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KATOK’S ENTROPY CONJECTURE NEAR REAL AND COMPLEX
HYPERBOLIC METRICS

TRISTAN HUMBERT

ABSTRACT. We show that, given a real or complex hyperbolic metric gy on a closed
manifold M of dimension n > 3, there exists a neighborhood U of gy 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 gy 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 C? Anosov foliations near complex hyperbolic metrics.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Statement of the problem. Let (M",g) be a smooth closed n-dimensional
manifold equipped with a smooth Riemannian metric g of negative sectional curvature.
The geodesic flow ¢; on the unit tangent bundle SM := {(z,v) € TM | ||v||, = 1} is
an Anosov flow, which means that if we denote by X = %%h:o the geodesic vector
field, then there exists a flow-invariant, continuous splitting T(SM) = E, ® RX @ E;
of the tangent bundle and uniform constants C,6 > 0 such that for any p € SM,

lder(p)vsll < Ce™ Jlusll, s € Ei(x), t >0,
lder(p)ou]l < Ce=Mlu,|l, v, € Eu(z), t <0.

The metric g lifts to a metric gs.s on SM called the Sasaki metric (see [29, Chapter
1]) and the norms in the previous inequalities are taken with respect to gs.s. The
Sasaki metric defines a natural smooth Riemannian volume form iy, which is also the
Liouville form associated to the contact structure of SM. The (normalized) measure
ILiou 18 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)  Entiop(g) := Entop(]) = sup{Ent(¢7, ) | p invariant probability measure}.

Here, Entiop,(¢]) denotes the topological entropy of the time one map and Ent(y, 1)
denotes the metric entropy of the time one map with respect to the measure . More-

over, for an Anosov flow, the supremum is attained for a unique invariant measure
1
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ppnm for which we have Ent(pf, upm) = Entiop(g). This measure ppy 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
Entriou(9) := Ent(¢7, tiLion) = Entiep(g). The following conjecture is known as Katok’s
entropy rigidity conjecture [21, 4].

Conjecture 1 (Katok). For a closed negatively curved manifold (M"™,g), one has
Entrion(9) = Entiop(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 g, are homothetic if there exists a constant A > 0 such that g; and Ag, are
isometric.

Theorem 1 (Entropy rigidity near real and complex hyperbolic spaces). Let (M™, go)
be a closed manifold of dimension n > 3 and suppose that gy is either a real hyperbolic
or a complex hyperbolic metric. Then there exists N(n) € N and ¢ > 0 such that for any
negatively curved metric g on M with ||g—gol|c~ < €, if one has Entriou(9) = Enttop(9)
then g 1s homothetic to go 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 M™ which admits a locally
symmetric metric go (unique in this case by Mostow’s rigidity theorem), then g
Entyop(g) is (strictly) minimized at gy among negatively curved metrics g with volume
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equal to that of gg. 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 — Entri,(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 ® defined on negatively curved metrics:

(1.2) ®(g) := Entiop(g9) — Entriou(g) > 0.

By the variational principle (1.1), the equality of uf, . = gy is equivalent to ®(g) = 0.
We note that there exists a natural gauge by the action of the group Diffo(M) of
diffeomorphisms isotopic to the identity. We define

O(g0) :=={9"g0 | ¢ € Diffo(M)}, T4,O(g0) :=={Lvgo | V € C*(M;TM)}.

In particular, the functional ® is constant along any orbit O(g) and the kernel of the
Hessian d*®(go) always contains the tangent space Ty, O(go). If go is locally-symmetric,
then ®(gp) = 0 and d®(gy) = 0 as g is a critical point of ®. Then Flaminio proved
that for a real hyperbolic metric in any dimension n > 3, the Hessian d?>®(gp) is
a positive quadratic form with kernel given exactly by T,,O(go). This infinitesimal
version of Katok’s entropy conjecture shows that if we consider a smooth deformation
(9x)re(—ee) Of go (in the space of negatively curved metrics of same volume) for which
one has ®(g,) = 0, then the deformation is tangent to the orbit of gy at go. 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 T,,O(gy). For a nearby
metric g, we will first need to ”project” it on Ker(D} ) := (T,,O(go))" (the space of
divergence-free symmetric two-tensors, see Lemma 2.2). For g close enough to go, its
orbit O(g) intersects Ker(D} ) at one single point which we will denote by ¢%g, see
Lemma 2.3 for a precise statement. We will denote by [Tk Dz,) the orthogonal projec-
tion from the space of symmetric tensors onto Ker(D} ). Using microlocal methods,
we prove the following result, which is valid for any locally symmetric metric.

Theorem 2. Let (M™, go) be a closed manifold with n > 3 and go a locally symmetric
negatively curved metric. Then there exists a differential operator Q@ (made explicit
in Theorem 6) and an open neighborhood U of gy in the C*"/**7-topology, such that if

g € U satisfies ¢}g — go € Ker<HKer(D;0)QHKer(D;O))L; one has

(13) 11659 = goll3sr2 < Cu(Enteop(g) — Entriou(g)) + Cn(Voly(M) — Voly, (M))?*
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for some constant C,, > 0. In particular, if Vol,(M) = Vol, (M) and Ent.,(g9) =
Entrion(g), then g is isometric to go and thus locally symmetric.

The meaning of the previous theorem is the following. For any locally symmetric
metric go, there is a finite-dimensional space of directions (given by the kernel of
Hkex( DZO)QHKGT( DZO)) in the transverse slice Ker(Dj ) such that if a nearby metric g
projects orthogonally to it, the equalities of entropies and volumes imply that ¢ is
locally symmetric. Here, H*/? denotes the usual Sobolev space. Note that using the
boundedness in C*"/?*7-norm and an interpolation argument, one could replace the
H?3/%-norm in the left hand side by a C*-norm for any k < 3n/2, at the cost of replacing
the right hand side by some (explicit) power 6(k,n) > 0 of it.

The proof of Theorem 1 then reduces to proving that the aforementioned operator
icer( D;O)QHKer( D;,) is injective. With our current techniques, we can only prove this
for real and complex hyperbolic metrics.

Theorem 3 (Solenoidal injectivity). The operator HKer(D;O)QHKer(Dgo) s injective if
go 18 a real hyperbolic metric or if go 1s a complex hyperbolic metric.

We conjecture that the operator ITker( DZO)QHKH( D;,) 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 +, there is a non-vanishing Jacobi field J(¢) along
v such that J(t) and 7(¢) 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):

e 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],

e 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 (M", g)
with higher hyperbolic rank and curvature satisfying K > —1 is locally symmetric.
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In a subsequent paper [5], they prove the following local results near locally sym-
metric metrics.

e Let (M, go) be either a closed quaternionic or octonionic hyperbolic locally
symmetric manifold. Then there exists a neighborhood U of gy 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].

e Let (M, go) be a closed complex hyperbolic locally symmetric manifold. Then
there exists a neighborhood U of gy in the C*-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
(M™, go) be a closed complex hyperbolic locally symmetric manifold. Then there exists
a neighborhood U of gy in the C*"/**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 C**/?*7_topology
while their results hold for C® metrics.

1.5. Local rigidity for metric with C? 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:

e Hurder and Katok [19] showed that for negatively curved surfaces, if the Anosov
splitting is C?, then it is C°.

e 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.

e Benoist, Foulon and Labourie [1] showed that in any dimension n, there exists
k(n) € N such that if a negatively curved metric has C* 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(2n* — n + 1). However, as noticed by Hamenstadt in [18, Theorem B], for a
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negatively curved metric, if the Anosov splitting is C?, 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 C? foliation near real and complex hyper-
bolic metrics). Let (M™, go) be a closed real or complex hyperbolic locally symmetric
manifold. Then there exists a neighborhood U of gy in the C3**7-topology such that
if g €U has C* 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 d*®(gy). 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 T,,O(gy).

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:

e it generalizes to other types of locally symmetric metrics (not only real hyper-
bolic ones),

e we obtain a stability estimate (1.3) which shows a genuine injectivity result
(not only along smooth deformations).

Acknowledgements. The author would like to first thank Colin Guillarmou and
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 Francois Ledrappier for
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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®™, we say that
f is a symmetric if for any permutation ¢ € &,,,

V01, 0m) €V f(Vo1)s -3 Vo)) = [(V15- 0, Um)-

The set of symmetric m-tensors will be denoted by S™V. The symmetrisation of an
m-tensor is defined to be its (orthogonal) projection on S™V it is defined by

m m 1
(21) Sym:V® — SV 611®6i2®"‘®€im|—>% Zeig(l>®eio<2)®---®ei

o(m)

) O‘EGm
where (eq, ..., e,) denotes a basis of V and the resulting tensor is extended by linearity.
An important operator is given by the trace:
(2.2) tr: SV = SV, fe Y fleen ),

i=1
where (e;)_; is an orthonormal basis of V. The scalar product on V' extends naturally
to the space of symmetric tensors:

Yg,h € S™V, (h,g)gmy = Z heiys ... e )g(e,. .. e).

7/17 im

The adjoint L of the trace for this scalar product is then is given by:
(2.3) L:S™V — 8™V, L(h) := Sym(h ® go).

where go is the symmetric 2-tensor given by the metric : gy = Y., €; ® ¢; for any
orthonormal basis (e;)!_;. The operator L is easily seen to be injective. In particular,
if we denote by SJ'V = Ker(tr) N S™V the trace-free symmetric m-tensors, then

[m/2]
(2.4) SmV = @) LSy V).

k=0
We now specialize to the case V = T, M, more precisely, an m-tensor on M will de-
note a smooth section of the bundle C*°(M; S™T*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 := {(z,v) € TM | g(v,v) = 1}. We will
write ¢, for the geodesic flow. The geodesic vector field is then the generator of the
flow, i.e X = %@th:o- We denote by w : SM — M the canonical projection on the
base. The vertical distribution is defined to be

V := Ker(dr).
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The horizontal distribution is defined using parallel transport
d
H(x,v) := {Ea(t)\tzo | YW € T, ,SM, a(t) = (7(e(z,0)), PW), gsas(X, W) = 0}

where P, denotes the parallel transport along the geodesic. We recall that the metric g
on the base induces naturally a metric gs,s (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 Vgsasf = (X f)X + %f + ﬁ;f, where
Vi is the horizontal gradient and Vv is the vertical gradient. It is actually convenient

to identify H and V with the same vector bundle A over SM called the normal bundle
so that the two gradients act on the same space. Define the normal bundle:

N(z,v):={weT,M | gm(w,dW(X(x,U))) =0}.
We then see that the horizontal bundle is isometric to the normal one and that
Az H(z,v) — N(z,v).

