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ON THE ESSENTIAL SPECTRUM OF DIFFERENTIAL
OPERATORS OVER GEOMETRICALLY FINITE
ORBIFOLDS

WERNER BALLMANN AND PANAGIOTIS POLYMERAKIS

ABSTRACT. We discuss the essential spectrum of essentially self-adjoint
elliptic differential operators of first order and of Laplace type operators
on Riemannian vector bundles over geometrically finite orbifolds.
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INTRODUCTION

The essential spectrum of differential operators on Riemannian vector
bundles over Riemannian manifolds depends on the geometric structure of
the bundles and manifolds at infinity. We are interested in the case where
the manifolds in question are geometrically finite in the sense of Bowditch
[6]. More generally, we will consider differential operators on vector bundles
over geometrically finite Riemannian orbifolds. The reader not familiar with
orbifolds may substitute ‘mani’ for ‘orbi” wherever the prefix ‘orbi’ occurs.

To set the stage, let O be a complete and connected Riemannian orbifold
of dimension m with Levi-Civita connection V, curvature tensor R, and
sectional curvature —b? < K < —a?, where 0 < a < b. Since K < 0, we
have O = I'\ X, where X is a complete and simply connected Riemannian
manifold and I a countable group which acts properly discontinuously and
isometrically on X.
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Let X, be the ideal boundary of X and X, = X U X, the compactification
of X with respect to the cone topology [I1]. Denote by A and Q = X, \ A
the limit set and domain of discontinuity of I', respectively. Recall that A
is a closed and I'-invariant subset of X,.

Let F — O be a Riemannian vector bundle over O together with a metric
connection, also denoted by V. Let A be an elliptic differential operator on
E which is essentially self-adjoint, that is, with respect to the L?-product,
it is symmetric on C°(O, E) and has self-adjoint closure in L?(O, E). For
example, the Laplacian A = V*V is essentially self-adjoint.

Denote by spec(A, O) and spec.(A, O) the spectrum and essential spec-
trum of the closure of A, and let Ao(A, O) and Aess(A, O) be the bottom of
spec(A, O) and spec. (A, O), respectively.

Lift £ and A to X and denote the lifts also by E and A. Assume that A
on E over X is also essentially self-adjoint and use the analogous notation
for the above spectral invariants.

We say that E and A are uniform if, over X, they are invariant under
the action of a group G of automorphisms of F, which factors through
a uniform action of isometries on X. For example, the Hodge-Laplacians
on the bundles of forms over quotients of hyperbolic spaces are uniform.
The following assertion is probably known to experts (see for example [9,
Theorem C]) and is the reason for the equality statements in our main
results.

Proposition A. If Q # () and A is uniform, then

SpeC(A, X) = Specess(A7 X) C specegs (4, O)

eSS(
and, in particular, Aess(A4,0) < Aess(A, X) = No(4, X).

The chief issue in our main results, Theorems [Bl—[Dl below, is the converse
inclusion and inequality, respectively.

Recall that spec(A,O) = 0 in the case where O is compact. However,
non-compactness of O is not a sufficient replacement for the condition Q # ()
in Proposition [A} compare with Section [[L3] below.

1.1. Main results. We say that A is of Laplace type if A is of second order
and the principal symbol of A satisfies o4(c) = —|a|?. This holds if and
only if A— A is of (at most) first order. Schrodinger operators (with respect
to V) A = A+ V are of Laplace type since the potential V is of order
zero. Important examples are the squares of Dirac operators, like (d + d*)?
on differential forms, where the potential is a curvature term. If A is of
Laplace type and bounded from below, then A is essentially self-adjoint; see
[]. (The manifold proof there extends readily to orbifolds.)

Theorem B. Assume that O is geometrically finite, that A is of Laplace
type, and that A is bounded from below on E over X. Then A on E over O
is also bounded from below and

)\ess(Aa O) > Aess(Aa X)

Equality holds if the volume of O is infinite and A is uniform.
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In the case where A is of first order, we can say more about the essential
spectrum, at least when the principal symbol o4 is uniformly bounded.
Then both, A on E over O and A on E over X, are essentially self-adjoint.

Theorem C. Assume that O is geometrically finite, that A is of first order,
and that ||o allec < 00. Then

Specess(Aa O) - Specess(A7 X)
Equality holds if the volume of O is infinite and A is uniform.

Dirac type operators, like d + d* on differential forms, have a parallel
principal symbol so that Theorem |C] applies to them.

Controlling the essential spectrum of second order operators is more so-
phisticated. Our arguments are based on standard estimates of Jacobi fields
and non-standard estimates of their variational derivatives.

Let A = A+ B be a Laplace type operator on E. Given a local orthonor-
mal frame (X;) of X or O, write B = ) op(X;)Vx,+V, where the potential
V is a field of endomorphisms of E. This decomposition of B depends on
the choice of the connection V on E; however, V does not depend on the
choice of orthonormal frame. If V' =V, 4 V_ denotes the decomposition in
symmetric and skew-symmetric part, then Y op(X;)Vx, + V_ is formally
self-adjoint. A straightforward computation gives V_ = 3" (Vx,05)(X;).

Theorem D. Assume that O is geometrically finite, that |[VR| s < 00, and
that A = A+ B is a Laplace type operator with ||op||eo < 00 and potential V
bounded from below. Then both, A on E over X and E over O, are bounded
from below and

A, X).

SPeCeqs (A, O) C specy(

€ess (

Equality holds if the volume of O is infinite and A is uniform.

A large class of operators, where Theorem [Dl applies, are Schrodinger
operators A = A + V with potential V' bounded from below.

Corollary E. Assume that O is geometrically finite, that ||VR| < o0,
and that A = A 4+ 'V is a Schridinger operator with potential V' bounded
from below. Then

A, 0) C specy (A, X).

ess (

SpeCeSS(

Equality holds if the volume of O is infinite and A is uniform.

1.2. Hyperbolic orbifolds. We say that an orbifold O = I'\ X is hyperbolic
if X is one of the hyperbolic spaces X]f-, where m = df with d = dimg F.
Since VR vanishes identically on hyperbolic spaces, all the above results
apply to hyperbolic orbifolds.

Let X = X{ and write X = G/K, where (G, K) is a Riemannian sym-
metric pair, G a semi-simple Lie group, and K the stabilizer in G of a point
zg € X. Let m be an orthogonal representation of K on a finite-dimensional
Fuclidean space Ey and E; be the homogeneous Riemannian vector bundle
over X associated to 7. (See Section [2.4] for more details.) Denote by V the
metric connection on E; induced by the Levi-Civita connection of X.
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Let A, be the Casimir operator on E. In terms of an orthonormal basis
(Z;) of g with respect to the Killing form B of G, we have

(1.1) Ar ==Y B(Z;, Zi)m(Zi)mu(Z;).

The Casimir operator is a Schrodinger operator with respect to V. Note
that V and A, are G-equivariant with respect to the left-action of G on E.
In particular, the potential of A, is bounded from below, hence also A.

Let I' C G be a discrete subgroup and set O = I'\ X, a hyperbolic orbifold.
Let p be an orthogonal representation of I' on E such that w(k) and p(g)
commute, for all kK € K and g € I'. Since I' acts on E; from the left via
p, preserving Riemannian metric, connection, and Casimir operator, we can
push down E; to the Riemannian vector bundle E; , = I'\ E; over O with
metric connection V and twisted Casimir operator Ay ,. Since Ay , lifts to
Ay and Ay is G-invariant, A , is a uniform differential operator as defined
further up.

Corollary F. Let O =T\G/K be geometrically finite with infinite volume.
Then the twisted Casimir operator Ay , is bounded from below and

SP€Cegs (Ar p, O) = specees(Ar, X) = spec(Ar, X).

Example 1.2. If 7 is the isotropy representation of K on the Euclidean
space of alternating k-forms on T}, X, where 0 < k < m, then E, = A*X is
the bundle of k-forms over X and A, = (d+d*)?, the Hodge-Laplacian, also
denoted by Ag. The spectrum of A on X has been determined explicitly,
except—as far as we know—for the hyperbolic octonionic plane [10, 24} 25] 26].
In the case where O = I'\G/K is geometrically finite with infinite volume,
we get from Corollary [F] (or also Corollary [El) and loc. cit. that

[0k, 00) if k #m/2,
SP€Cess (Ak.p, O) = spec(Ag, X) =
where §;, is the bottom of the continuous spectrum of Ay on X = XE{Q. If
the Riemannian metric on X is normalized so that its maximal sectional
curvature is —1, then we have the following explicit values for dj:

(1) 6o = (m +d — 2)?/4, the asymptotic volume growth of X&;
(2) for F =R, we have £ = m, 0, = (k — (m — 1)/2)? for 0 < k < m/2,
and 0, = (k — (m +1)/2)? for m/2 < k < m [10, 24];
(3) for F = C, we have 2¢ = m, 0 = (k —£)? for 0 < k <m, k # ¢, and
5, =1 [25).
For F = H, the formulas for the ; are a bit more involved [26]. For any of
the four F, §;, = 0 occurs only in the case F=R and k = (m £1)/2.

