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RIGIDITY OF POINCARÉ-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.

Keywords. Rigidity results, Poincaré-Einstein manifolds

1. Introduction

1.1. Background and main theorems. Suppose X
n+1

is an n + 1-
dimensional smooth manifold with boundary ∂X =M and interior X .
Let x ∈ C∞(X) be a smooth boundary defining function, i.e.

x > 0 in X, x = 0 on M, dx 6= 0 on M.

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

(1.1) Ricg+ = −ng+, in X

and if the conformally compactified metric ḡ = x2g+ extends to a
Ck,α(or C∞) metric on X . Defining h = ḡ|M ,the pair (M, [h]) is called
the conformal infinity of (X,M, g+). Typically, we assume k ≥ 2, 0 ≤
α < 1, which ensures that the sectional curvature satisfies

K → −|dx|2ḡ = −1, as x→ 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, An1], existence theory [An2, GL, Le2,
BL, GS], non-existence theory [GH, GHS], uniqueness theory [ST, DJ,
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LQS, CLW, CGJQ], and compactness theory [CG1, CGJQ, CGQ]. For
further discussions on the geometric aspects and the AdS/CFT corre-
spondence, see also [An3, CQY, Qi2].
In this paper, we primarily focus on the case where ∂X 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 [CG1, 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 ρ–a suitable conformal factor that fixes the conformal gauge
symmetry among boundary defining functions–and if the compactified
metric ρ2g+ 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 γ. This approach generalizes the defining functions used in the
works of Lee [Le1] and Fefferman and Graham [FG], which correspond
to the specific cases γ = n

2
and γ = n

2
+1, respectively. Roughly speak-

ing, this defining function solves an elliptic PDE whose coefficients
depend on γ 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 (Rn, g0) as their conformal infinity:

Theorem 1.1. Let n ≥ 3. There exists a positive number C(n) with
the following significance:
Suppose (Xn+1,Rn, g+) is a complete C3,α(where 0 < α < 1) Poincaré-

Einstein manifold with conformal infinity (Rn, g0). Assume there exists
the Fefferman-Graham compactification ρ ∈ C3(X) and let g = ρ2g+
be a C3 metric on X. Further, assume the following conditions hold:
(1) Rg ≥ 0

(2) |Rmg|(x) ≤ C(n)
dist(x,o)2

for all x ∈ X, where o is a fixed point on

the boundary.
Then, (X,Rn, ρ2g+) is isometric to the standard Euclidean upper

half-plane, or equivalently (Xn+1,Rn, 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 γ lies within a broader range. For the geometric sig-
nificance of the Fefferman-Graham compactification and its connec-
tion to Q -curvature and renormalized volume, we refer the reader to
[An4, FG, Gr, GZ] and the references therein.

Theorem 1.2. Let n ≥ 3 and γ > max(n
2
− 1, 1). There exists a

positive number C(n, γ) with the following significance:
Suppose (Xn+1,Rn, g+) is a complete, smooth Poincaré-Einstein man-

ifold with conformal infinity (Rn, g0). Assume there exists the adapted
compactification with parameter γ, ρ ∈ C3(X), and let g = ρ2g+ be the
compactified metric on X. Further, assume the following conditions
hold:
(1) Rg ≥ 0

(2) |Rmg|(x) ≤ C(n,γ)
dist(x,o)2

for all x ∈ X, where o is a fixed point on

the boundary.
Then, (X,Rn, ρ2g+) is isometric to the standard Euclidean upper

half-plane. Equivalently (Xn+1,Rn, g+) is isometric to the standard
upper-half plane model of hyperbolic space.

We note that in the theorem above, C3,α regularity of the metric
is sufficient when γ ≥ 3

2
. However, when, 1 < γ < 3

2
, a smoothness

assumption is required to fully utilize the asymptotic expansion of ρ
near the boundary. For further details, we refer readers to Lemma 2.4
and Lemma 2.5.
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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 C1,1 confor-
mal compactification in the classical sense. The singular example be-
longs to the Plebański-Demiański 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 (Sn, [gS]), then (Xn+1, g+) must be isometric to the hyperbolic
space Hn+1. This was first proved by Shi and Tian [ST] under extra
assumptions on the topology and curvature deday. Later Qing [Qi]
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 (Xn+1, g+)
and (Sn, [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 [GL] is unique. More recently, in a preprint [CYZ],
Chang, Yang and Zhang demonstrated that if the conformal infinity is
S
1(λ) × S

2 with a sufficiently large circle radius λ, then the Poincaré-
Einstein fill-in is unique. We also note that uniqueness is established
when the conformal infinity is homogeneous, as shown in [Li1, Li2].
In a recent preprint work [CG2], Chang-Ge proved that if the the

conformal infinity is the standard Euclidean space R3 with some further
assumptions including the Ricci curvature decay and positive injectiv-
ity radius on the scalar flat (γ = 1

2
case) conformal compactification,

then (X4, g+) is isometric to the hyperbolic space H
4. In this paper,
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we consider the generalized conformal compactification for Poincaré-
Einstein manifold (Xn+1, 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 = G
1

2−n , 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 |∇b|-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 ρ and the function b introduced by Colding and Mini-
cozzi. First, both satisfy |∇ρ| ≤ 1 and |∇b| ≤ 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 |∇ρ|-weighted area functional (see
Lemma 3.4).
In the work of Colding and Minicozzi [CM1], [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 |∇ρ|-weighted L2N -norm over the level sets
of ρ 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

[BKN] used the Moser iteration technique on the elliptic differential
inequality ∆|Rm| ≥ −C|Rm|2 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, [TV1] 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 [L, STV1, 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 Schrödinger operator ∆u = fu on the flat
upper half-plane, where f and u are functions with bounded growth
(see Proposition 5.1). Simply put, if the curvature exhibits sufficiently
fast quadratic decay, the curvature equation coupled with ρ implies
that the |∇ρ|-weighted L2N -norm over the level sets of ρ exhibits a
monotonicity property, which allows us to conclude that the curvature
is flat.
Our method applies to a broad range of the parameter γ and di-

mensions n. Specifically, we cover γ > max(1, n
2
− 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, TV1, TV2], or the γ = 3

2
(flat Q-curvature) case

studied in [CG1, CGJQ, CGQ] when n ≥ 5 . Furthermore, it is worth
noting that our assumptions do not necessarily imply the finiteness of∫
X
|Rm|n+1

2 dVg <∞.
We are able to bypass the difficulty arising from the fact that the

elliptic PDE for scalar curvature is degenerate (see Lemma 2.8) 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 3.6) 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 (Xn+1, g+) is a
complete Poincaé-Einstein metric of Ck,α regularity (k ≥ 2, 0 ≤ α < 1)
with non-compact conformal infinity (M, [h]). Fix a boundary repre-
sentation h. Then y ∈ C1(X) is called the geodesic normal defining
function associated to (g+, h) if it is a boundary defining function and
satisfies that y2g+|M = h and |∇y|2y2g+ ≡ 1 in a neighborhood of M .

Lemma 2.1. If x is a smooth boundary defining function such that
ḡ = x2g+ ∈ Ck,α(X) and h = g|M , then there exists a geodesic normal
defining function y associated to (g+, h) in a neighborhood U ⊂ X of
M , such that

(1) y = x+O(x2);
(2) g = y2g+ has a Ck−1,α extension to X;
(3) for each p ∈ M , there exist ǫp > 0, a boundary neighborhood

Vp ⊂ M of p and a Ck−1,α open map : Φ : Vp× [0, ǫp) → U such
that

Φ∗g =

{

y−2
(

dy2 + h + x2h2 + · · ·+ ynhn +O(yn+1)
)

, for n odd,

y−2
(

dy2 + h + x2h2 + · · ·+ yn(log y)On + ynhn +O(yn+1 log y)
)

, for n even,

where h2, · · · , hn−1 and On are locally determined by h and hn is
the global term. In particular, h2 = −Ah with Ah the Schouten
tensor of h; On is the obstruction tensor.

