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RIGIDITY OF POINCARE-EINSTEIN MANIFOLDS
WITH FLAT EUCLIDEAN CONFORMAL INFINITY

SANGHOON LEE AND FANG WANG

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we prove a rigidity theorem for Poincaré-
Einstein manifolds whose conformal infinity is a flat Euclidean
space. The proof relies on analyzing the propagation of curva-
ture tensors over the level sets of an adapted boundary defining
function. Additionally, we provide examples of Poincaré-Einstein
manifolds with non-compact conformal infinities. Furthermore, we
draw analogies with Ricci-flat manifolds exhibiting Euclidean vol-
ume growth, particularly when the compactified metric has non-
negative scalar curvature.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background and main theorems. Suppose X" s an n + 1-
dimensional smooth manifold with boundary X = M and interior X.
Let z € C*°(X) be a smooth boundary defining function, i.e.

x>0in X, z=0on M, dxr+#0on M.

Let g, be a complete Riemannian metric on X. We say that g, is a
Poincaré-Einstein metric (PE) of Ck%(or C*) regularity if it satisfies
the Einstein equation

(1.1) Ricy,, = —ngy, in X

and if the conformally compactified metric g = 22g, extends to a
Cke(or C°°) metric on X. Defining h = g|s,the pair (M, [h]) is called
the conformal infinity of (X, M, g, ). Typically, we assume k > 2,0 <
« < 1, which ensures that the sectional curvature satisfies

K — —|d1’|§ =—1,asz —0.

When X and M are both compact, this class of metrics has been
extensively studied in many classical works. Examples include bound-

ary regularity theory [CDLS| [AnT], existence theory [An2| [GLl Le2]
BLL [GS], non-existence theory |[GH| [GHS], uniqueness theory [ST), [DJ]
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LQS, [CLW), [CGIQ), and compactness theory [OCT, [CCIQLICGQ). For

further discussions on the geometric aspects and the AdS/CFT corre-
spondence, see also [An3] Q12].

In this paper, we primarily focus on the case where 90X is non-
compact. While the local theory is analogous to the compact bound-
ary case, the global theory is far less developed. Notably, the stan-
dard hyperbolic space has two well-known models: the ball model and
the upper half-plane model. In the ball model, the conformal infinity
is the standard sphere, which is compact. In contrast, in the upper
half-plane model, the natural conformal infinity is the flat Euclidean
space, which is non-compact. This distinction makes the study of non-
compact boundaries a natural and important extension for generalizing
the geometric and analytic theory developed for the standard upper
half-plane model.

Beyond the fact that PE manifolds serve as natural generalizations
of the upper half-plane model of hyperbolic space, their relationship
to PE manifolds with compact boundaries can be viewed in two ways.
One motivation for this study is that Poincaré-Einstein (PE) mani-
folds with non-compact boundaries frequently arise as blow-up limits
of those with compact boundaries. Consequently, understanding the
non-compact boundary case is critical for gaining insight into the ge-
ometry and moduli space of compact cases. For example, in works
such as [CGIl [CGQ] [CGJQ), sophisticated blow-up arguments were
used to control curvature near the boundary to establish compactness
properties for Poincaré-Einstein manifolds.

Second, there is a strong connection between PE manifolds with
non-compact boundaries and those with singular conformal infinities.
For examples of PE manifolds with singularities, we refer the reader to
[AOS, BL]. Specifically, by applying stereographic projection and per-
forming a blow-up of the singular set on the boundary, one obtains PE
manifolds with non-compact boundaries and a particular decay order
of curvature. Note that the curvature decay in such cases is typically
worse than that of manifolds derived from smooth Poincaré-Einstein
manifolds with compact boundaries via stereographic projection. Thus,
a deeper understanding of general Poincaré-Einstein manifolds with
non-compact boundaries provides valuable insights into PE manifolds
with compact boundaries that may include singular sets.

The goal of this paper is twofold. The first is to prove a rigid-
ity theorem for Poincaré-Einstein (PE) manifolds with flat Euclidean
space as their conformal infinity under certain natural geometric as-
sumptions. Specifically, we show that if a smooth PE manifold with
flat Euclidean conformal infinity admits an adapted boundary defining
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function p-a suitable conformal factor that fixes the conformal gauge
symmetry among boundary defining functions—and if the compactified
metric p?g, has non-negative scalar curvature and its full curvature ten-
sor exhibits sufficiently fast quadratic decay, then the manifold must
be the standard hyperbolic space.

The second goal is to provide a variety of examples of smooth Poincaré-
Einstein manifolds with non-compact boundaries and specific curvature
decay properties. These examples arise from the stereographic projec-
tion of Poincaré-Einstein manifolds with singular boundaries. Thus, we
confirm that the class of PE manifolds with non-compact boundaries
is rich and abundant.

Before presenting the main results of this paper, we briefly discuss the
gauge freedom of boundary defining functions. In the definition of PE
manifolds, the conformal infinity becomes observable by compactifying
the metric, which is achieved by multiplying the original metric by a
suitable boundary defining function. Of course, when the boundary
is topologically non-compact, as in our case, the manifold does not
become compact in the usual sense after this multiplication. However,
we will continue to use the term compactification for convenience, as
it effectively conveys the concept in this context, and we could not
identify a better alternative.

Even after selecting a specific representative within the conformal
equivalence class of metrics on the boundary, there are still numerous
choices for the boundary defining function. To address this ambiguity,
it is often necessary to identify a special boundary defining function.
For compact boundaries, a commonly used option is the adapted bound-
ary defining function, as studied in the work of Case and Chang [CC],
where they introduced a defining function that depends on a real pa-
rameter . This approach generalizes the defining functions used in the
works of Lee [Lel] and Fefferman and Graham [F'G], which correspond
to the specific cases v = § and v = 5 + 1, respectively. Roughly speak-
ing, this defining function solves an elliptic PDE whose coefficients
depend on v in the interior and exhibits suitable boundary behavior.

When the boundary is non-compact, we define the adapted boundary
defining function in an analogous manner, and assume their existence
in our results. We note that the existence of these defining functions is
open in general, except in cases where a PE manifold is a limit of PE
manifolds with compact boundaries and adapted defining functions.
For a precise definition and basic properties of these functions, we refer
the reader to Section 2.
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Now, we present the main results of this paper. Our first result
is a rigidity theorem for Poincaré-Einstein (PE) manifolds with flat
Euclidean space (R™, go) as their conformal infinity:

Theorem 1.1. Let n > 3. There exists a positive number C(n) with
the following significance:

Suppose (X" R™, g, ) is a complete C>* (where 0 < o < 1) Poincaré-
FEinstein manifold with conformal infinity (R™, go). Assume there ezists
the Fefferman-Graham compactification p € C*(X) and let g = p*g.
be a C* metric on X. Further, assume the following conditions hold:

(1) R, >0

(2) |Rmyl(x) < disf((zz))z for all x € X, where o is a fived point on
the boundary.

Then, (X,R", p*g.) is isometric to the standard Buclidean upper
half-plane, or equivalently (X", R™, g,) is isometric to the standard
upper-half plane model of hyperbolic space.

In fact, our method establishes the rigidity result under the assump-
tion of the existence of an adapted boundary defining function, where
the parameter v lies within a broader range. For the geometric sig-
nificance of the Fefferman-Graham compactification and its connec-
tion to @) -curvature and renormalized volume, we refer the reader to

[Andl, [FG, (Gl and the references therein.

Theorem 1.2. Let n > 3 and v > max(5 — 1,1). There exists a
positive number C(n,~) with the following significance:

Suppose (X" R™, g, ) is a complete, smooth Poincaré-Einstein man-
ifold with conformal infinity (R", go). Assume there exists the adapted
compactification with parameter v, p € C3(X), and let g = p®gy be the
compactified metric on X. Further, assume the following conditions
hold:

(1) R, >0

(2) |Rmgy|(z) < dgt(&’z)))z for all v € X, where o is a fived point on
the boundary.

Then, (X,R", p*g.) is isometric to the standard Buclidean upper
half-plane. Equivalently (X" R™ g,) is isometric to the standard
upper-half plane model of hyperbolic space.

We note that in the theorem above, C%“ regularity of the metric
is sufficient when ~ > % However, when, 1 < v < %, a smoothness

assumption is required to fully utilize the asymptotic expansion of p
near the boundary. For further details, we refer readers to Lemma 2.4
and Lemma
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In the final part of the paper, we present several explicit examples of
Riemannian manifolds with non-compact boundaries that are confor-
mal to Poincaré-Einstein manifolds in the interior and exhibit quadratic
curvature decay at infinity.

These examples arise from stereographic projections of various con-
formally compact Einstein manifolds in the classical sense, including
smooth, non-smooth, and singular cases. The non-smooth example,
originally constructed by Bahuaud and Lee [BL], admits a C'"*! confor-
mal compactification in the classical sense. The singular example be-
longs to the Plebanski-Demianski family and was shown by Alvarado,
Ozuch, and Santiago [AOS] to have a conic-edge singularity in its con-
formal compactification.

1.2. Related results and method of proof. The rigidity theorem
for Poincaré-Einstein manifolds with regular conformal compactifica-
tion in the classical sense is well known, i.e., if the conformal infin-
ity is (S™, [gs]), then (X"*! g,) must be isometric to the hyperbolic
space H"*. This was first proved by Shi and Tian [ST] under extra
assumptions on the topology and curvature deday. Later Qing
provided another proof using the positive mass theorem (PMT). The
rigidity problem was subsequently resolved without extra assumptions
by Dutta and Javaheri [DJ], and Li, Qing and Shi [LQS|], who derived
a lower bound for the Bishop-Gromov volume ratio using the Yamabe
constant at conformal infinity. Later, an alternative proof that relied
solely on the relationship between conformal invariants of (X" g,)
and (S", [gs]) was given by Chen, Lai and Wang [CLW], and Wang and
Wang [WW].

Several other uniqueness theorems exist for cases where the confor-
mal infinity is compact but not the standard sphere. For instance, when
the conformal infinity is sufficiently close to the round sphere, Chang,
Ge, Jin and Qing [CGJQ)| proved that Graham-Lee’s small perturba-
tion solution from is unique. More recently, in a preprint [CYZ],
Chang, Yang and Zhang demonstrated that if the conformal infinity is
S'(\) x S* with a sufficiently large circle radius A, then the Poincaré-
Einstein fill-in is unique. We also note that uniqueness is established
when the conformal infinity is homogeneous, as shown in [Lill [Li2].

In a recent preprint work [CG2], Chang-Ge proved that if the the
conformal infinity is the standard Euclidean space R? with some further
assumptions including the Ricci curvature decay and positive injectiv-
ity radius on the scalar flat (y = % case) conformal compactification,

2
then (X%, g,) is isometric to the hyperbolic space H*. In this paper,
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we consider the generalized conformal compactification for Poincaré-
Einstein manifold (X"*! g, ) such that the conformal infinity is not
compact. Without extra assumption, the rigidity and uniqueness prob-
lem is much harder than the classical case, since we lose the control of
infinity.