Example 1.3. In the case of complex hyperbolic orbifolds O = I'\G/ K, if
7 is the isotropy representation of K on the Euclidean space of alternating
(p, q)-forms on Ty, X, where 0 < p 4+ ¢ < m, then E; = A*X is the bundle
of (p,q)-forms over X and A, = 2(d + 9%)2, the Dolbeault-Laplacian, also
denoted by A, ,. If O is geometrically finite with infinite volume and the
Riemannian metric on X = Xé is normalized so that its maximal sectional
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curvature is —1, then

[(p+q—0)%00) ifp+q#L,
Dy, O) = Apg, X) =

by Corollary [E] (or also Corollary [E]) and [25, Corollary 4.2].

Suppose now that A is a G-invariant elliptic differential operator on F,
over X = G/K of order one, which is symmetric on C°(X, E;). Then
the principal symbol o4 of A is a G-invariant, hence parallel one-form
on X with values in the bundle of skew-symmetric endomorpohisms of
E,. In particular, A is essentially self-adjoint. Writing A in the form
A=> 04(X;)Vx, +V as further up, we get that the part > oa(X;)Vx, of
A of order one is symmetric on C2°(X, E;) and conclude that the potential
V is a G-invariant, hence parallel field of symmetric endomorphisms of E;.
For I' and p as above such that p is compatible with o4 and V' in the sense of
Section [Z4] we get a uniform and essentially self-adjoint differential operator
A,on E; ,=T\E; over O =T\G/K, to which Theorem [C] applies.

Corollary G. Let O = T\G/K be geometrically finite with infinite volume.
Then A, is essentially self-adjoint with

A,,0) = spec

Example 1.4. Write X = H2 = G/K, where G = SL(2,R) and K = SO(2)
is the stabilizer of a point zo € X. Then G can be identified with the unique
spin structure over X, and the isotropy action of K on 7,,X is a twofold
cover of the action of SO(T,,X) such that K = Spin(2). The Dirac operator
D on the spinor bundle E, the bundle associated to the spin-representation
7 of K, is G-invariant and of the form D = ) X;Vx,, where we recall that
the symbol op of D is given by Clifford multiplication, op(X)u = Xu. We
have

ess(A, X) = spec(4, X).

SpeCeSS(

Specess(D’ X) = spec(D, X) =R;

see [0, p.441] for references and discussion. Hence spec.(D,,0) = R as
long as O = '\ X is geometrically finite with infinite area; compare with the
corresponding remarks in Section [[3]

1.3. Earlier work and comments. In [21], McKean showed that the spec-
trum of the Laplacian Ag on X is bounded from below by (m —1)2/4a? (not
assuming a lower bound on the curvature). Theorem [Bl implies that the
same bound holds for the essential spectrum of Ay on geometrically finite
orbifolds. For geometrically finite manifolds, this estimate is contained in
Hamenstadt’s [14, Theorem].

In the case of hyperbolic orbifolds I’\Xfi with Riemannian metric on X]f-
normalized so that its maximal sectional curvature is —1, Corollary [E] (or
Corollary [E]) implies that 69 = (m + d — 2)?/4 is a lower bound for the
essential spectrum of Ay on geometrically finite orbifolds. For geometrically
finite manifolds, this estimate is contained in Hamenstédt’s [14, Corollary].

The case of A on geometrically finite real hyperbolic manifolds in Exam-
ple[2lis [20, Theorem 1.11] of Mazzeo and Phillips, except for the additional
assertion in loc. cit. that the essential spectrum of A,, 5 is equal to [1/4,00)
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in the case where m is even and the manifold is non-compact, but of fi-
nite volume. The case of Ag on geometrically finite hyperbolic manifolds in
Example [[.21is [16, Remark 1.2] of Li.

In [7], Bunke and Olbrich obtain the Plancherel decomposition of L?(G, p)
for convex cocompact hyperbolic orbifolds (with an extra condition on the
critical exponent of I' in the case of the octonionic plane), where p is a
finite-dimensional orthogonal representation of I'. Recall here that convex
cocompact means that the convex core is compact and that convex cocom-
pact orbifolds are geometrically finite.

In [9, Theorems B and C], Carron and Pedon obtain lower bounds for
the spectrum of Ag on hyperbolic manifolds respectively determine it com-
pletely, not assuming geometric finiteness, but an upper bound for the crit-
ical exponent of I'. Note however that manifolds with negatively pinched
sectional curvature and sufficiently small critical exponent are convex co-
compact [17, Theorem 1.2].

Concerning the assumption of infinite volume in our results, consider the
Dirac operator on X = Hf{ as in Example [L4 If O = I'\ X is non-compact,
but of finite area, then the essential spectrum of D, depends on p. Namely,
SP€Cegs(Dp, O) = 0 if the spin structure is non-trivial along the cusps of
O and specy (D), 0) = R otherwise; see Bér’s [5, Theorem 1], which also
covers the case of real hyperbolic spin manifolds of higher dimension and
finite volume. See also Lott’s [18, Theorem 2| and [19, Theorem 5] with
corresponding, but less explicit results on Hodge-Laplacians and Dirac type
operators.

Our approach was motivated by the earlier version [3] of the present text
and by [16]. In both sources, finite open coverings and subordinate parti-
titons of unity adapted to the geometry of O at infinity play an important
role. As in [I6] Section 5.3|, we use square roots of the functions belonging
to these partitions of unity as cutoff functions.

1.4. Structure of the article. In our notation concerning geometrically
finite orbifolds, we mostly follow [6]. After preparations in Section [2, we re-
view, in Section [3, some important features of geometrically finite orbifolds.
In Section @l we obtain specific finite open coverings of O and associated
partitions of unity, which are at the heart of the proof of the main results
in Section Bl Section [0 is devoted to a somewhat sophisticated compar-
ison result about variational derivatives of Jacobi fields. It is here that
the assumption on VR in Theorem [Dl comes in. In Appendix [Al we ex-
tend a smoothing result for convex sets of Parkkonen-Paulin [23], where our
emphasis is on uniformity in the case where the convex set may be non-
compact. In Appendix [Bl we discuss the symmetry of second derivatives of
CY1-functions almost everywhere, an issue, for which we could not identify
a suitable reference.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND TERMINOLOGY

Throughout the article, we let X be a complete and simply connected Rie-
mannian manifold with sectional curvature —b? < K = Kx < —a? < 0. We
denote by X, the ideal boundary of X and X, = X UX, the compactification
of X with respect to the cone topology [11].
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For a discrete group I' of isometries of X, we let A = Ar be the limit set
of I, a closed and T'-invariant subset of X,. Then Q = Qr = X, \ A is called
the domain of discontinuity of I'. The action of I' on X U € is properly
discontinuous and M. (I') = I'\(X U Q) is a topological orbifold.

2.1. Elementary groups of isometries. A discrete group I' of isometries
of X is said to be elementary if it is of one of the following three types:
(1) elliptic: T fixes a point in X;
(2) loxodromic: T fixes a geodesic of X as a set and no point in X;
(3) parabolic: T fixes a point p € X, and horospheres about p as sets,
but fixes no other point of X..

With respect to (), recall that a discrete group I' of isometries of X fixes
a point of X if and only if it is finite. Therefore loxodromic and parabolic
groups are infinite. By [0, Propositions 4.1 and 4.2], parabolic groups are
finitely generated, virtually nilpotent, and contain parabolic elements.

The following result is discussed in [2], §7E] in the case, where I" acts freely
on X. As stated, it is Proposition 3.1.1 in [6].

Proposition 2.1. Discrete virtually nilpotent groups of isometries of X are
elementary.

Recall also that T is elementary if and only if |Ar| < oo, where |Ap| = 0
if T is elliptic, |Ap| = 1 if T is parabolic, and |Ap| = 2 if " is loxodromic.

2.2. Distance to convex subsets. Let C be a closed and convex subset
of X. For the convenience of the reader, we collect some results about the
distance function to C.

For each z € X, there is a unique point 7o (x) € C such that

(2.2) d(z,C) =d(z,mc(x)).

We call m¢: X — C the (orthogonal) projection to C and let f: O — R be
the distance function to C, f(z) = d(z,C). Then f is convex and admits
Lipschitz constant one. Furthermore, the sublevels C, = {f < r} of f are
convex for all r > 0.