Proof. The existence and regularity theories for geodesic normal defin-
ing function are according to the proof of [Le1, Lemma 5.1]. The
Taylor expansion of metric g is from the boundary regularity theorem
of [CDLS]. �

Lemma 2.2. If y ∈ C2(X) is a geodesic normal defining function in
a neighborhood U of M , then we have the curvature identities:

(1) ∆y = − 1
2n
yR in U ;

(2) Ric(∇y,∇y) = 1
2n
R in U ;

(3) R = n
n−1

Rh on M ;

(4) (M,h) is totally geodesic in (X, g).
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Proof. Since the curvatures in (1)-(4) are also locally determined, the
computations are the same as [GL, Lemma 5.2]. �

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

Proposition 2.3. Let (Xn+1, g+) be a complete Poincaré-Einstein man-
ifold with conformal infinity (Rn, g0). Suppose there exists a globally
defined geodesic defining function y ∈ C3(X) such that g = y2g+ ∈
C3(X). Then, (Xn+1, g+) is isometric to the standard upper-half plane
model of hyperbolic space.

Proof. Let h = g|∂X. Applying the Laplacian to the equation |∇y|2 =
1 and using Bochner’s formula along with the curvature identities in
Lemma 2.2, we obtain:

0 =
1

2
∆(|∇y|2) = |∇2y|2 +∇y · ∇(∆y) +Ric(∇y,∇y)

= |∇2y|2 + ∂y(−
1

2n
yR) +

1

2n
R

≥ 1

n + 1
(∆y)2 − 1

2n
y∂yR

=
1

4n2(n + 1)
y2R2 − 1

2n
y∂yR.

From this inequality, we deduce that ∂yR ≥ 0. Given that the scalar
curvature Rh of the boundary metric is zero, it follows that the scalar
curvature R is non-negative.
Now, suppose there exists a point z0 = (x0, y0) where R > 0. Then,

along the geodesic starting from (x0, 0), we have the following differen-
tial inequality:

1

R2
∂yR ≥ 1

2n(n + 1)
y for y ≥ y0.

Integrating both sides yields:

1

4n(n + 1)
(y2 − y20) ≤ − 1

R(x0, y)
+

1

R(x0, y0)
<

1

R(x0, y0)
.

Taking the limit y → ∞ leads to a contradiction.
Thus, we conclude that R ≡ 0, and it follows that ∇2y ≡ 0. Con-

sequently, the metric g = y2g+ is isometric to the Euclidean upper
half-space by the Hessian rigidity theorem. �
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2.2. Adapted boundary defining function. Assume (Xn+1, g+) is
a complete Poincaé-Einstein manifold of Ck,α regularity (k ≥ 2, 0 ≤
α < 1) with non-compact conformal infinity (∂X, [ĝ]). We consider
the adapted defining function for g+ in a similar way as the compact
model.
Let s > n

2
be a real parameter and denote s = n

2
+γ for γ > 0. Then

ρ ∈ C1(X) is called an adapted boundary defining function if it is a
boundary defining function and satisfies

(i) either ρ = v
1

n−s for s > n
2
, s 6= n, where v is a positive function

satisfy the equation:

(2.1) −∆+v − s(n− s)v = 0;

(ii) or ρ = ew for s = n, where w satisfy the equation

(2.2) −∆+w = n.

Then g = ρ2g+ is called the adapted conformal compactification of g+.
In the following, we fix some s = n

2
+ γ > n

2
.

The existence theory for adapted boundary defining function relies
on the solvability of PDEs (2.1) 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 ∆+ and
Fredholm theorem for ∆+ + s(n− s) can be refered to [MM, Le2].
If exists, then it is obviously that ρ ∈ Ck+1,α(X) by the classical

elliptic theory in the interior. The regularity of ρ 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 ḡ = x2g+ ∈ Ck,α(X). If there exists an adapted defining function
ρ = x(1+φ) with φ = o(1), then φ ∈ C l,β(X) and g = ρ2g+ ∈ C l,β(X),
where

(1) l + β = k + α if k + α < 2γ;
(2) l+β = k+α if k+α ≥ 2γ and 2γ is some positive odd integer;
(3) l + β < 2γ if k + α ≥ 2γ and 2γ is not a positive odd integer.

Proof. This is from [WZ, Lemma 4.6-4.7, 4.9-4.10] �

Lemma 2.5. Suppose x is a smooth boundary defining function such
that ḡ = x2g+ ∈ C∞(X), which is also geodesic normal in a neighbor-
hood of M . If there exists an adapted defining function ρ = x(1 + φ)
with φ = o(1), then

(1) if γ > 0 and γ is not an integer, we have φ ∈ C l,β(X) with
l + β = 2γ and

ρ = x
(

F + x2γG
)

, F, G ∈ C∞(X)
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satisfying F |x=0 = 1, ∂xF |x=0 = 0;
(2) if γ = k is a positive integer, we have φ ∈ Ck−1,1−ǫ(X) and

ρ = x(F + xk log xG), F, G ∈ C∞(X)

satisfying F |x=0 = 1, ∂xF |x=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 (2.1) or (2.2), see [MM, Lemma 6.13 and
Proposition 7.1], [GZ, Proposition 3.1] and [Gu]. �

Lemma 2.6. If ρ ∈ C1(X) is an adapted boundary defining function
such that g = ρ2g+ ∈ C l,β(X), l ≥ 2, 0 ≤ β < 1, then ρ ∈ C l,β(X).

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

{

∆ρ = − s
2n(s−n+1

2
)
Rρ, in X,

ρ = 0, on M.

Then the classical elliptic theory implies that ρ ∈ C l,β(X). �

Now we record some algebraic identities for curvature quantities.

Lemma 2.7. If g = ρ2g+ ∈ C2(X) is an adapted conformal compacti-
fication, then we have the following identities:
(1) ∆ρ = −sρ−1(1− |∇ρ|2);
(2) R = 2n(s− n+1

2
) · ρ−2 (1− |∇ρ|2);

(3) Ric = −(n− 1)ρ−1∇̊2ρ+ 2n
n+1

(s− n+1
2
) · ρ−2 (1− |∇ρ|2)g;

(4) E = −(n− 1)ρ−1∇̊2ρ.

Here ∇̊2ρ denotes the the trace-free part of the Hessian of ρ.

Proof. These are directly from [CC, Lemma 3.2, 6.1]. �

Lemma 2.8. If g = ρ2g+ is an adapted conformal compactification,
then we have following identities in X:
(1) ∆R+(n+3−2s)ρ−1〈dρ, dR〉 = −2n(2s−n−1)|A|2+ n+1

2n(2s−n−1)
R2;

(2) ∇iAij =
1
2n
∇jR;

(3) if (X, g) is Bach flat (which is always true for n = 3)

∆Aij =
1

2n
∇2R + A ∗Rm;

(4) in general, letting J = 1
2n
R, then

∆Aij =Jij − n−3
2
ρ−1ρm (Ami,j + Amj,i) + (n− 3)ρ−1〈∇ρ,∇Aij〉

− 2RimjkA
mk + (n− 3)(A2)ij + |A|2gij + 2JAij .
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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. �

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

Proposition 2.9. Let g = ρ2g+ be an adapted conformal compactifica-
tion with γ > 1, and assume the Ricci curvature of the boundary metric
g|M 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]. �

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

Lemma 2.10. Given constants a0, a1, a2, there exist constants b, b0 > 0
depending on the ai’s such that the following inequality holds:

bρ2|∇R|2−a0R2|∇ρ|2−a1E2(∇ρ,∇ρ)−a2RE(∇ρ,∇ρ) ≥ −b0R2|∇ρ|2.
Proof. From Lemma 2.7-(2), it follows that there exist c0 > 0 and c1
(depending on n and s) such that

ρ2|∇R|2 = c20E
2(∇ρ,∇ρ) + 2c0c1RE(∇ρ,∇ρ) + c21R

2|∇ρ|2

Thus, it suffices to show that there exists b and b0 such that

4(bc21 + b0 − a0)(bc
2
0 − a1) ≥ (2bc0c1 − a2)

2,

which is equivalent to

4[(b0 − a0)c
2
0 + a2c0c1 − a1c

2
1]b ≥ 4(b0 − a0)a1 + a22.

If b0 is chosen sufficiently large so that (b0 − a0)c
2
0 + a2c0c1 − a1c

2
1 > 0,

then b can be chosen sufficiently large to satisfy the above inequality.
�

3. Estimates on the level sets

Suppose the Poincaré-Einstein manifold (X,Rn, g+) has an adapted
conformal metric g = ρ2g+ with parameter s = n

2
+ γ, where

γ > 1.