Our proof relies on the fact that the adapted boundary compactifi-
cation serves as a regularized distance function from the boundary. In
the study of Riemannian manifolds with non-negative Ricci curvature,
as shown in [C] and [CM3], the function b = G7, where G is the
Green’s function for the Laplacian, acts as a regularized distance func-
tion from a fixed point. Colding and Minicozzi established important
monotonicity formulas for the |Vb|-weighted area and volume, which
played a crucial role in proving the uniqueness of tangent cones for
Einstein metrics in [CM4].

There are notable analogies between our adapted boundary defin-
ing function p and the function b introduced by Colding and Mini-
cozzi. First, both satisfy |Vp| < 1 and |Vb| < 1 when the manifold
has non-negative scalar curvature and non-negative Ricci curvature,
respectively. Moreover, if equality holds at any point (in the interior
of Poincaré-Einstein manifolds), the manifold must be flat Euclidean
space by the strong maximum principle. Second, similar to the case
of manifolds with non-negative Ricci curvature, we observe a compa-
rable monotonicity property for the |Vp|-weighted area functional (see
Lemma [3.4]).

In the work of Colding and Minicozzi [CMI1], [CM2], they studied the
space of harmonic functions on Riemannian manifolds with at most
polynomial growth at infinity, leveraging the frequency formula. In
our case, we compute the |Vp|-weighted L*-norm over the level sets
of p for sufficiently large integer M. The curvature tensor satisfies a
specific elliptic system, such as the Bach-flat equation in the case where
n+1=4.

In the case of Einstein manifolds, Bando, Kasue, and Nakajima
used the Moser iteration technique on the elliptic differential
inequality A|Rm| > —C|Rm/|?* to study the behavior of Einstein man-
ifolds both at infinity and near isolated singularities. This well-known
technique has been applied in various contexts, such as [CT] for Ricci-
flat manifolds, [TVI] and [TV2] for Bach-flat manifolds in dimension
4, and [AV] for more general obstruction-flat manifolds in higher di-
mensions.
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Instead of the Moser iteration technique, we use the monotonicity
arguments developed in [Ll [STVIl [STV2], where Liouville-type theo-
rems for subharmonic functions and certain degenerate elliptic PDEs
defined on the upper half-space were proven. We generalize these ar-
guments to the case of the Schrodinger operator Au = fu on the flat
upper half-plane, where f and u are functions with bounded growth
(see Proposition B.1I). Simply put, if the curvature exhibits sufficiently
fast quadratic decay, the curvature equation coupled with p implies
that the |Vp|-weighted L*¥-norm over the level sets of p exhibits a
monotonicity property, which allows us to conclude that the curvature
is flat.

Our method applies to a broad range of the parameter v and di-
mensions n. Specifically, we cover v > max(1,§ — 1), which includes
the compactifications of Fefferman-Graham and Lee in the Poincaré-
Einstein setting. This is in contrast to the constant scalar curvature
case studied in [AV], TV2], or the v = 2 (flat Q-curvature) case
studied in [CGIl [CGJQ, [CGQ] when n > 5 . Furthermore, it is worth
noting that our assumptions do not necessarily imply the finiteness of
fX |Rm|nT+1dVg < 0.

We are able to bypass the difficulty arising from the fact that the
elliptic PDE for scalar curvature is degenerate (see Lemma 2.§) and
that the curvature equation (obstruction-flatness) is a higher-order el-
liptic PDE in higher dimensions. Additionally, we establish and apply
a curved version of Hardy’s inequality (Proposition B.6]) to address the
issue that the adapted metric is not necessarily smooth.

1.3. Organization of the paper. In Section 2, we review some pre-
liminary facts from geometric scattering theory and discuss the curva-
ture equations associated with the adapted boundary compactification
of Poincaré-Einstein manifolds. In Section 3, under the assumptions
of non-negative scalar curvature and sufficiently fast quadratic curva-
ture decay, we establish various estimates for the metric and compute
the integration of curvature tensors over the level sets of the adapted
boundary defining function. In Section 4, we derive an ordinary dif-
ferential inequality that describes the propagation of curvature along
the level sets. In Section 5, we prove the rigidity theorems. Finally, in
Section 6, we provide non-trivial examples of Poincaré-Einstein man-
ifolds with non-compact conformal infinities. Readers are advised to
read Sections 4.1 and 5.1 before Sections 4.2 and 5.2, as the case n > 4
equires additional algebraic computations.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Geodesic normal defining function. Assume (X" g,) is a
complete Poincaé-Einstein metric of C* regularity (k > 2,0 < a < 1)
with non-compact conformal infinity (M, [h]). Fix a boundary repre-
sentation h. Then y € C'(X) is called the geodesic normal defining
function associated to (g, h) if it is a boundary defining function and
satisfies that y%g, [,y = h and \Vy| = 1 in a neighborhood of M.

Lemma 2.1. If x is a smooth boundary defining function such that
g =a%g, € C*(X) and h = gy, then there exists a geodesic normal
defining function y associated to (g.,h) in a neighborhood U C X of
M, such that

(1) y =2+ O(2?);

(2) g = y%g4 has a C*H extension to X ;

(3) for each p € M, there exist €, > 0, a boundary neighborhood
V, C M of p and a C*=2* open map : ® : V, x[0,¢,) — U such

that
Do — y 2 (dy* + h+2*he + -+ y"h, + O(y" ™)) | for n odd,
)y 2 (dy® + h+ 2*hy + - + yo(log y) Oy, + y"hy, + O(y" ' logy)) ,  for n even,

where hy, - -+, h,_1 and O,, are locally determined by h and h,, is
the global term. In particular, he = — A, with Ay, the Schouten
tensor of h; O, is the obstruction tensor.

Proof. The existence and regularity theories for geodesic normal defin-
ing function are according to the proof of [Lell Lemma 5.1]. The
Taylor expansion of metric g is from the boundary regularity theorem

of [CDLS]. O

Lemma 2.2. Ify € C*(X) is a geodesic normal defining function in
a neighborhood U of M, then we have the curvature identities:

(1) Ay=—5-yR in U;

(2) ch(Vy, Vy) =R inU;

(3) R

(4)

=Ry, on M;
4) (M, h) is totally geodesic in (X, g).



RIGIDITY OF POINCARE-EINSTEIN MANIFOLDS 9

Proof. Since the curvatures in (1)-(4) are also locally determined, the
computations are the same as Lemma 5.2]. 0

Notice that here M is non-compact and hence we can not find a
uniform € > 0 such that corresponding to every boundary point p, y
exists in the interval [0, €). Actually, the range for the existence of y
has more deep implication.

Proposition 2.3. Let (X" g,) be a complete Poincaré-Einstein man-
ifold with conformal infinity (R™, go). Suppose there exists a globally
defined geodesic defining function y € C3(X) such that g = y?gy €
C3(X). Then, (X"*1, g.) is isometric to the standard upper-half plane
model of hyperbolic space.

Proof. Let h = glsx. Applying the Laplacian to the equation |Vy|* =
1 and using Bochner’s formula along with the curvature identities in
Lemma 2.2] we obtain:
1
0= SA(VYP) = [V*I* + Vy - V(Ay) + Ric(Vy, Vy)

1 1
_ 2,12 _ = —
= |VZy|* + 9,( 2nyR) + 2nR

1 1
> Ay)? — —
_n+1( v) 2ny8yR
_; 2R2_i O R
B 4n2(n+1)y on v

From this inequality, we deduce that d,R > 0. Given that the scalar
curvature R, of the boundary metric is zero, it follows that the scalar
curvature R is non-negative.

Now, suppose there exists a point zy = (x, yo) where R > 0. Then,
along the geodesic starting from (g, 0), we have the following differen-
tial inequality:

1

—0,R> ——n—y i > 1.
R 1) Y=
Integrating both sides yields:
1 5 o 1 1 1
—(y* — < - + < .
dn(n +1) W~ %) R(ro,y)  R(zo,y0)  R(xo,vo)

Taking the limit y — oo leads to a contradiction.

Thus, we conclude that R = 0, and it follows that V2y = 0. Con-
sequently, the metric ¢ = y?g, is isometric to the Euclidean upper
half-space by the Hessian rigidity theorem. O
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2.2. Adapted boundary defining function. Assume (X! g,) is
a complete Poincaé-Einstein manifold of C*® regularity (k > 2,0 <
a < 1) with non-compact conformal infinity (0X,[g]). We consider
the adapted defining function for g, in a similar way as the compact
model.

Let s > 4 be a real parameter and denote s = § ++ for v > 0. Then
p € CY(X) is called an adapted boundary defining function if it is a
boundary defining function and satisfies

(i) either p = vis for s > 5,5 # n, where v is a positive function
satisfy the equation:

(2.1) —Ayv—s(n—s)v=0;
(ii) or p = " for s = n, where w satisfy the equation

Then g = p?g, is called the adapted conformal compactification of g..
In the following, we fix some s = § +~ > 3.

The existence theory for adapted boundary defining function relies
on the solvability of PDEs (1)) and (2.2]), however which is not well
established for the case of non-compact conformal infinity. For the
case of conformally compact Einstein the spectrum analysis of A, and
Fredholm theorem for A, + s(n — s) can be refered to [MM) [Le2].

If exists, then it is obviously that p € C*1%(X) by the classical
elliptic theory in the interior. The regularity of p up to the boundary
requires a bit more attention. There are two ways to observe it.

Lemma 2.4. Suppose x is a smooth boundary defining function such
that § = xg, € C**(X). If there emists an adapted defining function
p=z(1+¢) with ¢ = o(1), then ¢ € C*?(X) and g = p*g, € CF(X),
where

M I+=k+aifk+a<2y;

(2) I+ 5 =k+aif k+a > 2y and 27 is some positive odd integer;

(3) L+ B <2y if k+ a> 2y and 2v is not a positive odd integer.
Proof. This is from [WZ, Lemma 4.6-4.7, 4.9-4.10] O
Lemma 2.5. Suppose x is a smooth boundary defining function such
that g = x%g, € C>(X), which is also geodesic normal in a neighbor-
hood of M. If there exists an adapted defining function p = x(1 + ¢)
with ¢ = o(1), then

(1) if v > 0 and v is not an integer, we have ¢ € CHP(X) with

I+ 38 =2y and
p=uz(F+2"G), FGeC®X)
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satisfying F|y—o = 1, 0, F|p—0 = 0; -
(2) if v = k is a positive integer, we have ¢ € C*¥~11=¢(X) and
p=a(F+2"logz@G), F,GecC®(X)
satisfying F|y—o = 1, 0. F|4—0 = 0.
Proof. Since this is pure local theory, it follows the same as the confor-
mally compact case. When the background metric is C*° conformally
compact, the micro-local analysis method applies and gives a full ex-

pansion of the solutions to 1) or [2.2), see [MM| Lemma 6.13 and
Proposition 7.1], [GZ, Proposition 3.1] and [Gul. O

Lemma 2.6. If p € Cl(Yl is an adapted boundary defining function
such that g = p?gy € CY(X), 1>2,0< B < 1, then p € CY¥(X).

Proof. By the formal calculation for adapted boundary defining func-
tion in [CC], we have

{Ap: _W‘STL_JH)RP? n X,

2

p =0, on M.
Then the classical elliptic theory implies that p € C%#(X). O

Now we record some algebraic identities for curvature quantities.