For each x € X \ C, there is a unique unit speed geodesic ¢, : [0,00) — X
from ¢, (0) = m¢(z) € C through x = ¢,(r), where r = d(z, C'). By definition
f(ex(t)) =t for all t > 0. Since f admits Lipschitz constant one, the first
variation formula implies therefore that

fle(s)) = f(x) = (¢ (r), d(0))s + o(s),
for any smooth curve ¢ through = and sufficiently small s. By uniqueness,
. (r) depends continuously on z, and hence f is C* on X \ C with gradi-
ent Vf|, = c.(r). Now a classical argument from convex geometry extends
to the Riemannian setting and shows that f is C*! on X \ C. More pre-
cisely, f is twice differentiable exactly at the points of X \ C' at which 7¢ is
differentiable.

Proof. The map ®: TX — X x X, ®(v) = (p(v),exp(v)), is a diffeomor-
phism, where p denotes the projection to the foot point. Since

(23 VI@) = ey ® @)
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for any = € X \ C and 7¢ is Lipschitz continuous, we conclude that V f is
C%! on X \ C. Moreover, (23] also implies that f is twice differentiable
exactly at the points of X \ C' at which 7¢ is differentiable. U

We say that x € X \ C' is regular if f is twice differentiable at = and the
second derivative V2f|, is symmetric. From Appendix Bl we obtain that
almost every point of X \ C' is regular.

Lemma 2.4. Let V = V(s) be a curve of tangent vectors on X which is
differentiable at s = 0. For all s, let s be the geodesic with initial velocity
V(s). Then J(t) = 0vs(t)/0s|s=0 exists for all t € R, and J is the Jacobi
field along ~o such that

~ Voy
Ot Os

_ Vo

J =
o Osot

s=0

The point of this lemma is that, in the usual setup, the curve V is assumed
to be smooth. Then Vdvy/0s0t = VIv/0tds, and the assertion of Lemma[Z4]
follows easily. Here we assume less, and a little extra thought is needed.

Proof. Let p: TX — X be the projection to the foot point and (F}) be the
geodesic flow of X. Then ~,(t) = p(F;(V(s))) and hence

Ds(t)
Jds |s_o

= p+F (V'(0)).

Hence we may replace V' by a smooth curve with the same derivative at
s =0 to get that J(¢) exists for all ¢ € R and that it is equal to the asserted
Jacobi field. O

Let = = ¢,(r) € X \ C be a regular point. For u € T, X, let J, be the
Jacobi field along ¢ = ¢, with

Ju(r) =u and J,(r) = V,Vf.
Corollary 2.5. For allt > 0, ¢, (t) is a reqular point; in fact,
V2 F(Jult), Jo(t)) = (Ju(t), J(1)).
Furthermore, weu(Jy(t)) = Ju(0).
We also write J(t)u = Jy(t). Then J(t): T,X — T, X is an isomor-

phism, for all ¢ > 0. Furthermore, the covariant derivative of V f satisfies
(2.6) S(t) =V fleywy = T (0T (0) 7,

by Corollary Note that S is a symmetric field of endomorphisms along
¢ = ¢, that satisfies the Riccati equation

(2.7) S +S8?+ R, =0,

where R.u = R(u, ). Clearly, ¢ = Vf belongs to the kernel of S. There-
fore we discuss S only on the normal bundle of ¢, identifying the various
d(t)+ with ¢/(0)* via parallel translation along c. By [1Z, p.212], S has the
asymptotic behaviour

(2.8) S(t) = %P +Q(t) ast — 0,



ESSENTIAL SPECTRUM OF OPERATORS 9

where P is an orthogonal projection on ¢/(0)* and @ extends continuously
to t = 0, such that im P C ker Q(0). We call the pair (P, Q(0)) the initial
condition of S since it determines S uniquely. In terms of S, the space of
Jacobi fields along ¢ which we consider is given by the initial conditions

(2.9) J,(0) = (1 = P)v, J/(0) = Pv+ Qu,

where v € ¢(0)*. By the convexity of C, we have Q(0) > 0.

For any solution S of (2.7) on the normal bundle of ¢, let S, and S be
the fields of endomorphisms on the normal bundle of ¢ which correspond
to solutions of (2.1)) for constant sectional curvature —a? and —b?, respec-
tively, with the same initial condition, (P, Q(0)). More precisely, let (v;) be
an orthonormal basis of ¢(0)* such that vy, ..., v; span ker P and are eigen-
vectors of Q(0) with corresponding eigenvalue «o,...,ar and vgi1,..., 0
span im P. Then

sinh(at)+a; c9sh(at)/av " ‘ <k
Sa(O)Vi(t) = {amh?“t%*”‘i smnan/a Vilt) for i <k,

cosh(a .
sinh(a; Vi(t) for i > k,

where the V; are parallel along ¢ with V;(0) = v;, and similarly for Sy,
substituting b for a. If Q(0) > 0, as in the case S = V2 f|,. under discussion,
we have a; > 0, and then S, and Sj are defined for all ¢ > 0. Now [I2]
Theorem, page 210] yields the following estimates.

Lemma 2.10. If Q(0) > 0, then we have, for all t > 0,
Sa(t) < SOy f(ayr < Sb(t).
In particular, for any Jacobi field J = J,, as above and perpendicular to c,
atanh(at) < (In|J])'(t) < bcoth(bt).
Corollary 2.11. If (P,Q(0)) = (0,Q(0)) with 0 < a < Q(0) < 3, then

sinh(bt) + B cosh(bt)/b
cosh(bt) + Bsinh(bt) /b’

The initial condition (P, Q(0)) = (0,0) yields the following estimates.

sinh(at) + a cosh(at)/a
acosh(at) + acsinh(at)/a = St) =

Corollary 2.12 (Rauch II). If J is a Jacobi field along ¢ with J'(0) = 0,
then we have, for all t > 0,

|J'(t)| < btanh(bt)|J(t)| and |J(t)] < cosh(bt)|J(0)].

Remark 2.13. If I' is a group of isometries of X which leaves C' invariant,
then all the above constructions and assertions are I'-equivariant and have
their analogues in T'\ X.

2.3. Amenable coverings. In the proof of our main results we will use
[27, Propositions 4.12 and 4.13], which we summarize as follows:

Proposition 2.14. Let p: My — M be an infinite and amenable Riemann-
ian covering of Riemannian manifolds. Let Ay be a formally self-adjoint
differential operator on a vector bundle E1 over My and As be the lift of Dy
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to the lift E5 of Ey. Then, for any u; € C°(My,E1), A € R, and ¢ > 0,
there exists a ug € C°(Ma, E2) with ||uzll2 = ||u1||2 such that

suppug C p~*(suppuy),
[[(A2 = Muzfl2 < [[(Ar = MNusllz + €
(Agug,ug)e < (Ajuy,ui)s + €.

The proof consists of a sophisticated choice of cutoff functions to turn
the lift of uy to Ms into a section with the asserted properties. Amenability
makes such choices possible.

2.4. Homogeneous vector bundles. Let X be a symmetric space of non-
compact type and write X = G/K, where (G, K) is a Riemannian symmetric
pair, G a semi-simple Lie group, and K the stabilizer in GG of a point zg € X.
Denote by B the Killing form of G, and identify T,,X as usual with the B-
orthogonal complement p of the Lie algebra € of K in the Lie algebra g of
G. The restriction of B to p induces a G-invariant Riemannian metric on
X.

Let m be an orthogonal representation of K on a finite-dimensional Eu-
clidean space Fy. Denote by FE; the Riemannian vector bundle over X
associated to ,

E7T :{[Q,U] |g€ G’UGEO}?

where [gk,u] = [g,m(k)u] for all ¢ € G, k € K, and u € Ey. Sections
of E; are in one-to-one correspondence with maps u: G — Ey such that
u(gk) = w(k)u(g) for all ¢ € G and k € K. Clearly, g[h,u] = [gh,u] is a
left-action of G on F,. We call E, the homogeneous vector bundle over X
associated to m. Since m is orthogonal, the inner product on Ejy induces a
G-invariant Riemannian metric on E;. Conversely, if F is a Riemannian
vector bundle over X with an associated orthogonal action of G and Ej is
the fiber of E over x(, then the isotropy representation 7 of K on Fy yields
an isometric isomorphism F = E.

The Levi-Civita connection of X induces a G-invariant metric connection
V on E;. The covariant derivative of a section [gexp(tX),u(t)] along the
geodesic g exp(tX)xg through gxg, where t € R and X € p, is given by

(2.15) [ge"™* u(t))'(0) = [g,/(0)]-
We see that the section is parallel along the geodesic if and only if u is
constant.