We assume that (X,Rn, g+) has C∞ regularity when γ < 3
2
and C3,α

regularity (where 0 < α < 1) when γ ≥ 3
2
. The estimates in this section

for the case γ ≥ 3
2
remain valid under the C3,α assumption, as in this
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case, the adapted metric belongs to C3(X) by Lemma 2.4. 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| ≤ C0

d2
. If C0 is sufficiently

small, depending on n and s, then there exists a positive constant δ
such that

δ ≤ |∇ρ| ≤ 1

everywhere, where δ depends on C0. Furthermore, we have δ → 1 as
C0 → 0.

Proof. Lemma 2.7-(2), we know that R ≥ 0 implies |∇ρ| ≤ 1. Since
ρ ≡ 0 on R

n, it follows that ρ ≤ d.
Moreover, the curvature bound|Rm| ≤ C

d2
implies that

1− |∇ρ|2 ≤ Cn,γC0
ρ2

d2
≤ Cn,γC0

for some constant Cn,γ. This proves the assertion. �

Throught Sections 3 to 5, we assume that (X,Rn, g+) and its adapted
conformal metric g = ρ2g+ satisfies the following conditions::

(3.1)

{

(1) R ≥ 0

(2) |Rm| ≤ min{C0

d2
, 1} for sufficiently small C0.

These assumptions ensure that |∇ρ| has a positive lower bound, mean-
ing that the level sets of ρ foliate X , with each leaf diffeomorphic to
Rn. Additionally, since |Rm| is uniformly bounded, we may assume,
without loss of generality, that |Rm|L∞(X) ≤ 1 by scaling.

3.1. Estimates on the metric defined on the level sets. Since
we have δ ≤ |∇ρ| ≤ 1, we consider the gradient flow {φt}t≥0 and the
level sets {ρ = t} = φt(R

n). It follows that the metric can be written
as g = 1

|∇ρ|2
(dρ)2+ gρ where gρ is a one-parameter family of metrics on

the level sets φρ(R
n) ≃ Rn.

We first provide an estimate on the deviation of gρ from the flat
Euclidean metric g0 on the boundary.

Proposition 3.2. If C0 is sufficiently small, depending on a, n, γ, then
there exists a constant C > 0, independent of ρ, such that

C−1(ρ+ 1)−2ag0 ≤ φ∗
ρgρ ≤ C(ρ+ 1)2ag0.

Here, g0 denotes the flat Euclidean metric on the boundary.
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Proof. Consider any straigt-line segment σ on the boundary. It suffices
to show that there exists a constant C > 0 such that

C−1(t+ 1)−2alength(σ) ≤ length(φt(σ)) ≤ C(t + 1)2alength(σ)

holds for every t and σ.
Consider the surface Γ := ∪t′≤tφt′(σ). Since φt is always a diffeo-

morphism between the boundary and the level sets, the surface Γ is
smooth. By integrating along Γ, we obtain:∫

σt

|∇ρ| =
∫
σt

|∇Γρ| = l(σ) +

∫
Γ

divΓ(∇Γρ)

= l(σ) +

∫
Γ

∆Γρ

= l(σ) +

∫
Γ

∆ρ+HΓ · ∇ρ−∇νk∇νkρ

= l(σ) +

∫
Γ

∆ρ−∇νk∇νkρ,

where νk are the normal vectors of Γ. Applying the co-area formula,
we obtain

∣

∣

d

dt

∫
σt

|∇ρ|
∣

∣ =
∣

∣

∫
σt

1

|∇ρ|
(

∆ρ−∇νk∇νkρ
)
∣

∣

≤
∫
σt

1

|∇ρ|
∣

∣∆ρ−∇νk∇νkρ
∣

∣

≤ C

∫
σt

|∇ρ|ρ|Ric|

≤ Ct|Ric|L∞(φt(Rn))

∫
σt

|∇ρ|.

Since |Rm| is bounded, for t ≤ 1 we obtain the inequality:

−C|Ric|L∞(X) ≤ log
[

∫
σt
|∇ρ|∫

σ0

|∇ρ|
]

≤ C|Ric|L∞(X).

Here, C depends on δ. For t ≥ 1, using the inequality |Ric|L∞(φt(Rn)) ≤
C0

t2
, we get:

−CC0 log t ≤ log
[

∫
σt
|∇ρ|∫

σ1

|∇ρ|
]

≤ CC0 log t.

If C0 is sufficiently small, then δ is close to 1 and the constant CC0

above can be chosen to be smaller than a, completing the proof. �
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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 C0 is sufficiently small, as required
in Proposition 3.2. Then, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

d(o, φt(B2r \Br)) ≥ min{C
(

t+ (t+ 1)−ar
)

, Cr
1

a+1}
for every r > 0.

Proof. Suppose the d(o, φt(B2r \Br)) is achieved by a geodesic σ̄ from
o to some point in φt(B2r \Br).
We parametrize σ̄ as (α(p), φα(p)σ(p)) where p is a real parameter

and σ is a curve in Rn. Let t0 := supα(p) ≥ t.
Then, we estimate:

length(σ̄) =

∫ [

1

|∇ρ|2(α(p))α
′(p)2 + φ∗

α(p)gα(p)(σ
′(p), σ′(p))

]

1
2

dp

≥ 1

2

∫
1

|∇ρ|(α(p)) |α
′(p)|+

[

φ∗
α(p)gα(p)(σ

′(p), σ′(p))
]

1
2dp

≥ 1
2
t0 +

1

2

∫
[

φ∗
α(p)gα(p)(σ

′(p), σ′(p))
]

1
2dp

≥ 1
2
t0 + C(t0 + 1)−ar

where at the last line we used the inequality

φ∗
α(p)gα(p) ≥ C(α(p) + 1)−2ag0 ≥ C(t0 + 1)−2ag0.

Since the function 1
2
t0 +C(t0 + 1)−ar is convex, its minimum occurs

at either t0 = t or at the critical point t0 + 1 = (aCr)
1

a+1 , completinig
the proof. �

Lemma 3.4. Let Ω be a smooth domain on the boundary Rn. Then,
there exists a constant C > 0 such that

Area(φt(Ω)) ≤ CArea(Ω).

Proof. Using the co-area formula, we compute:∫
φt(Ω)

|∇ρ| =
∫
Ω

|∇ρ|+
∫
∪t′≤tφt′(Ω)

∆ρ

=

∫
Ω

|∇ρ| − C

∫
∪t′≤tφt′ (Ω)

ρR ≤ Area(Ω).

where we used the fact that R ≥ 0 and |∇ρ| ≤ 1. �

Finally, we prove that the L2N -norm of the curvature over the level
sets are uniformly bounded provided that N is sufficiently large.
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Proposition 3.5. Let N be a positive integer such that 2N > n
2
. If

C0 is sufficiently small (depending on N), then
∮
ρ=t

|∇ρ||A|2N remains

uniformly bounded with respect to t.

Proof. Let a > 0 be a constant to be determined later. Assume C0 is
small enough so that Lemma 3.3 applies.
Define Br as the ball on the boundary. Let A0 := Br and Ai :=

B2ir \ B2i−1r. Using the fact that the φt decreases the |∇ρ|-weighted
area, we estimate for t ≥ 1:

∮
ρ=t

|∇ρ||A|2N ≤
∞
∑

i=0

∮
φt(Ai)

|A|2Ndgt

≤ C
1

t4N
rn +

∞
∑

i=1

∮
φt(Ai)

|A|2Ndgt.

By Lemma 3.3, and the inequality 1
min(x,y)

≤ 1
x
+ 1

y
, we obtain:

∮
φt(Ai)

|A|2Ndgt ≤ C2nirndist(o, φt(Ai))
−4N

≤ C2nirn
[

(2ir)
−4N
a+1 + (t+ 2i(t+ 1)−ar)−4N

]

.

Choosing r = t(t + 1)a, we observe that∮
φt(Ai)

|A|2Ndgt ≤ C2(n−4N/(a+1))it(a+1)n−4N .

Thus, if a is suffciently small and 2N > n
2
, then

∮
ρ=t

|∇ρ||A|2N is uni-

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

∮
ρ=t

|∇ρ||A|2N ≤
∞
∑

i=0

∮
φt(Ai)

|A|2Ndgt

≤ C|A|2NL∞rn +
∞
∑

i=1

∮
φt(Ai)

|A|2Ndgt.