Lemma 2.7. If g = p?q, € C*(X) is an adapted conformal compacti-
fication, then we have the following identities:

(1) Ap = —sp~' (1 = |Vp|?);
(2) R=2n(s — ). p=2 (1= |Vp|?);

(3) Ric = —(n = 1)p~' V2p+ (s = 271 - 7% (1= [VpP)g;
(4) E=—(n—1)p " V?p.
Here V?p denotes the the trace-free part of the Hessian of p.
Proof. These are directly from [CC|, Lemma 3.2, 6.1]. O

Lemma 2.8. If g = p?g. is an adapted conformal compactification,
then we have following identities in X :

(1) AR+(n+3—2s)p~dp,dR) = —2n(23—n—1)|A\2+2M227ﬂL_1)R2;
(2) ViAij = 3.V R;
(3) if (X, g) is Bach flat (which is always true for n = 3)
AAZ']' = iV2R + Ax Rm;
2n

(4) in general, letting J = %R, then
AAij =Jij = 5527 p" (A + Amja) + (0 = 3)p™ (Vp, VA;)
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Proof. Here (1) is from [CC|, Lemma 3.2, 6.2]; (2) is by easy computa-
tion combining with identities in Lemma 2.7} (3) is by the definition of
Bach flat; (4) is proved in Appendix A. O

We recall the consequences of the Gauss-Codazzi equation for adapted
metrics when the boundary metric is Ricci-flat.

Proposition 2.9. Let g = p?g, be an adapted conformal compactifica-
tion with v > 1, and assume the Ricci curvature of the boundary metric
g|a vanishes. Then

(1) the metric g has a totally geodesic boundary;

(2) the Ricci curvature of the metric g vanishes on the boundary.

Proof. See [CGJQ), Lemma 2.6]. O

We record an algebraic inequality that reflects the structure of Poincaré-
Einstein manifolds.

Lemma 2.10. Given constants ag, ay, as, there exist constants b, by > 0
depending on the a;’s such that the following inequality holds:

bp?*|VRI* —agR*|Vp|* —a, E*(Vp,Vp) —as RE(V p,Vp) > —by R?*|Vp|*.

Proof. From Lemma 2.7(2), it follows that there exist ¢y > 0 and ¢
(depending on n and s) such that

PPIVR[* = GE*(Vp,Vp) + 2c0c1 RE(Vp, Vp) + i R*|Vp[?
Thus, it suffices to show that there exists b and by such that
4(bct 4 by — ag)(bck — a1) > (2bcoe — as)?,
which is equivalent to
4](bo — ag)ci + ascoer — arcilb > 4(by — ag)ay + as.

If by is chosen sufficiently large so that (by — ag)c2 + agcoc; — arct > 0,
then b can be chosen sufficiently large to satisfy the above inequality.
O

3. ESTIMATES ON THE LEVEL SETS

Suppose the Poincaré-Einstein manifold (X, R", g, ) has an adapted
conformal metric g = p?g, with parameter s = 5 + 7, where

v > 1.

We assume that (X,R", g;) has C* regularity when v < 3 and C*®
regularity (where 0 < o < 1) when v > % The estimates in this section
for the case v > % remain valid under the C*% assumption, as in this
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case, the adapted metric belongs to C*(X) by Lemma 24l Thus, the
computations below are well established.

Let o be a reference point on the boundary, and denote the distance
function from o by d. We begin our analysis with the following simple
observation:

Lemma 3.1. Assume that R > 0 and |Rm| < %. If Cy is sufficiently
small, depending on n and s, then there exists a positive constant o
such that

6 <|Vpl <1
everywhere, where 6 depends on Cy. Furthermore, we have 6 — 1 as
C(] — 0.

Proof. Lemma 2.7+(2), we know that R > 0 implies |Vp| < 1. Since
p =0 on R" it follows that p < d.
Moreover, the curvature bound|Rm| < & implies that

2

P
1— |V,0|2 S Cn,’yCOE S Cn,'yCO

for some constant C), . This proves the assertion. O

Throught Sections 3 to 5, we assume that (X, R", g, ) and its adapted
conformal metric g = p?g.. satisfies the following conditions::

(3.1) {(1) £20

(2) |Rm| < min{$%, 1} for sufficiently small Cy.

These assumptions ensure that |Vp| has a positive lower bound, mean-
ing that the level sets of p foliate X |, with each leaf diffeomorphic to
R™. Additionally, since |Rm/| is uniformly bounded, we may assume,
without loss of generality, that [Rm|; ) <1 by scaling.

3.1. Estimates on the metric defined on the level sets. Since
we have 0 < |Vp| < 1, we consider the gradient flow {¢;}:>o and the
level sets {p =t} = ¢:(R™). It follows that the metric can be written

as g = ﬁ(alp)2 + g, where g, is a one-parameter family of metrics on

the level sets ¢,(R™) ~ R™.
We first provide an estimate on the deviation of g, from the flat
Euclidean metric gy on the boundary.

Proposition 3.2. If Cy is sufficiently small, depending on a,n,y, then
there exists a constant C' > 0, independent of p, such that

CHp+1)""gy < ¢lg, < Clp+1)*go.

Here, gy denotes the flat Euclidean metric on the boundary.
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Proof. Consider any straigt-line segment o on the boundary. It suffices
to show that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

C7(t + 1) *length(c) < length(¢(c)) < C(t + 1)**length(o)

holds for every ¢ and o.

Consider the surface I' := Uy<1¢p(0). Since ¢, is always a diffeo-
morphism between the boundary and the level sets, the surface I' is
smooth. By integrating along I', we obtain:

fat |VP|=L |VFP|:Z(U)+deivF(VFp)

:l(a)+fAFp

r

:l(a)+pr+HF~Vp—V,,kV,,kp
r

=l(o)+ pr — V. Vu.p,
r

where v, are the normal vectors of I'. Applying the co-area formula,
we obtain

d 1
@], 1901 =1 [ @0 = VT
1
< ), A = VaVur

<c f IV plp| Ric]

< CtlRicloeo [ 1901

Since |Rm/| is bounded, for ¢ < 1 we obtain the inequality:

by, 1Vl |
f |vp|:| < C‘RZC‘LOO(X)’

Here, C depends on §. For ¢ > 1, using the inequality |Ric|pe(g,mn)) <

%, we get:

—C|Ric|pe(x) < log |

I, Vol
I, 1Vl

If Cy is sufficiently small, then ¢ is close to 1 and the constant C'C
above can be chosen to be smaller than a, completing the proof.  [J

—CCylogt <log [

} < CCylogt.
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Next, we establish estimates for the length and area with respect to
the metric g.

Lemma 3.3. Let a > 0. Assume Cy is sufficiently small, as required
in Proposition[3.2. Then, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

d(07 ¢t(B27‘ \ Br)) > min{C’(t + (t -+ 1)_‘17”)7 C’/‘%H}
for every r > 0.

Proof. Suppose the d(o, ¢+(Ba, \ B,)) is achieved by a geodesic ¢ from
o to some point in ¢;( By, \ B;).

We parametrize 7 as (a(p), a0 (p)) where p is a real parameter
and o is a curve in R". Let ¢ty = sup a(p) > t.

Then, we estimate:

o I INE
ength(0) = [ | 0 + dhantoin 0. 0] o

> 5 [ e O+ [ (@ 0).0'0)

1
> Lt + = 5 f (D) 9oy (0 (p), o' (p))] 2dp
> 2to+ Clto +1)"r

dp

where at the last line we used the inequality
Do) Jatp) = Clalp) + 1)7%gy > C(to + 1)"**go.
Since the function %to + C(to+ 1)% is convex, its minimum occurs

at either tqg = t or at the critical point ¢y + 1 = (aCr)#l, completinig
the proof. O

Lemma 3.4. Let Q be a smooth domain on the boundary R™. Then,
there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

Area(¢y(2)) < C'Area(2).

Proof. Using the co-area formula, we compute:

[ oawi= 1w+ [ s
Pt () Q Ut’§t¢t’(9)

= f \Vp|—C pR < Area(f2).
Q2 Ut’<t¢t’(9)

where we used the fact that R > 0 and |Vp| < 1. O

Finally, we prove that the L*¥-norm of the curvature over the level
sets are uniformly bounded provided that N is sufficiently large.



16 SANGHOON LEE AND FANG WANG

Proposition 3.5. Let N be a positive integer such that 2N > 2. If
Cy is sufficiently small (depending on N ), then f}:t IVol| AN remains
uniformly bounded with respect to t.

Proof. Let a > 0 be a constant to be determined later. Assume Cj is
small enough so that Lemma applies.

Define B, as the ball on the boundary. Let Ay = B, and A; =
Byi, \ Bgi-1,. Using the fact that the ¢, decreases the |V p|-weighted
area, we estimate for ¢t > 1:

56 IEESS 56 APV dg,
p=t i=0 ¥ ot(4i)

1,
codriSh A
i=1

t(Aq)

1
min(z,y)

By Lemma 3.3 and the inequality < % + i, we obtain:

56 |A|2ngt < C’Q"ir"dist(o, ngt(Ai))_‘lN
ot(Ay)

< OQnipn [(217’)% + (¢ + 24t + 1)_“7’)_4N}.

Choosing r = t(t 4+ 1), we observe that

ﬁ |A|2ngt < 02(n—4N/(a+1))it(a+l)n—4N‘
#t(Aq)
Thus, if a is suffciently small and 2V > 2, then ﬁ):t IVpl|AI?Y is uni-

formly bounded with respect to t.
For t <1, we estimate:

56 IEESS 56 APV dg,
p=t i=0 Y ot(4i)

<AL+ | AN dg,.
i=1 Y ot(4s)
Again, we compute:
—4N

95 [APNdg, < C2"M[(2) =5+ (¢ + 27(E + 1)) 7]
Dt (A;)

< o2 [(217")% + (2" r) ]
< CQi(n—4N/(a+l)),,,n—4N/(a+1).
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If a is suffciently small and 2N > 7, then

§ |VpHA|2N < C|A‘%]Xorn + C,rn—4N/(a+1) Z 2i(n—4N/(a+1)).
p

=t i=1

Choosing r = (1+ |A]| Loo)‘% yields the required bound, completing the
proof. O

3.2. L*-gradient estimate for curvature. In this subsection, we es-
tablish Caccioppoli-type gradient estimates for a suitable power of the
Ricci tensor. As a preliminary step, we first prove the following curved
version of Hardy’s inequality.

Proposition 3.6. (Hardy’s inequality) Let v > 1. For b > 1 and
f e Cx(X), we have

f p1—2b|vp|2f2+p3—2be2+56 PRI < Co | PTRIVP
p<p P

=p p<p

Proof. For a real number «, we observe:

\Y%
0 Sf P2 2L s 4 avf)
p<p P
:f p1_2b|V,0|2f2+Oz2p3_2b|Vf|2+2a,02_2bfv,0-Vf
p<p
:f p1—2b|vp|2f2 + Oé2p3_2b|Vf|2 o OédiV(p2_2pr)f2
p<p
s ap s
p=p
:f (14 (2b —2)a)p 2| Vp 2 f2 + a?p* 2|V f|* + aC, ., p* R f?
p<p
+ @ ap” |Vl

p=p

Choosing « to be a sufficiently large negative number ensures the de-
sired inequality holds. This completes the proof. O

Proposition 3.7. Let 1 < v < £ and let n € C2°(X) be a test function.
Then the following estimates hold:

1
f§p3—2fyn2|VR|2 < f2p3—2-yR2|v77|2_‘_Cp3—2fy|A|2R’
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and

fpi""%zWAI2 SCn,W[fp?"zV\WIQIA\Q+pZ‘2”n\an|A\2+p3‘2”772|VR|2
+p3—2'*n2\RmuA|2].

