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Abstract

We prove using an integral criterion the existence and completeness of the wave operators
Wi(A;k), A(gk), IZ‘;) corresponding to the Hodge Laplacians A% acting on differential k-forms,
for v € {g, h}, induced by two quasi-isometric Riemannian metrics g and 4 on a complete
open smooth manifold M. In particular, this result provides a criterion for the absolutely
continuous spectra aac(Ag‘)) = oac(A;lk)) of A% to coincide. The proof is based on gradient
estimates obtained by probabilistic Bismut-type formulae for the heat semigroup defined by
spectral calculus. By these localised formulae, the integral criterion requires local curvature
bounds and some upper local control on the heat kernel acting on functions provided the
Weitzenbock curvature endomorphism is in the Kato class, but no control on the injectivity
radii. A consequence is a stability result of the absolutely continuous spectrum under a Ricci
flow. As an application we concentrate on the important case of conformal perturbations.
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1 Introduction

Let (M, g) be a non-compact geodesically complete Riemannian manifold without boundary. The
Hodge Laplacian Afgk) acting on differential k-forms carries important geometric and topological
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information about M, of particular interest is the spectrum a(Afgk)) of Ag‘). If M is compact,
then the spectrum consists of eigenvalues with finite multiplicity. If M is non-compact, then the
spectrum contains some absolutely continuous part (cf. [ ; 1). A natural question to
ask is to what extent can we control the absolutely continuous part of a(Afgk)) and under which
assumptions on the geometry of (M, g)?

A systematic approach to control the absolutely continuous part of the spectrum aaC(Aék)) is
inspired by quantum mechanics, namely scattering theory: Assume that there is another Rieman-
nian metric 2 on M such that A is quasi-isometric to g, i.e. there exists a constant C > 1 such
that (1/C)g < h < Cg. We show that under suitable assumptions the wave operators

k) A 40 it A k) —ia® (k)
Wally A 1) = slim e £ o™ Puclag )

exist and are complete, where the limit is taken in the strong sense, and
1% 0k (M, g) — QF (M, h)
g,h . L2 ’g L2 ’

denotes a bounded identification operator between the Hilbert spaces of equivalence classes
of square-integrable Borel k-forms on M corresponding to the metric g and A respectively (cf.
Theorem A3 in the Appendix and Section 2 for details). Then as well-known (cf. appendix A, it
follows in particular that

k
62 (A%) = 5, (AP,

Considering Laplacians acting on 0-forms, i.e. functions, on M, Miiller & Salomonsen [ ]
studied the existence and completeness of the wave operators corresponding to the Laplace-
Beltrami operator by assuming both metrics to have a C*-bounded geometry and a weighted
integral condition involving a second order deviation of the metrics. Hempel, Post & Weder
[ limproved the result of [ 1 by assuming only a zeroth order deviation of the metric g
from h and a weighted integral condition involving a local lower bound of the injectivity radius
and the Ricci curvatures. However, detailed control on the sectional curvature is needed to get
control over the injectivity radii. In general, injectivity radii are hard to calculate.

Recently, Giineysu & Thalmaier [ | established a rather simple integral criterion induced
by two quasi-isometric Riemannian metrics only depending on a local upper bound on the heat
kernel and certain explicitly given local lower bound on the Ricci curvature using stochastic
methods, namely a Bismut-type formula for the derivative of the heat semigroup [ 1

Considering Laplacians acting on differential k-forms, Bei, Giineysu & Miiller [ 1 general-
ised the previous results in [ I for the case of conformally equivalent metrics under a mild first
order control on the conformal factor.

Using a similar method, very recently Boldt & Giineysu [ I extended the result of [ lto
a non-compact spin manifold with a fixed topological spin structure and two complete Rieman-
nian metrics with bounded sectional curvatures. As the metrics induce Dirac operators D, and
D,, they can show existence and completeness of the wave operators corresponding to the Dirac
operators W, (D;,D,. I, ;) and their squares W, (D}, D3, I, ;).

In this paper, we address the natural question: Can we extend the result of | ] to the setting of
differential k-forms for two quasi-isometric Riemannian metrics?



We will show that this can be done if the Weitzenbdck curvature endomorphisms is in the
Kato class and assuming an integral criterion only depending on a local upper bound on the heat
kernel and certain explicitly given local curvature bounds. In addition, a necessary assumption
will be a bound on a weight function measuring the first order deviation of the metrics in terms
of the corresponding covariant derivatives V# and V¢ which is a one-form on M with values in
End TM.

Therefore, we consider the Hodge Laplacian A,, also known as Laplace-de Rham operator, act-
ing on the full exterior bundle QM) = M(AT*M), i.e. the complex separable Hilbert space
of differential forms on M. The Hodge Laplacian A, is related to the horizontal Laplacian
O, = —(V8)*V¢ by the Weitzenbdck formula A, =0, - R, where Weitzenbock curvature
operator #, € I(End Q(M)) is a symmetric field of endomorphisms. In particular, when acting
on 1-forms, .%tgr|gl(M’g) = Ric, and, acting on functions, %g|QO(M’g) = 0. We assume that &, is
in the Kato class, i.e. that the fibrewise taken operator norm |.92g|g (which is a Borel function on
M) of &, is in the Kato class (cf. Definition 3.3). We are now in the position to state our main

result, cf. Theorem 4.3 below.

Main result. Assume that g and h are two geodesically complete and quasi-isometric Riemannian
metrics on M, denoted g ~ h, and assume that there exists C < oo such that |5gvh| < C, and that for
bothv € {g, h}, R, is in the Kato class and it holds

Jmax {5g,,1(x), 57 4(0) + Eq(x,5), ¥, (x. s)} ®,(x,s)vol (dx) < c0,  somes>0,  (11)

where

« vol, denotes the Riemannian volume measure with respect to the metric v,
o ¥, (x,5) : M — (0,00) is a function explicitly given terms of local curvature bounds (cf. (3.14) in
Section 3) and a finite constant c¢,(&") (cf. (3.5) in Section 3),
« 2,(,8) : M — (0,00) is a function explicitly given in terms of ¥ (x, s) and a local bound on the
derivative of the curvature (cf. (3.20)),
e @ (-s5) : M — (0,00) is a local upper bound on the heat kernel acting on functions on (M, v)
(cf. (2.15) in Section 2),
* 845 ¢ M — (0,00) a zeroth order deviation of the metrics from each other (cf. (2.9) in Sec. 2),
. 5th : M — [0, ) a first order deviation of the metrics (cf. (2.10) in Section 2).
Then the wave operators W (Ap, Ay, 1, ) exist and are complete. Moreover, Wo(Ap, Ay, 1, ) are
partial isometries with initial space ran P, (A,) and final space ranP,.(Ay). In particular,

Oac(Bg) = 0y (Ap).

We will see that a zeroth order deviation 4, , of the metrics from each other is induced by
quasi-isometry. In comparison to the case of 0-forms, i.e. functions, it turns out, working on
higher degree differential forms, also a first order deviation of the metrics 5Zh = |V" - Vg|§ is
necessary. But note that V" — V& is a one-form on M with values in End TM.
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In contrast to previous results, it seems that we are the first to assume global curvature condi-
tions in terms of the Kato class, more precisely, that the Weitzenbdck curvature endomorphism
is in the Kato class.

To this end, our strategy is to verify the assumptions given by a variant of the Belopol’skii-
Birman theorem A.3 which is adapted to our special case of two Hilbert spaces. The main technical
difficulty is to show that the operator

gh _ A sal AP sal INGIRG!
Ty = A, et 1, e’ —en I, e’ Ay
is trace class. As the product of Hilbert-Schmidt operators is trace class, our idea is to decompose
the operator ng’h in such a way that the terms only consist of (transformed) derivations of Hilbert-
Schmidt estimates and bounded multiplication operators. In comparison to thet corresponding
decomposition formula in [ , Lemma 4.1], the analysis becomes considerably more difficult

because the quadratic form associated to A} involves not only the exterior derivative d*, but

(k)
h

quantities transformed by a smooth vector bundle morphism &, , induced by the quasi-isometry
(cf. (2.4) below). Using the quasi-isometry of the metrics we can give a formula how to express

also the codifferential 8, which depends on the metric by definition. Moreover, we encounter

the codifferential &, with respect the metric & in terms of the codifferential §, in terms of g (cf.
Lemma 2.8). Using the metric description for the exterior derivative and the codifferential (cf.
Lemma 3.11), we can express the corresponding quantities transformed by &, , in terms of the
covariant derivative V& of g applied to the semigroup (cf. Proposition 3.15).

Our tool to obtain the Hilbert-Schmidt estimates for various derivatives of the heat semigroup
will be derived probabilistic Bismut-type derivative formulae for the exterior derivative, codif-
ferential and covariant derivative (cf. Theorem 3.9 and 3.10) following the ideas in [ l. The
gradient estimates are then a direct consequence and the probabilistic formulae used provide us,
in particular, with explicit local constants.

We first look at total differential forms, then finally everything filters through the form degree
to differential k-forms. The particularly important case, in which two quasi-isometric Riemannian
metrics differ by a conformal metric change, is a direct consequence of our main result.

Because our result is independent of the injectivity radii we have the following application to
the Ricci flow. Let R, be the Riemannian curvature tensor with respect to the metric g and set
dim M =: m.

Corollary 6.1. Let S > 0, A € R and assume that
(a) the family (g,)y<s<s C MetrM evolves under a Ricci-type flow

0,8, = /lRich, forall 0<s< S

(b) the initial metric g, is geodesically complete

<C forall 0<s<S.

(c) there is some C > 0 such that |Rg | , |Vgs R,
*les tleg



We set, forall x e M,
M, (x) = sup{|RngS(U, u)| 10<s< S, veTM, |ul, < 1},
My(x) := sup{ |V§“ Ric, (u, w) + o Ric, (v, w) + Vi Ric, (u, v)‘ :0<s<S,
u,0,w € T M, ulg ,|vlg ,lwlg < 1}'

Let B,(x, R) denote the open geodesic ball. If

I vol (B, (x. 1)) max {sinh (%S 14| Ml(x)> , Mz(x)} vol, (dx) < o,

then 6,.(A, ) = 0,.(8,) forall 0 < s < S.

Thereupon, we reify our main results to the case of global curvature bounds: The curvature
operator (with respect to the metric g) O, is uniquely determined by the equation

(Q(XAY).UAV), = (R(X.Y)U.V),

for all smooth vector fields X,Y,U,V € Mz«(TM). By the Gallot-Meyer estimate [ ], a global
bound 0, > -K, for some constant K > 0, already implies that the curvature endomorphism in
the Weitzenboéck formula (3.1) is globally bounded by .%fgk) > —Kk(m — k).

2
Then the function Z,(x, s) simplifies to ©,(x,s) := <1 +max,eg (. 1) |VgRg(y)|> . In this case,
our main result reads as follows.

Theorem 6.8. Let Q, > —K, for some constant K > 0 for both v € {g, h}. Let g,h € MetrM such
that g ~ h and assume that there exists C < oo such that |5gvh| < C and that for some (then both by
quasi-isometry) v € {g, h}

Jmax {5g7h(x), 57 () + O, (x, s)} @, (x,5)vol (dx) < co,  some s > 0.