Similarly, define the mapping K to be
K:VoN, We %h:o(w(cpt(x,v)),PtW).
Then K is an isometry and we have
K(x,v): V(z,v) — N(z,v).
We combine these two isometries to identify
HaV-=NaN, (wv)— (dr(w),K(v)).
We make the gradients act on the normal bundle using the isometries

Vi = dnVy, Vy :=KVy: C®(SM) = C®(SM,N).

The L*-adjoint (where the L? space is taken with respect to the Liouville measure) for
these maps are denoted by

Vi, Vi : C®°(SM,N) — C=(SM).
The vertical Laplacian is then defined to be
Ay :=VyVy : C*(SM) — C*(SM).
The vertical laplacian coincides with the round Laplacian in each fiber of SM.
Ay f(v) = As,m(fls,m), Yv € T, M.
We thus define the fiber bundle
Qp — M, Q(z) = Ker(ASzM —m(n+m— 2)), m > 0.
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Each smooth function f € C*°(SM) decomposes uniquely into a sum of spherical
harmonics

400
f:me, fm € Qm <= Ayfm =m(n+m—2)f.
m=0

The link with symmetric tensors is given by the pullback map:
(2.5) Tt C(M,S™TM) — C=(SM), [+ ((z,v) = f(z)(v,...,v)).

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

(2.6) mh O (M, ST M) — Q..

The pull-back operator 7, is conformal with respect to the natural scalar products
of C°(M, SFT* M) and €,,:
(27) VS, T c C(OO<]\47 Sng*M), <S, T>L2(52T*M) = A:Zn<7T:nS, T(:)’LT>L2(SM)7
where we have

An = L'(n/2+m)

Mo 9l=myp /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 A}, 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 Vi¢* by projecting the gradient on
the total horizontal space Hio, := H @ RX. One can then consider its adjoint (Vig*)*
and the total horizontal Laplacian A := (V*)*Vigt. For a function f € C*(SM),
we extend it to C*°(T'M \ {0}) by homogeneity, we will still denote the extension by f.

Lemma 2.1. One has the following relation
(2.8) VS € C®(M;S?°T*M), m5(V*VS) = Ale*n3S,
where V* is the L?-adjoint of V.

Proof. Consider a local frame (e, e, . .., e,) parallel at zy (i.e V.,e; = 0 at zp). Recall
that the action of V* on a m-tensor T can be described locally by:

(2.9) VT =—tx(VD) ==Y V. T(e;....").
i=1

In the following, we will use the following notation:

VT € C®(M,S™T*M), VXY € C*(M,TM), ViyT :=VxVyT — Vg, yT.
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Then we compute

15 (V*VS)(z,v) ZVEJ ¢

=— Z j(Ve;8:(v,v)) +2 Z Ve,;S:(Ve,v,v).

J=1 J=1

Consider now X;(z,v) := dﬂ(_g:v)(ei(w)) the horizontal lifts of ;. We first check that

Ve, v ="Vye; + [v,e5] = kaveke] [dr(z,0) X (z,v),dr(z,v)X;(x,v)],

Ve, v =dnr(z, U)[X(:L‘,’U),Xj(l', v)] = dr(z,v)(R(e;, v)v)" =0,

where (R(e;,v)v)Y € V is the vertical component of R(e;,v)v (in other words, one has
K(z,v)(R(e;,v)v)" = R(e;,v)v) and the computation of [X, X;| can be found in the
proof of [24, Lemma 13.1.6]. This means that the expression above simplifies into

n

5 (V*VS) (2, 0) = = D ej(e;(m3S(x,v))).

=1

Next, consider a horizontal vector W € T(,, ,,)SM and choose a path (z(t),v(t)) in
SM such that ((0),v(0)) = (zg,v0) and (£(0),(0)) = W. We define

S: M — End(T, M), S;(v,w)=g,(S(x)v,w), Yw,v € T, M.

We now study the action of W on 73S :

W3S (zx,v) = cciit‘t 09z(S(x)v,v) = g, (V:,-;(S(x)v)\tzo,vo) + 9. (S(z0)vo, Viv|i=o)-

First, the fact that W is horizontal is equivalent to Kz, v := V;v[i—o = 0. Secondly,
the Leibniz rule gives

Vi(S(x)v)|imo = S(x0)Viv + £(S(x))]t=ovo = (S (z0))vo,
where ©(S(zg)) denotes the matrix obtained by applying & on each entry. Finally,
W3S (o, v0) = g ((dm (20, vo)W)S(2)v,v) = (dr (20, v0)W)73S (20, V0).
In particular, we obtain

- Z ej(ej(Sx(v,0))) = = > X;X;m3S.

j=1

This is exactly (2.8) as we wanted to show. O
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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 0 C%(M, Q) — C®(M, Q1) & CF(M, Qi)

We will write X = X +X_, where Xy : C*°(M, Qx) — C°(M, Qx11), 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:

Dy, :=Symo V,, : C%(M; S™T*M) — C(M; S™T*M).
Its formal adjoint is the divergence operator Dy

D} = —troVy, : C®(M;S™T*M) — C*(M; ™ 'T*M).
We have the important relation:

(2.10) Xt =t Dy S, VS € C(M; S™T*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) Vn >4, Vué€Qy,, HX*UH%Q(SM) < HXJrUH%%SM)-

A consequence is the non-existence of conformal Killing fields of degree m > 1 (]24,
Lemma 16.1.5]):

(2.12) Vu € Qp, m>1, X,u=0=u=0.

Finally, let S € C°°(M;S?*T*M) be a divergence-free tensor, i.e D; S = 0 and write
S = Sy + L(h) with Sy € C®(M; SgT*M) and h € C*(M). Then

D} S=0 <= D; (So+L(h)) =0 <= D; So+ Dg,h =0,
where we have used the relation D} L(h) = Dy,h on O-tensors. The divergence operator

corresponds to a rescaled version of X_. Indeed, using (2.10) and (2.7), one has, for
any Sy € C®(M; ST*M) and p € C=(M; T*M),

I'(n/24+1)
n/2

(7i(D}, ). 7i1) = (D}, 0.1) = (8. D) = L2 F D (s X i),

In particular, this gives

(2.13) ™ (D, So) = —"2X_73Sp.
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This means that

(2.14) D; S =0 < "2X _m;S) = 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 ® near a locally symmetric metric go.
We note that there exists a natural gauge given by the action of the group Diffo(M)
of diffeomorphisms isotopic to the identity. We define

O(g) :={¢"g | ¢ € Diffo(M)}, T;,,0(g0) = {Lvgo | V € C*(M;TM)}.

In particular, the functional ® is constant along any orbit O(g) and the kernel of the
Hessian d*®,, always contains the tangent space Ty, O(go). We will hence need to prove
an injectivity result of the Hessian on a ”transverse slice” to T,,O(gp). We remark the
following fact:

T4,0(90) = {Dgop | p € C*(M;TM)},
in particular, a natural transverse slice is provided by the kernel of the adjoint D
(24, Theorem 14.1.8].

*
go’

Lemma 2.2. For any S € C®(M;S™T*M), there exists a unique pair
(p.h) € C¥(M; S™ ' T*M) x (C=(M;S™T*M) N Ker(D},))
such that S = Dyp+ h.

The analysis will take place on the space of divergence-free (or solenoidal) tensors
C®(M; S™I*M) N Ker(Dy, ). 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 o € (0,1). Then there exists a neighborhood
U of go in the C**-topology such that for any g € U, there is a unique ¢ € Diffo(M)
of reqularity C**1 close to identity, such that ¢*g € Ker(D})) is divergence free.
Moreover, there exists € > 0 and C > 0 such that

Hg - QOHC’W <eg = ||¢*9 - QOHCW < 0”9 - gO”C’%a-

2.2. The operator II. We recall in this subsection the main feature of the ”general-
ized X-ray transform” II. 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 [q,, f(2)dpi;o,(2) = 0. The variance of f, with respect to
the Liouville measure pf,  is

213 Vg (= 5 [ (| Tf(sot(Z))dt)gduiiou(Z)
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Tgoo(go) = Ran(D!Jo)

FIGURE 1. An illustration of the slice Lemma 2.3 in a neighborhood U
of go-

Then for any smooth function f € C*°(SM) with zero mean, we define

Liou

(2.16) I/, f) = / (F o or, f)radt = Var,s (f).

The second equality follows from the exponential decay of correlations [Li], see for
instance [14]. The Hessian d*®(gy) will be rewritten using the operator I in Theorem
6.

A more microlocal definition of the operator II 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) I, := ()« (IL+ (-, 1) p2)7),..

The operator II,, 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) 3C >0, Vh € H'2(M; S"T*M), (Wb, h) > C||Tkerps yhll3 -1/

where Iker( D;,) 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 R, is defined to be
(2.19) R,(X.Y,Z) :=VixyiZ — [Vx.Vy]Z,  X,Y,Z € C®(M;TM).

Definition 2.4. Let M" be a differentiable manifold. A metric g on M s locally
symmetric if its curvature tensor Ry is symmetric : VyRy, = 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 (M",go) is a closed manifold isometric to a locally symmetric
space of negative sectional curvature, then (M™, go) is a compact quotient of one of the
following spaces:

The real hyperbolic space RH".

The complex hyperbolic space CH™?.

The quaternionic hyperbolic space HH™*.