Proof. For the scalar curvature, we use Lemma 2.8-(1), which gives:
div(p* 2'VR) = p* 2 A % A.

Here, A x A represents a quadratic term in A.

We test this equation against Rn?. When applying integration by
parts, the boundary integral over R™ vanishes by the expansion p given
in Lemma 25 near the boundary. Specifically, since p/z = 1+ O(x?7)
near the boundary and the scalar curvature of the boundary metric
vanishes, the quadratic term in the expansion of p/x also vanishes, as
shown in [CC| Lemma 6.2]. Thus, since A = O(2?77%), we have

f p3—2fyn2vaR — f p3—2~/n20(x2~/—2)0(x27—3)
Rn Tr=€

= f UNCCaty

which holds since v > 1. This computation will be used repeatedly in
this subsection. Thus, we obtain the following inequality:

e=0

=0,

e=0

0= fp3_27n2|VR|2 + 20" "RV R -V + p* 2 ?RAx A

1 . _ -
>f§p3 2«/7]2‘VR‘2_2p3 27R2‘V7]|2_Cp3 2~{n2|A‘2R'

This proves the first inequality.
For the Schouten tensor, we use Lemma 2.8 (4), which follows simi-
larly:

fp?’_zynzA x Ax Rm
= f ( — AAW -+ %VZV]R — (n — 3)p_1VmpAim,j + (n — 3)p_1Vp . VAij)p3_2ﬁ/T]2Aij
- f PPV AP 4 200> A Ve Ai Vi + (3 = 29) 0" 0P AV e Ai Vi

1, 1, (3—2v)
- %pg 27VjRVinj7]2 - 5p3 2W7}V¢RVjT}AZ’j - T

— (0= 3)p" NV opAim jAij + U520V p - VAP

P> ViRV jp Ay
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1 5 _ _
> [ 59 TR IVAR 42V AR — 452 VR

—2 3—2
+ (n 7>p2_2”772V|A|2 Vp— ( )
2 2n

- (n - 3)/02_27772vaAim,inj

PP ViRV p A

1 _ _ _
- f STV AP = 4g7 VP AR — 457 |V RP

— (n—=27)p* '] A|PVn - Vp — (n — 29)(1 — 7)p" " '*| AP | V|

n+2y—-6) ,_ -
- (2—71)02 VRV jp Ay 4 2(n = 3)p* NV pV i Aun A

+(n=3)(2 = 29)p" PV pVipAin Aij + 0P Ak Ak A,

Note that (n—27)(1—v) < 0forn >3 and 1 <y < 2, and V;RV,pA;;
is a linear combination of p~™' RA(Vp, Vp) and p~tA*(Vp, Vp) by Lemma
2771 (2). Using Lemma 2.T0] and the fact |Vp| < 1, we can summarize
the above computation as follows:

f/)?"2”’772|VA|2 <Ch, {fp?)—?wvm?m\? + 0|Vl A]? + pP | VR)?
+ p PR |V p|? + pP P | Rm|| AP
saw[ [ o-mioniap + p-miwnliap + v ap

2 Rl A
Here, in the last step, we applied Hardy’s inequality (Proposition [3.6))
with f =nR. O

Proposition 3.8. Let 1 < v < % For sufficiently large N > 0 and

sufficiently small Cy in Assumption (31), depending on N, we have:

f p3—2'y|VRN+1|2 < 0,
p<p

f P TVAPRIARY < .
p<p

Moreover, in this case, we also have that zﬁ 9§pzp | A|PN*2 s uniformly
bounded for p < 1, as a consequence of Hardy’s inequality. If n = 3,

the choice N = 0 s sufficient.

Proof. Let p,r > 1. We define the cutoff function n(z) = m(qb;(lz)(z))m (p(2))
or n(x,t) = n1(x)n2(t) in the global coordinate. 7; and 7, are smooth
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cutoff functions defined on R™ and [0, 00), respectively, as follows:
m(xz) =1onr < |z] <2rand n(x) =0on |z| < r/2or || > 5r/2
and |Vom| < C/r. ma(t) = 1 ont < p, ma(t) = 0 ont > 2p and
|Vona| < C/p. Here the subscript 0 on the Vj indicates differentiation
with respect to the flat metric.

It is straightforward to verify the estimate:

(t+1)>
r2

(t+1)% 1

Vpl?(t
773—1-0‘ p|()77%

[Vnl* < 205 |V [* + 203 | Vif* < C -

Applying Proposition B.7, we estimate:

| PIIVRE < C o A0TIIIPR g AP
{p<p}nC(r2r) {p<2p}nC(3.3)
S C p3—2’y(

(p+1)™
{p<2pinc(s, ) r?

From Lemma B3] we know that dist(o, C(r,2r)) > Crt/@+) for r > 1.
This leads to:

1 _
+ Z¥)R2 _l_p3 2fy|A|3.

f p3—2'y|VR|2R2N < C,,,,—4N/(a+1)f p3—2'y|VR|2
{p<p}nC(r,2r) {p<2p}NC(r,2r)
—4N/(a+1) 3-2 2a 2 3—2 3
<op e [ )R A
{p=<2p}nC(3,75)

2p
< C,,,,n—4(N+1)/(a+l) f p3—2'y(p + 1)2adp
0

< Crn—4(N+1)/(a+1)

Y

where we used Lemma [3.4] and the co-area formula in the last step. If
N is sufficiently large, then for a sufficiently small Cj, the constant a
can be chosen small enough (by Lemma [B.3)), ensuring:

Z(zir>n—4(N+1)/(a+1) < 0.

7

Thus, we conclude:
f p3—2'\/|VRN+1‘2 < 0.
p<p

In particular, if n = 3, then we can choose N = 0. For the Schouten
tensor A, the proof follows the same steps, except that we use the fact
that p>~27 is integrable near p = 0 since v < 3. O
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Proposition 3.9. Let v > 3 and n € C°(X) be a test function. Then
we have the following estimates:

[IvRE < c [ BIVaR 4 o niOn - VolR 4 PP,
and
[rI9AR <G| [ I90PIAR + 570190 TollAR + IV RE + P AP
Proof. For the scalar curvature, we use the equation:
AR=—(3—-27)p 'Vp-VR+ Ax A,

Testing the above equation with 72R, we obtain:
ozf(—AR— (3—2v)p'Vp-VR+Ax A)°R

= f W*[VRI? +2nRVn - VR + (3 — 2y)nR%p 'V - Vp — B2 072V R?

+n?AxAx A

e, f PIVRE — B2|Vnl> — o9V - Vol R — 2| AP,

by Young’s inequality and the fact that v > %
For the Schouten tensor, we have:

fnzA x Ax Rm

1 1
= fﬂ2|VA|2 +2nAi Vi Ay Vin — %VjRVinmz — gnViRanAij

— (0= 3)p P VmpAim jAis + 520 0’V - VAP

1 _
> [ SPIVAR = AVaPIAP — 4P| TR + 20 = )74V 1 mpAin Ay
(n—3)

2n
4 (ng3)p—2n2‘vp|2‘A|2 _ (n _ 3)p_17]Vp . VT]|A‘2 +772A* Asx A

+ (n = 3)p°*ViupVpAim Aij + PV mpViR A,

We use the inequality:
p~ A% (Y, Vp) < p~ P AX(Vp, Vp) + [Vn*| AP,
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to handle the term p~'nV;nV,.pAinAi;. Applying Lemma 2ZI0 and
Hardy’s inequality completes the proof.

f IV AP scw{ f VaPIAR + o0V - Vol AR + IV R + 7| Rml | AP|.

U

Proposition 3.10. Let v > % For a sufficiently large positive integer
N and a sufficiently small Cy in Assumption (31) depending on N, we

have:
f ‘VRN+1‘2 < 00,
p<p

f VAP AN < co.
p<p

Moreover, by Hardy’s inequality, we additionally obtain that: % 9§pzp | A|2N+2
s uniformly bounded for p < 1. If n =3, N can be chosen as 0.

Proof. The proof follows a similar approach to that of Proposition [3.8.
The key difference is handling the term p~'n|Vn - Vp||A|*>. This is
achieved by choosing the test function 7 in such a way that:

V- Vol < CL,
p

where the constant C' above is independent of r.
Specifically, we define the test function as n(x, p) = ni(z/r)n2(p/p)-
Then, we obtain:

V0 Vol 0) = Hm(e/ris(p/ DIV < O,
provided that 7, is chosen such that |n5(p)| < Cp. O

Corollary 3.11. Let v > 1 and N be a sufficiently large positive in-
teger. Then, for Cy sufficiently small dependingon n,~v, N, and any
p >0, we have:

f p|VR|?R*N < 0o and f p|VAPIAPY < 0.

pP<p pP<p

Proof. The result follows directly from Propositions 3.8 and [3.10] since
32y <1 O
Remark 3.12. Depending on v, the above L*-gradient estimates sug-
gest that it might be not true that |VA| = O(d™%) as the fBM\Bd |VA?

may not decay as % fBzd\Bd |A% .
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4. PROPAGATION OF CURVATURE OVER LEVEL SETS

In this section, we study the propagation of L?Y-norm of curvature
over the level sets of p. To achieve this, we will derive integral identities
involving the L?"-norm of curvature over these level sets. Throughout
this section, we assume the conditions stated in Assumption (BI).

4.1. Integral identities in the dimension n+1 = 4. In this subsec-
tion, we consider the case n+1 = 4 and take advantage of the Bach-flat
equation for the Schouten tensor.

Proposition 4.1. (n+1=/) Define the functions

Flp) = f APV 2V,
p<p

Glo) = [ p | BPVpLav,,
p<p

Assume that Cy in the assumption (31) is sufficiently small. Then,
for p >0, the following formulas hold:
(1) First derivative of F':

F(p) =56 o ARV,
p

(2) Second derivative of F':

1

1 1
F'(p) == f<l 20|VAP® — EMVRF — gA(VR, Vp) + pAx Ax Rm
p<

L RIAJ?
+ —p T A(VR,v) — Cppy——.
9§=l 37 A ) TVl
(8) First derivative of G:
o) = o RV
p

=q

(4) Second derivative of G

1 1
G"(p) = —2f 2p|VR|2+pA*A*Rm—I—SE —(2y = 3)R*|Vp| - C,
= Jp<p P

p=p

R3
“IVal
Proof. Note that ' and G are well-defined for sufficiently small Cj by
Proposition 8.5l Moreover, recall that |Vp| has a positive lower bound

close to 1 if Yy is small.
(1) follows directly from the co-area formula:

P
o) = [ o APIePdv, = [T (o lAPIVel)da
p<p 0 pP=q
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Now we prove (2). Let v = %, C, = Upo¢i(B,) and L, =
Ui>00:(0B,) be the normal vector, the cylinder and its lateral surface
generated by the gradient flow of p, respectively. Let 7 be the outward
normal vector along the lateral side L,. Since the normal vector of the
lateral side of the cylinder C, is perpendicular to Vp, we obtain:

¢ AP APV
{p=a}nCr {p=p}NC:

= f div(p|A]*Vp)
{p<p<qInCs

= [ @A+ AP A + AP
{p<p<ainC:

2 RIA]®

[ b@IAPIT - ot AP
{p<p<g}nC:

q RA2
= [ alap - G T ar s
P {p=1}NC} |Vp|

Using the Bach-flatness AA = %VQR + A * Rm and the boundary
condition A = 0 (Proposition 2.9]), we have:

¢ palap

{p=1}NC

[ VAR - ol
{p<i3nCr {p<U}NLy

[ APV - plaP
{p<i3nCy {p<U}NLy

[ AP APAp APV ol
{p<i3nCy {p=1}nCr {p<i}NLy

pR|AJ?
- [ palap-c PR E g alap
{p<i3NC: {p=0}NC: {p<i}NL.