Then, the wave operators W_.(Ay, A,, T) exist and are complete. Moreover, W_(A,, A, I) are partial
isometries with initial space ranP,(A,) and final space ranP,(A,), and we have
Oac(Ag) = 0y (Ap).

A direct consequence and additional application of our main result is the particularly important
case of conformal perturbations under local and global curvature bounds, generalising the results
inl 1

A final application is provided through a result by Cheeger, Fukaya and Gromov [ 1 known
as Cheeger-Gromov’s thick/thin decomposition: On any complete Riemannian m-manifold (M, g)
with bounded sectional curvature |Kg| < 1, there exists a Riemannian metric g, on M such that
g is e-quasi-isometric to g and has bounded covariant derivatives. Hence, in this case, the
assumptions of our main result may be suitably relaxed, cf. Theorem 6.11.

Let us end the introduction with a short outline of the paper. Section 2 introduces the ne-

cessary notation and deviation maps. In Section 3, we calculate bounds for exterior derivative,
codifferential and covariant derivative of the heat semigroup defined by spectral calculus using
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Bismut-type derivative formulae. Our main results are explained in Section 4. After this, we
prove the main result in Section 5 by making use of a variant of the abstract Belopol’skii-Birman
Theorem A.3.1. We close in Section 6 with applications to the Ricci flow 6.1, state the main result
in case of differential k-forms 6.2, the particularly important cases of conformal perturbations
6.3, specify our results for global curvature bounds 6.4 and e-close Riemannian metrics 6.5.

2 Setting & Notation

Let (M,g) be a complete smooth Riemannian manifold without boundary of dimension
m:=dimM > 2 and (-, *)g its Riemannian metric. We write vol, for the corresponding volume
measure (with respect to the metric g) and denote by MetrM the set of all smooth Riemannian
metrics on M. All bundles will be understood complexified, e.g. the full exterior bundle

m
AT*M = @ A¥ T*M,  with the usual convention A\’ T"M = C. (21
k=0

Given smooth complex vector bundles E; - M and E, —» M the complex linear space of smooth
linear partial differential operators from E, to E, of order < k € N, is denoted by @Y (M E,, E,),
with shorthand notation @®(M: E)) if E, = E,. On a vector bundle E - M (e.g. E = \*T*M)
the corresponding fibre norms are denoted by

lpl, :=(@.@)y>  for any section ¢ € I'(E),

where I(E) := N« (E) denotes all smooth sections of E and N 2(E) the L2-section of E.

In the case of E = /\" T*M, we indicate the corresponding form degree by an index: For
example, v& k) or (., -)(gk) etc.

We denote by Q2(M,g) := F2(AT*M) the complex separable Hilbert space of equivalence
classes a of square-integrable Borel forms on M such that

lall? = llal, ) 1= [M |G vol,(dx) < oo,
with inner product
(a,B)g 1= (a, ﬁ>QL2(M,g) 1= [M (a(x), B(x))4 vol,(dx).

Analogously, we write Q’EZ(M,g) for the Hilbert space of Borel k-forms. In particular,

m
QM. g) =P LM, g).
k=0

To relax notation, we set
QM,g) :=Qce(M,g) and  QY(M,g) :=QL.(M,g).

for the set of all smooth forms, and smooth k-forms respectively, on (M, g).

Further, for some a € QX(M), we denote by

enae DOM: N TM, N T M)



the exterior product and its formal adjoint with respect to g, the interior multiplication, by
o ai= (o Aa)'s € DO N T M, A T M),

The interior multiplication corresponds to the contraction of a € Q¥(M) with a vector field
X el(TM), ie.

X —'g a(Xl, ’Xk—l) = Of(X,Xl, ’Xk—l)’ fOt‘ a" Xl’ ’Xk—l S r(TM),
and is an antiderivation, to wit
X, @A) =X aa)Ap+(-Dan(X=p)  forall a e Q“M), peQM).
We denote by

d® e O AN T M, N TEM)
8% € 2OM; AT M, AN TEM)

the exterior derivative on k-forms and, respectively, the codifferential as the formal adjoint of
d*=D_ Then the Hodge Laplacian can be written as the sum

Ag == (80 + a4 D5 ) € ZAM; A TM)

and its Friedrichs realisation in Q’CZ(M, g) will be again denoted by —Ag‘) > 0. In particular,
for k = 0, we recover the special case of the Laplace-Beltrami operator acting on O-forms, i.e.
functions,

AY = -8,d0 e 2@ (M),

Furthermore, we set

m
d :=@Pd» e VM \T M)
k=0
m
k
8, := P8y € 2OM: AT M)

=~
Il
o

and define the underlying Dirac-type operator D,, and the (total) Hodge Laplacian A,

D, :=d+8, € 2VM; AT*M)
A, :=-D; € POM; AT M)

where the Friedrichs realisation of A, in Q’CZ(M, g) will be again denoted by —A, > 0. In particular,
k
Aglarar g = A% € DOMN T M)

and

m
A, = @ Ag‘) as self-adjoint operators.
k=0
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Since g is (geodesically) complete, it follows that the operators Dg,Ag,A;k) are essentially self-
adjoint on the corresponding space of smooth compactly supported forms [ 1

Next, recall that for the k-fold exterior product of the vector space T*M, we obtain a scalar
product (:, ), on A T*M by the bilinear extension of

((11 /\.../\ak,ﬂl /\/\ﬂk)g = det (ak,ﬁ,)g. (22)
Any A € End(T*M) induces a linear map
AN'A:N"T*M - \"T*M
A A, > Ao A LA Aay,.

As A" T*M is one-dimensional, the map A" A is given by multiplication with a unique number,
denoted by det A4,

N"A(e) A ... Ae,) = (det A) ey A ... Aey,

where (e, ...,e,,) is a basis for A" TiM.

A Riemannian metric (4, v), = g(u, v) foru,v € T, M gives by definition an inner product on each
tangent space T, M (x € M). By Riesz’ representation theorem, g provides a natural isomorphism
between tangent and cotangent bundle given by v = (v, -),,

be
T™M 2T'M.
ﬁg

More precisely, we define the sharp operator #¢ (with respect to g) by
£ T*M > TM,  a() = g@®,v).
The Riemannian metric g defines a metric g on T*M, the cometric, via
g p) =g, p¥)  forall a,feTiM, xe M,

which extends to a metric on A*T*M according to (2.2).

Definition 2.1. A smooth Riemannian metric 2 € MetrM is called quasi-isometric to g, denoted
g ~ h, if there exists a constant C > 1 such that (to be understood pointwise, as bilinear forms)

1
—g<h<gCg.
Cg 8
Given g, h € MetrM, we define a vector bundle morphism

A=Ay, : TM —TM,  h,v)=g(Au,v), forall xe M, wveT,M.  (23)

Note that the vector bundle morphism A = A, induces a vector bundle morphism on the
cotangent bundle via

A:T*M — T*M, a Aa i=ao A.



Lemma 2.2 (and Definition). In terms of the notations above, we have
h(a,p) =g(A 'a,p)  forall a,feTiM, xe M.

Extending A~! = A‘lh to a smooth vector bundle morphism by
&

A=y, (x0) = (NAS,  ANT'M — AT'M,  dai=a-d (2.4)

we obtain

g(dg,h(x)a’ B) = h(a, B) for xe M, a,pe ANTiM.

In the following the induced metrics will be understood complexified (conjugate-linear in the
first variable and linear in the second).

Remark 2.3. (i) By the positive-definiteness of h (or g), &, ,(x) has only positive eigenvalues
(x € M). By the symmetry of g and A the endomorphism &, , is fibrewise self-adjoint with
respect to g and h. Therefore, the fibrewise operator norm ||, (or |-[,) induced by the metric
g (or h) of & is equivalent to absolute value of the largest eigenvalue on the given fibre for
both g and A. Thus to relax notation, we may suppress the metric and simply write |&|.

(ii) By the very definition, &!? is a (pointwise) isometry from (A T*M, g) to (A\ T*M, h).

Proof of Lemma 2.2. We prove the Lemma in several steps.

1° We calculate the sharp operator in the new metric. Forx € M, letv € T,.M and « € T;M. By
duality,

g (aﬂg, U) =av)=h <aﬁh, v) =g (Aaﬁh, v) B afé = Aaﬁh, (2.5)
forallv e T, M.
2° Let a, f € TiM, then

heap=h (o' p")
= g (4a®.p") = g@™, 4p") = g(A7 o, p) = gla e A7, ),

where we used that A™'a" = (axo A‘l)ﬁg in the last equality.
3° For any a, f € QX(M),
h(a, ) =h (a?h A A aih,ﬁfh A A ﬂ£h>
22) h th
= det (ai ,ﬁlu )h
= det <Aa£h, /}fh>
g

a2g7 A—lﬁlﬁg>g

£~
o
(@]
—
—~

A—lazg, ﬂfg)g

=g <A“afg A A A“aﬁg,ﬂ?g A A ﬂ£g>
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The following estimates are necessary tools for the main proof noting that they are independent
of the quasi-isometry of g and .

Lemma 2.4. Let o := A, be the smooth vector bundle morphism defined by (2.4). For any vector
field X € [(TM), we get

Vid = AV - Vi) + (Vi - V) o,

and the pointwise estimate
h g
|V‘§(.szl|g <2\ |V -V

|g, (2.6)

where |-|, denotes the operator norm induced by the inner product g.
g P y p

Proof. We divide the proof into two steps.

1° If we differentiate the identity

(aa ﬂ)h = (‘da» ﬂ)g

in direction of X, we get on the one hand

X (@ p)y = (Via.p), + (a.V2p),
= (AVia.p), + (Lo, Vi),

and on the other hand

X
= ((Vi&a.p), + (V5. p), + (da. ViF), .

X (da,p), = (Vi(da),ﬁ)g + (Ao, V8 ﬁ)g

Hence,

(V5 ), ﬁ)g = (V) - V*‘;’()a,ﬁ)g + (o, AV - v§()ﬁ)g ,
using the self-adjointness of &.

2° We estimate

|V§(d|g < sup

lv],|wl<1

< sup (|(AVh = Vou.w) | +] (0. VY = Viw),|)

lv],|wl<1

((Vi.szl)v,w)g|

<21V = V], - u

We point out that a similar argument was recently developed in [ ] to prove the estimates
in Lemma 2.5.

Lemma 2.5. let & := &, be the smooth vector bundle morphism defined by (2.4). For any vector
field X € [(TM), we get the pointwise estimates

g 112 —12| |gh g

|VX'Q{ |g< |d||d ||VX_VX|g

g g-112 -1213 |gh g

Vi ™| <1l |72 |V -V

g’

where ||, denotes the operator norm induced by the inner product g.



Proof. We divide the proof into three steps.

10

30

Recall that &2 is an isometry, so that
(dma,&ima)g =(a,a)y.
If we differentiate the identity in the direction of X, we get on the one hand
X ("0, t"a), =2 (Vi ), ), +2 (Vs o Pa)
whereas, we have on the other hand

X (a,a), =2 (V’)‘(a,a)h =2 (.QlVf’Ya,a)g.

Thus,

(Vi P, ") = (o (V= V) 0.t ) .

