⟨V (f, h), h⟩ ≥ −∥H+h∥2 − ⟨2H−f,
1
2
H+h⟩ ≥ −3∥H+h∥2 −

1

8
∥H+f∥2

≥ −3∥H+h∥2 −
1

8
(∥Xf∥2 + ∥Hf∥2).

(4.18)

We plug the lower bounds (4.17) and (4.18) into (4.11). We then use the bounds

of Lemma 2.9, more precisely, we use the first bound on ∥H+h∥2L2(SM) and the second

one on ∥Xf∥2L2(SM) + ∥Hf∥2L2(SM) and ∥∇h∥L2(T ∗M):

⟨Q0S, S⟩L2(S2T ∗M) = Λn
2 ⟨V (f, h), f⟩L2(SM) + Λn

0 ⟨V (f, h), h⟩L2(SM)

≥ −Λn
2 (Λ

n
2 )

−1∥∇g0S0∥2L2(S3T ∗M) −
1

2
Λn

2 (Λ
n
1 )

−1∥∇h∥2L2(T ∗M)

− 1

8
Λn

0 (Λ
n
2 )

−1∥∇g0S0∥2L2(S3T ∗M) − 3Λn
0 (Λ

n
1 )

−1∥∇h∥2L2(T ∗M)

≥ −
(
1 +

1

8n(n/2 + 1)

)
∥∇g0S0∥2L2(S2T ∗M)

−
(
n+ 2

4
+

3

n

)
∥∇h∥2L2(T ∗M),

where we used that Λn
0/Λ

n
1 = n−1,Λn

2/Λ
n
1 = (n + 2)/4 and Λn

0/Λ
n
2 = n−1(n

2
+ 1)−1.

Since n ≥ 4 for any quotient of the complex hyperbolic space, the above bound implies

(4.10). This concludes the proof of the lemma. □

Remark 1. In the previous computation, if we applied the second bound of Lemma

2.9 (instead of the first one) to the term ∥Xf∥2L2(SM) + ∥Hf∥2L2(SM), we would obtain
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a lower bound of the form −O
(
1
n

)
∥∇g0S0∥2L2(S2T ∗M) in (4.10). This would give an

asymptotically better lower bound (when n → +∞). Nevertheless, this would not make

the following Weitzenböck argument work for small values of n so we refrain from using

it.

Using a Weitzenböck formula. We conclude the proof of Proposition 4.2. In

the following, ⟨·, ·⟩ denote the scalar product on L2(S2T ∗M). We use the fact that

W (S) = Q1(S) +
1
8
Q0(S), equation (4.9) and the lower bound (4.10):

⟨W (S), S⟩ ≥ 1

4

(
1− 97

192

)
⟨∇∗∇S0, S0⟩ −

1

2
∥S0∥2 +

1

2
⟨S0 ◦ J, S0⟩

+
1

4

(
n− n+ 5

8

)
∥∇h∥2 + n2

2
∥h∥2

≥ 1

4
× 95

192
⟨∇∗∇S0, S0⟩ −

1

2
∥S0∥2 +

1

2
⟨S0 ◦ J, S0⟩+

n2

2
∥h∥2.

(4.19)

To obtain (4.5) from (4.19) it remains to obtain a lower bound of the form Cn∥S0∥2
for some Cn > 0. We use the Weitzenböck formula (2.49), indeed, one has

1

4
× 95

192
⟨∇∗∇S0, S0⟩ −

1

2
∥S0∥2 +

1

2
⟨S0 ◦ J, S0⟩

≥ 1

4

(
95

192
((n+ 3)∥S0∥2 − 3⟨S0 ◦ J, S0⟩)− 2∥S0∥2 + 2⟨S0 ◦ J, S0⟩

)
=

1

4× 192

(
(95n− 99)∥S0∥2 + 99⟨S0 ◦ J, S0⟩

)
.

We can use Cauchy-Schwartz’s inequality and the fact that J is an isometry to bound

|⟨S0 ◦ J, S0⟩| ≤ ∥S0∥ × ∥S0 ◦ J∥ = ∥S0∥2.

Then we get finally that

(4.20)
1

4
× 95

192
⟨∇∗∇S0, S0⟩ −

1

2
∥S0∥2 +

1

2
⟨S0 ◦ J, S0⟩ ≥

1

4× 192
(95n− 198)︸ ︷︷ ︸

>0

∥S0∥2,

if n > 2. Plugging (4.20) into (4.19) concludes the proof of Proposition 4.2 and thus

the proof of Proposition 4.1. □
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