1
:f 2|VAI? + = pAy ViV, R+ pAx A Rm
{p<U}NC; 3

+56 mmﬂvm—gﬁ p0, | AP
{p=1}nCr {p<i}NLy

1 1
:f 20|VAI> — —p|VR|> = ZA(VR,Vp) + pA* Ax Rm
{p<iinc, 18 3

1
+56 APV + L pA(V R ) —56 00, | A%
(p=1}1C; 3 (p<UyNL,
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Now, we observe that the inequality

q
[ sodapa<z [((§  pvalapascy [ pvayal
p {p<i}NLy P {p<i}NLy {p<a}nL:

holds. Furthermore, by Proposition and Corollary B.11] together
with (8] for sufficiently small Cyy and Proposition B.2] we have

f (f p|VA||Al)dr < co.
0 {p<q}nLr

Hence, by Fubini’s theorem, there exists a sequence r; — oo such that
qu (ﬁp<l}ﬂLr p0-|AJ?)dl evaluated at r = r; converges to 0.

Since all other integrands appearing in the identity

! 2 JRIAP e
( pd,|Al? = Cyip +p APV pl)dl
D {p=1}NC} |Vp|

belong to L', we apply the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem
to obtain:

¢ APV~ plAPIvl
p=q p=P

4 1 1
:f {f 20|VAI> — —p|VR|> = ZA(VR,Vp) + pA* Ax Rm
P {p<I}INC; 18 3

RIAP
V)

1
—I—SE 12|A|2|Vp| + gpA(VR, V) — Cpqp? dl.
p:
This proves that
L 1 1
W) = [ 20IVAP = (L pIVRE ~ SAVR,Vp) + pAx Ax R
p<p

R|AP?
Vol

1
s 24PV + pA(VRY) = Cof?
p

=P

Thus, (2) is proved.
Similarly, for the scalar curvature R, we obtain:

99 pR*|Vp| — 56 pR?|Vpl
{p=q}NC: {p=p}NC;

f 56 D01 — G 2 RV
—1nC, Vol

and

56 08, R? = f div(pVR?) = f pAR? +Vp- VR?
p=p p<p p<p
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= f 20|VR> + 2pRAR + Vp - VR?
p<p

:f 2p|VR|? + pRm x Ax A+ (2y — 2)Vp- VR?
p<p

:f 20|VR> + pRm x Ax A — (2y — 2)ApR?
p=p

+2r-2 RV
p=p

:f 2p\VR\2+pRm*A*A+(2fy—2)SE R*|Vpl.
p=p

p=p
Hence, we derive the final differential equation:

! / R3
PCW) = [ 20IVRE+ pAxAx Rt b (29— VRV~ ConP
p<p p=p |Vp\

U

4.2. Integral identities in general dimensions. We closely follow
the argument from the previous subsection. The main difference is
that, instead of using Bach-flatness, we now rely on Lemma 2.8-(4).
We begin by establishing the following algebraic inequality.

Lemma 4.2. For the adapted boundary compactification of a Poincaré-
Einstein manifold with parameter s = 5 + 7y, we have: for € >0 small

1 1
Vi AuiAy Vi |AP 2 oy [ = 21+ DR IVAPIAP = pRIVAP — el VAP|AP
P
— ~|[VRPP|AP].

Proof. Recall the identity A;; = ﬁEij + MRQM. By summing the

estimates derived below, we obtain the desired result.

1
R*Vp - VIA* = R*|Vp||VIA]’| = —;RQIVPPIAP — pR* VA%,
1
RE(Vp, V|A]*) = —2R|Vp|[VAJJA[* > —epIVA|2IA\2—;RQ\W|2\A|2,

E*(Vp,VIAP) =2 ) EwEj(AwVip)V,Aw

a,b i,5,k

1
_5 Z Z EiEi(AaVip)(AwVjp) — epEuw BNV i AwV i Aw

a,b 4,5,k

v
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1
> =B VP Vo)AP — epl APV AP

Ch Chp
> —2E\VRPIAP — 22 RAPV P - epl APIV AP,

where we applied apply Lemma 2.10 to handle %Ez(Vp, Vp)A2. O

Proposition 4.3. For non-negative integers k, [, define
Fulp) = [ o [APSRY VoY,
p<p

Assume Cy in Assumption (31) is sufficiently small. Then, for p > 0,
the following formulas hold:

(1) First derivative:
Fulo)= o JAPRY S,
(2) Second derivative: for Zzy e >0,
Fuo) 25 [ K= Do R AP IARE £ ko R AP AP
120 = 1)p| AP R* |V R]?

1
o ka,l,n,s[‘A|2k_2R2l (p\VRP + ;R2‘Vp|2) 4 R2l+2|A‘2k_4‘VA‘2}

1 1
kG [ AP R CAPIVI? + IV AP) + - plA* RV B
+ ot p A%+« R

+ ]% 56 %\Alzk‘2R2lpA(VR, v) — 2k(n — 3)| AP PRV, p A Aij
p=p

+ (2y = 3)|AP*R¥|Vp| 4 2(1 — box) (n — 8)|AI** R¥|V p|

/)2 A2k+2
IVl

Proof. The proof follows the same approach as in the n + 1 = 4 case,
but with additional algebraic complexity.
For the scalar curvature, we compute

AR? =21R*7'AR + 21(2 — 1)R*7?|VR|?
=—2l(n+3—2s)p " (dp,dR)R*~" +21(2l — 1)R* 2|V R|*> + Rm * A*.
For the Schouten tensor, we have:

A|APF =2k A2 A A A + 2K AP AV AP + k(k — 1) A4V A%)?

— Chinqy x Rm.
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=k, + 2k|AP* 2|V A2 + k(k — 1) AP 4 VA% ? + Rm « A%
where
L= [%ViVjR—(n—?))p_lpm (A + Amya)+2(n—3)p~ (Vp, VA Ay | A2,

Using integration by parts, we obtain:
b (AP RN = [ ai(p9(APRY)
p=p p<p

- f PA(JA[B2) + Vp- V(A R)
pP<p

:f pRAN|A|* 4 2klp| A|**2R* 2V |A|* - VR? + p|A**ARY
p<p

 Ap(APFRY) +56 (1A RVl

p=p

— kpR 1, — 2l(n + 3 — 25)|A**R*"'Vp - VR + pI, — pRm % A**+2

p<p

s (APR)T
p

=P
where
I, =2kl|A]P*2R* 72V | A]? - VR? + R* [2k| AP 2|V AJ?
+ k(k — DAYV AP + 2021 — 1)|A]P*R* 2|V R|%.

We analyze each term systematically by applying integration by parts
and algebraic inequalities to express them in the desired form.
We compute each term of I:

f 2k(n — 3) R | AP* 2V upAijmAi; — 2l(n + 3 — 28)|[A*R*"'Vp - VR

p<p

:f 2k(n — s)R|A|**2V|A]> - Vp — (n+ 3 — 25)V(RY|A|*") - Vp
p<p

:f 2k(n — s)R¥*| A*P 2V |A]2 - Vp + Chyn Bm x AT 4 95 (27 — 3)R¥|A)**|Vp|
p<p p=p

_ f —2(n — $)(1 — S0) |A|XV R - Vp + Cppp Rim + AP
p<p

T 56 (27 — 3)R¥APH V| + 2(1 — o) (n — 5)RA| AV,
p=p
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where (1 — do) is 0if £ = 0. And

f ,OR21|A|2’“_2AUV,-V]-R
p<p

1 _ _
:f< —%pR2l|A|2k 2|VR|2 o R2l|A|2k ZAZjij . le
PP

— (k= 1)pR¥|A|* Ay VRV, AP — 20pR* A2 A,;V; RV, R
+ 99 pRY|A*2A(VR, v)
P

=P

1
Zf _%pR2l|A|2k—2|VR|2 o R2l|A|2k—2Aijij X le
p<p

_ EpR2l|A‘2k_2‘VA‘2 _

C
?k’lp‘A|2k_2R2l‘VR‘2 B €p|A‘2kR2l_2|VR|2

+9§ pR|A|**2A(VR, V)
p=p
using Young’s inequality. Next, we have

f R2I|A‘2k_2vmpAmi,inj
p<p

1
= f — R APV p A Ay — — R APV 04, ViR
p<p 2n
— 2ARHTHAPFR T2 A AV iR p — (k — D) RY | APV, 04, Ai; V| A2
+ § R2l|A|2k_2VmpAm,-A,-jl/j
p=p
1

= ChpnpRm x AZT2E %R2Z|A|2k_2A,-jV,-RV,-,0

p<p

— 2R AP 2 A, Aij ViRV pop — (k — DR APV 0 A, A V5| AP
+ § R2l|A|2k_2VmpAm,-A,-jl/j.
p=p
Summing the above computations, we obtain:

kpR*I, —2l(n + 3 — 25)|A**R*"'Vp - VR

p<p

1 N n—4 _
>k —2—nszﬂ|A|2’f 2|VR|2+TR”|A|% Ay ViR - Vip

p<p
o €p|A‘2k_2R2l|VA|2 o €p|A‘2kR2l_2‘VR‘2 o
+4l(n — 3)R* AP 2 A,,,A; VRV 1p

C
%p|A‘2k_2R2l‘VR‘2
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+2(k = 1)(n — 3) ¥ A1V, p A A V| A
2(n—s)
k

+ 56 %pR2l|A\2k_2A(VR, v) — 2k(n — 3)R¥| A" 2V, pA i Aijvj
p=p

(1 — o) | AV RE - Vp + Ck,z,n,»ypA%“l « Rm

+ (1= dou) (n — s) R¥| APV p| + (29 = 3) R¥|A]*|V ).