The octonionic hyperbolic plane OH? and in this case the real dimension of M
18 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:

e (1,1,...,1,0,—1,...,—1) for a quotient of RH".

e (2,1,1,...,1,0,—1,—1,...,—1,-2) for a quotient of CH"/?

o (2, 2 ,2,1,...,1,0,—1,—1,...,—2,—2,—2) for a quotient of HH"/*.

e (2,2,...,,2,1,...,1,0,—1,—1,...,—2,...,—2) for a quotient of QH?Z.
seven times seven times

More precisely, if (z,v) € SM and Y is the corresponding geodesic vector field, then
one can find parallel orthonormal fields Y; = Y, Y5, ... Y, (along the geodesic defined
by (z,v)) such that R(Y,Y;)Y = =A3Yj with \; =0, Ay = ... = A, =2 and Ay =

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

(220)  go(R(Y;, Y)Y, Y) = go(R(Y.Y))Y,Y;) = ~go(A2Y}. ;) = X2 € {~1,—4}
where Z +— R(Y;, Z)Y; is a symmetric endomorphism. Moreover, since one has —4 <

g(R(Y;,2)Y;, Z) < —1 for any unit length Z, this implies that
(2.21) Vi=1,...,n, VyY; =0, RY,Y;)Y = =XY;, R(Y;,Y)Y; = -\}Y.

g

This means that the unstable Jacobian J*(v) := —<|,_odet(dp;(v)|g, (), Where
E,(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. (M™, 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 J> = —Id, compatible with the
metric structure, i.e g(-,-) = g(J-, J-). Moreover, (M™", g) is a Kahler manifold, which
means that J is parallel:

(2.22) VJ=0, VX,YeC®MTM), Vx(JY)=J(VxY).

The complex hyperbolic space has constant holomorphic sectional curvature:
(2.23) V(z,v) € SM, K.(v,Jv) := g,(R;(v, Jv)v, Jv) = —4,

see [31, Chapter IX]. In particular, the parallel vector field Y5 appearing in (2.21) can
be taken equal to JY in this case.

For a symmetric tensor 7' € C°(M; S™T*M), we define (T"o J) := T(J-,...,J).
Using the pullback map 77, it corresponds to a natural action of J on C*°(SM):

(2.24) 7w (TolJ)=J(mT), (Jf)(z,v):= f(x,Jv), (z,v) € SM, fe C®(SM).

Since J commutes with the trace, we obtain using (2.6) that J preserves (), for any
m € N. For later use, we also define a twisted version of the symmetrized covariant-
derivative:

(2.25) VS € C®(M; S™T*M), D; S = (Dg(SoJ))oJ

We define two important vector fields and compute their commutation relations.
Consider a local orthonormal basis (eq, Jey, e, Jea, ..., €m, Je,) where m = n/2 near
a point p. For v € T, M, we will write v = 2111 vie; + vizmJe;. We remark that
in these coordinates, one has Jv = 2111 —vimei + v;Je; where the indices for v; are
taken modulo m.

For (z,v) € TM, the vertical space V(z,v) is spanned by Y;(x,v) := K&%v)(ei(x))
and Y, (z,v) = IC(’;U)(JeZ-(x)). They are called the vertical lifts of the basis. The
horizontal space H(x,v) is spanned by X;(x,v) := dn(z,v) ! (e;(x)) and Xy, (7, v) :=



KATOK’S ENTROPY CONJECTURE NEAR REAL AND COMPLEX HYPERBOLIC METRICS 16

dr ! (Je;i(x)) and they are the horizontal lifts of the basis. We define:

(z0)
(2.26) H(z,v) = dn(x,v) (=Jv) = ivaXi(:c,v) — 0; Xipm (2, 0)
i=1
as well as
(2.27) V(z,v) = K(x,v) (Jv) = i —Vipm Yi(x,v) + 0;Yipm (2, 0).

=1

Denote by J~! = 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; S™T*M)
and any u € C*(SM),

(2.28) Hu=JXJ 'u, T (D S) = (1) Hr;,S.
In particular for m >0, one gets J~' = (=1)™J on Q,,. One has
H :C™®(M,Q) — C®(M, Q1) & C®(M, Qk11).
We will write H = H, + H_, where Hy : C*°(M, Q) — C°(M, Qx11). On Q,,,
(2.29) H=(-1)"JXJ, Hy=JXyJ '=(-1)"JX.J.
In particular, one has a Pestov inequality for H :

(2.30) Vn >4, Vué€ Qpy, ||H—u||%2(SM) < HH+UH%2(SM)-

Proof. Consider f € C*(SM). For any horizontal vector field W, choose a path
(x(t),v(t)) in SM such that (z(0),v(0)) = (z,v) € T(SM) and (£(0),0(0)) = W.
Recall that the fact that T is horizontal is equivalent to K¢, WW = Viv|—g = 0.
Using the expansion in spherical harmonics and the isomorphism (2.5), it is sufficient
to prove (2.28) for f = 7}, S with S € C*°(M; SJ*T*M ) a spherical harmonics of degree
m. In this case, one gets

d

W (Jf)(z,v) :%hof(x(t), JU(t)) = Ehzo Z Sil,...z‘m(x(t)) H(Jv)ij (1),

11,82,---5m Jj=1

for some locally defined functions S“-'. In the last equation, we have denoted by
v;(t) = ga@)(v(t), e;(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 e; are parallel at (z,v)
and the fact that IC, /W := V;v];=0 = 0 yields

o (0(0). €5(1)) = 92(T0(0),5(0)) + gelo, Vie) = 0
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Using Leibniz rule then gives

WWﬂ@@Z%m<§:S“ ’’’’’ )H = [Wfl(z, Jv).

11,82, %m

Applying the previous result for W = X; 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 J® = (—1)™J on €, and the fact that J
preserves the space €1,,. O

From (4.3), we see that the action of V' on €, corresponds to
(2.31) VTI' e C°(M; S™T*M), Vrr T =m; (VT), VT :=mxSym(T(J-,-,...,-)).
A direct computation, using Y . T'(Je;,e;,...) = — >, T(e;, Je,, .. .), gives
VT e C*(M;S™T*M), tr(VT) =V tr(T),
which show that V' stabilizes §2,,, 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:
(2.32) (X,V]=H, [V,H|=X, [H X]|=-4WV.
(233) [H+7X+:| — [X_, H_] — O, H+X_ —|_ H_X+ - X+H_ - X_H+ — —4V

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 € T,M, one has
K, (v, Jv) = —4, where K, 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'

X, +iH X_ +iH_
(2.34) nE = +TZ+’ nt = TZ
Lemma 2.8 (Eigenspaces of V). For any m > 0, the restriction Viq,, is antisymmetric
and thus has spectrum included in iR. Moreover, one has'

Spec(Via,,) = {i(lm —2k) |0 <k <m}, 0<m<3.
For X\ € Z, define E) = Q,, Nker(V —i)), then one has
(2.35) Xe=ni+ng, He=i(nl-n3).

Here, the raising and lowering operators have the mapping property n° : B —
where £, € {£1}. Finally, if A > 0, then nf : E), — E)tY is injective.

E>\+5

m-e

IThe previous equality should hold for any m but since we do not need it, we will not check it.



KATOK’S ENTROPY CONJECTURE NEAR REAL AND COMPLEX HYPERBOLIC METRICS 18

Proof. On Qq, V acts as the zero-operator so its spectrum is equal to {0}. On Q, V
acts as J and using J? = —Id, one sees that the spectrum is given by {4i}. For Q,
we compute for any T € C®(M; S?°T*M), V*T = —2T + 2T o J, which implies

1
(2.36) Vu € Qo, Ju=u-+ §V2u.

In particular, we see that J is a polynomial in V' and this implies that the spectrum
of V is {£24,0}. For Q3, we get this time, for any T' € C>°(M; S3T*M),

(237 {VQT = 3T —2V(T o)

V3T = —TVT + 6T o J.

These two equations imply that the spectrum is {43, i }.

The mapping properties of ng is a consequence of the commutation relations (2.32).
Let us prove the injectivity statement. For this, we first note that (nf)* = —nZ and
we compute, using X} = —X_ and H} = —H_,

Al(n) i - 771(771)*] =X X, + X X -H H +H.0
—i(X_H +X,H_ —H.X,—-H.X_)
- —X_X+ + X+X_ - H_H+ + H+H_ - 4ZV,

where we used the commutation relation (2.33). In particular, if u € E? then

4||771U||%2(5M) = 4”77:“”%2(SM) + ||X+U||%2(5M) - “X—UH%Q(SM)

(238) 2 2 2
+ [ Hyullzasany — [H-ullzasan + 4Mullzasay-

By the Pestov identities (2.11), (2.30), one gets, as a consequence of the previous
equation, [[nfull7zspy > Alull72(pr- Since A > 0, this concludes the proof of injec-
tivity. 0

We record the following commutation relations which follows from (2.33):
(2.39) [y nyl =0, [n%.n7]=0.

We will need other estimates which we record in the following lemma. For a sym-
metric tensor T', we write Ty for its trace-free part.

Lemma 2.9. Let Ty € C™(M; SJ*T*M) and denote by f = 7}, Ty then one has

{max(||X+f||L2 (SM)> ||H+f||L2 SM)) (AZH-I) 1||v90,'r0||L2 S2T*M)?
(X117 (sm) T IHf|7 ) < (A3)” IHVQOTUHLZ(SQT*M)’

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

X4 £l 2250y = 10 (Do ToJoll Z2sary = (M)~ 1 (Do To)ol| L2z ary
< (A5) Py Dol 2 (s2renry < (Agn) ™ IVao TollZ2 (27 01)-

Here, we have used that T'— T and Sym are orthogonal projections. Similarly,

||H+f||%2(SM = ||7T:1+1(D90(T0 o J))o ||L2 SM) = (Ap1)” 1||( g0(To © J))OH%?(SQT*M)
< (A5s) M IDgo (To 0 N Zaser-any < (Msa) ™ Vo (To © DIZ2s2704 00
= (A:LnJrl) IHVQOTOH%Q(SQT*M)u
where we used that J and V,, commute and that J is an isometry. For the second
bound, we remark that if we denote by Vg the projection of the horizontal gradient
on @ = Span(X, H) C H*", then
1 s csnry + I s csany = IV sany < IS8 Baqean) = (A%4S, Fracsnn
= (m3(V'VTy), m3T0) r2sar) = (A3) " Vo Toll 22 (serean

where we used (2.7) and (2.8). O

2.3.2. Quaternionic hyperbolic quotient. Quotients of the hyperbolic space HH" are
examples of a quaternion-Kéhler manifolds, [23, Chapter 14]. This time, there is
no global complex structure but locally, one can find three almost complex structures
J1, Ja, J3 := JyJo compatible with the metric gg. The endomorphism J; are not defined
on the whole manifold but

Q= Span(Jh Ja, J3)

is a globally well-defined vector bundle. We construct a natural metric on ) by re-
quiring (Jy, J2, J3) to be orthonormal. We will denote by Z C @ the unit ball for this
metric. We remark that for a quotient of the quaternionic hyperbolic space, one has :

(2.40) V(z,v) € SM, VJ € Z, K,(z,Jv):= g.(R.(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 Y5 = J1Y, Y5 = JoY and Yy = J5Y in (2.21) as the almost complex structure
J; may not be parallel but one still has

(2.41) Span(Ys, Y3, Yy) = Span(J1Y, oY, J3Y).
Similarly to the case of a quotient of a complex hyperbolic space, we will write
(2.42) VS € C®(U; S™T*U), DjiS := (Dgy(S o J;)) o J;

where U is an open set on which J; are defined and span F.