Lemma 2.16. Let Z € g and write Z = X +Y with X € ¢ and Y € p.
Then the covariant derivative of a section [gexp(tZ),u(t)] along the curve
gexp(tZ)xg at t =0 is given by

[ge'?, u(®))'(0) = [g,/ (0) + m. X (u(0))]-

Proof. The curves gexp(tZ)xg and gexp(tY')exp(tX)zo through gz have
the same derivative at t = 0 and therefore

[ge'”, u())'(0) = [ge™ e, u(t))'(0)
= [ge"™, m(e ¥ )u(t))'(0) = [g,(0) + m.X (u(0))],
where we use (Z.I3]) in the last step. O
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The Casimir operator on E; is given by
(2.17) A== WIm(Z)m.(Z;),

where (Z;) is a basis of g with respect to B and (b%) is the inverse matrix
of the matrix with entries b;; = B(Z;, Z;). The Casimir operator acts on
sections u of E; by

. 82 ) ,
(218) Aﬂ'u(g'r(]) = - Z b asatu(gBSZZetZJ 'IO)

s=t=0

The Casimir operator is a G-invariant Schrodinger operator with respect to
the given connection of F,, where V*V and potential V' correspond to the
parts

(2.19) VIV ==Y m(X)m(X:) and V= m(Vj)m(Y;)

of Ay. Here (X;) and (Y;) are B-orthonormal bases of p and ¢.
Let T C G be a discrete subgroup and O = I"'\ X the associated orbifold.
Let p be an orthogonal representation of I' on Fj such that

(2.20) m(k)p(g) = p(g)m (k)

for all £k € K and g € I'. The standard example here is that p is an
orthogonal representation of I' on a Euclidean space Fy, where Ej is replaced
by Ey® Fy and 7 and p are extended to Ey ® Fy by 7(g)(u®@v) = m(g)u®v
and p(g)(u ® v) = u® p(g)v for all g € G and g € T, respectively. Since I’
acts on E, from the left via

(2.21) glh,u] = [gh, p(g)u],

preserving Riemannian metric, connection, and Casimir operator, we can
push down E; to the Riemannian vector bundle £ , = I'\E; over O with
metric connection V and twisted Casimir operator Ay ,. Since Ay , lifts to
Ay and Ay is G-invariant, A , is a uniform differential operator as defined
in the introduction.

In examples, the following two computations, extracted from the proof
of [22, Lemma 5.2], are useful. Recall that, under the natural identification
of Ty, X with p, the isotropy representation of £ is given by the adjoint
representation on p. Let (X;) be an orthonormal basis of p with respect to
B. Then
.22) 2y, X] =Y {B(X;, X)[Y, X;] - B([Y, X,], X) X;}

= (Xi A Y, X))(X),

for any Y € € and X € p. Assume now that 7 is equal to the composition
of the adjoint representation of K on p with an orthogonal representation «
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of SO(p). Let (Y%) be an orthonormal basis of ¢ with respect to B. Then

V(o) = Y me(Ye)me (Vi)
k

= 03 (X0 A Ve, X (V)
i,k

_ % S B([Yi X, Xj)aa (X A X )ma(Y)
(2.23) 1 o
= 5 Z B(Yk, [XZ', Xj])a*(Xi A Xj)ﬂ'*(yk)

i7j7k

= —% Za*(XZ AN Xj)ﬂ*([XhXj])
i3

- % S 0 (X A X))o (R(X, X)),
0.

We see that the potential is a curvature term. An example is the representa-
tion av of SO(p) on the space of alternating k-forms on p. Then the Casimir
operator is equal to the Hodge-Laplacian, A, = (d 4+ d*)? = Aj. As a con-
sequence in the case of complex hyperbolic spaces, if 7 is the representation
of K on the space of forms on p® C of type (p, q), then the Casimir operator
is equal to the Dolbeault-Laplacian, A, = 2(0 + 9*)? = A, ,.

Let now 7 be as above and oy be a linear map on p with values in the
space of skew-symmetric endomorphisms of Ejy. Extend o to a one-form o
on X with values in the space of skew-symmetric endomorphisms of E, by

(2.24) 0g(9+X)[g, ul = [g,00(X)ul.
For o to be well-defined, we need that

(2.25) ao(X)m(k) = m(k)oo(X)
for all k € K and X € p. Then

(2.26) A, =D o(X;)Vx,,

where (X;) is a local orthonormal frame of X, is a G-invariant differential
operator on F; of order one with principal symbol o, which is symmetric
on C°(X, E;). Conversely, up to a G-invariant symmetric potential, any
G-invariant differential operator on F, of order one, which is symmetric on
C(X, Er), is of this type.

Given I' and p as above, p induces a twisted version A, , of A, on Er ,
over O if and only if

(2.27) a0(X)p(g) = p(g)oo(X)

for all g € I" and X € p. Note that A, and A, , are elliptic, and then also
essentially self-adjoint, if o( satisfies the ellipticity condition that oo(X) is
invertible for X # 0.

Examples of elliptic differential operators A, as above are the Hodge-
Dirac operator d + d*, the Dolbeault-Dirac operator v/2(0 + 0*), and, if
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the isotropy representation of K on p = T, X lifts to Spin(p), the Dirac
operator on the spinor bundle.

3. GEOMETRICALLY FINITE ORBIFOLDS

Recall that O = I'\ X is called convex cocompact if M.(I') = T\(X U) is
compact. More generally and following Bowditch [6, Definition on p.265],
we say that O is geometrically finite if M.(I"') has at most finitely many
ends and each end of M.(I") is parabolic; the latter notion is reviewed in
Section below.

3.1. Convex core. For any two points =,y € X., we denote by [z,y] the
geodesic connecting them. Since A is I'-invariant, the closed convex hull
H. of A in X, is I-invariant. By [I, Theorem 3.3] or [0, Corollary 2.5.3],
H.NX,=A.If |[A| > 2, then

(3.1) H=H.NX#0.

We may retract X along the connecting geodesics [ry(x),z] onto H, and
this deformation retraction is I'-equivariant. We also obtain an induced
orthogonal projection mo: O — C, where C' denotes the convex core of O,
C = Cr =I'\H. We get that C is a deformation retract of O, where the
retraction is along the geodesics [r¢o(x), z].

3.2. Parabolic groups, points, and ends. We now explain the notion of
parabolic ends. Let G be a parabolic group of isometries of X with fix point
p € X,. Then Q¢ = X, \ {p} and M.(G) = G\(X U Q¢g) has one end, the
one coming from p: For any x € X and 6 > 0, let

(3-2) Cp(x) = Ngec HC (g, p, 0) \ {p} € X\ {p} = X UQq,

where HC(y, p,0) denotes the closed convex hull of the geodesic cone in X,
with apex at y, central direction p, and opening angle 6. Then
(1) Cp(x) is a G-invariant, closed, and convex subset of X U Qg;
(2) for any given sufficiently small 6 > 0, the G\C),(z), € X, constitute
a basis of neighborhoods of the unique end of M.(G).
Compare with [6, 255:14-21].

We say that a point p € X, is a parabolic point of I if the stabilizer G = I'),
of pin I' is a parabolic group such that, for any x € X sufficiently close to
p and sufficiently small § > 0, the set Cp(x), defined with respect to I, is
precisely invariant; that is,

(3.3) gel and gCp(z)NCp(x) #0 = geT,,

and then gCp(x) = Cp(x). For any parabolic point p of I', I',\C)p () embeds
into M.(I") and the unique end of I',\C}(x) is an end of O, a parabolic end.
Compare with [6], 264:1-20].

4. ADAPTED COVERINGS AND CUTOFF FUNCTIONS

Given any discrete group I of isometries of X, ¢ > 0, and = € X, let T'c(z)
be the subgroup of I' generated by the elements g € T' with d(z, gx) < e.
For any subset Y C X, call

(4.1) T.(V,T) = {z € Y | [To(2)| = 00} and Y \T.(V,T)
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the e-thin and e-thick part of Y (with respect to I'), respectively. Recall that,
by the Margulis lemma, I'.(x) is virtually nilpotent if 0 < € < &(m,a,b). In
what follows, we fix such an .

4.1. Coverings of X and O. Let O =T'\ X be again a geometrically finite
orbifold. Let P be the set of parabolic points of I', a I'-invariant subset of
X,. For any p € P, set U, =T, (X,T)).

Lemma 4.2. Letpe P, x € Uy, and g€ T.
(1) T'e(x) is parabolic and contained in I').
(2) UyNUy; =0 for all ¢ # p in P;
(3) gUp = Ugp and gU, N U, # 0 implies that g € T).

Proof. ([Il) By the Margulis Lemma, I'.(x) is virtually nilpotent, hence ele-
mentary, by Proposition 2l Since I', .(z) C I'.(x) and T'p o(x) is infinite,
I'.(x) is not elliptic. Furthermore, I', -() is not loxodromix since it fixes p
and horosheres about p as sets. Hence I', .(z) is parabolic, therefore also
I'.(x) with fix point p. In particular, I'.(z) C T'),.

@) For x € U, NU,, we have from () that I'.(x) is parabolic and fixes p
and ¢g. Hence p = q.

@) The first assertion is clear and the second follows immediately from
the first in combination with (2I). O

By the I'-invariance of the families of U, and H N U, they project to
open subsets V,, of O =T'\X and C'NV), of the convex core C' =T'\H of O,
respectively. For any p € P,

(4.3) m (HNUy) = ”El(c NVp) =Tp\my (HNU,)

is a Riemannian orbifold covering with the parabolic group I', as group of
covering transformations.