Choosing € depending on k, [, n, s and noting that A(VR, Vp) > —Ck7l7n,7%R2|Vp|2,
we compute:

kpRX 1, + pI, — 21(n + 3 — 2s)|A|**R*'Vp - VR

p<p

zf 2klp| AP 2RI T2VIA|? - VR? — 2(n — 5)(1 — 61 |A|*"VR* - Vp
p<p
+ k(k — 1)pRZ|APP*4 V| A2 + kpR? A2V A + 1(20 — 1)p| A|* R* 2|V R
1
_ ka,l7n,s|A‘2k_2R2l (p|VR|2 + ;R2|Vp‘2)

+4lk(n — 3)R* T AP* 2 A, A,V RV 1up + 2k (k — 1) (n — 3) R¥|A|* V. pAmi Ay V5] A|?
+ C'M,n,ypA%”l x Rm

+ 9§_p %pRQl|A|2’“_2A(VR, v) — 2k(n — 3)R¥|A|* 72V, pA i Aijv;
+ (L= do)(n — s) R AV p| + (2 — 3)R*|A]*"| V).
We observate that, by Young’s inequality,
2kl| AP 2R T2V|A2 - VR? — 2(n — 8)(1 — 6oi)|A|*VR* - Vp
> = HCupn [0 AP (SIAPIV + pIVAR) + —pR¥ AP VR,

For the last two terms in the interior integral, we require additional
algebraic computations. First, we have:

1 1
RApiAy VRV p = A*(RVp, VR) > —ek;\A|4\Vp|2 ~ —pR’|VRP.
k

For the V,,pAAi; V| A|?, we refer to Lemma 2], which states:

1 1
VonpAmiAif V3| AP > G o [ — ;(1 + pRﬂWlﬂAlz — pR?|V A — ep| VA]?|A]”

- LIVRP|AP].
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Choosing € sufficiently small, we obtain:

¢ oA
.
> k(k — 1)pR¥ A|** 4V |A]%? + kpR|A|* =2V A2 + 1(21 — 1)p| A|** R*~2|V R|?

p<p

1
o ka,l,n,s [‘A|2k_2R2l (p|VR|2 + ;R2|Vp\2) + |A‘2k_4R2l+2‘VA‘2}

1 1
~ kG [ AP R APV 4+ IV AP) + - pl ARV R
+ Crtmap A%+« R

+ 9§ %pR2l\A|2k_2A(VR, v) — 2k(n — 3)R¥|AP* 2V, p A Ay
.

(2 — 2| AR (Vo] + 2(1 - du)(n — 5)| AP* RV,

The remainder of the proof follows similarly to Proposition [Z.1]

5. PROOF OF MAIN THEOREM

In this section, we prove the main theorems. The key idea is to ana-
lyze an ordinary differential inequality for the L?¥-norm of the curva-
ture over the level sets, which was derived in Section 4. In short, this
differential inequality implies that the integral of the curvature over
each level set must grow at least polynomially, while our assumption
on quadratic curvature decay imposes at most logarithmic growth. The
contradiction between these two growth behaviors forces the curvature
to vanish everywhere.

This ODE is defined on the interval (0, c0) and is subject to bound-
ary conditions at p = 0, where p denotes the height of the level set.
The curvature vanishes at the boundary, and its more precise behav-
ior as p — 0 is estimated as a consequence of Hardy’s inequality (see
Propositions B.8 and [3.10).

Our method leads to the following Liouville-type theorem, which
generalizes the Liouville theorem of |L] for subharmonic functions to
operators with a potential exhibiting quadratic decay. Notably, the as-
sumption of quadratic decay is natural, as it is preserved under scaling.

Proposition 5.1. Let n > 3. Assume u is smooth function on R"
satisfying the PDE

AQU = —fu
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Assume that

C C
fl< = lul<22

S
for some €,Cy,Cy > 0. If Cy is sufficiently small depending on n and
€, then u = 0.

Proof. Let B, be a geodesic ball of radius rcentered at a point on the
boundary. Using integration by parts, we obtain the following identity:

1 1 1
51)  0< Duf= — [ u-u+ — [ fu2
) =) )
rr B rr OB, rr B

Next, we estimate the second integral:

T T
f fu® < Cnf s"Lsup |f] u? < C1Cnf s"_sf u?
B, 0 dBs 9B, 0 9B

where C,, is a dimensional constant. Define

g(r):fs”_?’f u?.
0 OB,

Then the inequality (5.]) is transformed into the second order ODE:

223 g0y < ') + 5210,

r r2

(5.2)

Let z,y be the indicial roots of the characteristic equation associated
with this differential inequality:

2 — (n—2)z + C,C, = 0.

The roots z,y exist if the inequality (n — 2)* > 4C,C, holds. Both

roots are positive and satisfy x,y < n — 2. Now, define h(r) = %.
Rewriting (5.2) in terms of h(r), we obtain:

W(r)

/
ry—z—1 ) :

0 <(

Since g(r) ~ "2 for r near 0, it follows that Tfl(Ql ~ 727V As
y < n — 2, we conclude that

/
lim 20
r—0 py—z—1
Thus, we have TfL(Ql > 0, which in turn implies A'(r) > 0, leading to
the inequality:
g(r
(5.3) o(1) < 90
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Now using the assumption |u| < %, we obtain an upper bound on g:
g(r) < f "1+ C/s*) < O(r2TE 4 1),
0

On the other hand, if (' is sufficiently small, then x > n — 2 — 2e.
Taking the limit » — oo on the inequality (5.3), we conclude that
g =0, and thus v = 0 provided (] is sufficiently small. O

For the remainder of this section, we focus on deriving a monotonicity
formula of the form (5.3 for the integral of suitable powers of curvature
quantities. This will be a key step in proving the main theorems.

5.1. n+1=4 dimensional case. We first begin with the following
simple algebraic observation.

Lemma 5.2. Let n = 3. For~ > 1, the constant of p~ E*(Vp,Vp) in
the expression of A(VR,Vp) is positive. In particular, A(VR,Vp) +
cyp P R2|Vp|? > 0 for some ¢, > 0.

Proof. By direct computation, we obtain
A(VR,Vp) =3(s —2)p 'E*(Vp,Vp) + C,p ' RE(Vp,Vp) + C,p ' R*|Vp|*.
The second assertion follows from Young’s inequality. O

With this, we are now ready to prove the main theorem in the case
n+1=4.

Theorem 5.3. Let n = 3 and v > 1. There exists a positive number
Co(3,7) with the following significance:

Suppose (X4, R? g.) is a complete, smooth Poincaré-Einstein man-
ifold with conformal infinity (R3, go). Assume there exists the adapted
compactification with parameter v, p € C3(X), and let g = p®gy be the
compactified metric. Further, assume the following conditions hold:

(1) R, >0

(2) |Rmgy|(z) < dmi(gél))2 for all x € X, where o is a fived point on
the boundary.

Then, (X,R3,p%g,) is isometric to the standard Euclidean upper
half-plane. Equivalently (X*,R3, g,) is isometric to the standard upper-
half plane model of hyperbolic space.

Proof. We may assume Cy(3, ) is sufficiently small so that the assump-
tions of Proposition ] are satisfied. In particular, |Vp| has a positive
lower bound and we have the curvature bound

[Rm| < Co(3,7)/d* < Co(3.7)/p".
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Define the following functions:

o) = [ plAPvePay,
p<p

Go) = [ p I BPIVpLaY,
p<p

We now derive a differential inequality for F'(p) + ¢G(p). Using the
identities from Proposition Bl we obtain:

1 1 1
F(p) = f 20| VAP = gV RI® = SA(VR, Vp) + pAx Ax Rm
p<p

2

1 _ R|A|?
s S AVRY) - G
p=p 3 Vol
" 1 2 1 2 R3
G"(p) = — 2p|VR|* + pAx Ax Rm + — (27 =3)R*|Vp| = Cp s
P” Jp<p p=p P |Vp|
Adding these equations, we derive:

1 1 1
(F +cG)'(p) == f 20| VAP + (2 = )0l VRI* = ZA(VR. Vp)
p<p

+plc+1)Ax Ax Rm
1 1
+ 56 L2y~ 3)cR?Vp| + £p ' A(VR. )
p=l P 3

RIA]?
Vol

Now, by Lemmas and £.2] noting that pA(VR, Vp) is a linear
combination of E*(Vp,Vp), RE(Vp,Vp), and R?*|Vp|?, we conclude
that for every e > 0, there exists sufficiently large ¢, and a constant
¢ (not depending on €) such that

p 1 _ -
(P 0G)'(0) 2 [ —ecup RV = Ca3. ) (e + )Coop AP

p<p

—Chy(c+1)

1
4 —295 (27 — 3)e. RV p| — e, B2V p| — Co(3,7)(ce + 1)Coo | APV ).
p=p

If Cy(3,7) is sufficiently small depending on €, then we obtain the
following inequality:

(F 4+ cG)'(p) > — e]%(F T eG)p) - %(F eGY(p)

1
+ = (27 — 3+ €)ce — ¢, | R?| V).
p=p



RIGIDITY OF POINCARE-EINSTEIN MANIFOLDS 35

Case 1: v > %
In this case, we may choose c, sufficiently large so that (27 — 3)c. —
¢y > 0. This leads to the following ordinary differential inequality:

(5.4) (F'+cG)"(p) > —el%(F +cG)(p) - 6%(1’ +¢G)'(p).

Define H, = F' + ¢.G. The associated indicial equation for the above
inequality is:

2 —(1—er+e=0.
If € is chosen sufficiently small, there exists two indicial roots 0 < o <

£ < 1 such that § is sufficiently close to 1 and « is sufficiently close to
0. Rewriting the differential inequality, we obtain:

(H(p)/p®) ]

0<
( pa—ﬁ—l
We first prove prove that limpﬁouz((fi)i[@ = 0. This reduces to

showing that lim,_, % = 0, which is equivalent to

ﬁ_MF+QW
lim =272 =0

p—0 pa

This follows from the L?-gradient estimate and Hardy’s inequality
(Proposition BI0]), which states that ﬁ):p(M\z + c¢.R?)/p is bounded

near p = 0. Thus, we conclude that H(p)/p” is non-decreasing in p.
Now, by Proposition B3] we obtain:

pl D
H<p>:f 556 <|A|2+cef-z2>|w|go+fo/p:c+mogp.
0 pP=q 1

Taking the limit as p — oo, we prove that A and R vanish identically
on X.

Case 2: 1<fy<%.

In this case, the differential inequality takes the form:

(F+&GV@)Z—i%UWwﬁwm+§@7—3—@@Ww£W@)

The corresponding indicial equation is:
22— (2y—=2—€x+e=0.

If € is chosen sufficiently small depending on ~, there exists two indicial
roots 0 < a < 8 < 27 —2 such that [ is sufficiently close to 2y —2 and
« is sufficiently close to 0.
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By Proposition B8, H.(p)/p*’~2 is bounded near p = 0. Using the
same reasoning as in the case v > %, we conclude

H’
lim (p)
p—0 pa_l

=0.

This identity again ensures the monotonicity H(p)/p®. Since H (p)grows
at most logarithmically, the same argument as above proves that R and

A vanish identically.
Since A = 0 in both cases, the main theorem follows from the Hessian
rigidity theorem or from Proposition 2.3] given that |Vp| = 1 globally.
O

5.2. n+1>5 dimensional case. In this section, we prove the main
theorem for general n > 4.