. (2.7)

Clearly, as &'* is self-adjoint so is V4 &% So, let 4 be an eigenvalue of V5 &' with
14l =
eigenvector. We estimate

Vid”ﬂg at a fixed point x € M. Let v € T,M be a corresponding g-normalised

1298 g172 _ 12 _ v ogl2 12 g gli2 -172]~!
|(12V5,a"20,0), | = 11| (20,0), | = [V, [("20.0), | > [Vt 2] |27
where we used that &, hence &', has only (strictly) positive eigenvalues: More precisely,

since &' is self-adjoint, there are eigenvalues 4, and 4,,,, of &' such that

Amin(dllz) < (dl/zu’ u)g < Amax(dl/Z)‘
By definition, the smooth vector bundle morphism & has only strictly positive eigenvalues,
so does &% and we have that (dl/zu,u)g > 0. Moreover,

1 _ |d‘1/2|_1.

AP >4 (A= — =
| | mm( ) ﬂmax(d_l/z)

Hence the first estimate follows:

1|1/2

|V§(d1/2|g< |d_ sup (d1/2V§(d1/zv,U)g|
BN
@ 112
=[] sup (o o (V= V§) v.0) |
< a7 11|V - Vi,

Covariantly differentiating the identity
d= oo g 12,
we get
0=V 2od 2 4 2V =12
Thus,
VE AV = gV g2 o g2,

and the second estimate follows from by part 2°. |
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Denoting by 0 < p, , =: p € C*(M) the Radon-Nikodym density, i.e.
dvol, = p, pdvol,,
by quasi-isometry, the following identities hold
Pgn = (det A2 0 <inf Pgp < SUP P, j < 00. (2.8)

_ -1 _ -1
Phg = Pgp 'dhsg - 'dg,h’

We now define the zeroth order deviation of the two metrics (considered as multiplicative
perturbations of each other) as

. m
6, ,(x) :=2sinh| — max logAd|l | = max
g (%) (4 /leo(Ag,h(x))l & l) A€o(Ag j(x))

symmetric in g and h by quasi-isometry, i.e. §,, = 6,,. Note that these deviations have been
considered first in [ , Appendix Al. We will make use of the fact that

PR

: M - (0, 0), (2.9)

SUpS, p(x) <0 & g~ h.
The definition is becoming clearer in the Proof of Lemma 5.2. Moreover, let
57,00 1= [V = V" (x) : M [0, 00) (210)

be a weight function defined in terms of the corresponding covariant derivatives V”* and V3,
defined in terms of the operator norm induced by the inner product g.

Remark 2.6. Note that the difference of two connections V" — V& is a one-form on M with
values in End TM, i.e.
V- Ve e (T"M Q@ End TM).

Example 2.7 (Conformal metric change). Let h := g, be a conformal perturbation of g, i.e. we
set g, := e’ g for some smooth function y : M — R. We take A :=e¢*,s0 A™' =e™? and

8¢ p(x) = 2sinh % lw(x)] .
Hence,
g~h < yw Dbounded
By (6.2d), for any smooth vector field X,Y € M-« (TM), we have
(Vi‘” - Vi) Y = dy(X)Y +dy(Y)X — (X, ), grad, v. 211)

By norm equivalence on finite dimensional spaces, let us work with the Hilbert-Schmidt norm
for the calculation. Let (X)), a smooth local g-orthonormal frame of vector fields. Then in local
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coordinates,

m
ldy 2 s = Zl X,
i=

m
|V - Vng@Hs = ‘kZI | (V& = v¥) (Xj’Xk)|2
j, =

2

m

=D | XWX+ X)X =8 ) (X)X,
jok=1 i

2

)

m
=Y 2| X+ XX, P+ Y | Xw
i<k i=1

so that

2 &y _ gz_ \Y
ldy |} < |V& v|g_5g,gw.

Next, we give a formula how to express the codifferential §, with respect the metric 4 in terms
of the codifferential §, in terms of g.

Lemma28. Lletg,he€MetrM,g~ h,and A = oA, , be the smooth vector bundle morphism defined
by (2.4). Then the codifferential with respect to the metric h is given by

8= ™" (8,(stn) — (dlog p)fs =, () forall € Qea(M).

Proof. For any 5, € Qcw(M), 1, € Qe (M), we calculate

dp)’
(moat™" (8,(m) - @log pfs , (af1)) ) = <p&1m,&1‘1 (sg(dnz) - ; > (dnz))>
g

= (1. pBy(tmy) - @p)s =, (afnz))g

= (d(pn,), Anmy), — (dp Ay, ),
=(dp Amy, dmy), + (pdny, Any), —(dp Ay, dy),
= (dn,m)p

where we used that & is fibrewise self-adjoint. |

In the Proof of the main result, the gradient of the logarithm of the Radon-Nikodym density p,
can be estimated in terms of smooth vector bundle morphism &, , and 5gvh which is reflected
in the next Proposition 2.12. Therefore, we note two auxiliary lemmas.

Lemma 2.9. Let A, B be two complex m x m-matrices. Then,
[tr(AB)| < [|Allgs | Bllys »

where ||-||yg denotes the Hilbert-Schmidt norm.



Proof. Let A, B be two complex m x m-matrices with singular values

61(A) > 05(A) > ... >0, (A)  of Aand
6(B)>0,(B)>...>0,(B)  of B.

Then, with the Hilbert-Schmidt norm ||-||ys,

le(A)ll = {| D_ o7 (A) = Vir(A*A) =: || Allys (212)
i=1

by norm equivalence on finite-dimensional vector spaces. By the well-known von Neumann trace

formula [ ], we get
tr(AB)| < ) 0;(A)oy(B)
i=1
= (6(A), c(B))pn
< el lleBIl = | Allgs [ Bllus »
where we used Cauchy-Schwarz for the first inequality and (2.12) in the last equality. |

Lemma 2.10 (Classical Jacobi’s formula). Let B = B(t) an m X m-matrix parametrised by t. If B is
invertible, then

d

L d
< det B(1) = det B() tr (B(t) I aB(r)) . (2.13)

Next, we extend the classical Jacobi formula to our setting.
Lemma 2.1 (Jacobi’s formula). Let A := A, , be the smooth vector bundle morphism defined by (2.3)
(x € M). Then, for any X € F(TM),
d(det A)X =det A tr (A7'V4A).

Proof. For e > 0, let y : (—&,€) —» M be a smooth curve on M such that y(0) = x and 7(0) = X.
Then, computing the differential using a velocity vector,

_4d - -1d
d(det A) X = T det A@)| _ = det AG@) 1w (AG@) TAGO) )|

= det A (1)) tr (A @)™V, AGO))],_,
= det A(x) tr (A(x)"'VxAX)),

using Lemma 2.10 in the second step. |

We are now in the position to prove the aimed estimate of the the Radon-Nikodym density.

Proposition 2.12. Llet g,h € MetrM, g ~ h,and o := I, , be the smooth vector bundle morphism
defined by (2.4) and p = (det A)'? the Radon-Nikodym density defined by (2.8). Then we can estimate
as follows:

ldlog pl, < C(m) |7 | [VEL], .
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Proof. We first recall, that for x € M,
dim A\FTEM = (’I’:) —  dmATM =2" < o,

so dim AT M is finite-dimensional (x € M). Recall that the Radon-Nikodym density p is given
by p = (det A2, By Jacobi’s formula, Lemma 2.11 above,

d(log p) X = %tr (A) 'V AM)) .
Hence, using Lemma 2.9,
1 _
| ddlog ), X | < 5 |40 s IV x A g1

< C(m) |A(x)“| |VXA(x)|g
< Cm) || [V,

by norm equivalence on finite-dimensional spaces. [ |
Next, we define the bounded identification operator

I=1,,:Q2(M,g) — Q:(M,h)

a(x) = o (),

well-defined by g ~ h.

Lemma 2.13. Llet g,h € MetrM, g ~ h. The adjoint I'* of the bounded identification operator I is
given by
I" = I;,h . QLZ(M,]’l) il QLZ(M,g)

(2.14)

a(x) > pg () (a(x).

Proof. For compactly supported a € Q(M, h) and g € Q(M, g), we get
<1g’ha’ﬁ>QL2(M,g) - (a, Ig’hﬁ>QL2(M’h)

_ —12

-] <a, ' ﬂ)hdvolh

_ 12 12 g—172
= M(dg’ha,dg’hdg’h ﬁ)gpg,hdvolg

[ 12 -1
= P, nd a,ﬂ) dvol =<p I a,ﬁ) .
15 < 8&h" g.h g g g&h'g.n Q2(M.g)

For every g € MetrM,
(P = (2%)  c L@Qu(M.9)
S

is the heat semigroup defined by the spectral theorem, choosing f : R = R, f(4) :=e*”. Let
us denote by

(0,00) X M x M 3 (s,x,) = pi(x, ) 1= e3%%(x, y) € Hom (A T:M, A T:M)
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the corresponding jointly smooth integral kernel of P¥. The smooth representative of Pa(x) is
given by
Pa(x) = J e2%(x, y)a(y) vol,(dy).
M

It is well-known [ , Theorem 11.1.] that we have

J |pf(x, y)|§v01g(dy) < o0, forall s>0, xe M.
M

The form degree k will be indicated again by round brackets e, Finally, we set
@, (x,5) := sup p¥ V(x, ), (2.15)
M

indicating the minimal heat kernel pf’(o) acting on 0-forms, i.e. functions. Then it is well-known

that, for all (x,s) € M x (0, c0), it follows that @, (x, s) < co. One can even show [ | that

sup @, (-, 5) < 00 forall s >0, K c M compact.
K

3 Bismut-type Formulae & Gradient Estimates

In this section, we will omit the metric g in the notation if unambiguous.

For a brief and concise overview to basic notions in stochastic differential geometry and
stochastic analysis on manifolds, we would like to refer the reader to e.g. [ land [ 1
Being a German reader, a profound introduction can be also found in [ 1

Let (Q, F,(F )50, P) be a filtered probability space satisfying the usual hypotheses, i.e. a prob-
ability space (Q, &, P) equipped with a filtration that is right-continuous

F =F,, = ﬂF}'S forall r >0,
s>t
and complete, i.e. &, contains all subsets of P-null sets.
Let X(x) be a Brownian motion on M starting at x € M and ¢(x) its maximal lifetime, i.e. an

M-valued stochastic process (X; = X,(x)) such that X, = x € M and

0<r<¢
t
N/ = ) - fX) - 3 L Ay f(X)ds  on {1<c)

is a real local martingale for all f € C®(M) and A,, denoting the Laplace-Beltrami operator on
M. In other words, the process X(x) is a diffusion process in M starting at x € M which is
generated by %AM.

Further, let / be the stochastic parallel transport along X(x) and B the stochastic anti-
development of X to T, M, which is a standard Brownian motion on T,M =~ R™. For every
r>0let

o(x,r) :=inf {t>0 : X,(x) € B(x,r)} : Q - [0, 0]

be the first exit time of X from the open ball B(x, r).
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The expected value of X will be denoted by EX := E(X). To relax notation, we simply write

Ef(X) rather than E(f(X)) and (Ex2)"” rather than (E(x2))" etc.