Since O has only finitely many parabolic ends, I'\ P is finite, and hence
there are only finitely many different V,,. Moreover, by [6, Proposition 4.1.2],
the

(4.4) ' (CNV,), peTl\P,

are neighborhoods of the parabolic ends of O. In particular,
(4.5) Ce = C\ Uper\pPVp

is compact. The preimage of C; in X is

(4.6) H. = H \ UpecpUy,.

Now choose metric balls U; = B(x;,r;) with x; € H,, i € I, finite in number
modulo T'; such that gU; NU; # () for g € T implies that g belongs to the
stabilizer I'; = I'y, of z; in I" and such that H, C U;c;U;. Then C, C UiV,
where V; is the image of U; in O. By the setup, there are only finitely many
different V;. For each 4, 7751(0 NV;) is an open subset of O and

(4.7) T (HNU;) = 75 (CN V)

is a Riemannian orbifold covering with the finite group I'; as group of cov-
ering transformations.

In conclusion, we obtain a I'-invariant locally finite covering U of X by
the family 7'('1_{1 (HNU) of open subsets of X, where U runs over the U, and
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U; and a corresponding finite covering V of O by the family Wal(C’ NV) of
open subsets of O, where V' runs over the V,, and V;.

4.2. Cutoff functions. Choose a I'-invariant family (¢)yey of nonnega-
tive smooth functions on X such that suppyy C U and such that the 1/)(2]
are a partition of unity on H subordinate to U. Set ¢y = ¥y o my. Note
that the ¢ may not be smooth, but are at least C%! on X \ H.

By I'-invariance, we obtain corresponding smooth functions )y, such that
supp?y C V and C%!-functions ¢y = 1y o 7c.

Lemma 4.8. Given § > 0, there is an r > 0 such that |Voy(z)| < § for all
UelU and v € X, where T exists and d(z, Hz) > 7.

Proof. By the setup, Uy = U;crU; is a I-invariant neighborhood of H.. For
any p € P, oy, =1 on 7 (HN (U, \ Up)). In particular, all the ¢y are
constant on Upyepry (U, \ Up) and, hence, their gradients vanish there. On
the other hand, there is an upper bound Cj on the norm of the gradients of
the ¢y. Furthermore, for any = € X \ H, where 7., exists, vectors tangent
to the minimal geodesic from x to H are in the kernel of 7., and, for any
vector u € T, X perpendicular to it, |7p.u| < |u|/cosh(ar) by Corollary 2.5
and Lemma 210 where r = d(x, H). O

In the proof of Theorem [D] we will also need that the functions Voy
are O and that Ay tends to 0 uniformly as the distance to H. tends to
infinity. Since the above functions ¢ are, in general, only C%!, we replace
H by a smooth convex domain so that the corresponding new functions
oy become smooth: We note first that, for f the distance function to H
and p > 0, any sublevel {f < p} is a strictly convex C'!!-domain in X, by
Corollary 2-TT] Then we use Theorem [A.] to replace {f < p} by a smooth
and strictly convex domain H’ in X with

Ho{f<ptCH CU{f<ph)={f<p+n}

By the setup and Theorem [AJl H’ is invariant under I'. For sufficiently
small p,n > 0, we have H' C Uy U.

Now we choose a I'-invariant family (¢v)yey of nonnegative smooth func-
tions on X such that suppyy C U and such that the ¢[2J are a partition
of unity on H' subordinate to &. We also replace the orthogonal projec-
tion onto and the distance to H by the corresponding projection onto and
distance to H'. Note that H' \ UpepU, is compact modulo I' and that the
distances to H, and to H' \ UpepU, differ by at most p + 7.

Lemma 4.9. Given § > 0, there is an r > 0 such that
Vou(@)], Ve (z)] < 6
for allU e and x € X with d(z, H.) > r.

The proof of the estimate of Vs is the same as that in the proof of
Lemma B8 The proof of the more sophisticated estimate of V2 is con-
tained in Section [6l
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5. THE MAIN RESULTS

Let T be a discrete group of isometries of X and O = I'\ X be the asso-
ciated orbifold quotient; to start with, not necessarily geometrically finite.
Let E be a Riemannian vector bundle over O and A be a formally self-
adjoint elliptic differential operator on E (of any order). Lift E and A to
X. Assume that A is essentially self-adjoint over O and X.

In what follows, we use that A € R belongs to spec(A4, O) if and only if
there is a sequence (u,) in C2°(0, E) such that

(5.1) limsup ||up|le >0 and || Au, — Auylla — 0.

Moreover, A belongs to spec. (A, O) if and only if there is such a sequence
which leaves any compact subset of O eventually, that is, such that, for any
compact subset C of O,

(5.2) suppu, NC =10

for all sufficiently large n. By normalizing the u,,, one may also require that
|unll2 =1 for all n.

We start with a remark, which seems to be well known; compare with [9,
Theorem C]. Since we use it in our equality discussions, we review it shortly.

Proposition 5.3. If A is uniform and Qr # 0, then

A, X) C specg (4, O).

ess( ess(

spec(A, X)) = spec

Proof. Let z € Qr be a point with trivial isotropy group. Choose an open
neighborhood U of x in X, such that yU NU # ) for v € T" implies that
v=1. Let U DU; 2 Uy O ... be a nested sequence of neighborhoods of x
in X, such that NU,, = {z}.

Given A € spec(A, X), choose a sequence of u,, as in (0.I). Then there are
gn € G such that, for each n, the support of v, = gu,g, ' is contained in
U,,. By the assumption on U, the v, can be pushed down to E over O. By
the assumption on the U,, the supports of the v, and the pushed down v,
leave any compact subset of X respectively O eventually. Hence A\ belongs
t0 Specy(A, X) and spec (A4, O). O

ess( ess(

We assume from now on that O = I'\ X is geometrically finite. We start
with the case where I' is elementary, that is, |A| < 2, where the arguments
apply to all essentially self-adjoint differential operators A.

Proposition 5.4. If ' is elementary, then
spec(A4,0) Cspec(A, X) and specy (A, O) C spec

A, X) = spec

A, X).

ess(

ess(A’ O) °

Moreover, if A is uniform, then specq(

Proof. Since Qr # X, in each case, the last assertion follows immediately
from Proposition[5.3] once the second asserted inclusion is established. Thus
it suffices now to prove the asserted inclusions.

Case 0: Assume first that |A| = 0 or, equivalently, that I" is finite. It
is well known that lifting sections from O to X leads to an isomorphism
between A on sections of E over O and A on I'-invariant sections of E over
X. Thus the spectrum and essential spectrum of A on E over O are actually
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the same as the spectrum and essential spectrum of A on the subspcae of
I'-invariant sections of F over X.

Case 1: Assume now that |A| = 1 or, equivalently, that I" is parabolic.
Then I' is a finitely generated and virtually nilpotent group with unique
fix point p € X, and Q = X, \ {p}. In particular, the covering X — O
is infinite and amenable. Let N be a normal, finitely generated, and tor-
sion free nilpotent subgroup of I'. Then the orbifold covering X — O de-
composes into the covering X — N\X of manifolds and the finite nor-
mal orbifold covering N\X — O with group I'/N as group of covering
transformations. To the latter we apply the arguments from the first case,
substituting N\X for X, to obtain that spec(A,O) C spec(A, N\X) and
SPeCegs (A, O) C specys(A, N\X). This reduces the assertions to the case
of the amenable covering X — N\X of manifolds, where they follow from
Proposition 2.14]

Case 2: Assume finally that |[A| = 2. Then T is a finite extension of a
normal infinite cyclic subgroup Z C I' such that I fixes a geodesic [p, q] € X,
as a set. As in the previous case, we may pass now to the finite cover Z\ X of
O; that is, we may assume that O = Z\X. But Z is amenable and hence the
assertions follow again from Proposition 2.14], as in the previous case. O

In the proof of Proposition £.4, Lemmas [£.8 and [£9 do not play a role.
The latter will be used to reduce the case of general geometrically finite
orbifolds to situations similar to the ones considered above, and it is this
reduction, where we need assumptions on the operators.