KATOK’S ENTROPY CONJECTURE NEAR REAL AND COMPLEX HYPERBOLIC METRICS 20

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 Jy,...,J; € End(T'M) such that K,(v, J;v) = —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) € 0%\ {0} to be

~JO(1,a7'b) if a # 0,
(2:43) Cay(a,b) = {@(0, 1) if a = 0.

By [30, Proposition A.5], there exists an isomorphism ¥, : Q2 — T,M for any point
x € M. We define the Cayley line of a vector to be

(2.44) Cay(v) := U, (Cay(¥,'(v))), VYoveT,M\ {0}.
From [30, Corollary 5.5], we get, with the notations of (2.21), for any (x,v) € SM:

(2.45)  Cay(v) = Span(Yi(z,v),...,Ys(x,v)), Vz € Cay(v) \ Rv, K,(v,z) = —4.

2.4. Weitzenbock formula. The last tool we will use is a Weitzenbock formula.
Consider the symmetric 2-tensor S as 1-form with values in 7M. Denote by dV the
differential induced by the Levi Civita connection. Using [23, (12.69)] gives for any
S e C®(M;S*T*M)

(2.46) (dVdV" 4 dV dV)S = V*VS — R°(S) + S o Ric.

Here, we have used the notations

(247) R°(S)(X,Y) = — i S(R(e;, X)Y,e;), SoRic(X,Y) = Z S(R(e;, X)e, Y)

=1

where (e;); 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 (Weitzenbock). Let (M™, go) be a closed locally symmetric space of neg-
ative sectional curvature and let So € C™(M; SZT*M).

o If (M™, go) is a quotient of the real hyperbolic space, then
(2.48) (V*VSo, So) 2(szrenry = llSoll T2 s2r-a)-
o If (M™, go) is a quotient of the complex hyperbolic space, then

(2.49) (V*V Sy, So) 2(sgr=ary = (0 + 3)\\50”%2(5(2)%1\4) — 3(S0 © J, So) 2521 M)-
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o If (M™, go) is a quotient of the quaternionic hyperbolic space, then’

3
(2.50)  (V*VSo, S0) r2(szrean = (0 + ) Soll72 (52701 — 3 > (So 0 Ji, So)ra(szrean

i=1
o If (M, go) is a quotient of the ocotonionic hyperbolic space, then
(251) <V*VS()7 SO>L2(S§T*M) Z 36||SO||i2(SgT*M) - <RO(S()), SO>L2(SST*M)'

Proof. Except if stated otherwise, the notation (-, -) will denote the scalar product on
L%(S2T*M) in the following proof. Suppose Sy € C®(M;S*T*M) is trace-free, then
equation (2.7) gives

<RO<S[)), So> = Ag<7T;(RO(So)), W;SO>L2(SM)-

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

n

m3(R°(S0)) (2,0) = = (S0 (Yis R(Y;, YY)

=1

—tr SO) + W;S() = W;S()

—tr S(]) + W;SO - 377';(50 o J) = W;S{] - 37’(’;(50 @) J)
)

(2.52) E
N (So) + 7550 — 3 Z?:l So(Yig1, Yip1)
(

—tr
—t2(S0) + 1350 — 331 So(Yier, Yir1)
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 (Ys,Y3,Yy) and (J1Y, oY, J3Y') are orthonormal basis of the same space to get

3 3 3
W;SO - BZSO(Y;'+1,Y;+1) = T;SO — 3ZSO<J1Y7 JZY) = W;SO — 3271’;(5’0 o} Jz)

i=1 i=1 i=1
This computation also shows that the previous quantity does not depend on the choice
of a basis (Ji, J2, J3) and is thus globally defined. For the octonionic case, it is not clear
that one can write 22:1 So(Yit1, Yiy1) = maT(z,v) where T is some explicit function
of S. Since we will not need the Weitzenbock formula for this case, we will not try to
simplify this term further. This then gives

101>

1S0/1* — 3(So © J, So)

1S0]|* = 33271 (So © Ji, So)
(R°(S0), So)-

(R°(S0), So) = A§<W§RO(SO),W§SO>L2(SM) =

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

—(Tl — 1)7’(’;5’0
—(n + Q)W;SO
75 (Sp o Ric)(z, v) So(R(Y;, Y)Y, Y) = M| 7wiSy =
o) =S = (o) =1 0TS
—36735.S0
This gives, using (2.21),
—(n = 1)[|Solf?
—(n+2)|[Sol?
Sp o Ric, S AL (15 (Sp o Ric), m550) 12
(S0 Tie, S0 = A (iS00 i) w3l omn =1~ "1
—36/[So/”
Using (2.46) gives
0 < (V*VS, So) — (R°(Sh), So) + (So o Ric, Sp).
This implies the desired bounds by adding the previous estimates. U

3. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

3.1. Re-writing the Hessian. The first step consists in using the fact that gy is a
locally symmetric metric to obtain an explicit formula for d?®(gy). 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 (M", go) be a closed, locally symmetric and negatively
curved manifold. Then, for S € C*°(M;S*T*M) N Ker(D; ), one has

(3.1) (d*®(g0)S, S) r2(s2rny = (I, Q(S), Q(S)) — (T @(S), 1) 125

where m(go) € N and Q : C(M;S*T*M) N Ker(D} ) — C®(M; S™0)T*M) is a

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

e If go is real hyperbolic, then m(go) = 2 and
1 1 1
(3.2) Q(S) = _58 + ZLV*VS + §(trgOS)gO.

o If go is complex hyperbolic then m(go) = 4 and

L(-L(S) + (11, ) L(go) + L(S 0 ) — %DQJOD;’(]S.

(33)  Q(S) = %lL(V*VS) +3
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o If go is quaternionic hyperbolic, then m(gy) = 4 and *
1, 1 ’ I )y
(34) Q(8) = JL(V'VS)+5 (—L(S) + (trg ) L(g0) + Y | L(SoJi)) — < > DiDJiS.
i=1 i=1
e If go is octonionic hyperbolic, then m(gy) = 4 and
_ 1 1 1 o 7 * _ i o 2
35)  QUS) = L( () + £5 — SR(S) + L V'VS) — L Sym(R(VS))

Proof. Consider a smooth path of metrics (g.) and write S = 0.g:|.—o. First, we
can identify all sphere bundles S, by the pullback by ¥, : SM — S;M defined
by V,(z,v) := (x,v/|v]y). Next, for ¢ small enough, the Anosov stability theorem
ensures the existence of a homeomorphism V. € C*(SM,SM) which gives an orbit
equivalence:

(3.6) Ve(pi(2)) = @ (Pe(2))

where the index e indicates that we consider the corresponding objects for the metric
g- and k. is a time rescaling. Following Flaminio, we define

7 (=20, 80) X R (e, 1) := 7(Ve(o10)),
where 7 : SM — M is the projection. This means that ¥(e, -) is a g. (non normalized)
geodesic. We define Y = 2 and € = 2. Define U(t, ) := U, (V.(¢v)) where Uy, (v) is
the second fundamental form of the stable horosphere for the metric g. at 7.(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 UY; = —\;Y;. Our starting point is [11,
Proposition A, (C3), Lemma 3.3.11, Lemma 4.2.1] which gives®:
d2
de?

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

(3.7) D(ge)|e=o = Varf (tr(VeU)).

variation S = 0.|.—0g.. We now consider parallel fields Y; =Y, Y5,...,Y, asin (2.21).
The Riccati equation satisfied by U, translates into a differential equation satisfied on
the diagonal entries B; := ((VU)Y;,Y;). This is the content of [11, Lemma 4.3.1] and

¢ it
we have” :
OR.

(33) &Brﬂ&%=—ﬂKW¥—%(5jgwﬂﬁKm)

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]

SWe are using a different convention for the sign of R, hence the sign difference with [11, Lemma
4.3.1].
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We sum over j to retrieve the trace:

1
(3.9) ;B = tr(Vel) = (ZA ) )+§;Ma‘go (%EO(KYJ‘)Y’YJ‘) >
where 1 = 1 and p; = A;l for j > 1. Here, ~ denotes the fact that the two functions
are cohomologous, i.e their difference is of the form Xwu where X is the geodesic vector
field associated to gy and u € C*(SM) and we noted that the terms Ly B; are co-
boundaries. We note that (3.8) for j = 1 gives that g (88% le=o (Y, Y)Y, Y) ~ 0 (recall
from (2.21) that A; = 0) and we can thus add it in the right hand side. Moreover, we
can compute the diagonal entry Bjy:

By = (VEU)Y.Y) = (€U(Y) ~U(VeY),Y) = ~(U(VeV).Y).

=0

Now, 0 = &(Y,Y) = 2(Y, V¢Y). In other words, VY is orthogonal to Y and thus so
is U(V¢Y') because the action of U is diagonal. In particular, By = 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 R, defined in (2.19) is given by:

oF.
Oe

where V denotes the covariant derivative (for the metric go) on symmetric tensors and

=0S(X,Y)Z = (VyV,S)(X,Z) = (VxV,S)(Y, Z)

V,, is the variation of the Levi Civita tensor which is characterized by
V&Y
Oe
where S = 0.|.—0g.. For sake of notations, we will denote by C,, the (3,0) tensor field

00(VS(X,Y), Z) = go < o, Z) - %(VXS(Y, Z2)+VyS(X,Z)—V;8(X,Y)),
CooS(X,Y, Z) := go(V,S(X,Y), Z).