Let E, E be two Riemannian vector bundles over M, endowed with a metric connection V£
and V¥ respectively. For a given multiplication map m € F(Hom(T*M ® E, EN=TM(TMQE*®E),
we consider the Dirac-type operator

D, :=mVE : [(E) - I'(E)

m

which is understood as the composition

FE) - F(T"M ® E) > T(E).
A multiplication map m is said to be compatible with V provided Vmm =0, i.e.
VUE(mUa) = mytmya+ my(VEa) forall Ue(TM), a e (E), veTM.
The horizontal Laplacian O is the second order differential operator given by the following de-

composition

E VT* MQE

v r
O:FME)—TMMMQE) ——T(T"M @T*M ®QE) l—) ME).

Driver and Thalmaier [ , . 48] propose the following formalism: Let L and L are given second
order differential operators on I'(E) and r(E) respectively that satisfy the following two condi-
tions.

(1) The operators D,,, L and L obey the commutation rule, for some ¢ € F(Hom(E, E)),
D,L=LD, —o.

(2) The operators & :=0—L : I'(E) - IN(E) and Z:=0-L: M(E) — [(E) are zeroth order
operators, i.e. % and Z are section in M(End E) and M(End E), provided m is compatible with
the Levi-Civita connection.

In geometrically natural situations, we have ¢ = 0 or p € F'(Hom(E, E)) is of zeroth order.
Under those assumptions, Driver and Thalmaier [ I can prove derivative formulae for the
heat semigroup in the general setting of vector bundles using martingale methods. For a detailed
discussion we refer the reader to [ l. Let us note two important examples.

Example 3.1. The exterior bundle of total forms E = A T"M — M with its natural connection
i k
Vi=VATM .= @@V TM
k=0

and Clifford action ¢ : TM — End(AT*M), c(@)f := a A — af B. The Hodge Laplacian A is
related to the horizontal Laplacian O by the Weitzenbdck formula

A=0-@, (3.)
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where Weitzenbock curvature operator # € N(End Q- (M)) is a symmetric field of endomorph-
isms. Acting on k-forms, the field of endomorphisms is specified again by an index

(k) . _
FY = Rk g

In particular, note that 2V = Ric and &' = 0. Moreover, it can be written explicitly (cf. e.g.
[ , Lemma A7), for any orthonormal basis (e;); <<

.%(k) = Z R(e,, ek)(e? A .)(ek - .)’
k=1

where R(e;, ¢;) is the curvature tensor acting on k-forms (cf. [ , Lemma A.9]). Then
D,=D.=d+8, L=L=A, m=c and o0=0.

In particular, for E := /\k T*M and E := /\k+1 T*M, then o0=0 with

D,=d|y. L=-a% L=a%D  g=9b F=x*D  maep)=anrp.

If instead E := A*™' T*M, then again ¢=0 but with

D=8y L=a® L=aA%D  @=9® F=x Y  maep=-@"-p.

Example 3.2 (] , cf. Proposition 2.15]). Let E=T*M ® E and m = idg. For D,, = V and given
% € End E, we set

R =Ric" ®1; — 2R - +11.,, ® & € [End E), (3.2)

0=V -RE+VEYEG c M(Hom(E, E)), (33)

where RE denotes the Riemannian curvature tensor to V on E and
Ric" € M(End T*M)

denotes the transpose of the Ricci curvature tensor Ric € M(End TM) on M, and for any 5 € EX,
veT, M, a € E,, (¢) an orthonormal frame for T, M,

(RE %) (v) := iRE(v, epn(e;),
(V-REa) (v) := i V. RE(e;, v)a,
i=1
(VRa) (v) = (V,R)a.
Choosing m =id, for L :=0 - &, L =0- &, it follows that o0 € F(Hom(E, E)).
Next, we introduce the stochastic representation of the semigroup. To this end, recall that

e E. - Ey is the parallel transport along our diffusion X, = X,(x) started at x € M. We
define the linear operators on E,_ and E,, respectively,

Ry, =UE ' RIE and Ry = UE) R IE
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along the paths of X(x) in the following way: Via the stochastic parallel transport we get to a
random point on the tangent space at X, and apply the curvature (in case k = 1 just Ric and
E = TM) considered as a linear transformation. Then we parallel transport back to where the
diffusion started. Thus, we get a linear mapping E, — E, which now depends on random, i.e.

IE yE!

EXY '%X

1

Let @, be the End(E,)-valued, and (Et the End(E,)-valued respectively, pathwise solutions to the
ordinary differential equations

d 1 .
a@, = —Ez%//’Qt, @0 = ldEx’
d= lg= = .
a@, = —5%”1@,, @0 = ldE .

(3.4)

The composition @+/*~! maps from a random point X, back to the starting point x and is called
the (inverse) damped parallel transport along the paths of X (x).

Let &, and &, be two Hilbert spaces. By L(# |, #,) we denote the space of all bounded
operators P : |, — J,. For any q € [1, ), the operator P is a Schatten operator of class ¢
if tr|P*P|q < oo. For g = 1 the operator P is trace class and for ¢ = 2 the operator P is in the
Hilbert-Schmidt class. Given two metric vector bundles E, E over M and a bounded operator

P e Z(M2(M,E),T2(M, E))

such that there exists a corresponding jointly smooth integral kernel p(x, y) of P
M x M 3 (x,y) = p,(x,y) € Hom (Ey,Ex) :

the uniquely determined map such that we have

Pa(x) = IM p(x, y)a(y) vol,(dy).
Then P is Hilbert-Schmidyg, if

H |p(x, »)I vol,(dx) vol,(dy) < co.
MxM

In particular, it is well-known [ I that Hilbert-Schmidt operators and the product of a bounded
operator with some Hilbert-Schmidt operator are compact, and that the product of two Hilbert-
Schmidt class operators is trace class.

Given a potential w : M — C, the Feynman-Kac semigroup

PYf(x):=E (e_% Jo wXstondr ¢ x s(x))]l{s<C(x)}>
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acts on (bounded) measurable functions f on M. Further, let % = ¢,,,,(®%), i.e.
RE(x) := min {(R.v,v),veE,,|v|=1}.

By uniform continuity, Z% is a continuous function on M. By Gronwall’s inequality,

<exp (—% JS@E(X,(x»dr) :
0

where ||, is the usual operator norm. Then, we have the following probabilistic representation
of the semigroup, for all s > 0 and every x € M,

Pla(x) = J PE(x, () vol,(dy) = E <@S//f’_1a(Xs(x))]l {Km)}) for all a e [ (E),
M

. . RE . . S
provided the scalar semigroup P~ |a| (x) < oo. In particular, we get semigroup domination
'%E
|Pfa()] < P lal ().

The existence of the Feynman-Kac semigroup will be essential to prove the Bismut-type formulae
below (cf. Theorem 3.7 and Theorem 3.8). To ensure the finiteness of the Feynman-Kac semigroup,
we therefore always assume that @E € K(M) is in the Kato class:

Definition 3.3 (Kato class). Let w : M — C be a measurable function. Then w is said to be in
the contractive Dynkin class D(M) (also extended Kato class), if there is a 7 > 0 with

1
sup J E (Liy<cen) |wX(x))]) ds < 1,
xeM JO

and w is in the Kato class K(M), if

t
iy sup | E (Lgsegiy [0(X,00]) d5 =0,

Remark 3.4. (i) The Kato class K(M) plays an important rdle in the study of Schrédinger op-
erators and their associated semigroups, cf. [ . The contractive Dynkin class D(M)
appears in [ ] to study properties of semigroups associated to Schrodinger operators.
In the case of a non-compact manifold it is well-known that there are many technical diffi-
culties with the behaviour of the potentials at co. The Kato class defines a sufficiently rich
class of potentials for which we can still expect the Feynman-Kac formula to make sense
pointwise not only vol-a.e. x, but forall x € M.

(i) In particular (cf. [ , Remark V1.2.]), in the Euclidean space R™, we get LY(R™) c K(R™),
form>2and g > % Then it is well-known, that the Coulomb potential |)1f_| is in K(RY).

(iii) Clearly, the classes depend on the Riemannian structure of M and we have
K(M) c D(M).

In view of those implications and since it is more common to work with Kato classes, we note
that in what follows all assumptions may be relaxed from K(M) to D(M).



-21

Lemma 3.5 ([ , Lemma VI.8.]). For any w € K(M) andy > 1, there is ¢, = c,(w) > 0, such that

sup E (]l{t<c(x)}ej<;|w(xx(x))|ds> <ye’r < o0, forall > 0. (3-5)
xeM

Remark 3.6. The previous Lemma 3.5 can be elaborated in the case of potentials in the Dynkin

class (cf. [ , Lemma VI1.8.]), namely: For any w € D(M) there are ¢, = ¢, (w) > 0, for k € {1,2},
such that
sup E (]l{t<§(x)}ej(;|“’(xs("))|d5) < ce'? < oo, forall +>0.
xeM
Following the ideas of [ 1, we will write out the Bismut-type formulae derived for the special

cases in Example 3.1 and Example 3.2.

From now on, let E := \ T*M and, to shorten notation, we set & := RNT M,

By [ , Theorem 6.1]I, we get immediately the following Bismut-type derivative formulae.

Theorem 3.7. Let a € Q2(M) and R~ € K(M). Then for any v € \ T, M, we have the following
Bismut-type formulae:

((dPsa)x’ U) =-E <//s_1a(Xs(x))]l{s<C(x)}’ @S J @;l(dBr - @rer)> > (3-6)
0

(®P),,v) = -E <//;1a<Xs<x>>ﬂ{s<ax>}, @‘[ @;'(dB, A @,m) : (37)
0

where
o Tp < {(x) is the first exit time of X from an open relatively compact neighbourhood D of the
point x,
« dB := /"' « dX(x) is a Brownian motion in T, M, i.e. the associated anti-development of the

Brownian motion X (x),

* (£,),c(0.5] is any adapted process in \ T, M with absolutely continuous paths such that for for all
sufficiently small € > 0

172

(s—e)ATp .
[E(J |2,] dr> <o and  fy=v,
0

=0 forall r> (s —e) Az(x, 7).

r

If, in addition, a € Q 2(M) is bounded on this neighbourhood, we may take € = 0.

Note the remarkable facts in the formula above that curvature only enters locally around a
point x and there is no derivative on the righthand side. Moreover, the process { may be chosen
nicely, as long as it starts in v and is zero when the process X exits from some relatively compact
neighbourhood D of x.

Next, we prove a covariant Bismut-type formula in the setting of Example 3.2. In the proof,
we briefly outline the strategy and refer the reader to Driver and Thalmaier [ Istudying the
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theory in full generality, namely on vector bundles, for all the details. Their idea is to define a
suitable martingale, say N, and stay on the Jocal martingale level as long as possible. One then
shows that N is indeed a martingale and takes expectations at times s = 0 and s = tA 7, recalling
that a true martingale has constant expectations thus EN, = EN,,,. Note that this method solely
involves the geometry and applies especially in the case of non-compact manifolds.

Theorem 3.8. Suppose a € Q>(M), B~ eK(M) and é € Ef = T.M ® AT, M. Let ({,),c0 a
bounded adapted process with absolutely continuous paths in AT,M such that

(s—e)ATtp 15 12 12 . .
E ( 0 |t dr) <ooandly =&, =0 forallr> (s —¢€) Aty and for all sufficiently small
e > 0. Then,

(Ve a(x),&) = ~E (@ ;" a(X ()L yerop Ul (3:8)
where

Ul = J @B, »G.1)+ J (@,)"o, @1, dr,
0 2Jo ’
0y, 1= 7 0 Il with ¢ given by (3.3), @ and @ are defined by (3.4) and & by (3.2).