Again, we compute:∮
φt(Ai)

|A|2Ndgt ≤ C2nirn
[

(2ir)
−4N
a+1 + (t + 2i(t+ 1)−ar)−4N

]

≤ C2nirn
[

(2ir)
−4N
a+1 + (2i−ar)−4N

]

≤ C2i(n−4N/(a+1))rn−4N/(a+1).
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If a is suffciently small and 2N > n
2
, then

∮
ρ=t

|∇ρ||A|2N ≤ C|A|2NL∞rn + Crn−4N/(a+1)
∞
∑

i=1

2i(n−4N/(a+1)).

Choosing r = (1+ |A|L∞)−
1

2 yields the required bound, completing the
proof. �

3.2. L2-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 γ > 1. For b > 1 and
f ∈ C∞

c (X), we have∫
ρ≤p

ρ1−2b|∇ρ|2f 2+ρ3−2bRf 2+

∮
ρ=p

ρ2−2b|∇ρ|f 2 ≤ Cn,γ,b

∫
ρ≤p

ρ3−2b|∇f |2.

Proof. For a real number α, we observe:

0 ≤
∫
ρ≤p

ρ3−2b
∣

∣

∇ρ
ρ
f + α∇f

∣

∣

2

=

∫
ρ≤p

ρ1−2b|∇ρ|2f 2 + α2ρ3−2b|∇f |2 + 2αρ2−2bf∇ρ · ∇f

=

∫
ρ≤p

ρ1−2b|∇ρ|2f 2 + α2ρ3−2b|∇f |2 − αdiv(ρ2−2b∇ρ)f 2

+

∮
ρ=p

αρ2−2b|∇ρ|f 2

=

∫
ρ≤p

(1 + (2b− 2)α)ρ1−2b|∇ρ|2f 2 + α2ρ3−2b|∇f |2 + αCn,γρ
3−2bRf 2

+

∮
ρ=p

αρ2−2b|∇ρ|f 2.

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

Proposition 3.7. Let 1 < γ < 3
2
and let η ∈ C∞

c (X) be a test function.
Then the following estimates hold:∫

1

2
ρ3−2γη2|∇R|2 ≤

∫
2ρ3−2γR2|∇η|2 + Cρ3−2γ |A|2R,
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and∫
ρ3−2γη2|∇A|2 ≤Cn,γ

[∫
ρ3−2γ |∇η|2|A|2 + ρ2−2γη|∇η||A|2 + ρ3−2γη2|∇R|2

+ ρ3−2γη2|Rm||A|2
]

.

Proof. For the scalar curvature, we use Lemma 2.8-(1), which gives:

div(ρ3−2γ∇R) = ρ3−2γA ∗ A.
Here, A ∗ A represents a quadratic term in A.
We test this equation against Rη2. When applying integration by

parts, the boundary integral over Rn vanishes by the expansion ρ given
in Lemma 2.5 near the boundary. Specifically, since ρ/x = 1 +O(x2γ)
near the boundary and the scalar curvature of the boundary metric
vanishes, the quadratic term in the expansion of ρ/x also vanishes, as
shown in [CC, Lemma 6.2]. Thus, since A = O(x2γ−2), we have∫

Rn

ρ3−2γη2R∇xR =

∫
x=ǫ

ρ3−2γη2O(x2γ−2)O(x2γ−3)

∣

∣

∣

∣

ǫ=0

=

∫
x=ǫ

η2O(x2γ−2)

∣

∣

∣

∣

ǫ=0

= 0,

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

0 =

∫
ρ3−2γη2|∇R|2 + 2ρ3−2γηR∇R · ∇η + ρ3−2γη2RA ∗ A

≥
∫

1

2
ρ3−2γη2|∇R|2 − 2ρ3−2γR2|∇η|2 − Cρ3−2γη2|A|2R.

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

larly:∫
ρ3−2γη2A ∗ A ∗Rm

=

∫
(

−∆Aij +
1
2n
∇i∇jR− (n− 3)ρ−1∇mρAim,j + (n− 3)ρ−1∇ρ · ∇Aij

)

ρ3−2γη2Aij

=

∫
ρ3−2γη2|∇A|2 + 2ηρ3−2γAij∇kAij∇kη + (3− 2γ)ρ2−2γη2Aij∇kAij∇kρ

− 1

2n
ρ3−2γ∇jR∇jAijη

2 − 1

n
ρ3−2γη∇iR∇jηAij −

(3− 2γ)

2n
ρ2−2γη2∇iR∇jρAij

− (n− 3)ρ2−2γη2∇mρAim,jAij +
(n−3)

2
ρ2−2γη2∇ρ · ∇|A|2
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≥
∫

1

2
ρ3−2γη2|∇A|2 − 4ρ3−2γ |∇η|2|A|2 − 4ρ3−2γη2|∇R|2

+
(n− 2γ)

2
ρ2−2γη2∇|A|2 · ∇ρ− (3− 2γ)

2n
ρ2−2γη2∇iR∇jρAij

− (n− 3)ρ2−2γη2∇mρAim,jAij

=

∫
1

2
ρ3−2γη2|∇A|2 − 4ρ3−2γ |∇η|2|A|2 − 4ρ3−2γη2|∇R|2

− (n− 2γ)ρ2−2γη|A|2∇η · ∇ρ− (n− 2γ)(1− γ)ρ1−2γη2|A|2|∇ρ|2

− (n+ 2γ − 6)

2n
ρ2−2γη2∇iR∇jρAij + 2(n− 3)ρ2−2γη∇mρ∇jηAimAij

+ (n− 3)(2− 2γ)ρ1−2γη2∇mρ∇jρAimAij + ρ3−2γη2A ∗ A ∗A.
Note that (n−2γ)(1−γ) < 0 for n ≥ 3 and 1 < γ < 3

2
, and ∇iR∇jρAij

is a linear combination of ρ−1RA(∇ρ,∇ρ) and ρ−1A2(∇ρ,∇ρ) by Lemma
2.7-(2). Using Lemma 2.10, and the fact |∇ρ| ≤ 1, we can summarize
the above computation as follows:∫
ρ3−2γη2|∇A|2 ≤Cn,γ

[∫
ρ3−2γ |∇η|2|A|2 + ρ2−2γη|∇η||A|2 + ρ3−2γη2|∇R|2

+ ρ1−2γη2R2|∇ρ|2 + ρ3−2γη2|Rm||A|2
]

≤Cn,γ

[∫
ρ3−2γ |∇η|2|A|2 + ρ2−2γη|∇η||A|2 + ρ3−2γη2|∇R|2

+ ρ3−2γη2|Rm||A|2
]

.

Here, in the last step, we applied Hardy’s inequality (Proposition 3.6)
with f = ηR. �

Proposition 3.8. Let 1 < γ < 3
2
. For sufficiently large N > 0 and

sufficiently small C0 in Assumption (3.1), depending on N , we have:∫
ρ≤p

ρ3−2γ |∇RN+1|2 <∞,

∫
ρ≤p

ρ3−2γ |∇A|2|A|2N <∞.

Moreover, in this case, we also have that 1
p2γ−2

∮
ρ=p

|A|2N+2 is uniformly

bounded for p < 1, as a consequence of Hardy’s inequality. If n = 3,
the choice N = 0 is sufficient.

Proof. Let p, r ≥ 1. We define the cutoff function η(z) := η1(φ
−1
ρ(z)(z))η2(ρ(z))

or η(x, t) = η1(x)η2(t) in the global coordinate. η1 and η2 are smooth
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cutoff functions defined on Rn and [0,∞), respectively, as follows:
η1(x) = 1 on r ≤ |x| ≤ 2r and η1(x) = 0 on |x| ≤ r/2 or |x| ≥ 5r/2
and |∇0η1| ≤ C/r. η2(t) = 1 on t ≤ p, η2(t) = 0 on t ≥ 2p and
|∇0η2| ≤ C/p. Here the subscript 0 on the ∇0 indicates differentiation
with respect to the flat metric.
It is straightforward to verify the estimate:

|∇η|2 ≤ 2η22|∇η1|2 + 2η21|∇η2|2 ≤ C
(t+ 1)2a

r2
η22 + C

|∇ρ|2(t)
p2

η21

≤ C
(t+ 1)2a

r2
η22 + C

1

p2
η21.

Applying Proposition 3.7, we estimate:∫
{ρ≤p}∩C(r,2r)

ρ3−2γ |∇R|2 ≤ C

∫
{ρ≤2p}∩C(

r
2
,
5r
2
)

4ρ3−2γ |∇η|2R2 + η2ρ3−2γ |A|3

≤ C

∫
{ρ≤2p}∩C(

r
2
,
5r
2
)

ρ3−2γ
((ρ+ 1)2a

r2
+

1

p2
)

R2 + ρ3−2γ |A|3.