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

u OR.
Z,ujgo (E‘a O(YY YY) Z,UJ VY (Y7Y7Y})_VY(CQOSMY}’Y’Y}))'
j=2

Using the fact that all fields are parallel, we get that Vy (Cy,S)(Y;,Y,Y;) is a cobound-
ary and thus

- OR. .
> (GEIa(V VY1, ) 2 3 ¥y, (€)Y Y.)).
J=1 j=1
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The first term can be expanded using the variation of the Levi Civita connection:
Vi, (ConS) (Y. Y, ) = T3, SV, ) = 5 V3, SV ),
We use the Ricci identity and (2.21), to re-write the first term:
ViV S(YY;) = Vi, S(YV,Y;) + S(R(Y, Y)Y Y;) + S(R(Y,,Y)Y;,Y)
= V3, S(YV.Y)) + NIS(V,.Y)) + S(R(Y,, Y)Y, Y).
This means that
V2V S(Y.Y)) = V3, S(Y.Y)) 4+ X2S(Y,, ;) = A2S(V. V).
In total, one has using (3.9)

1 [ 1 —
V(8) = tx(Vel) = 5 (Z Aj> S(.Y) -4 > wiViy SYY)
j=2 j=1
1 n n
+§Zujv2y7yj5( )+ = ZA S(Y;,Y;) Z)\jS(Y,Y).
7=1 j:2

That is, one has
(3.10)

V(S) = 57 Zuj(v Y) - 2v3, S(Y,Y)) + ZM*SY],YJ

Quotient of RH". Suppose first that gg is a hyperbolic metric, then this means that
p; = 1. In particular, one gets recalling (2.9)

1< 1 — 1,
— 1 2 iV SYY) = =1 Vi, S(YY) = (m(V'VS),
j=1 j=1
as well as
1< 1 < 1, i
—5 2 Vi S(Y.Y)) = =5 Y Vi, S(V.Y)) = w3 (Dy,Dj, ) = 0
j=1 j=1

using (2.10). Finally, one has

—Z/ﬂsy Y;) —%ZS 7, Y;) =~ tr(S).

Putting everything together gives V(S) = m5Q(S) where @ is defined in (3.2). Now,
using [14, Equation (2.6)]:
0
Covié?ou(W;Q7W§Q> = <HgOQ7 Q) - <7T;Q7 1>%2(SM)
and this gives (3.1). Note that @) corresponds to the operator 7" used by Flaminio in
[11, Proof of Proposition 1.3.3].
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Quotient of CH". Suppose now that gy is a quotient of CH", then pu; =1 — 5J 2.
Moreover, Y3 is given by Y, = JY where J is given by the complex structure. Notice
that in contrast to the Y; that are only defined along the geodesic given by (z,v), the
operator J is globally defined. We first see that

1 1 1
-Z TS(Y;,Y5) Zs 52 Y5) + 5S(IY,JY) = S te(S) + (S0 ).
Next, we consider

——ZMJVYYSYY =——Zv y,S(YY) +8VJYJYS(YY)

1
= ng(V*VS) + gVJY,JYS(Y7 Y),

where we used (2.25). Now, using J? = —Id gives
T (Vavay S(YV.Y) = w5 (VV(S 0 7)) 0 7) = w3 (Sym((V(S 0.7)) 0.7)).
The pre-composition by J commutes with the symmetrization so
Sym((VV(SoJ))oJ)=Sym(VV(SoJ))oJ
Now, let T € C°°(M;S*T*M) be a symmetric 2-tensor and let X;, X5, X3, X4 be
tangent vectors, we compute:

Sym(VVT) (X, Xo, X3, X,) = Z Vx,Sym(VT)(X Z Vx,D

= Sym(VDgOT) = DgODgOT(Xl,XQ,X37X4).

Here X; denotes the 3-uple where we left out X;. In particular one has, using (2.10)
and (2.25),

——Zw SV = (m3(V7VS) 4 (xi(Dy, Dy (S0 1) 0.

1 * * 1 *
= Z7r2(v VS) — g7T4(DQJODgOS).

The last term is given by
1 < 1 — 1
-3 > 1V, S(YY)) = -3 D Vi, S Y) - 1 VenS(v, Jv)
j=1 j=1

1
Ty (Dg, D S) — ZVUJUS(U, Jv) = ==V, 1,5 (v, Jv).

o]

Now, using the fact that J is parallel, we see that V,, 5,5 (v, Jv) = Y(VS,(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 HH". The computation follows from the one for CH". Indeed, this
time
3

3
Zﬂ;ls i Y5) ZS i Y5) ZS<Yi+1,K+1):tr(S)"‘W;(ZSOJi)a
i=1

i=1

by (2.41). This also shows that is term is independent of the choice of the base
(J1, Ja, J3) and thus globally defined. The last term —3 > ujV%Y]_ S(Y,Y;) is still a
co-boundary by the exact same computation, using the fact that the Y; are parallel.
We are left with understanding the middle term:

__ZNJVY YS<YY __ZVYY (YY) ZVYJ“ 1SV, Y)

T (V*VS) + ZVJJHYJMYS(Y Y).

j 1

The last equality again follows from (2.41). Indeed, there exists (a;)i<i j<3 € R? such
that

Y= Za”JY A = (aij)1<ij<s € O3(R).

This means that

3 3
Z V}/]'4—17}/]'4—1 S(Y7 Y) = Z vzizl ai,j‘]iy?Zizl a,-,jJiYS<Y7 Y)
j=1

j=1
= Z @i jarjVrynyS(Y,Y) = Z VivsySY,Y).
i,k,j i

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

3
ﬂ-zsym <Z ij+1Y,Jj+1YS(}/7 Y ) - _7T4 <Z DJ DJ > :

j=1
Note that the argument did not use the fact that J is parallel. Combining everything
gives (3.4).

Quotient of OH". This time the first term gives

1 7

_ 1
_Z 1 S(Y;,Y) :Etr(s)‘f’ézs(ywhyiﬂ)

i=1

1 1

= St0(S) + ¢ (73S — r(S) — mR(S))
1 1 * * 120

= gtr(S) + 67T2S — EWQR (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 Y; are parallel

n 7
—%Z;ujvij%S( = ——Zv ¥, S(Y,Y) %Z;VY].H,%S(KY)
J= =
For a 4-tensor T', we extend the operator R° in the following way:
(3.11) R°(T) (X4, X, X3, X4) = ZT (€5, X1) X, €5, X3, Xy).
Mimicking the computation of (2.52), we obtain for T' = V25,

3 Z Vi, S(V,Y) = 75 (V28) — m3(tr V2S) — w5 (R°(V259))
j=1
= m3(Dyy Dy, S) + m3(V*VS) — i (Sym(R°(V2S))).
The first term is a co-boundary which we can ignore in the computation of the Hessian.
Summing the previous computations gives

1
Viz,v) = (5

which is (3.5), using the relation 7, ,L(T') = W;T for any symmetric m-tensor. O

() go + és - %R"(S) + 5 V'V - im(Sym(Ro(VzS)))

3.2. Stability estimate. In this subsection, we show that Theorem 2 follows from
the microlocal approach if ke Déo)Q is solenoidal injective.

Definition 3.1. We say that an operator V : C>°(M; S?*T*M) — C®(M; S™T*M) is
solenoidal injective if

Ker(Dj ) N 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 gy in the C>*-topology and C, > 0, such that if g € U with

g — go € Ker(D? ), one has

90)7
(Mg @9 — 90), 1 z2(sary < CulVolg(M) — Volg, (M)] + Cyllg — gol|Zs.a-

Proof. In the following proof, except if stated otherwise, the notation (-, -) will denote
the scalar product induced on symmetric tensors. If gy is a hyperbolic metric, then
from (3.2), one has

1 1 1
Q(S) = —55 + ZV*VS + §(tr905)g0.
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This means that using (2.7), one has

(m3Q(S), >L2 SM) = (mQ(S), 7T390>L2(3M) = Cn<Q(S)7QO>L2(SZT*M)7

for some constant C),, > 0. Now, we have
1 1, 1 1 I 1
<—§S +VVS+ §(tr905)go,go> = —5(9,90) + 7 (V'VS, 90) + 5 ((tr4,5) g0, 90)

1 n
(S, 90) + 5 {tr3, 5. 1)

2
1 n n—1
= —§<S, 9o) + 5(57 9o) = 5 (S, 90)-

Here, we used that Vgo = 0. Now, we follow the argument of [14, Proposition 3.5] to
obtain:

1
(3.12) Vol (M) = Volyg, (M) = 5(g = g0, o) + O(llg = goll¢s.c),

which gives the desired inequality.
Now, suppose that gy is complex hyperbolic, then (3.3) gives

Q(S) = iL(V*VS) + %(—L(S) + (trgyS)L(go) + L(S 0 J)) + %(DQOD%(S oJ)) ol

This time, we have using (2.7)

(m3Q(8), D r2(san = (m3Q(S), m1L(90)) L2(sar) = CnlQ(S), L(go)) L2547+ M)

for some constant C,, > 0 that we do not need to make explicit. We note that for any
symmetric 2-tensor 7', a direct computation yields

n+2

<L@%M%»=Cﬂwuw»=(n+ )@gw

Here, we used the commutation relation between tr and its adjoint L (see for instance
[16, Equation (4.19) Chapter 4.1]) which gives

n+2 n+2
trLlan) = Lles(a) + "2 = (4 ")

In particular, one has

<iL(V*VS) + %(—L(S) + (trg,S)L(go) + L(S o J)),L(go)>

1 1 1 1

where we used that (S o J, gg) = (S, go), did the same calculation as in the hyperbolic
case and where C,,, C! > 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 ((Dgy, Dy, (S o J)) o J, L(go)). For this, we write
((Dgg Do (50 J)) 0 J, L(go)) = (Dgy Dy (S 0 ), L(go 0 J)) = (Dyy (S © J), Dy, L(g0)),

we used the fact that gy o J = go as well as the fact that L and J commute. Now, we
can use the commutation relation between D7 and L (see for instance [16, Corollary
4.13]) which gives, for some constant C,,

D;QL(QO) - L‘DZOgO + CanogO - 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
J; 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(go)),
(Sym(V2S), L(go)) as well as (Sym(R°(V2S)), L(go)). For the first scalar product, we
first note from (2.47) that R° is selfadjoint. Now,

(L(R°(5)), L(g0)) = Cn(S, B*(90)),

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

(3.13) R°(g0)(e;, €5) Z go(R(es, e5)e;, ) = (=7 x 4 — (16 — 8)) = —36

i,7=1
for an local orthonormal frame (e;). This means that R°(gy) = —36gp. In particular,
one gets

(L(R°(5)), L(go)) = C(S, g0).
for some C/ > 0. This term can be bounded using (3.12). Next,
(Sym(R°(V*S)), L(g0)) raserary = (VS, R°(L(g0))) L2(s2+ ) -
We now remark using (3.13) that
w1 (R (L(g0))) (2, 0) = 5 (B(90 © 0)) (,0) = —36 € O,

From (2.7), this implies R°(L(go)) = —36go. 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(V28), L(QO)) = <V257 L<90)> = <VS, DZOL(QO» =0

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

Next, we show that the operator e D;O)Q is elliptic on solenoidal tensors.
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Proposition 3.3 (Ellipticity). With the notations introduced in the section, the oper-
ator HKer(D;O)Q 1s elliptic on solenoidal tensors in the sense that there exists C > 0,
such that for any S € Ker(D}, ), one has

ClISI 2 < Miker(p;) QSN2 + Mker(tt g, @) Sl 7372

where ey is the orthogonal projection on the kernel and C > 0.