Lemma 5.4. The coefficient of E*(Vp,Vp) in the expression
%pA(VR, Vp) = 2(n — 3)VpAmiAyVip
is positive if v > 5 — 1. In particular, we have
%pA(VR, Vp) —2(n — 3)VpAmiAijVip + Co B2 Vo[> > 0
for some C,, , > 0.

Proof. By direct computation, the coefficient of E?(Vp, Vp) is

Ay -5 —2m-3)=22y-n+2)>0

for v > & — 1 ensuring that Lemma 2.10/is applicable. U
Theorem 5.5. Let n > 4 and v > % — 1. There exists a positive

number Co(n,~y) with the following significance:

Suppose (X" R g,) is a complete, smooth Poincaré-Einstein man-
ifold with conformal infinity (R™, go). Assume there exists the adapted
compactification with parameter v, p € C3(X), and let g = p*g, be the
compactified metric. Further, assume the following conditions hold:

(1) R, >0

(2) |Rmgy|(z) < dgt((r;’z)))z for all v € X, where o is a fived point on

the boundary.

Then, (X,R", p*g.) is isometric to the standard Buclidean upper
half-plane. Equivalently (X" R™ g,) is isometric to the standard
upper-half plane model of hyperbolic space.
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Proof. In Proposition .3, we defined the quantity
Fulp) = [ o APSRY S oY,
p<p

and computed its derivatives.

Let 2N be a even integer greater or equal to 3. Our strategy is to
derive a differential inequality for a linear combination of F} ;. Specif-
ically, We seek a function G = erio a;F'y_;; such that a second order
ordinary differential inequality, analogous to (5.4 holds. The positive
constants a; will be chosen inductively, and in the process, the param-
eters ¢ in the formula for F/; will also be determined inductively.

Throughout this subsection, the indices k,[ satisfy £+ 1 = N, and
we suppress the index [, using Fj, to denote Fj y_i. The following

identities are derived from Proposition

L (p) = 56 AP RA |V pldV,
p

=P

1
Fl(p) >— fro+ foi + fro+ CrinpA? 2 % Rm

p<p

1
t 3 56 g + (27 = 3)(JAP"R*)|Vp| + 2(1 = doi) (n — ) R*| A" V)
.

=P

2
- Ck7l7nﬁ‘é—p|A2k+2l x* Rm.

where we grouped the terms as follows:

fro =k(k = D)pR¥| AP VAP + kpR¥ | A2V AP + (21 — 1)p| AP R* 2|V RP,
1
fk,l - ka,l,n,fy“A‘%_szl (p\VRP + ;R2‘Vp|2) + ‘A|2k_4R2l+2|VA|2]

klCy 1 n
_ ::7 77pR2l‘A|2k—2‘VR‘2’

1
fro=— kzck,l,n,,ekR2l—2\A|2’“(;\Alzwplz +p|VAP),

k
0 :5pR2l|A\2k—2A(VR, v) — 2k(n — 3)R¥|A|* 7V pA i Ay,

We now explain how the terms are grouped.

Observe that all terms in fy 1, except for %|A|2k_2R2l+2|Vp|2, also ap-
pear in the expression for f;_; and vanish when £ = 0. Consequently,
these terms can be handled by ensuring that a,_; is sufficiently large
relative to a;. The remaining term, S|A[*7>R**2|Vp[?, can be ab-
sorbed into a very small multiple of F}_; in such cases.
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For the fj o term, if € is choosen sufficiently small, it can be absorbed
into fr11,0 and a very small multiple of Fj,. This observation provides
insight into how the constants a, and ¢; should be chosen inductively.

Claim 5.6. For every € > 0, there exists constants ay,an_1,- -+ ,ag
such that for F(p) = 22:1\/ apFy(p), the following inequality holds for
Co(n,~) sufficiently small.

F'(p) 2 = 5F(0) + }, [min(n = 3,2y =3) — ] F/(p)

1
_Ec(nvvva]vv"' 7a0)[f

p<p

2
pIRm|APY + LA,
p=p |V
Proof. We choose the constants ay, €y inductively, starting from ay, €y
down to ag, €g. We begin by setting ay = ey = 1.
For 1 < k < N, a,_; and €,_; are chosen to satisfy the following
inequalities:

aefen + 55-1fro10 > —G—Zak—lel+2|A|2k_2|VP|2
(5.5) argy > —fap 1 RPP2 AP 2|Vl
a1 fi-12+ 3arfro > —ga R AP Vp|?

The first and the second inequalities of the inequality (5.5]) is satisfied
if aj_ is chosen sufficiently large (for the second inequality, we also use
Lemma [54]). Once ay_1 is determined, the third inequality satisfied by
choosing €, sufficiently small. Furthermore, for k£ = 1, go, fo2 and
fo1 ensuring that the induction proceeds smoothly without disruption.

Summing up the inequalities in (5.5]) for £ = 0,--- | N, and noting
that

[(2y=3)+2(1—0) (n—s)] F| APV > min(n—3,2y-3) F*|AP| V).

we obtain the inequality:

F'(p) > — 2Lp2F(p) + % [min(n — 3,2y — 3) — %}F’(p)

1
_Ec(nvvva]vv"' 7a0)[f

p<p

2
P 2N
pRmA2N+§6 —— | Rml|A]*"|.

U

By choosing Cy(n, ) sufficiently small (depending on the constants
ax’s) , we obtain the simplified inequality:
1
F'(p) > = F(p) + ~[min(n — 3,2y — 3) — €| F'(p).
p p
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Now, following the ODE argument from the proof of the n +1 = 4
case, we get the result.
O

Remark 5.7. The range of v can be improved if we assume faster de-
cay of the curvature. In this case, the integer N can be chosen smaller,
and while handling the g, terms, we could achieve a slight improve-
ment by explicitly computing the constant in front of E*(Vp,Vp) in
the expression

gk + min(n — 3,2y — 3)R¥|A[*|Vp|

and then deriving a similar differential inequality.

6. SOME EXAMPLES OF CONFORMALLY EINSTEIN MANIFOLD WITH
QUADRATIC CURVATURE DECAY

In this section, we provide several explicit examples of non-compact
manifold with boundary, which is conformal to some Poincaré-Einstein
manifold in the interior, and has quadratic curvature decay at infin-
ity. The are coming from stereographic projection of smooth, non-
smooth or singular conformally compact Einstein manifold in the clas-
sical sense.

6.1. Hyperbolic space. Let us consider the hyperbolic H*™! in the
ball model first:

4dz? "
g = o 7= () €RT el <1,

which takes the round sphere (S", [gs]) as its conformal infinity. Fix gs
on the boundary and the geodesic normal defining function is
1—|z]
r = .
1+ 2|

For any f € C°°(S"), there exists a unique solution satisfying
(6.1) —Agu —s(n —s)u =10, in H"™

and u ~ 2" °f as x — 0. Moreover u = Pg(s)f where Pg(s) is the
Poisson operator. Let e,.1 = (0,---,0,1) be the north pole. Then the
Poisson kernel at e, is

_ 2 s
Pﬁ(s) = Chs ( ! ‘Z| )

|Z - en+1|2
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which is an analytic family of distributions and C), 5 is the normalization
constant. In the upper half plane model of H"*!:

dz? + dg® .
gmziz o Y , >0, ygeR"
T
the Poisson kernel at 0 is
5&8
P”(S) — Cn ST =5 < io -
4= Sy

The Stereographic projection provides an isometry between these two
models:
1— 2|2 22/

T=——7 Y=o
|2 = €nga? |2 — ensa|?
Notice that
=2 | ~2 2 2
T4y =z —enp| 2+ ena|”
1
. Iy _1 .
Using p = Cy,8° Pfj(n — s)»—= as conformal factor, we obtain

9= plgu = di* + dij”.

Notice that Pg(n — s)ﬁ satisfies the equation (6.]) with boundary
data equal to the Green’ function of the scattering operator S(s) at
ent1. Hence it is also an adapted defining function for the boundary
S™\{en+1} w.r.t. metric gg.

6.2. Adapted stereographic projection from smooth CCE. Sup-
pose (X" g,) is a Poincaré-Einstein metric with conformal infinity
(M, [g]) of positive Yamabe type. Graham-Lee proved in [GL] there are
many such examples: given any ¢ which is a small perturbation of the
round metric gs on the sphere, then there exists a Poincaré-Einstein
metric g, in the ball taking (S™, [g]) as conformal infinity. We consider
the adapted stereographic projection for (X1 ¢,) as above. The key
point is to write the Poisson kernel in local coordinates.

Fix any p € M, then we can choose a local coordinates (z,y) €
R, x R™ such that = is the geodesic normal defining function w.r.t.
(94, 9), and y is the boundary normal coordinates w.r.t. §. This implies

gr =2 (d* + g+ 2% +-), §=dy*+O(y?).

So we can write g = 22 (dz* + g + O(r?)(dz, dy)) where O(r?)(dx, dy)
denotes the symmetric two tensors in basis {dz,dy} with coefficients
O(r?). The regularity of these coefficients follows from the regularity
assumption of z2¢g,.

Since Y (OM, [g]) > 0, Spec(—A,) > "TQ. For any s € C with Re(s) >
n/2, the Poisson kernel P(s) is well defined in the following sense: given
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any f € C*°(M), then u = P(s)f is the unique solution satisfying the
following equation:
(6.2) —Ayu—s(n—s)u=0, inX
and u ~ 2" *f as  — 0. In [GZ], it shows that the P(s) can be
represented by the resolvent R(s) = (—=A,u — s(n —s))~".

Fix s > & and consider a Poincaé-Einstein metric g, which is smoothly

conformally compact and sufficiently close to the hyperbolic space in
the sense

||.flf2g+ - $29H||ck,a(w) <e.
for some k + a > max{4,2s — n} and € > 0 sufficiently small. Due
to the work of [MM], |Gu| and |GQJ, in this case the Poisson kernel
is analytic in a neighborhood of [n — s, s]. By [JS [GZ], letting r =
Va2 +y? €0,0)) near p = e, 1, then P(s) at p is
P(s) = Cpa°r *F
where F is smooth in the blow-up space of M x M. (See [JS] for exact

meaning of the blow-up.) Here we write it in local coordinates in the
following way:

F (r, f’ﬂ) . for < V/3yl,
F= r |yl
F (7’, %) . for |y| < V3,
for some Fy; € C°°([0, ) % [0,1/2) x S"~! and F, € C°°([0, &) x B"(2).
Moreover, F;(0,-,-) =1, F»(0,-) = 1. Since in X,
—AiPn—s)—s(n—s)P(n—s)=0
using the asymptotical expansion of g, and A, near p, we can obtain

that
F=1+0(0?).