Proof. According to [ , Proposition 3.2 & Theorem 3.7], the process
Nt = (5,//;1VeA“—’)/?a(X,(x)),fz,) — (@17 A2 a(X (x)), UY)

is a local martingale. The existence of the scalar semigroup is provided by semigroup domination
and the assumption £~ € K(M):

o
|Péa()| < P lal (x) < co.

Thus, by the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, N! is a true martingale and evaluating at the
times r = 0 and r = t A7 and taking expectations, we get by the martingale property [ENoe =EN}

SAT?
(Ve Ra(x), &) = —E (@ /512" a(X , (x), UL,,) . (3.9)
Note that, by the strong Markov property,
Qs/\r//s_/\lr (Ps—s/\ra) (Xpe(x) = EF e (@s//;la(Xs(x))]]'{S<C(X)}) >
which is by definition a bounded & ,,-measurable random variable. Hence,
(Ve*Ra(x), &) = —E (@ /5" a(X ()L s<r(x)> Usne) -
See also [ , p- 82fland [ ] for the technical details. [ ]

From now on, set D := B(x, R) to be a ball with small radius, say R = 1, and we define

K(x) :=max {(&(v).v) : ve AT,M,|v| =1,y €B(x,D}, (3.10)
K(x) :=min {(92(0), V) ivE /\TyM, lv] =1,y € B(x, 1)}. (3.1)
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Theorem 3.9. let a € Q>(M) and &~ € K(M). Then, for all s > 0,

|(dPS0()X|2 < Y(x, s)P(x, s) ||a||gzL2(M) , (3.12)
|6P.a),|* < Wex )P, ) lallf ) (313)
where
Y(x,s) := é exp | D(y,c,(£), c;/q)s + <7r\ [(m—1)K(x)~ + 72(m+5) + (K(x) + E(x))_> %] ,
(3-14)

and the finite constant D depends on the constant ¢,(%") in (3.5) and the constant c, from the
Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality.

Proof. We first assume the form « to be real-valued. By Gronwall’s inequality, we have

N
|@s|op S exp <—% J E(Xr(X))dr> for all s> 0.
0
and hence
@, » < K52 | @7 |0p <eK®2  pas on (s<(x, D). (3.15)

Let g € [2, o0). By a proper choice of the Cameron-Martin space valued process £, it is well-known

how to estimate the second factor (cf. [ , Proof of Corollary 5.1], [ , Remark 3.2, [ D),
for some ve AT, M,
sael) , PRRLE) 1 .
l<lel, |E <J 1t d’”) < —eC A RE IRy, (316)
: Vs

o ’ ) 2R 4R2 ’

By the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, we get

_ s q
< ¢, et KHK S q |€,|2dr> ' (317)
0

By Lemma 3.5, for any y > 1, there is a constant ¢, = ¢,(2") such that

2q
E

J G;'(dB, - @,1,)
0

sup E (]]_{S<§(x)}ejg|2_(XS(X))|dS) < yescr < 0. (3]8)
xeM

Now, we can estimate as follows. Let |v| < 1, then using Holder and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

q] /g

plip 2q 1129 P S\
< [E | 0N L scgeon]] [[E (le| 1{s<§(x)})] E <L Q. (dB, - @,e,)>

|dPya), | < [E|a(X,6N1 cren]’] " [[E

N
Q1 is<c) L @;'(dB, -~ @,

1/(29)

(318) 1/p /g (K+K)"s2 TR e
<) [ O] v o2 e (| Pr) |
: 0

(316)
<e

< V¥ 9 /D, ) llrllg o -

C, (y,cwc;’q)s + (K+K)7s2 oCm.2q.RK)s/2 ;—112 U

1/p
P20, p) la)l? volg(dy)]
M
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where W(x, s) is given by (3.14). In particular, for p = 2 = g the result follows.

By an analogous calculation, we obtain the estimate (3.13). Since complexifications are norm
preserving, the proof is complete. [ |

Using similar techniques as in the Proof of the previous theorem, we can show the following
estimate. We recall that R denotes the Riemannian curvature tensor, cf. Example 3.2 above.

Theorem 3.10. Lleta € Q2(M)and R~ € K(M). Then, forallé e T.M @ AT, M and s > 0,

2 -
(VP )|” < 161 B, )00k, 9) llallg ) (319)
where

B(x,s) 1= eD(}’,C},(zi),c;/lI)S + (K()+K(x)) " s/2 [ eCmK(x)7)s/2 =172 rg?xl) [VR()| s]
YEB(X,

(3.20)
=Y(x,s)+ s ?¥(x,s) max |[VR()|,
Y€EB(x,1)

and the finite constant D depends on the constant c,(%") in (3.5) and the constant c, from the
Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality.

Proof. We first assume the form « to be real-valued. Set

N N
Us’z = J @r_l(dBr O @r@r) + %J @r—lo//r@rer ds = Egl) + %EEZ)’
0 0

where we define processes
N N
¢ =] @)'er -Gl and = | @) l0, Gy, s
0 0

Then ¢V is a continuous local martingale and (») is a continuous process of finite variation. As
in the previous Proof of Theorem 3.9, we find

1/2q)

sAT(x,1) . q 1 _
e <lel,  |E bl dr < —eCmaRE DR ]
.
0 \/E

Again using Gronwall’s inequality we get (3.15), and by
lo(X;())| € max Jo(y)| < max |[VR(p)|  P-as on {s<z(x,1)}, (3.21)
yeB(x,1) yeB(x,1)
we have

E

s
J @S_IO//S@S(ZS ds
0

< eKHKYTS2 ay |VR()| s |€] .- (3:22)
yeB(x,1)
By Lemma 3.5, for any y > 1, there is a constant ¢, = ¢,(#") such that
sup E (]].{t<§(x)}ej(§|2_(xs(x))|ds) < yeSCV < 0.
xeM

As in the proof of Theorem 3.9, a similar calculation shows, using Holder’s inequality and the
elementary inequality (a + b)° < 2¢7 1@t + b°),

|(VPa(x),&)| = |E (17 a(X (D)L s @5 U )|
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<2 |[E (//S_IC((XS(X))]]-{S<§(x)}’ @se_(vl/\)‘L')

+ |[E (//S_la(XS(X))]l{Kg(x)}’ @SEFY%\)T>

Up 1 \97V4 2 \4114
< [E X 0L g0y |’ <2 [[E <Qs1{s<§<x)}’3§/\)r> ] + [[E (@sl{s<§(x)}e(s/\)'r> ]

N q711/Q29)
1/ Ug (K+K)~ P |2
<161 [E (1al” XN gy )] ey " <2 ([ ere)]
0

+s max |VR
yeB(x’l)I 62

1/q e — -
< |&] ePTered s + K+E) s/Z[GC(m,2q,R,§ )52 =172 | < HBI?XU |VR(y)|> s]x
yeB(x,

1/p
x H P20 y) la)I? volg<dy>]
M

<1V EGx, 9) YD, 9) el ar) -

where E(x, ) is given by (3.20).

In particular, for p = 2 = g the result follows. Since complexification is norm preserving, the
Proof is complete. [ |

In the remaining part of this section, we will make use of Theorem 3.10 and derive similar
estimates for the exterior derivative and codifferential transformed by the smooth vector bundle
morphism &, , defined in (2.4). The key observation will be Proposition 3.15 showing how to
estimate the transformed codifferential 8, (with respect the metric g) applied to the semigroup
in terms of covariant derivative V& of g applied to the semigroup. In addition, using Lemma 2.8,
a direct consequence is an analogous result (cf. Corollary 3.18) in terms of the new metric, i.e.
for the transformed codifferential 8, (with respect the metric &) applied to the semigroup.

To this end, we will make use of the well-known metric descriptions of the exterior derivative
d and the codifferential 8, (with respect the metric g), namely:

Lemma 3.1 ([ , Lemma 4.3.4]). Letey,... e, (Where m = dim M) be a local orthonormal frame
for T.M (x € M) and €', ... €™ be its dual coframe, i.e. € (e;) = 5. Then

m m
d=) £AVi and 8,=-) ¢ Vi (3.23)
i=1 i=1

For the remainder of this section, let g,h € MetrM, g ~ h,and & := &, , be the smooth vector
bundle morphism defined by (2.4).

Proposition 3.12. Let a € Q2(M) and R~ € K(M). Then, for any orthonormal frame (e, for
T, M (x € M) and dual coframe (¢')™ ,, we decompose

i=1"

m
d#'?Pa)y=) (€ AVEPacd"> + APao(VEd"?)).

i=1
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Proof. From (3.23), we get for any n € Q(M)
m m
d(dl/zf’[) — d(?’] o -9{1/2) — Z 6[ A Vgin o dl/Z + Z (‘;J Afo Vgidl/z,
i=1 i=1

where (¢,)” | denotes an orthonormal frame for T, M (x € M) and (¢)/" the dual coframe. In
particular, for n = P,a the claim follows. |

Corollary 3.13. Lleta € Q2(M) and &~ € K(M). Then,

_ 2 —_
|~ P d( 2P (5Zh(x) +E(x, s)) O(x, 5) el ar) - (3.24)

Proof. By Theorem 3.10, we have

2 2

Ve Py e 2|7 < Cm) [ ()| B, $)0Cx. 9) lltllgy )

and, combined with Lemma 3.5 and Lemma 2.4,

2 2

|Psa ° (Vfi'dlﬂ)' <C(m,y, Cys s) |ngl/2(x)|g D(x, s) ||a||522L2(M)
2
S |26y, (0Cx. 5) llallg, -

Thus the claim follows:

|t~ 2d( P Py 5 |00 | 20| <5Zh(x) +E(x, s)) O(x,s) llallg , ar) - |

Remark 3.14. By a similar calculation the estimate also holds if we interchange the rdles of o'
and &2 in the previous Corollary 3.13.

Proposition 3.15. Llet a € Q2(M) and R~ € K(M). Then, for any orthonormal basis (e;); for T, M
(x € M), we decompose

m m
8, (A'Pa)y==) e~ (ViPa)o "> = e 2 Pao(Vid'"?). (3.25)
i=1 i=1

Proof. Letn € Q(M) be arbitrary and (e¢;)"" | an orthonormal basis for T, M (x € M). By definition
of the codifferential, (3.23) in Lemma 3.1 above, we get

8 (AP == e = Vi(A'")

i=1
=) (e~ (Vi) + e, = (V5 P))) .
i=1
In particular, if we set n = P,a(x), then the following equalities hold:

m m
D e (Y Pa) Z = (VS Pa) o A2
i=1 i=1

and

Y e (VEA)Pa) =Y e Pae (VEA?). .

i=1 i=1
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Corollary 3.16. let « € Q >(M) and &~ € K(M). Then,
- 2 -
| ”26g(&1”2PSa(X)) s (QZ,,(X) + E(x, S)) D(x, s) ||Ol||§2L2(M)- (3.26)
Proof. By Theorem 3.10 we have

2
< Cm | ") B, )0, 9 lald  ar,

m

Z = (Vi Pa)o o'

and, combined with Lemma 3.5 and Lemma 2.4,
le; = Pyao (VE")|* < Clm,y,c,. ) |Vg&11/2(x)|§(l>(x, 9 lalid, o,
< |"200| 67,000, ) llall -
Thus the claim follows:
|28 (' PyaC)|” 5 |00 | 2(0)| <5Zh(x) +E(x, s)) ©(x, 5) lallf, (v n

Remark 3.17. By a similar calculation the estimate also holds if we interchange the rdles of !>
and "2 in the previous Corollary 3.16.