HKer(DEO ) )

Proof. We will compute the principal symbol of @ in each cases. Note that by [24,
Lemma 14.1.9], HKer(D;O) is a pseudo-differential operator of order 0 with principal
symbol equal to Ol er( D§0>(x’€) = TKer(ie) where ¢ denotes the contraction with the
tangent vector £ and TKer(i¢) 18 the projection onto Ker(ie). We will thus obtain the
principal symbol of Ik D;O)Q by composing with the principal symbol of Q.

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

_7rker(L§) ”5”27

1
UQ(Q:,&) = ZH€H27 O—HKer(DEO)Q('x7€) - 4

which proves that Iliey DZO)Q is elliptic on solenoidal tensors, i.e its principal symbol
satisfies UHKcr(D;())Q("Evf) > CMier(ie) I€]|? for some ¢ > 0 and [|£]] > 1.

If gy is either complex hyperbolic or quaternionic hyperbolic, then we prove that
HKer(DZO)Q is of gradient type on Ker(D} ), i.e its principal symbol is injective on
Ker(D; ) at all points. Using (3.3) or (3.4), we see that

m
oQ = —UL V*V E DQODHO (SoJ;))od;»

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 V*V is ||¢]|? and using [24,
Lemma 14.1.8], the principal symbol of D,, is ije := iSym(&*:) where &* is the image
by the musical isomorphism of the co-vector £. In total, this gives

1 1 — o
O-HKer(Dgo)Q(x7£)S = Z||€||27Tker(Lg)L(S) B é Zﬂ-ker(bg)jJiEjJi{S~
i=1

Consider (z,£) € T(SM) with £ # 0, then suppose that S € S?TFM is such that
UHKer(DgO)Q<I7§)S = 0. First, we notice that L and D} commute which gives L and

Tker(ie) cOmmute. Moreover, we see that tej,e = 0 because g(J;&*, &%) = 0. In particu-
lar, one has

0 = O—HKer(D;O)Q(:B7 5) - _||§H L -5 Z]J E]J{S
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This implies mjom, . . ,@(7,£)S = 0, in other words
90

1 1 — 1 1 &
€S = 237 (6(w)) w8 = 5 (ngz -5 (&(Jmf) 35S = 0.
=1 =1
z%|v|s||2

But then 735 = 0 and thus S = 0. In particular, because the principal symbol is
homogenous in &, this shows that Ilke DZO)Q is of gradient type on Ker(D}, ).

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

240'Q - 70L(V*V) — USym(RO(V*V))'

The principal symbol of the second term can be computed as follows. Fix (z,&) € SM
with € # 0 and choose a phase function ¢ € C*°(M) such that dp(z) = €. Then

Osym(re(v-v)) (. €)S = lim ’e™ FSym(R*(V*V))(e 7 §) = —Sym(R°(£()°S)),

see [24, Lemma 5.1.15]. Fix an orthonormal basis (e;); such that vy = vand vy,. .., vs
span Cay(v). Using (3.11),

—m3Sym(R°(£()*S))(x,0) = Y E(R(ei, v)v)é(es) Sul(v, v)
i=1
which then gives, similarly to previous cases,

2413 (00S)(w,0) = (T[[€]°> =4 &(e:)?) m3S.
=1

J/

-~

>3]1¢]2
From this estimate, we conclude that the principal symbol is injective.

In all the previous cases, this means that (HKer(D;O)Q)*HKer(D;O)Q is elliptic on
solenoidal tensors and thus there exists a sharp parametrix (see [24, Theorem 6.1.1]),
i.e there exists A € U2 a pseudo-differential operator of order —2 such that

Allker(p; )@ = ker(ny,) — err(anrw;O)Q)-
This finally gives, for a divergence-free tensor S,
||S||?_15/2 S 2||AHKer(D;0)QS||12Y{3/2 + 2||err(HKer(D;O)Q)S||§{3/2
S CHHKBT(D;O)QSHij—l/Q + CHerr(HKer(DE‘,O)Q)SH%ﬁ/Q’
for some C' > 0. This concludes the proof. [l

Proposition 3.4. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 2, if HKer(DZo)Q 15 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
(D(g0)S, S) ra(srroan = (12,1 Q(S), Q(S)) — (o) Q(S)s s

Let g € U, we can use a Taylor expansion as well as the slice Lemma 2.3 to obtain for
any a € (0,1) a diffeomorphism ¢ such that

®(g) = @(¢'g) = Cn(<Hf£(go)Q(¢*g —90), Q(¢"g — g0)) — <7T:n(g0)Q(¢*g — 90), 1>2)
+0(lg = golls.a)-

The central point is that S := ¢*g — g is solenoidal so we can use the coercive estimate
(2.18) and Lemma 3.2

Mg, Q6" 9 — 90) 172 < CLb(g) + Clll6*g — oll e + o (Vol, (M) — Vol (M))2.
To conclude we use Proposition 3.3 and the solenoidal injectivity to get
CHSH?{sm < ||HKer(D;0)QSH§_]—1/2 + Herr(HKer(D%)Q)SH%{Bm = HHKer(D;O)QSH?{—U%
Plugging this into the last equation gives
1679 — goll3gsr2 < CL®(g) + Crll¢*g — gollés.a + Cr(Voly (M) — Voly, (M))?.

We can use Sobolev embedding and an interpolation argument, using the fact that
¢*g — go is small in C norm to absorb the term C||¢*g — go||3s. in the left hand
side. More precisely, for any § > «,

19*9 = gollésa < call®”g — gollmsases < cholld"g = gollzarell®”g — gollew,
for any N > 2n + 6 + 6. This last estimate gives (1.3). O

4. SOLENOIDAL INJECTIVITY OF THE OPERATOR HKer(D;O)Q-

In this section, we prove that Ilker D??o)Q is solenoidal injective. This uses the geom-
etry of the different types of locally symmetric spaces and relies on a Weitzenbock or
Bochner formulas on symmetric tensors.

Proposition 4.1 (Solenoidal injectivity). With the notations of the previous section,
the operator Ilge( DZO)Q 18 solenoidal injective for real hyperbolic and complex hyperbolic
melrics.

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 HKer(D;O)Q 18 solenoidal injective for any locally sym-
melric 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 RH". Recall that in this case, () is given by
1
4

Suppose by contradiction that there exists S € Ker(D} ) such that HKer(D;O)QS = 0.

1 1
Q(S) = —58 + V*VS + §(trgOS)go.

In particular, one has
(Hker(ps, ) Q(S), S)ra(sereary = (Q(S), S)r2(ser=ary = 0.

We first decompose S = Sy + L(h) with Sy € C®(M;S2T*M) trace-free and h €
C>*(M). As the rough Laplacian commutes with the trace, we see that ) preserves
the decomposition, in the sense that

(Q(9), S) ra(sereany = (Q(S0), So) L2(s2r+ary + (Q(L(R)), L(h)) L2(s27+a1)-
To estimate the first term, we will use the Weitzenbock identity (2.48):

1 1,
<Q(S())7 SO)LQ(SZT*M) — _§HSO||%2(SQT*M) + Z(V VS(), SO)LQ(SZT*M)

1 1
+ §<(t1"g050>90, SO>L2(SZT*M) Z Z(n — 2)||SO||%2(S'2T*M)

Now, the second part is easier to bound as

n(n —1)
(hy Ah +2(n — 1)h) r2(ar) > THhH%Q(M)'

n
<Q(hg(]>, th>L2(SQT*M) = Z

In total this gives,

1

n
1= 2ISollz2s2r-ay + 5 (0 = DIIBIZ2 0y < (QUS), S) 252y = 0.

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

4.2. Quotients of CH/2. The real dimension n is even in this case. Note however
that any quotient of CH!' 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} ) such that Q(S) =
D,,p for p € C=(M;S*T*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; S§T*M) the trace-free part of p and project Q(S) = Dy, p
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 [Dy,, L] =0 :

Q<S) - Dgop = Dgo(ﬁ_p) = DQD(L(q)) = L(DQOq)7
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where ¢ € C°°(M;T*M) is a 1-tensor. Since p is a function of S, this means that

Q(S) — Dygop = L(W(S)) = L(Dg,q),

for some (explicit) operator W : C(M; S*T*M) — C>*(M; S*T*M). The injectivity
of L gives W(S) = Dgy,q 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) > C,||S||? for some constant
C, > 0 as in the real hyperbolic case.

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

Q(S) = {I(V*VS) + 5 (~L(S) + (1, 8)Lgn) + L(S 0 1)) — <D3, DS

Let p € C®(M;S*T*M) such that Q(S) = Dy, p and let p € C>(M; S3T*M) be the
trace-free part of p. We will keep the notation p to denote the pullback mip € 23. By
Lemma 2.8, we know that p = p3 +p; +p_1 +p_3 with py € E3 and p_, = py. On the
other hand, we will decompose 755 = f + h with f € Q3 and h € 5. We can further
decompose f = fo + fo + f_o with f; € E} in a similar manner to p.

Solving for the trace-free part of p. We then use (2.28) to obtain 7} (D; D S) =
—H?m3S. In particular, projecting the equation Q(S) = D,p onto Ej, E? and EY
yields, with the notations of Lemma 2.8,

8nips = —ninif.
(4.1) 8(nips+nip) = mingy +nini)fo —ninifo
8(mipr +nip_1) = (ming +nini)fo—niny fo —nintf-s.