From Lemma 3.3, we know that dist(o, C(r, 2r)) ≥ Cr1/(a+1) for r ≥ 1.
This leads to:∫
{ρ≤p}∩C(r,2r)

ρ3−2γ |∇R|2R2N ≤ Cr−4N/(a+1)

∫
{ρ≤2p}∩C(r,2r)

ρ3−2γ |∇R|2

≤ Cr−4N/(a+1)

∫
{ρ≤2p}∩C(

r
2
,
5r
2
)

ρ3−2γ(ρ+ 1)2aR2 + ρ3−2γ |A|3

≤ Crn−4(N+1)/(a+1)

∫ 2p

0

ρ3−2γ(ρ+ 1)2adρ

≤ Crn−4(N+1)/(a+1),

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 C0, the constant a
can be chosen small enough (by Lemma 3.3), ensuring:

∑

i

(2ir)n−4(N+1)/(a+1) <∞.

Thus, we conclude: ∫
ρ≤p

ρ3−2γ |∇RN+1|2 <∞.

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 ρ2−2γ is integrable near ρ = 0 since γ < 3

2
. �
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Proposition 3.9. Let γ ≥ 3
2
and η ∈ C∞

c (X) be a test function. Then
we have the following estimates:∫

η2|∇R|2 ≤ C

∫
R2|∇η|2 + ρ−1η|∇η · ∇ρ|R2 + η2|A|3,

and∫
η2|∇A|2 ≤Cn,γ

[∫
|∇η|2|A|2 + ρ−1η|∇η · ∇ρ||A|2 + η2|∇R|2 + η2|Rm||A|2

]

.

Proof. For the scalar curvature, we use the equation:

∆R = −(3− 2γ)ρ−1∇ρ · ∇R + A ∗ A.

Testing the above equation with η2R, we obtain:

0 =

∫
(

−∆R− (3− 2γ)ρ−1∇ρ · ∇R + A ∗ A
)

η2R

=

∫
η2|∇R|2 + 2ηR∇η · ∇R + (3− 2γ)ηR2ρ−1∇η · ∇ρ− (3−2γ)

2
η2ρ−2|∇ρ|2R2

+ η2A ∗ A ∗ A

≥C
∫
η2|∇R|2 −R2|∇η|2 − ρ−1η|∇η · ∇ρ|R2 − η2|A|3,

by Young’s inequality and the fact that γ ≥ 3
2
.

For the Schouten tensor, we have:∫
η2A ∗ A ∗Rm

=

∫
(

−∆Aij +
1
2n
∇i∇jR− (n− 3)ρ−1∇mρAim,j + (n− 3)ρ−1∇ρ · ∇Aij

)

η2Aij

=

∫
η2|∇A|2 + 2ηAij∇kAij∇kη −

1

2n
∇jR∇jAijη

2 − 1

n
η∇iR∇jηAij

− (n− 3)ρ−1η2∇mρAim,jAij +
(n−3)

2
ρ−1η2∇ρ · ∇|A|2

≥
∫

1

2
η2|∇A|2 − 4|∇η|2|A|2 − 4η2|∇R|2 + 2(n− 3)ρ−1η∇jη∇mρAimAij

+ (n− 3)ρ−2η2∇mρ∇jρAimAij +
(n− 3)

2n
ρ−1η2∇mρ∇iRAim

+ (n−3)
2
ρ−2η2|∇ρ|2|A|2 − (n− 3)ρ−1η∇ρ · ∇η|A|2 + η2A ∗ A ∗ A.

We use the inequality:

ρ−1ηA2(∇η,∇ρ) ≤ ρ−2η2A2(∇ρ,∇ρ) + |∇η|2|A|2,
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to handle the term ρ−1η∇jη∇mρAimAij . Applying Lemma 2.10 and
Hardy’s inequality completes the proof.∫
η2|∇A|2 ≤Cn,γ

[∫
|∇η|2|A|2 + ρ−1η|∇η · ∇ρ||A|2 + η2|∇R|2 + η2|Rm||A|2

]

.

�

Proposition 3.10. Let γ ≥ 3
2
. For a sufficiently large positive integer

N and a sufficiently small C0 in Assumption (3.1) depending on N , we
have: ∫

ρ≤p

|∇RN+1|2 <∞,

∫
ρ≤p

|∇A|2|A|2N <∞.

Moreover, by Hardy’s inequality, we additionally obtain that: 1
p

∮
ρ=p

|A|2N+2

is 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 ρ−1η|∇η · ∇ρ||A|2. This is
achieved by choosing the test function η in such a way that:

|∇η · ∇ρ| ≤ C
ρ

p2
,

where the constant C above is independent of r.
Specifically, we define the test function as η(x, ρ) = η1(x/r)η2(ρ/p).

Then, we obtain:

|∇η · ∇ρ|(x, ρ) = 1
p
|η1(x/r)η′2(ρ/p)||∇ρ|2 ≤ C

ρ

p2
,

provided that η2 is chosen such that |η′2(ρ)| ≤ Cρ. �

Corollary 3.11. Let γ > 1 and N be a sufficiently large positive in-
teger. Then, for C0 sufficiently small dependingon n, γ,N , and any
p > 0, we have:∫

ρ≤p

ρ|∇R|2R2N <∞ and

∫
ρ≤p

ρ|∇A|2|A|2N <∞.

Proof. The result follows directly from Propositions 3.8 and 3.10, since
3− 2γ < 1. �

Remark 3.12. Depending on γ, the above L2-gradient estimates sug-
gest that it might be not true that |∇A| = O(d−3) as the

∫
B2d\Bd

|∇A|2

may not decay as 1
d2

∫
B2d\Bd

|A|2 .
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4. Propagation of curvature over level sets

In this section, we study the propagation of L2N -norm of curvature
over the level sets of ρ. To achieve this, we will derive integral identities
involving the L2N -norm of curvature over these level sets. Throughout
this section, we assume the conditions stated in Assumption (3.1).

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=4) Define the functions

F (p) :=

∫
ρ≤p

ρ−1|A|2|∇ρ|2dVg,

G(p) :=

∫
ρ≤p

ρ−1|R|2|∇ρ|2dVg.

Assume that C0 in the assumption (3.1) is sufficiently small. Then,
for p > 0, the following formulas hold:
(1) First derivative of F :

F ′(p) =

∮
ρ=p

ρ−1|A|2|∇ρ|.

(2) Second derivative of F :

F ′′(p) =
1

p2

∫
ρ≤l

2ρ|∇A|2 − 1

18
ρ|∇R|2 − 1

3
A(∇R,∇ρ) + ρA ∗A ∗Rm

+

∮
ρ=l

1

3
ρ−1A(∇R, ν)− Cn,γ

R|A|2
|∇ρ| .

(3) First derivative of G:

G′(p) =

∮
ρ=q

ρ−1R2|∇ρ|.

(4) Second derivative of G:

G′′(p) =
1

p2

∫
ρ≤p

2ρ|∇R|2 + ρA ∗ A ∗Rm+

∮
ρ=p

1

ρ2
(2γ − 3)R2|∇ρ| − Cn,s

R3

|∇ρ| .

Proof. Note that F and G are well-defined for sufficiently small C0 by
Proposition 3.5. Moreover, recall that |∇ρ| has a positive lower bound
close to 1 if C0 is small.
(1) follows directly from the co-area formula:

F (p) =

∫
ρ≤p

ρ−1|A|2|∇ρ|2dVg =
∫ p

0

(

∮
ρ=q

ρ−1|A|2|∇ρ|
)

dq.
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Now we prove (2). Let ν := ∇ρ
|∇ρ|

, Cr = ∪t≥0φt(Br) and Lr =

∪t≥0φt(∂Br) be the normal vector, the cylinder and its lateral surface
generated by the gradient flow of ρ, respectively. Let τ be the outward
normal vector along the lateral side Lr. Since the normal vector of the
lateral side of the cylinder Cr is perpendicular to ∇ρ, we obtain:∮

{ρ=q}∩Cr

ρ|A|2|∇ρ| −
∮
{ρ=p}∩Cr

ρ|A|2|∇ρ|

=

∫
{p≤ρ≤q}∩Cr

div
(

ρ|A|2∇ρ
)

=

∫
{p≤ρ≤q}∩Cr

ρ(∂ν |A|2)|∇ρ|+ ρ|A|2∆ρ+ |A|2|∇ρ|2

=

∫
{p≤ρ≤q}∩Cr

ρ(∂ν |A|2)|∇ρ| − Cn,γρ
2R|A|2

2
+ |A|2|∇ρ|2

=

∫ q

p

(

∮
{ρ=l}∩Cr

ρ∂ν |A|2 − Cn,γρ
2R|A|2
|∇ρ| + |A|2|∇ρ|

)

dl.