Finally, we obtain a similar estimate for the transformed codifferential §, (with respect the
metric h) applied to the semigroup. As we can express §, in terms of 8, using Lemma 2.8, we
want to emphasise that the fibrewise norm and the involved quantities are taken with respect
to the metric g.

Corollary 3.18. Let a € Q2(M) and R~ € K(M). Then,

_ 2 —
|at"8, (st PaG) [ < <5Zh(x) +E,(x, s)) (5, 9) 2l a1 ) (327)

Proof. By Lemma 2.8, recall that
8u1) = ™ (8,(m) — @log p)'s =, () forall 5 € Qew(M),
so that
(d”zﬁhd‘“z)(n) — g2 <6g(d”2a) — (dlog p)ug Sy (d1/2,1)> '
Using Proposition 2.12 combined with Lemma 2.5, in addition
4 |(dlog p)fs wl’zn)\g < Cm) |12 |7 IVEA| |2 Inl

< Cm) |2 |71 ) |V = V5|, | Il
<Cm) |V = V], Il -

Finally, combined with Corollary 3.16,
- 2 -
|d1/25h(z97 1/2psa(x))|g < (5zh(x) + E,(x, s)) D, (x,5) ||a||§2L2(M’g)

which proves the claim. [ |
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4 Main results

Since we assume M to be geodesically complete, we can restrict ourselves to smooth compactly
supported differential forms. Using the common abuse of notation, the unique realisations of
the exterior derivative d, the codifferential 8, and Hodge Laplacian A, will be denoted by the
same symbol.

In addition, we define the operators

(PH)gsp 1= A Pf)yg € L(Q2(M, 8),Q2(M, g)),
(ﬁf)s>0 = (8gPSg)5>O C g(QLZ(M’ g)’ QLZ(M’ g))7

»g.h —

(P¥ N0 1= U d 1 P50 € Z(Q2(M, 8), Q2(M, 8)),
58.h —

(P¥ 550 1= Ugn8g I P iso € L(Q2(M, 8), Q2(M, g)).

Let p5(x,y), po(x.y), p5"(x,y) and 3¥"(x, y) be the corresponding jointly smooth integral kernel
of P¢, PE, P*" and P*", respectively. For example, recall that this implies [  Theorem 11.1.]
that

(0,00) x M x M 3 (5,X,) = p(x,y) € Hom (A T;M, A TiM)

is the uniquely determined map such that we have
Péa(x) = J P(x, ma(y) vol,(dy) forall s>0, a € Q2(M,g), xe M.
M

By Riesz’ representation theorem, the next result follows from the gradient estimates, Theorem
3.9, for the exterior derivative and the codifferential.

Theorem 4.1. For every g € MetrM, (s, x) € (0, 00) X M, we have

J |50x )| Vol (dy) < W, (x, )P, (x, 5), (41)

|

By Riesz’ representation theorem, the next result follows from the estimates in Corollaries 3.13,

B, )| Vol (dy) < W, (x, )0, (x, 5). (42)

3.16 and 3.18 for the transformed exterior derivative and for the transformed codifferential with
respect to g, and A, respectively.

Theorem 4.2. For every g € MetrM, (s, x) € (0, 00) X M, we have

( 2
| [Pt y)|g voly (@) 5 (87,00 + E,(x.9) ) @ (x, ), (43)
( 2
| [t y)|g voly (@) 5 (87,00 + E,(x.9) ) @,(x, ), (4.4)
( 2
| [t y)|g voly (@) 5 (87,00 + E,(x.9) ) @, (x, ). (45)

We can now state the main result on the existence and completeness of the wave operators
W, (A, A,, T) implying the corresponding spectra to coincide.
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Theorem 4.3. let g,h € MetrM, g ~ h, and assume that there exists C < oo such that |5gvh| <C
and for both v € {g, h}, we have || € K(M) and

Jmax {5g’h(x), 5 1) + Eq(x,5), W, (x. s)} ®,(x, s)vol,(dx) < o0,  somes>0.  (4.6)

Then the wave operators

W (A Ay, I, ) = s-lime™ T, e™"5eP, (A,)

t—+o00

exist and are complete. Moreover, W_..(A;,, A, I, ) are partial isometries with initial space ran P, (A,)
and final space ranP,.(A,), and we have c,.(A,) = 6,.(A,).

The proof of Theorem 4.3 will be given in Section 5.

In the special case of for 0-forms, i.e. functions, and the Hodge Laplacian acting on 0-forms
is the Laplace-Beltrami operator. Recall that the Weitzenbdck curvature endomorphism % on
1-forms is given by the Ricci curvature, 2" = Ric. Then we get the following result similar to
the main result of [ , Theorem Al.

Corollary 4.4. Let g,h € MetrM, g ~ h, and assume that the function 5:,;; is bounded, and for some
s € (0,00) and both v € {g, h} satisfy (4.6). Let —A, > 0 be the unique self-adjoint extensions of
the Laplace-Beltrami operator for v € {g, h}. Then the wave operators W.(=A,,—A,, I) exist and are
complete. Moreover, W_(=A,, —A,, I) are partial isometries with initial space ranP,.(—=A,) and final
space ranP, (=A,), and we have 6,.(=A)) = 6,.(=A,).

5 Proof of the main result

The next Lemma shows assumption (2) in the Belopol’skii-Birman theorem A.3. As we will see in
its proof, it therefore necessary for the potentials &, € K(M) to be in the Kato class, not only
R, € K(M), forv e {g, h}.

We denote by q, the nonnegative closed sesquilinear form corresponding to A,, i.e.
q,(@) = (A,a,a) = |D,a||} with domgq, = dom /A, for any v € {g, h).

Lemma 5.1. Let g,h € MetrM, g ~ h, and assume that there exists C < oo such that |5gvh| < Cand
for both v € {g, h}, we have || € K(M). Then

I, ,domq, = domg,,.

Proof. Note that, for any v € {g,h}, domq, is the closure of compactly supported forms
Qe (M, v) with respect to the Dirac graph norm

172
a- (||a||‘2, + ”Dux”i) .

Moreover let qV be the nonnegative closed sesquilinear form corresponding to the horizontal
Laplacian 0, = —(V")*V", ie. q\(a) = (Oya,a), = ||Vva||% with dom(q)) its natural domain of
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definition. Recall that by the Weitzenbdck formula, we thus have the relation
A=0-2,.

As the Weitzenbock curvature term &, is in the Kato class, by | , Lemma VI1.4.] the corres-
ponding form domains

dom q, = domqY
coincide. To this end, it suffices to show that
I dom qg = dom qZ.
For all compactly supported « € Qc=(M, g), we write

vh(Ia) — Vh(d—l/Za) — Vh&f_l/z(a) + d—l/tha
= (Vh _ Vg) &1—1/2((1) + vgd—l/Z(a) + d—l/z (vh _ Vg) a+ d—l/nga.

Moreover,

(Vi Vi) 712, = [of' (V% - V%) a7,
<[of'| |V - V4, o~

and

=2 (Vi = V)l = [V = V&,

Thus we can estimate as follows, with a constant D < oo that might change from line to line,
IV a)|? = JM V(e 2|} dvol,
= JM |(V" = V&) ™ (a) + VEL ™2 (@) + L2 (V" = VE) (@) + .gr“zvgaﬁ dvol,,
< DJ'M < (V" = V) ™2 (@)} + | Vot~ P()| +
|12 (V" = V&) (@) + |2 V5l )pg’h dvol,
< DJ'M ( |t (V" - V&) ()] + | Vet~ P[] +
(V" = V&) @)} + | V¥al? >dvolg
<0 (162 |97 = Ve a2 ol o 2 P 29 = V5 +
V" = Ve[ Jal2 + Va2 )dvolg

< DJ' (|vh — Vel jal? + |vga|§,) dvol,
M
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\Y 2 2
< DJ'M (”5&””00 lalg + |Vga|g) dvol,
< D (Ilal2 + 1VEal?)

using the elementary inequality (a + b)° < 2¢71(a 4+ b°) multiple times and that 5" is bounded by
assumption.

Hence, we arrive at the estimate
2 2 2 2
el + (V" 1all, < € (llall? + 1V5al1?)
proving
I'domgq, c domgq,.

Since 17! = Ig‘,ll = I, and the arguments above are symmetric in g and A, this shows the

claim. |
Next, we denote by |-| : C — R the absolute value function and by sgn : C — C the sign-
function with sgn(0) = 1. We note that [ 1if P is normal operator (e.g. positive or diagon-

alisable), we get the (pointwise) polar decomposition P = | P| (sgn P), where |P|(x) = |P(x)| > 0
and |sgn P(x)| = 1, and where | P|(x) is a non-negative endomorphism and sgn P(x) is unitary.
More precisely, by the spectral theorem choosing f(4) := ||, we have an endomophism

FPx) : AT"M - ANT"M
giving rise to a decomposition
P(x) = |P(x)|sgn P(x) : AT"M - AT"M.
For the proof of Theorem 4.3, we now introduce sections
Sen M =R

- o1
Sea() = pga(0)'™ = py p(0)712 = 2sinh 2 log(py (X)),

S;n: M —End(AT*M)
801 (0) 1= (Pep(OH gy N = (py 4(X) S 4(x)) > = 2sinh % 10g(p (), (X)),

A

Sg,h;v 1Q0L(M,v) = Q(M,v)

& PN 12

S na(x) 1= 8, ()| a(x),

Ugp  Q2(M,8) — Q2(M, h)

U pa(x) 1= ol ()" a(x),

0, 1 Q2(M,g) = Q (M, h)

0, 40(x) 1= (p () ()™ Pa(x),

Uyt Q2(M,g) —» Q(M, h)
U, pa(x) := (sgn S, ,(0)(pg h ()L ;4 ()" Pa(x).
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By quasi-isometry, g ~ h, the operators §g’h;v, U o l:lg’h and Gg,h are bounded. Moreover, we
get the pointwise estimate [ , Lemma 3.3, [ , (41)]
Lemma 5.2. We have the pointwise estimate
max {|S, ;)| Omax (|Sen®)|)} < 8,4(x)  forall xe M. (51)

Proof. We write p = p, , and o = &, , for short. By definition, we have
a _ . 1
[Scal = [0 = (pt) 2| = 2sinh | log(pat)|.

and the it eigenvalue of log(p&) is given by

" log A
—Z g k+10g/1,-.
= 2

If we choose kg such that |log 4 | = maxy [log 4|, then

m

log 4 m
—Z > + log 4; <3|log/lk0

k=1
Hence,
. Cm
Omax (|Sg.n|) < 2sinh 7 log A, | = 6, 4(x),
justifying the definition of 6, ,. A similar calculation shows the assertion for S, ;. |

The following Lemma provides the trace class operator required in the decomposition formula
in assumption (4) of the Belopol’skii-Birman Theorem A.3.