Using Lemma 2.8 and the injectivity of n{ on Fj, the first line gives 8p3 = —nT fo.
Re-injecting in the second line, using the commutativity of n; and nf (see (2.39)) and
using the injectivity of i again gives 8p; = 31, fo — n{ fo. In total, we thus have

8p = —n{fo+ 307 fo—nifo+ 301 fa —nifo—nifo2
= =X, f+4m fat+nifo) = =X f 42X (fo+ foo) = 2iH (fo — f-2)
=X, f— %X+V2f ~H,Vf=-X,(ld+ %VQ)f ~HVf
=X, Jf—H.V{.

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

We can now go back to the problem. Write p = p + L(q) with p the trace-free part
of pand ¢ € C*°(M;T*M). The previous computation shows that p is given by

(4.2) wip =~ (X Jf + HLV ).
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Computing Q(S) — Dy,p as a function of S. In particular, this means that one
has, using [Dy,, L] = 0, for some one-form g,

Q(S) = Dgyp = Dgy(p — p) = Dgy(L(q)) = L(Dgyq)-
But there exists W(S) € C°°(M; S*T*M) such that Q(S) — Dy,p = L(W(S)) and the

injectivity of L implies W (S) = D,,q. We now compute the tensor W (S), using the
fact that H . H, f =8X p

V(f,h): = (=D Dy S —8Dy,p) = H*myS — 8Xmsp
= (Hy + H ) (f +h) + (Xy + X)Xy Jf + H V)
=((HyH_-+H_H.)f+ H Hih+ X_X,Jf+ X_H,Vf) € Q
+ (H_H_f+ H_H_.h) € Q.

There exists a unique Qo(S) € C(M; S*T*M) such that 75Qy(S) = V(f,h) and

(4.3)

1 1 1
(4.4) W(S) = V'V + 5 (=5 + (trg,S)go + S 0 J) + 2Qu(S).
Since W (S) = Dg,q and S is divergence-free, one has (W (S5),S) r2(s2r+n) = 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 (M™, go)
be a compact quotient of the complex hyperbolic space. There exists C,, > 0 such that
for any S € C>(M; S*T*M) NKer(D; ), one has

(4.5) (W(S), S)razrary = CulllSollzasorany + 1P Z2ar),
where S = Sy + hgo with Sy € C(M; S3T*M) and h € C>*(M).
Proof. We will start by considering the first term appearing in (4.4):
(4.6) Q1(5) = —V VS + - ( S+ (try,S)go + S o J).

By definition, one has W(S) = Q1(S)+ £Qo(S) and we first investigate (Q1(5), ). We
remark that since J and V*V commute with the trace, (); preserves the decomposition
S = So + hgo where Sy is the trace-free part of S and h € C*°(M). More explicitly

(@Q1(5), >L2 sereary = (Q1(50), SO>L2(S2T*M) + (Q1(hgo), th>L2(SQT*M)-
We first compute the second term, using (hgo) o J = hgo,

2
n n
(4.7) (Q1(hgo), hgo) 2(s27- 1) = Z<Ah’ h) L2y + 7||h||%2(M)

Now the trace-free part contribution is

1 1 1
(4.8) (@1(5), So) = 7{V"VSo, 5) — §||50||2 +5(80 0 J, 5).
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Summing (4.8) and (4.7), we obtain

1,, 1 s 1 n n?
(4.9)  {Q1(8),8) = 7(V'VS0,80) = S1S0[l” + 5(S0 0 J, So) + (AR, h) + - [|A[|".
Next, we study the contribution of Qo(S). We prove the following lemma:

Lemma 4.3. One has the following bound:
n + )

97
(4-10) <QOS S>L2 S2T* M) = __”VgoSO”L2 (S2T*M) — HVh||L2(T*M)

Proof. Recall that 73S = f + h where f € Qy and h € . Using (2.7), one sees that
(4.11) (QoS, S)r2(sereary = Ay (V(f. h), f)r2esany + AV (f h), h) r2(smr-

This allows us to do the calculations using spherical harmonics and in the following
computations, (-,-) will denote the scalar product on L?(SM). We compute the first
term using (4.3), the fact that X7 = —X_ and H} = —H_,

V(f.h), f)=(H:H-+H_H.)f+ HLHh+ X_ X Jf+ X_H, V[, f)
= —|HfI? = (Hph Hof) = (Xo T f, X0 f) = (HLVf, X4 f)
We use the fact that J is an isometry and (2.28) to obtain
| S = (X f, TX ) = X T f

(4.12)

Now, we observe that using (2.35), (2.36) and decomposing into eigenspaces of V' gives:

Xif=nlfo+ i fo+nifo) +(ifo+nifz)+nifo
X Jf = —=nifa+ mifo—nifo) +mifo—nifa) —nifo
HV[==2n{fs+2nf2+20{f2—2n [
This implies, using the fact that the eigenspaces of V' are orthogonal, that we have
(X Jf+HV X f) = =3Int oIl + Inffo+ni fa? =+ 10y fo + 0t f-al?
= 3l o2l = X AP = 4L foll + (05 f—21?)-
To bound the term ||H_f||* we will use the fact that S is divergence-free and (2.14).
X f=n"fotO_fatnifo)+ fot+n fo)+n_fo
But using (2.14) with (2.35) and projecting onto eigenspaces of V' gives
(4.14) D;S=0 = n'fa=n"f,=0.

(4.13)

We notice that this implies that X _f — X_Jf =2(n_ fo + 1 f_5). In particular,
[H_fI? = | X_TfIPP < 2| X-fI7 + 2| X_ f — X_Jf|?

4.15
419) X+ S Sl + it fall?):
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Using Cauchy-Schwartz’s inequality, we can bound the remaining term:

1 1
—(H.h, H_f) > =S |Ho bl = S|
(4.16)

1 -
> =S IH A = [IXf1* = 4= foll* + 0 fl)-
Plugging (4.13) and (4.16) into (4.12) gives

1
(VR ) 2 = (E AP+ 1X AP = AU Ll + s fl) + S IH R ])
— (IX=FII* + 4= foll* + [InZ f-21%)).

Now, we can use (2.38) together with (2.11),(2.30) to get ||n= f2||* < ||nf f2l|?, as well as
|nE f_all? < |In% f-2||?. The second inequality is deduced from the first one by complex
conjugation. In total, we have obtained

(4.17) (V). f) =2 =(IXFIP + I HFP) = %||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 Qy-component of V(f,h)is H-H_f+ H_Hh.

(V(F.h), B > [ H A = (H_f, L H b > =3I H B~ C[|H P
(4.18)

1
> =3 Hh|* = SUXTIP + 1 FI)-

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 A3, (s and the second
one on HXfH%Q(SM) + HHfH%Q(SM) and [[Vh|[ L2z

(QoS,9) r2(s2r=ary = Ny (V(f, h), ) resay + Ag(V (S, h) h) L2(sa)

> An(An) 1HVQOSOHL2 S3T* M) An(An) 1”VhHm(T *M)

1 - n( A\~
= SATAD) I SollExsurary = BAFAD) IV I

1 2
> — (1 + W) vaoSOHB(S?T*M)

n+2 3 9
- (2 2) 198

where we used that Aj/A} = n~' AJ/AT = (n+2)/4 and A§/A} = n7'(3 + 1)
Since n > 4 for any quotient of the complex hyperbolic space, the above bound 1mp11es
(4.10). This concludes the proof of the lemma. O]

Remark 1. In the previous computation, if we applied the second bound of Lemma
2.9 (instead of the first one) to the term (| X f|[Z2(gpr) + 1 H fl|72(sar), we would obtain
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a lower bound of the form —O(;:)[VgoSoll32(s2pensy i (4.10).  This would give an
asymptotically better lower bound (when n — 400). Nevertheless, this would not make
the following Weitzenbdck argument work for small values of n so we refrain from using
it.

Using a Weitzenbock formula. We conclude the proof of Proposition 4.2. In
the following, (-,-) denote the scalar product on L*(S?*T*M). We use the fact that
W(S) = Q1(S) + £Qo(S), equation (4.9) and the lower bound (4.10):

1 97 1 1
(W(S),S) > - (1 - —) (V*V S0, 50) = 5 150> + 5 (S © J, So)

— 4 192
1 n+5 n?
4.19 “n- hl[* + - [IA]*
(4.19) # 1 (n= 2 ) hiE + )
1 95 ., 1 1 n?
> 1 % 193¢V V50, 50) = 5 I150]1* + 5 (S0 0 . So) + - [11lJ”

To obtain (4.5) from (4.19) it remains to obtain a lower bound of the form C,,||So|*

for some C,, > 0. We use the Weitzenbock formula (2.49), indeed, one has
1 95

1 1
Z X @<V*VSO, So> — 5”80H2 + §<So @) J, So>

1 /95
=1 (@((m 3)IS0ll* = 3(So 0 J, o)) = 2[[Soll* +2(Sp 0, SO))

((95n — 99)||So||> + 99(So © J, Sp)).

T 4x192
We can use Cauchy-Schwartz’s inequality and the fact that J is an isometry to bound

[(So o, So)| < [ISoll x 1180 o JII = [So]|*.
Then we get finally that

1 9 1 1
4.20) = x =——(V*VSy, So) — =|1So||* + = (S0 0 J, So) > 95n — 198) ||So||?
( ) 4X192<vv 05 0> 2” OH +2< OO ? 0>_4X192( n )H OH’
>0
if n > 2. Plugging (4.20) into (4.19) concludes the proof of Proposition 4.2 and thus
the proof of Proposition 4.1. O
REFERENCES

[1] Yves Benoist, Patrick Foulon, and Frangois Labourie. “Flots d’Anosov a dis-
tributions de Liapounov différentiables. I”. fr. In: Annales de I'l. H.P. Physique
théorique 53.4 (1990), pp. 395—412. URL: http://www.numdam.org/item/ATHPA_
1990__53_4_395_0/.


http://www.numdam.org/item/AIHPA_1990__53_4_395_0/
http://www.numdam.org/item/AIHPA_1990__53_4_395_0/

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

REFERENCES 40

Gérard Besson, Gilles Courtois, and Sylvestre Gallot. “Minimal entropy and
Mostow’s rigidity theorems”. In: Ergodic Theory and Dynamical Systems 16.4
(1996), pp. 623-649. DOT: 10.1017/S0143385700009019.