In the proofs of Theorems [Bl and [C] let &/ and V be locally finite re-
spectively finite open coverings of X and O and (¢ )vey and (py)yey be
associated families of functions in C%!(X) and C%1(O) as in Lemma A8

Let E be a Riemannian vector bundle over O together with a metric
connection V. Let A be a formally self-adjoint Laplace type operator on F
over O. Then B = A — A is a formally self-adjoint differential operator of
first order, where A = V*V. For u € C°(O, E), we obtain

(Au,u)o = Y (IV(pru)ll3 + (Blevu), pvu)s)
Vev

= IVul3 + (Bu,u)s = > (IV(pvu)l3 + (Blovu), pvu)2)
Vey

— [10vul + (Bua - 3 ob) - X [VovPluP

Vey Vey

—2> (Vov @u,ovVu) — Y (op(Vey)u, oyu)},
Ve vev

where op denotes the principal symbol of B. Since ng%/ = 1, the first
integrand on the right vanishes. The third and fourth integrand equal

Vey Vey
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respectively

S lovon(Vevyuu) = 3 3 (on(Vied Juu)
Vey Vey

and therefore vanish, again since <p%, = 1. In conclusion,

(5:5) S IV (ev)l3 + (Blovu), gru)s) = (Au,up + 3 / Voov ?Juf?.

Vey Vey
For u # 0, we obtain

Sver(IV(evu)ll3 + (Blpvu), pvu))2
>ovev lovulls
(Au,w)s + Fvey [ [V *lul?
Svev S i ul?

(5.6)

_ (Auus + Syey [ Vv Plul?

ull3
(Au,u)o
< T + Z HVSDVngppu,oo'
HU||2 vey
In particular, if u # 0, then there is a V' € V with ¢y u # 0 such that
(57) Ray 4 (pvu) < Ray (u) + D 1YV [Zuppu,cor
Vey

where Ray indicates the Rayleigh quotient with respect to A. Note that we
use the Rayleigh quotients of A here in the form

Vvl|2 + (B
Ray (1) = [Vv[|3 + (Bv,v)2

w3

for C%!-sections of E. This is legitimate since the infimum over them yield
the bottom of the spectrum of the closure of A, as is well known.
In the spirit of the above discussion, we also get the following criterion.

Lemma 5.8. If A is not bounded from below on E over O, then there is a se-
quence (uy) in C°(0, E), which leaves any compact subset of O eventually,
such that ||uy|l2 =1 and Ray 4(up) — —o0.

Proof. Suppose that A is not bounded from below on E over O. Then there
is a sequence (uy,) in C2°(0, E) such that ||u,||2 =1 and Ray 4(uy,) — —o0.
Let ¢ € C°(0) with 0 < ¢ < 1 such that ¥ = (1 — ¢?)"/2 is smooth and
such that supp ¢ is a compact domain with smooth boundary. Computing
as above, we obtain that

min{Ray 4 (¢un), Ray (Yu,)} — —oo.

Since A is bounded from below on supp ¢ with Dirichlet boundary condi-
tion, we get that Ray(¢u,) — —oo. Thus modifying the sequence of (uy,)
appropriately, it leaves any compact subset of O eventually. O

Proof of Theorem [B. Let (uy) be a sequence in C2°(O, E), which leaves any
compact subset of O eventually, such that ||u,||2 = 1 and Ray 4 (u,) — —oo if
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A is not bounded from below or such that Ray 4 (u,) — Aess(A4, O) otherwise.
Then

Z HVQP‘/ngppun,oo — 0,
Vey

by Lemma A8 For each n, choose a V,, € V such that ¢y, u, # 0 and
such that Ray 4(pv, u,) satisfies the estimate in (5.7). By passing to a
subsequence if necessary, we can assume that V,, does not depend on n, but
is a fixed V € V. Then (pyu,) is a sequence in C°(0, E) with ¢yu, # 0
and supp(¢yu,) C 75 (CNV)NSupp uy, so that (pyu,) leaves any compact
subset of O eventually, and such that limsup Ray 4 (pyu,) < lim Ray 4 (uy,).

There are now two cases. Either V =V, and belongs to the finite subfam-
ily of V covering C.. Then we have the covering 75" (HNU;) — 75 (CNV;),
where U € U lies above V and the group I'; of covering transformations is
finite. Then we argue as in the first case in Proposition (4] substitut-
ing 7' (H NU;) for X and 75'(C NV;) for O. The other case is that
V =V, for some parabolic point p of I Then we have the covering
y (HNU,) — 75 (C NV,) with group T, of covering transformations.
Since Iy, is finitely generated and virtually nilpotent, we can argue as in
the second case in Proposition 54} substituting 75 (H N U,) for X and
7751(C' NV,) for O. The equality assertion follows from Proposition [5.3]
where we note that the volume of geometrically finite orbifolds O is infinite
if and only if Qr is not empty. O

Let now A be of first order, A € R, and u € C°(O, E). Then

> lA(evu) = dpvul* =) loa(Vey)u + oy (Au — du)|?

vey Vey
<2 Z loa(Voy)u* + 2 Z O | Au — Mul?
(5_9) Vey Vey
=23 loa(Vor)Plul? + 2| du — xuf?
vey

< 22 ”O-AHOOHVQPV”zuppu,oo‘u’Q + 2‘Au - )‘u‘z

Proof of Theorem[d. Let X be in the essential spectrum of A and (u,),en be
a sequence in C2°(0, E) as in (5.0)) and (5.2]). Then by (5.9), after passing to
a subsequence if necessary, there is a V' € V such that the sequence of pyu,
also satisfies the requirements of (5.]) and (5.2]), except for the smoothness
of the sections. However, the pyu, are still in the domain of the closure of
A, which is a sufficient replacement for smoothness in (5.1) and (52)). Thus
we arrive at the first assertion, arguing as in the proof of Theorem [Bl The
second assertion follows immediately from Proposition B3], observing again
that the volume of O is infinite if and only if Qr is not empty. O

Assume now again that A is of Laplace type and write A = A+ B, where
B is of first order. Since we need the sections ¢y u to be in the domain of the
closure of A, we assume now that U and V are locally finite respectively finite
open coverings of X and O and that (¢y)uey and (py)yey are associated
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families of smooth functions as in Lemma [£.91 Then

> A= N(pvu)] = |Alpvu) + Blpvu) — Apyul
Vey Vey

= Z lov (Au + Bu — Au)
Vey
—2tr(Vey ® Vu) + (Apy)u+ op(Vey)ul®

<4 {e¥|Au+ Bu— Xul® + 4| Veov |2upp ol Vul*}
Vey

+4 Z (HA(vazuppu,oo + HUBHgoHVLPVngppu,oo)‘u’%
Vey
Using that ) go%/ =1, we obtain

D A= Nlpvu)? <44 = Nuf +16 Y Vv [Rupp u.ce Vul?
Vey Vey

+4) 120V [Buppusce + 1081121 VEv I2upp w00l
Vey

(5.10)

where op denotes the principal symbol of B.
Proof of Theorem [D. With respect to a local orthonormal frame (X;) of O,
\Vu|? + (Bu, u) = |Vu|* + Z(UB(Xi)VXanW + (Vu, u)
> [Vul® — |og||Vullul + (Vu, u)
Vul* = allos oo Vul* = (loslloo/e)ul® + (Vu, u)
> —(co+ loslls/a)ul?,

where we choose o < 1/||op|loc and where —cy is a lower bound for V.
Therefore

VoIV

(Au,u)s > —(co + loBloo/a) [ul3,
and hence A is bounded from below. Thus A is also essentially self-adjoint,
by [4, Theorem A.24].

The proof of the assertions about the spectrum is similar to that of The-
orem [C} however, the control of the terms on the right in (5.10)) is different.
We let (u,,) be a sequence in C°(0, E) for A € specyg (A, O) as in (5.1)) and
(B2). Then (Aup,up)2 < (JA| + 1)||un|3 for all sufficiently large n and we
obtain, for any such u = wu,,

HVUH% = <Auau>2 - <Buau>2
< (A + Dlull3 - (Bu, u)s
= (A + D3 = > (BiVxu,u)s = (Vu,u)
< (I + 1+ co)[[ull3 + et Vull2]ull2
< (Al + 14 co + er/a)l[ull3 + aci | Vull3,

where —c¢g is a lower bound for V and ¢; = ||0g||s. By choosing an o < 1/¢1,
we get an estimate for |Vu|%. The remaining part of the proof is now
analogous to that of Theorem O



ESSENTIAL SPECTRUM OF OPERATORS 21

6. ESTIMATES FOR DERIVATIVES OF JACOBI FIELDS

This section is devoted to the proof of the second estimate in Lemma [£.9]
Let C be a strictly convex domain in X with smooth boundary. Then the
distance f to C' and the orthogonal projection 7w onto C are smooth on
X\ C. Let ¢: C — R be a smooth function and set ¢ =1 o w. Our aim is
to estimate Ap. To that end, estimates of derivatives of Jacobi fields in the
variational direction will be crucial.

Let ¢ = ¢5(t) = c(s,t) be a geodesic variation of a geodesic ¢y by geodesics
¢s, defined on (—¢,¢) x [0, 7], and assume that all geodesics are of unit speed.
Then we have the velocity fields ¢ = d¢/dt and Jacobi fields J = dc¢/0s,
and our aim is to estimate the component K+ perpendicular to ¢ of

o VI _Voc

T ds  9sds
To that end, we assume that J is perpendicular to ¢/. Now
(6.1) %R(J, d)d =VR(J,J, ) + R(K,d)d + R(J,J) + R(J,d)J".