Using the Bach-flatness ∆A = 1
6
∇2R + A ∗ Rm and the boundary

condition A = 0 (Proposition 2.9), we have:∮
{ρ=l}∩Cr

ρ∂ν |A|2

=

∫
{ρ≤l}∩Cr

div(ρ∇|A|2)−
∮
{ρ≤l}∩Lr

ρ∂τ |A|2

=

∫
{ρ≤l}∩Cr

ρ∆|A|2 +∇ρ · ∇|A|2 −
∮
{ρ≤l}∩Lr

ρ∂τ |A|2

=

∫
{ρ≤l}∩Cr

ρ∆|A|2 − |A|2∆ρ+
∮
{ρ=l}∩Cr

|A|2|∇ρ| −
∮
{ρ≤l}∩Lr

ρ∂τ |A|2

=

∫
{ρ≤l}∩Cr

ρ∆|A|2 − Cn,γ
ρR|A|2

2
+

∮
{ρ=l}∩Cr

|A|2|∇ρ| −
∮
{ρ≤l}∩Lr

ρ∂τ |A|2

=

∫
{ρ≤l}∩Cr

2ρ|∇A|2 + 1

3
ρAij∇i∇jR + ρA ∗ A ∗Rm

+

∮
{ρ=l}∩Cr

ρ|A|2|∇ρ| −
∮
{ρ≤l}∩Lr

ρ∂τ |A|2

=

∫
{ρ≤l}∩Cr

2ρ|∇A|2 − 1

18
ρ|∇R|2 − 1

3
A(∇R,∇ρ) + ρA ∗ A ∗Rm

+

∮
{ρ=l}∩Cr

|A|2|∇ρ|+ 1

3
ρA(∇R, ν)−

∮
{ρ≤l}∩Lr

ρ∂τ |A|2.
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Now, we observe that the inequality

∣

∣

∫ q

p

(

∮
{ρ≤l}∩Lr

ρ∂τ |A|2
)

dl
∣

∣ ≤ 2

∫ q

p

(

∮
{ρ≤l}∩Lr

ρ|∇A||A|
)

dl ≤ Cq

∫
{ρ≤q}∩Lr

ρ|∇A||A|

holds. Furthermore, by Proposition 3.5 and Corollary 3.11, together
with (3.1) for sufficiently small C0 and Proposition 3.2, we have∫ ∞

0

(

∫
{ρ≤q}∩Lr

ρ|∇A||A|
)

dr <∞.

Hence, by Fubini’s theorem, there exists a sequence ri → ∞ such that∫ q
p

(
∮
{ρ≤l}∩Lr

ρ∂τ |A|2
)

dl evaluated at r = ri converges to 0.

Since all other integrands appearing in the identity∫ q

p

(

∮
{ρ=l}∩Cr

ρ∂ν |A|2 − Cn,γρ
2R|A|2
|∇ρ| + ρ−1|A|2|∇ρ|

)

dl

belong to L1, we apply the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem
to obtain:∮

ρ=q

ρ|A|2|∇ρ| −
∮
ρ=p

ρ|A|2|∇ρ|

=

∫ q

p

[∫
{ρ≤l}∩Cr

2ρ|∇A|2 − 1

18
ρ|∇R|2 − 1

3
A(∇R,∇ρ) + ρA ∗ A ∗Rm

+

∮
ρ=l

2|A|2|∇ρ|+ 1

3
ρA(∇R, ν)− Cn,γρ

2R|A|2
|∇ρ|

]

dl.

This proves that

(p2F ′(p))′ =

∫
ρ≤p

2ρ|∇A|2 − 1

18
ρ|∇R|2 − 1

3
A(∇R,∇ρ) + ρA ∗ A ∗Rm

+

∮
ρ=p

2|A|2|∇ρ|+ 1

3
ρA(∇R, ν)− Cn,γρ

2R|A|2
|∇ρ| .

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

{ρ=q}∩Cr

ρR2|∇ρ| −
∮
{ρ=p}∩Cr

ρR2|∇ρ|

=

∫ q

p

(

∮
{ρ=l}∩Cr

ρ∂νR
2 − Cn,γρ

2 R
3

|∇ρ| +R2|∇ρ|
)

dl,

and∮
ρ=p

ρ∂νR
2 =

∫
ρ≤p

div(ρ∇R2) =

∫
ρ≤p

ρ∆R2 +∇ρ · ∇R2
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=

∫
ρ≤p

2ρ|∇R|2 + 2ρR∆R +∇ρ · ∇R2

=

∫
ρ≤p

2ρ|∇R|2 + ρRm ∗ A ∗ A+ (2γ − 2)∇ρ · ∇R2

=

∫
ρ≤p

2ρ|∇R|2 + ρRm ∗ A ∗ A− (2γ − 2)∆ρR2

+ (2γ − 2)

∮
ρ=p

R2|∇ρ|

=

∫
ρ≤p

2ρ|∇R|2 + ρRm ∗ A ∗ A+ (2γ − 2)

∮
ρ=p

R2|∇ρ|.

Hence, we derive the final differential equation:

(p2G′(p))′ =

∫
ρ≤p

2ρ|∇R|2 + ρA ∗ A ∗Rm+

∮
ρ=p

(2γ − 1)R2|∇ρ| − Cn,γρ
2 R

3

|∇ρ| .

�

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 = n

2
+ γ, we have: for ǫ > 0 small

∇mρAmiAij∇j|A|2 ≥ Cn,γ

[

− 1

ρ
(1 +

1

ǫ
)R2|∇ρ|2|A|2 − ρR2|∇A|2 − ǫρ|∇A|2|A|2

− ρ

ǫ
|∇R|2|A|2

]

.

Proof. Recall the identity Aij =
1

n−1
Eij+

1
2n(n+1)

Rgij. By summing the

estimates derived below, we obtain the desired result.

R2∇ρ · ∇|A|2 ≥ R2|∇ρ||∇|A|2| ≥ −1

ρ
R2|∇ρ|2|A|2 − ρR2|∇A|2,

RE(∇ρ,∇|A|2) ≥ −2R|∇ρ||∇A||A|2 ≥ −ǫρ|∇A|2|A|2− 1

ǫρ
R2|∇ρ|2|A|2,

E2(∇ρ,∇|A|2) = 2
∑

a,b

∑

i,j,k

EikEjk(Aab∇iρ)∇jAab

≥ − 1

ǫρ

∑

a,b

∑

i,j,k

EikEjk(Aab∇iρ)(Aab∇jρ)− ǫρEikEjk∇iAab∇jAab
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≥ − 1

ǫρ
E2(∇ρ,∇ρ)|A|2 − ǫρ|A|2|∇A|2

≥ −Cn,γρ

ǫ
|∇R|2|A|2 − Cn,γ

ǫρ
R2|A|2|∇ρ|2 − ǫρ|A|2|∇A|2,

where we applied apply Lemma 2.10 to handle 1
ρ
E2(∇ρ,∇ρ)|A|2. �

Proposition 4.3. For non-negative integers k, l, define

Fk,l(p) =

∫
ρ≤p

ρ−1|A|2kR2l|∇ρ|2dVg.

Assume C0 in Assumption (3.1) is sufficiently small. Then, for p > 0,
the following formulas hold:
(1) First derivative:

F ′
k,l(p) =

∮
ρ=p

ρ−1|A|2kR2l|∇ρ|dVg.