Martin R Bridson and André Hafliger. Metric Spaces of Non-Positive Curvature.
eng. 1st ed. Vol. 319. Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften, A Series
of Comprehensive Studies in Mathematics. Berlin, Heidelberg: Springer Berlin /
Heidelberg, 1999. 1SBN: 3642083994.

K. Burns et al. “Manifolds with non-positive curvature”. In: Ergodic Theory and
Dynamical Systems 5.2 (1985), pp. 307-317. DOI: 10.1017/50143385700002935.
CHRIS CONNELL, THANG NGUYEN, and RALF SPATZIER. “Carnot met-
rics, dynamics and local rigidity”. In: Ergodic Theory and Dynamical Systems
42.2 (2022), pp. 614-664. pOI: 10.1017/etds.2021.116.

CHRIS CONNELL, THANG NGUYEN, and RALF SPATZIER. “Hyperbolic
rank rigidity for manifolds of }L—pinched negative curvature”. In: FErgodic Theory
and Dynamical Systems 40.5 (2020), pp. 1194-1216. DOI: 10.1017/etds.2018.
113.

David Constantine. 2-Frame flow dynamics and hyperbolic rank-rigidity in non-
positive curvature. 2008. DOI: 10.3934/jmd.2008.2.719. URL: https://www.
aimsciences.org/article/id/1855db01-457f-472e-aa90-91e2a01b49chb.
David G. Ebin. “On the space of Riemannian metrics”. eng. In: Bulletin (new
series) of the American Mathematical Society 74.5 (1968), pp. 1001-1003. 1SSN:
0273-0979.

Renato Feres and Anatole Katok. “Anosov flows with smooth foliations and rigid-
ity of geodesic flows on three-dimensional manifolds of negative curvature”. In:

Ergodic Theory and Dynamical Systems 10.4 (1990). DO1: 10.1017/50143385700005836.

Renato Feres and Anatoly Katok. “Invariant tensor fields of dynamical sys-
tems with pinched Lyapunov exponents and rigidity of geodesic flows”. In: Er-
godic Theory and Dynamical Systems 9.3 (1989), pp. 427-432. por: 10.1017/
S50143385700005071.

Livio Flaminio. “Local entropy rigidity for hyperbolic manifolds”. In: Communi-
cations in Analysis and Geometry 3.4 (1995), pp. 555-596. DOT: 10.4310/CAG.
1995.v3.n4.a2. URL: https://hal.science/hal-04211487.

Patrick Foulon. “Entropy rigidity of Anosov flows in dimension three”. In: FEr-
godic Theory and Dynamical Systems 21.4 (2001), pp. 1101-1112. po1: 10.1017/
S0143385701001523.

Colin Guillarmou. “Invariant distributions and X-ray transform for Anosov flows”.
In: Journal of Differential Geometry 105.2 (Feb. 2017), pp. 177-208. URL: https:
//hal.science/hal-01236227.


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0143385700009019
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0143385700002935
https://doi.org/10.1017/etds.2021.116
https://doi.org/10.1017/etds.2018.113
https://doi.org/10.1017/etds.2018.113
https://doi.org/10.3934/jmd.2008.2.719
https://www.aimsciences.org/article/id/1855db01-457f-472e-aa90-91e2a01b49cb
https://www.aimsciences.org/article/id/1855db01-457f-472e-aa90-91e2a01b49cb
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0143385700005836
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0143385700005071
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0143385700005071
https://doi.org/10.4310/CAG.1995.v3.n4.a2
https://doi.org/10.4310/CAG.1995.v3.n4.a2
https://hal.science/hal-04211487
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0143385701001523
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0143385701001523
https://hal.science/hal-01236227
https://hal.science/hal-01236227

[14]

[15]

[20]

[21]
[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

REFERENCES 41

Colin Guillarmou, Gerhard Knieper, and Thibault Lefeuvre. “Geodesic stretch,
pressure metric and marked length spectrum rigidity”. In: Ergodic Theory and
Dynamical Systems 42.3 (2022), pp. 974-1022. poI: 10.1017/etds.2021.75.
Colin Guillarmou and Thibault Lefeuvre. “The marked length spectrum of Anosov
manifolds”. In: Annals of Mathematics 190.1 (2019), pp. 321-344. poI1: 10.4007/
annals.2019.190.1.6. URL: https://doi.org/10.4007/annals.2019.190.
1.6.

Guillarmou and Mazzuchelli. Microlocal analysis in hyperbolic dynamics and ge-
ometry. URL: https://www.dropbox. com/s/ub59gsz2hvyfyf4/__book.pdf?
d1=0.

Hamenstadt. “A geometric characterization of negatively curved locally symmet-
ric spaces”. In: J. Differential Geometry (1991).

Ursula Hammenstadt. “Invariant two-forms for geodesic flows.” In: Mathematis-
che Annalen 301.4 (1995), pp. 677-698. URL: http://eudml.org/doc/165314.
S. Hurder and Anatoly Katok. “Differentiability, rigidity and Godbillon-Vey classes
for Anosov flows”. en. In: Publications Mathématiques de UIHES 72 (1990), pp. 5
61. URL: http://www.numdam.org/item/PMIHES_1990__72__5_0/.

Masahiko Kanai. “Geodesic flows of negatively curved manifolds with smooth
stable and unstable foliations”. In: Ergodic Theory and Dynamical Systems 8.2
(1988), pp. 215-239. poI1: 10.1017/50143385700004430.

A. Katok. “Entropy and closed geodesies”. In: Ergodic Theory and Dynamical
Systems 2.3-4 (1982), pp. 339-365. DOT: 10.1017/S0143385700001656.
Gerhard Knieper. “Chapter 6 Hyperbolic dynamics and riemannian geometry”.
In: 2002. URL: https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:118736632.
Besse Arthur L. Finstein manifolds / Arthur L. Besse. eng. Ergebnisse der Math-
ematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete. Folge 3. Berlin: Springer, 1987. 1SBN: 0-387-15279-
2.

Thibault Lefeuvre. Microlocal analysis in hyperbolic dynamics and geometry. URL:
https://thibaultlefeuvre.files.wordpress.com/2023/08/microlocal -
analysis-in-hyperbolic-dynamics-and-geometry-2.pdf.

Julien Maubon. “Variations d’entropies et déformations de structures conformes
plates sur les variétés hyperboliques compactes”. In: Ergodic Theory and Dynam-
ical Systems 20.6 (2000), pp. 1735-1748. DO1: 10.1017/50143385700000961.

G. D. Mostow. Strong Rigidity of Locally Symmetric Spaces. (AM-78). Princeton
University Press, 1973. I1SBN: 9780691081366. URL: http://www. jstor.org/
stable/j.cttlbd6kr9 (visited on 09/17/2024).

Gabriel Paternain and Jimmy Petean. “The Pressure of Ricci Curvature”. eng.
In: Geometriae Dedicata 100 (), pp. 93-102.

Gabriel P. Paternain, Mikko Salo, and Gunther Uhlmann. Invariant distributions,
Beurling transforms and tensor tomography in higher dimensions. 2015.


https://doi.org/10.1017/etds.2021.75
https://doi.org/10.4007/annals.2019.190.1.6
https://doi.org/10.4007/annals.2019.190.1.6
https://doi.org/10.4007/annals.2019.190.1.6
https://doi.org/10.4007/annals.2019.190.1.6
https://www.dropbox.com/s/u559gsz2hvyfyf4/__book.pdf?dl=0
https://www.dropbox.com/s/u559gsz2hvyfyf4/__book.pdf?dl=0
http://eudml.org/doc/165314
http://www.numdam.org/item/PMIHES_1990__72__5_0/
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0143385700004430
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0143385700001656
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:118736632
https://thibaultlefeuvre.files.wordpress.com/2023/08/microlocal-analysis-in-hyperbolic-dynamics-and-geometry-2.pdf
https://thibaultlefeuvre.files.wordpress.com/2023/08/microlocal-analysis-in-hyperbolic-dynamics-and-geometry-2.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0143385700000961
http://www.jstor.org/stable/j.ctt1bd6kr9
http://www.jstor.org/stable/j.ctt1bd6kr9

REFERENCES 42

[29] “Progress in Mathematics”. eng. In: Geodesic Flows. United States: Birkhéuser
Boston, 1999. 1SBN: 1461272122.

[30] Yuping Ruan. Filling volume minimality and boundary rigidity of metrics close
to a negatively curved symmetric metric. 2022. arXiv: 2201 .09175 [math.DG].
URL: https://arxiv.org/abs/2201.09175.

[31] Kobayashi Shoshichi, Nomizu Katsumi, and Shoshichi Kobayashi. Foundations
of differential geometry . Volume II / Shoshichi Kobayashi,... and Katsumi No-
mizu,... eng. Interscience tracts in pure and applied mathematics. New York
London Sydney: Interscience, 1969. 1SBN: 0-470-49648-7.

[32] Jacopo De Simoi et al. Entropy rigidity for 8D conservative Anosov flows and
dispersing billiards. 2020. arXiv: 2003.09345 [math.DS]. URL: https://arxiv.
org/abs/2003.09345.

Email address: humbertt@imj-prg.fr

SORBONNE UNIVERSITE, PARIS FRANCE 75005.


https://arxiv.org/abs/2201.09175
https://arxiv.org/abs/2201.09175
https://arxiv.org/abs/2003.09345
https://arxiv.org/abs/2003.09345
https://arxiv.org/abs/2003.09345

	1. Introduction
	1.1. Statement of the problem
	1.2. Existing results
	1.3. Entropy rigidity near locally symmetric metrics
	1.4. Local hyperbolic rank rigidity
	1.5. Local rigidity for metric with C2 stable and unstable foliations.
	1.6. Strategy of the proof.

	2. Preliminaries
	2.1. Symmetric tensors and analysis on SM.
	2.2. The operator 
	2.3. Locally symmetric spaces
	2.4. Weitzenböck formula

	3. Proof of the main theorem
	3.1. Re-writing the Hessian
	3.2. Stability estimate

	4. Solenoidal injectivity of the operator Ker(Dg0*)Q.
	4.1. Quotients of R Hn.
	4.2. Quotients of  C Hn/2.

	References
	References