Recalling the Jacobi equation J” + R(J, )¢’ = 0, we compute

Vv / /_z "
83R<J’C)C _BsJ
~ VVVac

~ 0s Ot Ot Os
02 _YVVOe Lo 0 Vo

Ot 0s Ot Os 0s’ Ot’ Ot Os

_VVYO0e V00 ede o 0 Vo

C Ototdsds Ot “0s Ot Os 0s’ Ot’ Ot Ds

=K"+VR(d,J,d)J+ R(J, ) +2R(J,)J,
where we use ¢/ = 0. With (610), (6.2]), and the Bianchi identity for R, we
obtain the perturbed Jacobi equation

(6.3) K"+ R(K,d)d =4R(d,J)J +VR(d,,J)J —VR(J,J ).

Note that the last two terms on the right vanish in the case of hyperbolic
spaces and their quotients.

Let x € X\ C and r = f(x) > 0. Let cg,..., ¢y be unit speed geodesics
in {f = r} through x, which meet orthogonally in z. Using that 1) does not
depend on r and that ¢/ is perpendicular to {f = r} for i > 2, we get

Ap(z)=— Y (pomoe)'(0)=~ Y (dpo(moc))(0)

2<i<m 2<i<m

=~ > {(V((m o) (0), (w0 ci)'(0)) + dp((m 0 c:)"(0)) },

2<i<m

(6.4)

where the prime indicates derivatives with respect to the parameter s of the
¢;. Going back to the situation in (6.2), if ¢ > 2 is given and ¢, = ¢; 5 is the
unit speed geodesic from 7(¢;(s)) to ¢;(s), then

(roe¢;)(0) =J(0,0) and (7oc¢;)"(0)= K(0,0).
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Since V2 is uniformly bounded on compact subsets of C' and since |J(0,0)]
decays exponentially as r — oo, the first term on the right in (6.4]) is under
good control. It remains to show that de(K(0,0)) — 0 in a controlled way
as r — oco. The following approach was motivated by [15] §7].

For convenience, let now J = J(0,.) and K = K(0,.). Let L be a Jacobi
field along ¢ = ¢p perpendicular to ¢ and such that L(r) = 0. Then

(6'5) (<K/7L> - <K7 LI>)/ = <F7 L>

where F' denotes the right hand side of ([63). Now K+ (r) = 0 by the above
choice of variation and L(r) = 0, hence

(6.6) (K, L')(0) — (K', L)(0) = /OT(F, Lydt.
Comparison with constant curvature —a? gives
LV oy < _
(t) < —acoth(a(r —t))
(6.7) IZ]
|L(t)] <sinh(a(r — 1))
|L(0)] — sinh(ar)

The second fundamental form Sy of C = Cy is positive definite and, on
compact parts of Cpy, bounded between constants 0 < k_ < k4. By Corol-
lary 2171 the second fundamental form S; of {f =t} satisfies

- <8 < I =
J- J+’
where
(6.8)  j— = cosh(at) + £ sinh(at) and ji = cosh(bt) + % sinh(bt).
a

Since J'(t) = S¢J(t), we obtain

-/ !/ / !/ -/
= W PP g
A e e
Therefore, since |J(r)| = 1 by our setup,

(6.9)

J— J+
(6.10) o =2 5y

In particular,
1
cosh(ar) + x_ sinh(ar)/a’

(6.11) |J(0)] <

To estimate the integral in (6.0]), assuming that |[VR|s« < oo, we invoke

©3), ©1), ([69), and ([GI0) to get
/\FHL\dt<C/ J— Smh (alr = 1)) 4

sinh(ar)
- C’/ acosh at) + r_sinh(at))? sinh(a(r —t))
(acosh(ar) + k_ sin (ar))2

(6.12) dt

sinh(ar)

e2at ca(r— t) 1
<C/ —— =’ e“tdt<C”
— eQar 6a 2(17"
0 0
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Since L is perpendicular to ¢, only the component K+ of K perpendicular
to ¢ comes into play in (G.5) and (G.6), where we note that (K')t = (K1)
We compute

VVa\" [V Ve +
KL/: v v Ye Y N /
(K™) <8t3383> (asatas+R(C’J)J>
(v v dc

1
95 0s m) + (B, 0)T)

(6.13) — (VY)Y + (R(, D))
— (VySI)E + (R(, J)T)*
— V5(S.J) + (R(¢, J)J) "
— (V'8,)(J, ) + S, K+ + (R(¢, J)J) ™,

where S; is the second fundamental form of {f = t} with respect to ¢/(t)
and V' stands for the Levi-Civita connection of {f = t}.
To control the left hand side of (6.6)), we will need (6.I3]) for ¢ = 0. Since

we only consider a compact part of C, V%S is bounded uniformly over that

part. Hence, by (6.11]),

(6.14)  |(V°S0)(J,J) + (R(¢,J)I) " | <

Hence, by (6.12]) and (614,
(K L)(0) — (So]E, L)(0)] < Ceor

On the other hand, L'(0) = B(0)L(0), where B is the second fundamental
form of the sphere of radius r about ¢(r) at ¢(0) with respect to the inner
normal ¢/(0). Now B < 0 and Sp > 0 and

(K, L')(0) — (SoK*,L)(0) = (B — So)K*, L)(0)

for any Jacobi field L as above. Since B — Sy < —Sp < 0, we conclude that
|K+(0)] < Ce.

C
(cosh(ar) + k_ sinh(ar)/a)?

APPENDIX A. SMOOTHING CONVEX SETS

The purpose of this appendix is the proof of the following version of [23]
Proposition 6] of Parkkonen and Paulin. The setting is a closed and strictly
convex C1l-domain C' C X such that the second fundamental form S of OC
satisfies 0 < a < § < f almost everywhere.

Theorem A.1l. Assume that VR is uniformly bounded in a tubular neigh-
borhood U,(C) about C, for some p > 0, and let 0 <n < a A p. Then there
is a closed and strictly convex domain C C C' C U,(C) whose boundary is
smooth with second fundamental form o —n < S' < B+ 1. Moreover, C' is
invariant under any isometry of X leaving C invariant.

Note that the statement of [23] Proposition 6] is more general, since there
is no assumption on VR. But it seems that the arguments behind the last
eight lines on [23] Page 630] require the compactness of C.
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As in [23], our proof relies on smoothing the distance function to C.
We will need uniform estimates on the first and second derivative of the
smoothed distance function. Our arguments also work in more general sit-
uations. However, in our setting, the arguments are less cumbersome.

Let F': X x R™ — TX be a smooth orthonormal frame of X and write

(A.2) gu(2) = g(z,v) = exp F(z,v).

Note that gg is the identity of X and that, therefore, g, converges locally
uniformly in the C*°-topology to the identity of X as |v| — 0. This is the
point of the arguments in [23], which we alluded to above.

Let ¢: R — R be a non-negative smooth function which is positive and
constant in a neighborhood of 0 such that ¢(r) = 0 for » > 1 and such that

/R (el do =1,

o = () =k "p(x/K).
Let f be a locally integrable function on X. Then

(A3) fula) = [ ool (gl 0) do

does not depend on the choice of the frame F. By the usual rule of differ-
entiation under the integral sign, we obtain that f, is smooth.

For k > 0, set

Lemma A.4. For any isometry v of X and k > 0, (fo~), = fuo~y. In
particular, if f is vy-invariant, then also f.

Proof. For a given choice F' of frame, define a new frame v*F' by
VF(z,v) = v F(y lz,0).

Then v*F' is also a frame, and we get

(Foele) = | onloDf(vesp Pla,o) do
= [ allelf(exp P (o, v)) do
— [ enlehflexpr" Pl ) do = fu(a),

where we use that f, does not depend on the choice of frame. O

Suppose now that f is C%!. Then f is differentiable almost everywhere
and the norm of its derivative is locally integrable. Differentiation under the
integral sign gives

(A5) Vhdaw) = [ o) V(F 0 g)la(w)do

for all z € X and w € T, X, where g,(z) = g(z,v). More generally, we have
Lemma A.6. For any k > 1, if f is C*~b1, then

VE fla(wr, . wg) = / on([W)VE(F 0 go)laun, ... i) do
Rm

forallz € X and wq,...,wp € T, X.
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Proof. For convenience, we write out the formulas only in the case k = 2.
Choose a smooth vector field W5 in a neighborhood of = such that Ws(x) =
ws. Then we have

VQfm‘x(thJQ) = wl(va(WQ)) - vfn’a:(vwlw2)

= [ nlloD (9 0 0 (7)) = V(F 0 9,)1e(Tuy Wa)

= [ ol DTS 0 gleluwn ) do,
]Rm
where we differentiate under the integral sign for the second equality. U

We assume from now on that f is Cb!. Our aim is to get estimates on
fx, Ve, and V2f,. Clearly, for any x € X such that |Vf| < ¢ on B(z,r),
we have |f(gy(x)) — f(x)| < £Jv] for all 0 < |v| < k < r and hence

(A7) [fe(z) = f2)] < lr

forall 0 < k <.