(2) Second derivative: for any ǫk > 0,

F ′′
k,l(p) ≥

1

p2

∫
ρ≤p

k(k − 1)ρR2l|A|2k−4|∇|A|2|2 + kρR2l|A|2k−2|∇A|2

+ l(2l − 1)ρ|A|2kR2l−2|∇R|2

− kCk,l,n,s

[

|A|2k−2R2l
(

ρ|∇R|2 + 1

ρ
R2|∇ρ|2

)

+R2l+2|A|2k−4|∇A|2
]

− klCk,l,n,γ

[

ǫk|A|2kR2l−2
(1

ρ
|A|2|∇ρ|2 + ρ|∇A|2

)

+
1

ǫk
ρ|A|2k−2R2l|∇R|2

]

+ Ck,l,n,γρA
2k+2l ∗Rm

+
1

p2

∮
ρ=p

k

n
|A|2k−2R2lρA(∇R, ν)− 2k(n− 3)|A|2k−2R2l∇mρAmiAijνj

+ (2γ − 3)|A|2kR2l|∇ρ|+ 2(1− δ0k)(n− s)|A|2kR2l|∇ρ|

− Ck,l,n,γ
ρ2

|∇ρ|A
2k+2l ∗Rm.

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

∆R2l =2lR2l−1∆R + 2l(2l − 1)R2l−2|∇R|2

=− 2l(n+ 3− 2s)ρ−1〈dρ, dR〉R2l−1 + 2l(2l − 1)R2l−2|∇R|2 +Rm ∗ A2l.

For the Schouten tensor, we have:

∆|A|2k =2k|A|2k−2Aij∆Aij + 2k|A|2k−2|∇A|2 + k(k − 1)|A|2k−4|∇A2|2
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=kI1 + 2k|A|2k−2|∇A|2 + k(k − 1)|A|2k−4|∇A2|2 +Rm ∗ A2k

where

I1 =
[1

n
∇i∇jR−(n−3)ρ−1ρm (Ami,j + Amj,i)+2(n−3)ρ−1〈∇ρ,∇Aij〉

]

Aij|A|2k−2.

Using integration by parts, we obtain:
∮
ρ=p

ρ∂ν(|A|2kR2l) =

∫
ρ≤p

div(ρ∇(|A|2kR2l))

=

∫
ρ≤p

ρ∆(|A|2kR2l) +∇ρ · ∇(|A|2kR2l)

=

∫
ρ≤p

ρR2l∆|A|2k + 2klρ|A|2k−2R2l−2∇|A|2 · ∇R2 + ρ|A|2k∆R2l

−∆ρ(|A|2kR2l) +

∮
ρ=p

(|A|2kR2l)|∇ρ|

=

∫
ρ≤p

kρR2lI1 − 2l(n+ 3− 2s)|A|2kR2l−1∇ρ · ∇R + ρI2 − ρRm ∗A2k+2l

+

∮
ρ=p

(|A|2kR2l)|∇ρ|,

where

I2 =2kl|A|2k−2R2l−2∇|A|2 · ∇R2 +R2l
[

2k|A|2k−2|∇A|2

+ k(k − 1)|A|2k−4|∇|A|2|2
]

+ 2l(2l − 1)|A|2kR2l−2|∇R|2.

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 I1:∫
ρ≤p

2k(n− 3)R2l|A|2k−2∇mρAij,mAij − 2l(n+ 3− 2s)|A|2kR2l−1∇ρ · ∇R

=

∫
ρ≤p

2k(n− s)R2l|A|2k−2∇|A|2 · ∇ρ− (n+ 3− 2s)∇(R2l|A|2k) · ∇ρ

=

∫
ρ≤p

2k(n− s)R2l|A|2k−2∇|A|2 · ∇ρ+ Ck,l,n,γRm ∗ A2k+2l +

∮
ρ=p

(2γ − 3)R2l|A|2k|∇ρ|

=

∫
ρ≤p

−2(n− s)(1− δ0k)|A|2k∇R2l · ∇ρ+ Ck,l,n,γRm ∗ A2k+2l

+

∮
ρ=p

(2γ − 3)R2l|A|2k|∇ρ|+ 2(1− δ0k)(n− s)R2l|A|2k|∇ρ|,
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where (1− δ0k) is 0 if k = 0. And∫
ρ≤p

ρR2l|A|2k−2Aij∇i∇jR

=

∫
ρ≤p

− 1

2n
ρR2l|A|2k−2|∇R|2 − R2l|A|2k−2Aij∇jR · ∇iρ

− (k − 1)ρR2l|A|2k−4Aij∇jR∇i|A|2 − 2lρR2l−1|A|2k−2Aij∇jR∇iR

+

∮
ρ=p

ρR2l|A|2k−2A(∇R, ν)

≥
∫
ρ≤p

− 1

2n
ρR2l|A|2k−2|∇R|2 − R2l|A|2k−2Aij∇jR · ∇iρ

− ǫρR2l|A|2k−2|∇A|2 − Ck,l

ǫ
ρ|A|2k−2R2l|∇R|2 − ǫρ|A|2kR2l−2|∇R|2

+

∮
ρ=p

ρR2l|A|2k−2A(∇R, ν)

using Young’s inequality. Next, we have∫
ρ≤p

R2l|A|2k−2∇mρAmi,jAij

=

∫
ρ≤p

−R2l|A|2k−2∇j∇mρAmiAij −
1

2n
R2l|A|2k−2∇mρAmi∇iR

− 2lR2l−1|A|2k−2AmiAij∇jR∇mρ− (k − 1)R2l|A|2k−4∇mρAmiAij∇j|A|2

+

∮
ρ=p

R2l|A|2k−2∇mρAmiAijνj

=

∫
ρ≤p

Ck,l,n,γρRm ∗ A2k+2l − 1

2n
R2l|A|2k−2Aij∇iR∇iρ

− 2lR2l−1|A|2k−2AmiAij∇jR∇mρ− (k − 1)R2l|A|2k−4∇mρAmiAij∇j|A|2

+

∮
ρ=p

R2l|A|2k−2∇mρAmiAijνj .

Summing the above computations, we obtain:∫
ρ≤p

kρR2lI1 − 2l(n + 3− 2s)|A|2kR2l−1∇ρ · ∇R

≥k
∫
ρ≤p

− 1

2n2
ρR2l|A|2k−2|∇R|2 + n− 4

n
R2l|A|2k−2Aij∇jR · ∇iρ

− ǫρ|A|2k−2R2l|∇A|2 − ǫρ|A|2kR2l−2|∇R|2 − Ck,l

ǫ
ρ|A|2k−2R2l|∇R|2

+ 4l(n− 3)R2l−1|A|2k−2AmiAij∇jR∇mρ
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+ 2(k − 1)(n− 3)R2l|A|2k−4∇mρAmiAij∇j |A|2

− 2(n− s)

k
(1− δ0k)|A|2k∇R2l · ∇ρ+ Ck,l,n,γρA

2k+2l ∗Rm

+

∮
ρ=p

k

n
ρR2l|A|2k−2A(∇R, ν)− 2k(n− 3)R2l|A|2k−2∇mρAmiAijνj

+ (1− δ0k)(n− s)R2l|A|2k|∇ρ|+ (2γ − 3)R2l|A|2k|∇ρ|.

Choosing ǫ depending on k, l, n, s and noting that A(∇R,∇ρ) ≥ −Ck,l,n,γ
1
ρ
R2|∇ρ|2,

we compute:∫
ρ≤p

kρR2lI1 + ρI2 − 2l(n+ 3− 2s)|A|2kR2l−1∇ρ · ∇R

≥
∫
ρ≤p

2klρ|A|2k−2R2l−2∇|A|2 · ∇R2 − 2(n− s)(1− δ0k)|A|2k∇R2l · ∇ρ

+ k(k − 1)ρR2l|A|2k−4|∇|A|2|2 + kρR2l|A|2k−2|∇A|2 + l(2l − 1)ρ|A|2kR2l−2|∇R|2

− kCk,l,n,s|A|2k−2R2l
(

ρ|∇R|2 + 1

ρ
R2|∇ρ|2

)

+ 4lk(n− 3)R2l−1|A|2k−2AmiAij∇jR∇mρ+ 2k(k − 1)(n− 3)R2l|A|2k−4∇mρAmiAij∇j |A|2

+ Ck,l,n,γρA
2k+2l ∗Rm

+

∮
ρ=p

k

n
ρR2l|A|2k−2A(∇R, ν)− 2k(n− 3)R2l|A|2k−2∇mρAmiAijνj

+ (1− δ0k)(n− s)R2l|A|2k|∇ρ|+ (2γ − 3)R2l|A|2k|∇ρ|.