Lemma 5.3. Let g,h € MetrM, g ~ h. We define the unbounded operator
TE" QL (M, g) — Q2(M, h)
B shesr B 5 NN TP T S NP < <h,
TS 1= (B0, , Pf — (B U, , PE" + (PEN* 0, , PE — (B]Y*U, , B¢
he 11 & g g
- b sg,h;hUg,hsg,h;gPs/zAgPs/z'

Then we get, for a; € dom A, a, € dom A, and s > 0,
<02,ng’ha1>h = (Apay, PMIP{a; ), — (ap, P/ IP{Agay ), .

Proof. First note that
d>=0 and & =0. (5.2)

Since A, is essentially self-adjoint, for ve{g,h}, we can assume a € Qc=(M, g) and
@, € Qcx(M, h) to be compactly supported. Then

(Dpay, PITPEay)y, — (o, PPIPS Ay ),

= (A Play, TPfay ), — (A T ' Play, Piay ), — (Play, (I = (1)) PEAey ),



=—((d +8))Pl'a,(d +8)IPia; ), + ((d +8)I ' Play, (d +8,)Piay ),
—(Play, (1 =U7)) PiAgay),

C _(dPlay,d1PSa;), — (8,Play, 8,1 PSay),
+(dI""Play, d Pia, ), + (8,17 ' Pl'ay, 8, Piay),
— (Play, (I - (I™)") PiAay ), .

Let us treat the terms separately. For the last term in (5.3),

(Rshaz, (I -1 PsgAga1>h

=| (Play, (7' = (o7 ™) PEA ) ) d ol
JM

= <Psha2, (1- p_l) d_l/zPsgAgal > dvol,
JM

= <Pshtx2,§g,hp_1/2.91_1/2PsgAga1>dvolh
Im

= | (P18, cand, a8,
IM

PS‘gAga1> dvol,

he ) & g g
<a2, PySg nnUgnSe.ng PonBe P >h :

For the first and third term involving the exterior derivative d, we get
(dI7'Play.d Pia,), — (d Play. d IPfay),
= (Ud I YPlay, (17"y*d Pfa,), — (d Play, IU7'd D Pay),
= <133h’ga2, I~Y*d Pa, >h - <d Pla,, Iﬁsg’hal >h
= (. (B ()" d Play - @PIY TP )
- J <a2, (P2y* p~L g ~12d PEa; — (d Py =2 pEP g, ) dvol,,
- <a2, ((ﬁf’g)*ﬂg,hd Pé—(d Pf)*ug,hﬁf’h) a >h
= (. (B 0P = (BIYU P ) )
Similarly, for the codifferential 8,
(8,17 Play, 8, Pia;), — (8,Play, 8,1 P{a;),
= (U8, I VPlay, (I7")*8,Piay), — (8, Play, II7'8, )Py ),
- <Pf’ha2,(1_l)*8hPfa1>h - <8hPSha2,1PSh’gal>h
= (an. (BE")"0, 8, PF = 84 PI" U B ) )
= (. (BE"Y 0, B = (B U B ) oy )

We are finally in the position to proof our main result.
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Proof of Theorem 4.3. We check the assumptions of the Belopol’skii-Birman theorem A.3.

Since g ~ h, the operator I = I, is well-defined and bounded and has a bounded inverse
I'= I, ., so (1) follows. By Lemma 5.1, also assumption (2) is satisfied.

Recalling that by (2.14), I;h = /’g,hlg_},' we see that the operator (I*I — 1)e**s has the integral

kernel

[(I*T = Des®s] (x, ) = (pg — 1) P5(x, )

12

= pg’h(sgn Sg.n) |Sg,h|l/2

|Sg,h|l/2 Pf(x, »).

Thus by Lemma 3.5 again, for some s > 0,
J 11 = D] G | vol @) < [| 28] IS pr(x, 2 vl (dy)
<C(ric,,s) ”pﬁsg,hHm S| @y, ) J P50 x, y) vol (dy),
and we arrive at the Hilbert-Schmidt estimate
” |[(I*I - l)eSAg] (x, y)|2v01g(dy) vol,(dx) S Jég’h(x)Qg(x, s) vol,(dx) < co.

So, the operator (I*I — 1)e*s is Hilbert-Schmidt, hence compact, proving assumption (3).

Finally, we prove (4). Using Lemma 5.3 it remains to show that T#" is trace class. Since
the product of Hilbert-Schmidt operators is trace class, we prove that the operators PY, P, for
ve{g h}, and P&" PE" B are Hilbert-Schmidt. Recall that 5*(x, y), 5*(x. ), 55" (x, ), 55" (x. »)
and ¢ (x, y) are the corresponding jointly smooth integral kernel of P!, P}, PR pEN and B,
respectively.

Then, by (4.1),

H |y (x. y)|3 vol, (dy) vol (dx) < J ¥ (x, )@, (x, s) vol,(dx)

and, by (4.2),

H |ﬁ;(x, y)|3 vol, (dy) vol, (dx) < J Y, (x, s)®,(x, s) vol, (dx)

So similarly, we have by (4.3)

. ) ,
P y)‘g vol ,(dy) vol,(dx) S ((SZh(x) +E,(x, s)) @, (x, 5) vol (dx)

and by (4.4)

2
5 y)‘g vol ,(dy) vol,(dx) S <6Zh(x) +E,(x, s)) @, (x, 5) vol (dx)

Finally, by (4.5),

" 5 ~
P8 (x, y)|g vol,(dy) vol,(dx) S (6Zh(x) + E,(x, s)) @, (x, s) vol,(dx)

This completes the proof. u
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6 Applications and examples

6.1 Ricci flow

We first generalise a result, given in [ ], concerning the stability of the absolutely continuous
spectrum of a family of metrics evolving under a Ricci flow. Let therefore R, be the Riemannian
curvature tensor with respect to the metric g.

Corollary 6.1. Let S >0, A € R and assume that

(a) the family (g,)o<s<s C MetrM evolves under a Ricci-type flow
0,8 = ARicgg, forall 0<s< S

(b) the initial metric g, is geodesically complete

<C forall 0<s<S.
&s

(c) there is some C > 0 such that |Rg_| , |Vgs R,
s g_y N

We set, for all x € M,
M (x) := sup{|Ricgs(v,v)| 0<s<S,veT M, |U|g5 < 1},
My(x) := sup{ |v§s Ric, (u, w) + V& Ric, (v, w) + V5 Ric, (u, u)‘ L0<s<S,
w0, w € T M, fuly 1o, lwl,, <1},

Let B,(x, R) denote the open geodesic ball. If
1, (B, (x, 1)) inh (25 |4] M M 1, (d
Vo go( go(x, )" max {sm (Z | A 1(x)> , 2(x)} Vo go( x) < 00,

then o, (A, ) = 0,.(Ag ) forall0 < s < S.

Proof. The Ricci flow equation together with (a) implies that g, ~ g, for all 0 < s < .S and all g
are complete. Assumption (c) assures that E(x, s) is bounded. By the same arguments as in [ ,

Corollary B],
. m
5, 4 < sinh (ZS 14| Ml(x)>
and as in the proof of [ , Theorem 6.1]
8y g0 (X) < CMy(x)
and so the claim follows. |

6.2 Differential k-forms
We specify our main result, Theorem 4.3, to differential k-forms. Set
—(k) k
K, (x) := max { (92; )v,u> TvE /\kTy(M,g), loly =1,y € By(x, 1)} ,
. k
K%¥(x) 1= min { (gz(g )u,u> cve NFTU(M, g, [vl, = 1,y € B,(x, D)},

for the corresponding constants defined analogously to (3.10) and (3.11), respectively. Following
the same lines as the proof of our main result, Theorem 4.3, we get the following
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Corollary 6.2. Let g,h € MetrM, g ~ h, and assume that there exists C < oo such that |5gvh| <C
and that for both v € {g, h}, we have | %, | € K(M) and

Jmax{ (.87, 00 + B, 5), ¥, s)} @, (x,s)vol (dx) < o0,  somes>0, (6)

where
PO= o) = O (o A PO (, 5),
50 5y 1= B ) AE® T (x, 5),
with
WO G 2 D @) s + R KD )2 (ComK O si2 -1
and

EO%(x, 5) 1= POk, ) + PP (x,5) max VRO
yeB(x,1)

Forall 0 < k < m, let
k -
10 =18 ol (M, 0) » QM by, ar A AT (@)
be the bounded identification operator acting on k-forms. Then, for all 0 < k < m, the wave operators

w. (A(k) (k), I(k)) S- hm e”Ah Ie—lIAg PaC(A(k))

t—=+o00

exist and are complete. Moreover, Wi(A;lk),Ai,k), 1Y are partial isometries with initial space

ran P, (AY") and final space ran P, ('), and we have o,.(AY) = o,.(AY).

ac( ac(

Proof. We omit the metric in the notation. By similar calculations as in the proofs of Theorem
3.9 and Theorem 3.10, we see that for every a € Q’Ifz(M),

*) (k)+
(@O Pa),[* < PO (x, )P, 5) IIaIIQk LoD’

6% Pa), | < PO (x, 5)D(x, 5) ||06|| ok, )’

|(VPa, §)| max {207 (x, 5), B0 (x, 5)} D(x, 5) ||0‘||Qk L’

Noticing that

m m
=P a® and I= @ AR
k=0

the proof now follows the lines of the proof of our main result, Theorem 4.3. [ |
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6.3 Conformal perturbations
We study the important case of conformally equivalent metrics: Given a smooth function

v : M — R, we define peturbated metric by g, := e”¥ g. Note that g and g, are quasi-isometric,
if and only if y is bounded (cf. Example 2.7 above).

The bounded identification operator is now given by
I:= Tg’gw tQ(M,g) - Q2(M,g,)
—y(x)
Iy g, n0x) = eV ¥n(x).

Given a smooth function y on M, we define

P+

T .=

(m =201k 7.y € DOM AT M),

~
Il

0

m
. ~2k Oag A T*
VT = @e('n >W1/\kT*M e DOM; \NT*M).
k=0
Next, we collect some useful transformation rules for the conformal metric g,, in terms of g.
A standard reference for various invariants of conformal metric change in part (a) is [ , 1159

Theoreml.

Proposition 6.3. Lety : M — R be smooth.

(a) We have
C, .)fg’i —e 2 (9% forall ke{0,...,m) (6.2a)
dvol, = e"™dvol, (6.2b)
g, &= eV (0, @) for all « € Q'(M) (6.2¢)

VY = VY +dp(X)Y +dy(Y)X — (X,Y), grad,w  forall X,Y e Fco(TM)  (6.2d)
8,0 =c ¥ (Ba—7(dy)s o ) forall aeQ (M) (6.2¢)

(b) If w is bounded, then
s =emrt (63)

Remark 6.4. We note that the canonical musical isomorphisms ff and b between TM and T*M
do not agree for g and g,,.
Proof. (a) We show (6.2e). Using (6.2a) and (6.2b), for any 7, € Q“"1(M), 1, € QF(M),
(m-8e,m) = (m.e (8m + (m = 2p)y)s s ) )
W

8y

= <e(m—2(p—1))vl,11’e—2v15g,12>g + <e(m—2(p—1))ll/,,]1’e—2y/( m — 2p)(dy)fe r12>
g
= <d (e(m-zp)wm) ,,]2>g + <(m — 2p)e(m‘2”)"’111,(d1//)ﬂg . ’72>
g

— <e(m—2p)v/d,71,,72>g + <d (e(m—Zp)v/) Ay, ’72>g _ <(m _ 2p)e(’”_2p)"’dy/ ANy, ,12>g

= (dni, M)y, -
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(b) Follows from (2.14). |

Theorem 6.5. Llety : M — R be smooth with y bounded, and assume that g, g, € MetrM with

g, = e* g such that ‘5Zgw| < C for some C < oo and that for both v € {g. g, }, we have |, | € K(M)
and

J max {sinh |%y/(x)

87,0 + By, 5). ¥, (x. s)} ®,(x,5)vol,(dx) < co,  somes>0. (6.4)
Then the wave operators

. itA —itA
Wi(AgW, A, D)= Is;lig e Tt e ! $Puc(A,)

exist and are complete. Moreover, Wi(AgW, A, T)are partial isometries with initial space ran Pac(A)
and final space ran PaC(Agw), and we have 6,.(A,) = 0,.(A,).