To estimate Vf, at © € X, recall first that f, does not depend on the
choice of frame. We choose F' to be parallel along geodesics through =,
that is, we choose a frame at x and extend it via parallel translation along
geodesics through x. The computations in the following discussion are based
on that choice. In addition, we assume that |[Vf| < ¢ and that |[V2f| < 3
on B(z,r). Then

(A.8) IV fle(w) = V flgm (w)] < Blofjw]

for almost all 0 < |v| < r and all w € T, X, where w' denotes the parallel
translate of w along the geodesic ¢, with initial velocity v and where we note
that g(x,v) = ¢,(1). On the other hand, let ¢, be the geodesic through x
with initial velocity w. Then

(A.9) c=c(s,t) = glcw(s), tv) = exp F(cy(s), tv)

is a variation of the geodesic ¢,, where s is the variational parameter. We
write cs(t) = c(s,t) and consider the Jacobi fields J; = Ocs/0s along the
geodesics ¢s. By the choice of F', we have

(A.10) Js(0) =, (s) and J.(0) = 0.
For any v € R™ and w € T, X,

(A.11) Goez(w) = (0¢/05)(0,1) = Jo(1)
and hence, by the chain rule,

(A.12) V(f 0 go)lz(w) = V flg(z,0)(Jo(1))-
We will use here and below that

(A.13) Jo(1) — /| < (cosh(Blo]) — 1),
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where w’ denotes the parallel translate of w along cy; see [8, Corollary 6.3.8].

From (A.8) and (A.13)), we obtain
IV(f © g0)le(w) =V fla(w)]

< IV(f 0 g0)la(w) = Vg @)+ V£ lym (W) = Vfla(w)]

= [Vflg(ew)(Jo(1) = w)| + [V flgge,0) (') = Vo (w)]

< 2 [vfw] + Blu|lw] < (b + B)v]|w]
for almost all 0 < |v| < r with b|v| <1 and all w € T, X, where we use the
rough estimate cosht <1 + t2 for 0 <t < 1. In conclusion,
(A.14) IV file = VFlal < (84 B

for all 0 < k < r with br < 1.
With our special frame through z and geodesic variation ¢ as in (A.9) and
for any v € R™ such that V2f exists at g(x,v),

0
VZ(f o gv)’a:(wvw) = %|8:0vf‘g(cw(s),v)(¢]s(1))

= V?£ly@a)(Jo(1), Jo(1)) + V flg(a.0) (Ko (1)),

where Ky = V.J,/0s denotes the covariant derivative of the Jacobi fields
Js in the variational direction. Note that K satisfies the inhomogeneous
Jacobi equation (6.3]) along ¢y with initial conditions

(A.16) Ko(0) =0 and K{(0) = R(F(z,v),w)w.

(A.15)

To get an estimate for Ko(1), set X = K|, to reduce the differential equation
(63]) for Ky of second order to the differential equation

Kl=X
X"=—R(Ky,cy)cp+Y
of first order for the pair (K, X), where
Y = 4R(c}, Jo)J§ + VR(c), ¢y, Jo)Jo — VR(Jo, Jo, cf)ch.
Since |¢p| = |v|, Corollary 212l yields
|Jo| < cosh(blv|)|w| and |J)| < |v]btanh(b|v])|Jo]
on [0,1]. Therefore
| (Ko, X)I" < |(Ko, X)'|
< |(Ko, X)| + 40| ch | Jol| Jg| + 20'|cp|?| Jo|
< |(Ky, X)| + (4b3 tanh(b|v]) 4 2b') cosh(b|v])?|v|?|w]?
< |(Ko, X)[ +16(6° + b)[v[* ||

for all blv| < 1, where b is a bound of VR on B(z,r). Now Gronwall’s
inequality implies that, for all bjv| < 1,

[Ko(1)] < [(Ko, X)(1)]
< (|(Ko, X)(0)] +16(6° + ') |v]*[w]*)e
= (|R(F(z,v), w)w| + 16(b> + b')|v|*|w|*)e
= (0[v[Jw]? +16(b* + b")[v[*|w]*)e < Clo||w]*.

(A.17)
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With w’ as above, we get
V2(f 0 g0)le(w,w) = V2 oty (Jo(1)s Jo(1)) + V f gz (Eo(1))
= V2 fly(a.) (@', w") + V2 flggo (W', Jo(1) — w')
+ V2 flg(ew) (Jo(1) = w', Jo(1)) + V flga.0) (Ko(1))
= V2 flgan (@', w') £ {B(cosh(blv]) — 1)|w]”
+ B(cosh(blv]) — 1) cosh(b|v])|w|? + Cl|v||w|*}
for almost all 0 < |v| < kK < r with bjv| < 1 and all w € T, X. Setting
C’ = (14 cosh(1))b, we conclude that
(A.18) V2(f 0 go)la(w,w) = V2 [y (0’ w') £ (CL+ C'B)r|w]?
for almost all 0 < |v| <k <7 with bjv| <1 and all w € T, X.

Proof of Theorem[A. 1l Let f be the distance function to C = {f = 0}.
Then, by Corollary [Z11] there is a 0 < § < e such that {f < r} is a closed
and strictly convex domain such that the second fundamental form .S, of its
boundary {f = r} satisfies 0 < o — e < S, < 8 + € almost everywhere, for
all 0 <7 < 4. Then |V2f| < B+¢con0< f <4 and therefore, by (A4,

(A.19) IVsle = Vfle| <0+ B8 +e)s,
forall 0 <k <d/3 and x € {0/3 < f <20/3}. We also have
IV2(f 0 go)lo(w,w) = V2 f|ga ) (@', w')| < (C + C'(8 + €))rlwl?

for almost all |v] < §/3 with blv| <1 and z € {§/3 < f <2§/3}, by (AIS).
Therefore

a—2 <V2fil. <B+2 onVft
for all sufficiently small x > 0 and = € {§/3 < f <2§/3}. Thus
(A.20) a—3s <V2fils <B+3c on VS|t

for all sufficiently small K > 0 and € {0/3 < f < 2§/3}. Therefore
C" = {fx < 0'} is a closed domain containing C' and contained in U.(C),
whose boundary 0C’ = {f,, = ¢’} is smooth with second fundamental form
a—3e < 8" < B+ 3¢, for any sufficiently small x > 0 and regular value ¢’
of f, sufficiently close to 6/2. If 0 < 3e < a, then S’ is positive definite and
hence C” strictly convex. By Lemmal[A.4] C’ is invariant under any isometry
of X leaving C invariant. U

APPENDIX B. THE SYMMETRY OF SECOND DERIVATIVES

Say that z € R™ is a 2-Lebesgue point of a map f: R™ — R" if, for any
orthonormal u,v € R™ tangent to coordinate directions,

limi/or/or|f(x+su+tv)—f(a:)|:0.

r—0 12

Together with the Fubini theorem, the Lebesgue differentiation theorem
implies that almost any point of R™ is a 2-Lebesgue point of f if f is locally
integrable; compare with [13, Section 2.1.4].
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Lemma B.1. For any f € CHY(R™,R"), d?f(x) is symmetric at each 2-
Lebesque point x of the map d>f.

In view of our needs, we assume that f is CY!, but somewhat weaker

assumptions would also be sufficient.

Proof of Lemma[B.1. For u,v € R™, we have

flx+ru+rv) — f(z+ru) — f(z+rv) + f(x)

= /r{df(x + ru+tv) — df (x + tv) v dt
0

:/r/rde(m—i—su—i—tv)(u,v)dsdt
o Jo
= L,,(r) + rzdzf(x)(u, v),

where we note, for the penultimate equality, that df is C%! and where

- ' T2.%' SUu ?}—2.%' u, v S
Iu,u(r)—/o/o{df( + su + tv) — d*f(z)}(u,v) ds dt .

Interchanging the roles of v and v, we obtain

flx+rut+rv) — flx+ru) — f(z+rv) + f(x)

/ / d? f(x + su + tv)(v,u) dt ds
= I.(r) + r2d2f(x)(v, u).

If x is a 2-Lebesgue point of d?f and u,v are orthonormal and tangent to
coordinate directions, then we have

.1 o1
Jimg 2 un(r) = limg S5 Tou(r) = 0.

Therefore, by the above computations,

|d? f(z)(u,v) — d>f(z)(v,u)| < hr% \Iuv( ) — Iy u(r)] = 0.

Hence d?f(x) is symmetric. O

Corollary B.2. For any k > 1 and f € CPY(R™,R"), d**'f(x) is sym-
metric at each 2-Lebesque point = of the map d*t1f.
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