Define p = C_EP(n—s)ﬁwhich is smooth in X\ {p}. Then (X\{p},g =

n,n—s

p%g.) is a manifold with noncompact boundary M\{p} and near p,
g=r""(1+0(r?) (dz* + dy* + O(r*)(dz, dy)) .
Here O(r?)(dx, dy) means symmetric 2-tensor with coefficients O(r?).
Let
N T N Y N — — 1
=ayp VT Erp TTVETESL
Then for 7 > 5!,

g =d@? + dy? + O(F2)(dz, dj).
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Hence in (Z,¢) coordinates,
Rijkl = O(?Z_ )
Notice that there exist constant C' > 0 such that
1 _ distyl—eni)
C~ T
6.3. Stereographic projection from non-smooth CCE. If the
conformal compactification of (X™*1 g,) has lower regularity or sin-
gular, then the existence of Poisson kernel is a problem, and hence we
can not define an adapted defining function.
In [BL], Bahuaud-Lee constructed some Poincré-Einstein metric g4
in the ball B"*! which has only C'! conformal compactification and

its conformal infinity is a C*! metric § on the sphere S*. Fix p € S",
g+ has the following expansion:

gy =12 (d:ﬂ2 + g+ O(r*)(dx, dy)) , r=22 4y < do.
Here the O(r?) coefficients has C™! regularity in z, y coordinates.
Let p = 55 for r < 160. Then p is smooth in B**1\{p} and p is
a regular boundary defining function for r > §y. Define g = p?¢,. For
r < g, let

<C.

j:riy?’ j=—2— F=\I1P
Then for 7 > dg, we also have
g = di? + dy? + O(F2)(dz, dy),
The CY?! regularity of O(r?)(dz, dy) implies that in (Z,¢) coordinates,
Rijj = O(F ™), as 7 — oo.
Notice here g has C'%! regularity up to boundary too.

6.4. Generalized stereographic projection from singular CCE.
If the conformal compactification of (X™*1, g, ) has a singular set, which
is a submanifold on the boundary, then we can blow up the submanifold
and obtain the generalized stereographic projection metric.

In [AOS], Alvarado-Ozuch-Santiago studied some smooth Poincaré-
Einstein metric g, in the interior of X% whose conformal infinity
(M3, [g]) has conic-edge singularity. More explicitly,

. 1 Q(y) 2 S 37292 2
P(x) 2 5, 1— 37292 2
T2y (de — y=di)” + 7P(z) dx
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where 1), ¢ are periodic type coordinates and (z,y) € Q C R? such that
P(z) > 0,Q(y) > 0. Here

P(z) =b(z — a1)[(z — 1+ ) + as](z — ay)
=brt+ca® +da? +ex+b+1,
with b = (=1 + aj0day — ay — 201000 + agazay) ' and
Q) =Py) +y* —1=0b+Dy* +cy® +dy* + ey +b.
By choosing the constant
—1<a; <0, ayaz<O0small, a3+a3=0, ay>1,

we have
Q={oy <zx<y<1},

By choosing the periods of ¥, ¢ properly, we can make g, smooth when
r — ajor y — 1. And hence (X*, g,) is smooth in the interior. Here
{z = y} corresponding to the conformal infinity and p = y — z is a
boundary defining function. The boundary metric is

P(z)

T (do — 2*dip)?.
When z = y — 1, by changing boundary coordinates, we have

§ = dt* + ?t2d0? + §%dfy, on (t,61,6,) € [0,0) x [0,2n] x [0, 27],

+

for some o > 0,5 > 0. Hence {t = 0} is the singular set ¥ = {(x,y) =
(1,1)} on the boundary. See [AOS, Theorem B and Section 4.3].

By directly calculation, the pointwise norm of the Riemannian tensor
of g4 is

k2 k2
R 2 =24+ 24(x — 18 + -
[Bimg. g, = 24+ 24z —) <<1+xy>6+<1—zy>6)’

where ky are determined by ¢ = ky +k_,e =k — k_. Moreover

(y —x)°
Denote § = (y — x)?g4. Then g is smooth everywhere except (z,y) =
(1,1). When (z,y) — (1,1), we have

|[Rmglg = O (ﬁ) , Welg=0 (%) :
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Now considering a blow-up of the singular set ¥. Let z =1— 2,y =
1 —y. Then a collar neighborhood of ¥ in (74, g) is give by

U={0<y<z<d}
Then in U, 1 — 2?y* ~ 2(Z + ¥), which is also equivalent to /7% + /2,
T and distz(+, ). Define g = (1 — 2%y?)~*g and let 7 = disty(-,p) for
some fixed interior point p. Then (1 — 2?y?) = O(7~'). Moreover,
|Rmgls = O (1 —2%y*)?) = O(F ),
\W~|g =0 ((y —2)(1 —2y") = O(pi ™),
where p = =7 2 extends to a bounded boundary defining function for
(X\X, 9).
APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA 2.8

Lemma A.1. For the adapted boundary compactification of Poincaré-
FEinstein mcmifold with parameter s = § + 7, we have:

AAy =Ji; — 527 p™ (Apij + Amgi) + (n = 3)p~(Vp, VA;)
— 2Rimjk,4mk +(n—3)(A%)i; + |AlPgi; + 2J Ay
Proof. Notice that the Schouten tensor of g and its trace are
Ay =LY (Rij— Jgij), J=+R=tr A
Therefore,
Ay = =" pij — 51 9is-
To calculate AA;;:
AAij = —A(p~ ' pij) — CP— 1(AJ)gZ] =1+1I-g,;.
Here by (1),
AJ=—(n+3—2s5)p YVp,VJ)— (25 —n—1)|A* + + At 1Jz

Hence
II = 32522271V p, V) + |AP — G5 J°

25—n—1)2
For A(p~'p;;), direct computation shows that (
(0™ pig) e = " piji — P2 Pij Py
(0™ i) 1" = 07 0 = 2072 pisep® + 207 pig |V pl* — 72 (Ap) i
Because
Aije = =0 pijie + 02 pijpor — 57 Ik Giss
“HVp,VA;;) = —/)_2Pijkpk + 07|V ol? = 5207 V0, VT ) g3,
Ap = p.

2sn1
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We have
Al pig) = p~ o +2 (7 (V 0, VAG) + 5=~ (V 0, V) gij)
) ijk ) J 2s—n—1 ) (]
+ 25_2;_1p_1pi]'<]
= p_lpijkk +2(p(Vp, VA;) + 52—=p"(Vp, V) gij)
JAij — Gy 0

— T
So we obtain
I= —p‘lpijkk ~2(p ‘1<Vp, VAy) + gm0 V0,V ) gis)
+2s 1 J A + (2s n—1)2 T2 935,

and
AAij == p ' p =207 (Vp, VAy) — p(Vp, V]) g
2s
E— iy PO | E
+2$—7’L—1J z]+| | glj_l_
—_— p‘lpijkk +I1L 4+ 111,.

J2gi;
2s—n—1" 94

Here 111, denotes the linear curvature term and /7[5 denotes the qua-
dratic curvature term. Now, using the convention gimR”}kl = Rijn, we
have

Pijkl = (pikj - Rimjkpm),l
= Priji — Rimjxp™; — Rimjrap™
= pritj — Bemjp;" — Rimjpr" — Rimjkp™ ) — Rimjrip™
= (prti — Rimap™)
— Riemjipi™ — Rimjipi™ — Rimjep™ 1 — Rimjrap™
= priij — Brmitp"; — Brmirip™
— Rimjipi™ — Rimjipr — Rimjep™ 1 — Rimjiap™
and
P i = 07 (0 + Bonip™ + Rungpy™ = 2Rimjep™
+Ronijp" = Ry, "p™) = A+ B+ C + D.

Here

A= piplty =07 A0) sy = —5teme (0] 4
= — 52 i+ (pidi + pidi) + 9 pis ]
- _232; 1 Jij = gy (pidy + piTi)

+ 5T 1JAZJ+mJ29ij
=A; + As,
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where A; denotes the linear curvature term and A, denotes the qua-
dratic curvature term; and

= = 2(71, - 1)(A2>ZJ 2548n41JA 2s—n— 1J29w B
C= =20 Rimjrp™ = 2Rimjr A™ + 525 J R

= 2R A™ + 2 J A+ 2 TP g, = O,

2s—n—1

where By, C; means B, (' are both quadratic curvature term. By the
second Bianchi identity, we have

Rjkimg + Rjktin + Rjkmii =0, = R

]kzm

— Rjim + Rjm,i = 0.
Hence
Runij — Rk, ¥ = Rpij + Rmji — Rijm,
and
D = 57" (R = Ry )
=(n = 1)p™ " (Apij + Amga) — (n = 1)p~(Vp, VAy)
+ o7 (pidj + pi i) = p~(Vp, V) gij = D,
where Dy means D is only linear curvature term. Notice that
Ay +Dy =~ ﬁjm — 53 22 v (PiJj + pjti)
+ (= 1)p7 " (Amig + Amga) — (n = 1)p~(Vp, VAy)
+ o (pidj + pidi) — p~H(Vp, V) gy
== g — il (i pidi) = 7 (Ve V) gy
+ (= 1)p7 0" (Amig + Amga) — (n = 1)p"(Vp, VAy).
Therefore, the linear curvature term in —AA;; is given by
Ai+ Dy — 111
= — sttt — w0+ pidi)
+(n = 1)p™ " (Auig + Amji) — (n = 3)p~(Vp, VAy)
= —Jiy = gl [y + 07 (0idy + )]
+(n = 1)p7 p" (Amig + Aja) — (0= 3)p~(Vp, VAy),
and the quadratic form in —AA;; is given by
As+ By +Coy — 111,
= 2Rimjn A™ — 2(n — 1)(A%);; — |A2gij — 2J Ay + oty I gis-

25s—n—1)2
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At last, we can simplify the linear term by the following identities

|v:0|?j = |v:0|§i = prip’ = prjin”.
Hence
Ji = B (=2 2 prap® = 2070 (1= [Vpl*)pi]
Ty =271 (=202 prijp® — 20 prap®s — 2070 (1= [Vl i
+ 407" (prip"pj + pri"pi) + 607 (1 = [V pl*)pips] |
and
p~ (pid; + ;i)
= 2L (207 (prip™pj + prip"pi) — 4p~ (1= |V pl?)pip;]
= —(2s—n—1) [p* (pd"p;s + prsp®pi) + 207 (1= [V P pip;] ,
PP (Akig + Akji)
= =20 ki 0" + 077 (0wl 05 + pri 0" pi) — gm0~ (0id; + pii)
= =20 prigp" + 2077 (o ps + prgp"pi) + 207 (1 = [V o) pip;.
These together implies that
Jij + 07 (pidj + i i)
= % [_2p_2pkijpk - QP_zpkiij - 2P_3(1 - |VP‘2)Pij
+ 207 (prip"pj + prjp"pi) + 20~ (1 = [V pl?) pip;]
_ 2s—n—1 2eno1 SPe k (Apis + Arii)

— (25 =n—=1) (p 2 pip"; + p2(1 = |Vp[*)pis) -

Therefore
— gt [Jij + o (i 4 i )] A+ (0= 1)p™ P (Apiy + Arga)
=— "t <Am + Apga) + (n+ 1) (p7%pip®; + 072 (1 = [V p*)pij)

+(n—1)p P (Apij + Arjia)
=187tk (Akm' + Apia) + (n+1) (02 prip®; + 072 (1 = [V p*)pij) -
The new quadratic term is given by
2 1

2k 2 2
PPy = (A + 2s—n—1 ]+(23—n—1) Jii
2 2
-3 2 2
1= |Vl = — ———JA,; — J2g:;.
P ( | p| )p] 2¢ —n—1 J (28—71—1) g]

Hence

(1) (0 puas®; + 0731 = [VoP)piy) = (n+ 1A%y — ety s
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We finish the proof. O
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