Proof. Using Example 2.7, we have b, = 2 sinh% lw]| and

g~ 8, = yw bounded.

Hence the claim follows from our main result, Theorem 4.3. [ ]

Remark 6.6. By the same argument as in the Proof of Corollary 6.2, we can deduce Theorem 6.5
for the wave operators acting on k-forms but with appropriate localised constants respecting the
degree of the differential form (cf. Proof of Corollary 6.2 above).

6.4 Global curvature bounds

Let R, be the Riemannian curvature tensor with respect to the metric v € {g,h}. Then the
curvature operator

0, € 2© <M; N2 T*M)
is self-adjoint and uniquely determined by the equation
(QXAY),UAV) = (R(X.U.V),

for all smooth vector fields X,Y,U,V € [c(TM).

By the Gallot-Meyer estimate [ ], aglobal bound Q, > —K, for some constant K > 0, already
implies that curvature endomorphism in the Weitzenbdck formula (3.1) is globally bounded by

22X > —Kk(m - k). (6.5)

Remark 6.7. In particular, if O, > —K, for some constant K > 0, then for k = 1, we have

Ric, > —K(m — 1).
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We set, for v € {g, h},
2
O (xs) =1+ V'R .
(%, 5) ( yelélf&n| V(y)|>

We get the following consequential result.

Theorem 6.8. Let Q, > —K, for some constant K > O for both v € {g, h}. Let g,h € MetrM such
that g ~ h and assume that there exists C < co such that ‘5;,1‘ < C and that for some (then both by
quasi-isometry) v € {g, h}

Jmax {5g’h(x), 57 ,(x) + O, (x. s)} @, (x,5)vol,(dx) < oo,  some s > 0.

Then, the wave operators W_.(Ay, A,, T) exist and are complete. Moreover, W_(A,, A,, I) are partial
isometries with initial space ranP,(A,) and final space ranP,(A,), and we have
aaC(Ag) = 0,.(Ap).

Remark 6.9. Following the arguments in the previous subsections 6.4 and 6.3, we may elaborate
Corollary 6.2 and Theorem 6.5 for the special case of differential k-forms and the conformal metric
change, respectively, in the same manner.

Lemma 6.10. Let g,h € MetrM, g ~ h with Q, > —K, for some constant K > 0 for both v € {g, h}
and assume that the function 6th is bounded. Then

I, ,domq, = domgq,.

Proof. Note that, for any v € {g,h}, domq, is the closure of compactly supported forms
Qc= (M, v) with respect to the Dirac graph norm

12
@ <||a||3+ ||Dva||3> .

Let D be a positive constant whose value might change from line to line. For all compactly

\1

supported a € Qc=(M, g), we get by the Weitzenbock formula A, =0, — &
D16 = (D2 a.a), = (~(V)V"~ ,) Iaa),
- [ |VA(Ia)|; dvol, —J (%, 1a,a) dvol,.

By assumption the metrics are quasi-isometric and their Weitzenbdck curvature term is bounded,
so the second term is bounded by D ||a||%.

Following the lines of the proof of Lemma 5.1, we find
[Vl < D (el +1VEal}) .
Using the Weitzenbodck formula once more, we get
IVEall; = (VEa, VEa), = ((=(VE)*VE - R) a, a), +(Ra,a),
< (Déa,a>g +K (a.a),

<D (|IDgal} + lal?)
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Hence, we arrive at the estimate

el + IDyTall; < D (llal + [Dgal).

proving

I'domgq, c domgqy,.
Since 17! = Ig‘}l = I, and the arguments above are symmetric in g and A, this shows the
claim. |

Proof of Theorem 6.8. We omit the metric in the notation. By assumption & is bounded from
below, so the tensor @:Ric and R are also bounded. In particular (M, g) is stochastically complete,
@;1 |0p ’ |@~3
the lines of the proof of Theorem 3.10, we get by Cauchy-Schwarz

K=si2 ;
< ek 92, Following

i.e. {(x) = oo P-as. By Gronwall’s inequality, we have |@s|0p,
op

[(VPa(x),8)| = |E (@ a(X (x)), ULy, )|

<CK™,s) [[E |05(X5(x))|2] 172 ([[E <€§1/\)T>2] 172 .\ [[E (eg\)r>2] 1/2) |

By (3.16) and (3.17) the first summand in the bracket is bounded by C(K™, s) |£]. By (3.21) and (3.22)
the second summand is bounded by C(K™, s) max,cg 1) |VR(Y)| |£]. Hence,

2
2 — 2 2
(VR0 < C 9 1R 000 (14 max VRO Nl
and analogously

2 -
|@P@).|” < CK™. ). 5) llallg, ur) -
2 -
8P |” < CK™. 9)(x. 5) llallg, ur) -
Following the lines of the proof of Theorem 4.3 we see that the assumptions of Belopol’skii-Birman

theorem A3 are satisfied except making use of Lemma 6.10 (instead of Lemma 5.1) for assumption
). |

6.5 e-close Riemannian metrics

In this section, we denote by K, the sectional curvature with respect to a smooth, complete
Riemannian metric g.

In[ , Theorem 1.3 & 1.7], Cheeger, Fukaya and Gromov show what is also known as Cheeger-
GromovV’s thick/thin decomposition.

Theorem 6.11. Fforalle > 0 and n € Z_, there exists ¢ > 0 and k € Z_ such that if (M, g) is a
complete Riemannian manifold with |Kg| < 1, then there is a (&, k)-round metric, g., on M, such that

(i) the Riemannian metric g, is e-quasi-isometric to g, i.e. (1/C*)g, < g < C*g,

(i) it has bounded covariant derivatives |V — V¢| < ¢
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(iii) | (ng )k Rg | < C(m, k,e), where the constant C depends in addition on the order of derivative k
and e.

Assuming that the sectional curvature k, is bounded by 1, implies that the Riemannian curva-
ture tensor R, is bounded, and hence, the curvature operator 0, Following our results in Section
6.4, we may get

Theorem 6.12. Let ||cg| < 1. Then there exists a Riemannian metric g, as in Theorem 6.11 that is
e-quasi-isometric metric to g. If for some v € {g. g, }

J (Sg’gs (x)®,(x, s) vol, (dx) < oo, some s > 0,

then the wave operators Wi(AgE, A, I) exist and are complete. Moreover, Wi(AgE, A, T)are partial
isometries  with initial space ranP,(A,) and final space ranP,(A,), and we have
Gac(Bg) = Gpe(By ).

Proof. By the previous Theorem 6.11 (i), the assumption |Kg| < 1 assures that for any € > 0 there
exists a Riemannian metric g, that is e-quasi-isometric metric to g. Hence,

sup Sg’gg(x) <o & g~g,.
By Theorem 6.1 (ii), the covariant derivatives are bounded so that

vV _ g _ vgl2
57, = |V5 — Vo2 <. =

A Belopol’skii-Birman theorem

We will use a variant of the Belopol’skii-Birman theorem [ ; ] which is adapted to our
special case of two Hilbert space scattering theory originally to be found in [ 1

Given a self-adjoint operator H in a Hilbert space & with its operator valued spectral measure
E,;, one defines the H-absolutely continuous subspace 7 ,.(H) of # to be the space of all
f € & such that the Borel measure ||EH(-)f||2 on R is absolutely continuous with respect to the
Lebesgue measure. Then #,.(H) becomes a closed subspace of # and the restriction H,, of H
to #,.(H) is a well-defined self-adjoint operator. The absolutely continuous spectrum o,.(H)
of H is defined to be the spectrum of H,..

Definition A.1. Let H, and H, be self-adjoint operators on Hilbert spaces #, and #,, respect-
ively, I : &, - , be a bounded operator and P,.(H,) be the projection onto the absolutely
continuous subspace of H,. The (generalised) wave operators W_(H,, H;, I) exist if the strong
limits

W (Hy, Hy. ) = s-lim etare=ittp, (H,)

exist.

Note that W, (H,, H,, I) may not be isometries. A further assumption is that each scattering
state looks asymptotically free which is reflected in the next definition.
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Definition A.2. Suppose that W_(H,, H, I) exist. We say that they are complete if and only if

(ker W, .(H,, H|, 1))l =ranP,.(H)), ran W,_(H,, H|, 1) = ranP,.(H,).

Theorem A.3 (Belopol’skii-Birman). For k = 1,2, let H, > 0 be self-adjoint operators in a Hilbert
space 7, and P,.(H,) the projection onto the absolutely continuous subspace of 7, corresponding
to H,. Assume that I € L(F |, Z,) is a bounded operator such that the following assumptions hold:

(1) I has a two-sided bounded inverse
2) We have either I dom \/H, = dom \/H, or I dom H, = dom H.
1 2 1 2

(3) The operator (I*I — 1)e™*1 . 9| — %, is compact for some s > 0
(4) There is a trace class operator T : 7, — J, and a number s > 0 such that for all «; € dom H|,

a, € dom H, we have

(0. Tay) g, = (Hyap, e M21e Mg >%2 —{ay, e 21e M1 H a >,9r2 ,

Then the wave operators

W.(Hy, Hy. 1) = s-lim "2 [e™" P, (H,)

exist and are complete. Moreover, W, (H,, H,, I) are partial isometries with initial space ranP,.(H)
and final space ran P,.(H,).

Proof. In view of Theorem XI.13 from [ ] and its proof, it remains to show that for every
bounded interval [ the operator (I*I — 1)E(I) is compact, and that there exists a trace class
operator D € £ (%, ) such that for every bounded interval [ and all a;, a, as above we have

(@, Day) gp, = (Hyay, Ex(DIE{(Daty) g, — (ap, Ex(DTE(DH ) g, -

/

However, using that for all self-adjoint operators A and all Borel functions ¢,¢’ : R - C we

have
P(A)@'(A) C (¢ - ¢')(A), dom(e(A)¢'(A)) = dom(e(A)g’'(A)) Ndom ¢’ (A),
the required compactness becomes obvious, and furthermore it is easily justified that

D =" Ey()Ie ™ E| (1)

has the required trace class property. [ |
By a classical result of Kato (cf. [ , X. Perturbation of continuous spectra and unitary
equivalence] and [ , P- 534, Theorem 3.5.] therein), Theorem A.3 implies:

Theorem A.4. Assume in the above situation that the wave operators W,_(H,, H, I) exist and are
complete. Then the operators H, ,. and H, ,. are unitarily equivalent. In particular, we have

oac(H)) = 0,.(Hy).
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