We observate that, by Young’s inequality,

2kl|A|2k−2R2l−2∇|A|2 · ∇R2 − 2(n− s)(1− δ0k)|A|2k∇R2l · ∇ρ

≥− klCk,l,n,γ

[

ǫkR
2l−2|A|2k

(1

ρ
|A|2|∇ρ|2 + ρ|∇A|2

)

+
1

ǫk
ρR2l|A|2k−2|∇R|2

]

.

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

RAmiAij∇jR∇mρ = A2(R∇ρ,∇R) ≥ −ǫk
1

ρ
|A|4|∇ρ|2 − 1

ǫk
ρR2|∇R|2.

For the ∇mρAmiAij∇j|A|2, we refer to Lemma 4.2, which states:

∇mρAmiAij∇j|A|2 ≥ Cn,γ

[

− 1

ρ
(1 +

1

ǫ
)R2|∇ρ|2|A|2 − ρR2|∇A|2 − ǫρ|∇A|2|A|2

− ρ

ǫ
|∇R|2|A|2

]

.
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Choosing ǫ sufficiently small, we obtain:∮
ρ=p

ρ∂ν(|A|2kR2l)

≥
∫
ρ≤p

k(k − 1)ρR2l|A|2k−4|∇|A|2|2 + kρR2l|A|2k−2|∇A|2 + l(2l − 1)ρ|A|2kR2l−2|∇R|2

− kCk,l,n,s

[

|A|2k−2R2l
(

ρ|∇R|2 + 1

ρ
R2|∇ρ|2

)

+ |A|2k−4R2l+2|∇A|2
]

− klCk,l,n,γ

[

ǫk|A|2kR2l−2
(1

ρ
|A|2|∇ρ|2 + ρ|∇A|2

)

+
1

ǫk
ρ|A|2k−2R2l|∇R|2

]

+ Ck,l,n,γρA
2k+2l ∗Rm

+

∮
ρ=p

k

n
ρR2l|A|2k−2A(∇R, ν)− 2k(n− 3)R2l|A|2k−2∇mρAmiAijνj

+ (2γ − 2)|A|2kR2l|∇ρ|+ 2(1− δ0k)(n− s)|A|2kR2l|∇ρ|.

The remainder of the proof follows similarly to Proposition 4.1.
�

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 L2N -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,∞) 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 3.8 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
n

satisfying the PDE

∆0u = −fu.
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Assume that

|f | ≤ C1

r2
, |u| ≤ C2

rǫ

for some ǫ, C1, C2 > 0. If C1 is sufficiently small depending on n and
ǫ, then u ≡ 0.

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

(5.1) 0 ≤ 1

rn−1

∫
Br

|Du|2 = 1

rn−1

∫
∂Br

∂ru · u+
1

rn−1

∫
Br

fu2.

Next, we estimate the second integral:∫
Br

fu2 ≤ Cn

∫ r

0

sn−1 sup
∂Bs

|f |
?
∂Bs

u2 ≤ C1Cn

∫ r

0

sn−3

?
∂Bs

u2

where Cn is a dimensional constant. Define

g(r) =

∫ r

0

sn−3

?
∂Bs

u2.

Then the inequality (5.1) is transformed into the second order ODE:

(5.2)
(n− 3)

r
g′(r) ≤ g′′(r) +

C1Cn

r2
g(r).

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

x2 − (n− 2)x+ C1Cn = 0.

The roots x, y exist if the inequality (n − 2)2 ≥ 4C1Cn holds. Both

roots are positive and satisfy x, y < n − 2. Now, define h(r) = g(r)
rx

.
Rewriting (5.2) in terms of h(r), we obtain:

0 ≤ (
h′(r)

ry−x−1
)′.

Since g(r) ∼ rn−2 for r near 0, it follows that h′(r)
ry−x−1 ∼ rn−2−y. As

y < n− 2, we conclude that

lim
r→0

h′(r)

ry−x−1
= 0.

Thus, we have h′(r)
ry−x−1 ≥ 0, which in turn implies h′(r) ≥ 0, leading to

the inequality:

(5.3) g(1) ≤ g(r)

rx
.
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Now using the assumption |u| ≤ C0

rǫ
, we obtain an upper bound on g:

g(r) ≤
∫ r

0

sn−3(1 + C/s2ǫ) ≤ C(rn−2−2ǫ + 1).

On the other hand, if C1 is sufficiently small, then x > n − 2 − 2ǫ.
Taking the limit r → ∞ on the inequality (5.3), we conclude that
g ≡ 0, and thus u ≡ 0 provided C1 is sufficiently small. �

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 γ > 1, the constant of ρ−1E2(∇ρ,∇ρ) in
the expression of A(∇R,∇ρ) is positive. In particular, A(∇R,∇ρ) +
cγρ

−1R2|∇ρ|2 ≥ 0 for some cγ > 0.

Proof. By direct computation, we obtain

A(∇R,∇ρ) = 3(s− 2)ρ−1E2(∇ρ,∇ρ) + Cγρ
−1RE(∇ρ,∇ρ) + Cγρ

−1R2|∇ρ|2.
The second assertion follows from Young’s inequality. �

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

Theorem 5.3. Let n = 3 and γ > 1. There exists a positive number
C0(3, γ) with the following significance:
Suppose (X4,R3, g+) is a complete, smooth Poincaré-Einstein man-

ifold with conformal infinity (R3, g0). Assume there exists the adapted
compactification with parameter γ, ρ ∈ C3(X), and let g = ρ2g+ be the
compactified metric. Further, assume the following conditions hold:
(1) Rg ≥ 0

(2) |Rmg|(x) ≤ C(3,γ)
dist(x,o)2

for all x ∈ X, where o is a fixed point on

the boundary.
Then, (X,R3, ρ2g+) is isometric to the standard Euclidean upper

half-plane. Equivalently (X4,R3, g+) is isometric to the standard upper-
half plane model of hyperbolic space.

Proof. We may assume C0(3, γ) is sufficiently small so that the assump-
tions of Proposition 4.1 are satisfied. In particular, |∇ρ| has a positive
lower bound and we have the curvature bound

|Rm| ≤ C0(3, γ)/d
2 ≤ C0(3, γ)/ρ

2.
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Define the following functions:

F (p) :=

∫
ρ≤p

ρ−1|A|2|∇ρ|2dVg

G(p) :=

∫
ρ≤p

ρ−1|R|2|∇ρ|2dVg.

We now derive a differential inequality for F (p) + cG(p). Using the
identities from Proposition 4.1, we obtain:

F ′′(p) =
1

p2

∫
ρ≤p

2ρ|∇A|2 − 1

18
ρ|∇R|2 − 1

3
A(∇R,∇ρ) + ρA ∗ A ∗Rm

+

∮
ρ=p

1

3
ρ−1A(∇R, ν)− Cn,γ

R|A|2
|∇ρ| ,

G′′(p) =
1

p2

∫
ρ≤p

2ρ|∇R|2 + ρA ∗ A ∗Rm+

∮
ρ=p

1

ρ2
(2γ − 3)R2|∇ρ| − Cn,γ

R3

|∇ρ| .

Adding these equations, we derive:

(F + cG)′′(p) =
1

p2

∫
ρ≤p

2ρ|∇A|2 + (2c− 1

18
)ρ|∇R|2 − 1

3
A(∇R,∇ρ)

+ ρ(c + 1)A ∗ A ∗Rm

+

∮
ρ=l

1

ρ2
(2γ − 3)cR2|∇ρ|+ 1

3
ρ−1A(∇R, ν)

− Cn,γ(c+ 1)
R|A|2
|∇ρ| .

Now, by Lemmas 2.10 and 5.2, noting that ρA(∇R,∇ρ) is a linear
combination of E2(∇ρ,∇ρ), RE(∇ρ,∇ρ), and R2|∇ρ|2, we conclude
that for every ǫ > 0, there exists sufficiently large cǫ and a constant
cγ(not depending on ǫ) such that

(F + cǫG)
′′(p) ≥ 1

p2

∫
ρ≤p

−ǫcǫρ−1R2|∇ρ|2 − C0(3, γ)(cǫ + 1)Cn,γρ
−1|A|2

+
1

p2

∮
ρ=p

(2γ − 3)cǫR
2|∇ρ| − cγR

2|∇ρ| − C0(3, γ)(cǫ + 1)Cn,γ|A|2|∇ρ|.

If C0(3, γ) is sufficiently small depending on ǫ, then we obtain the
following inequality:

(F + cǫG)
′′(p) ≥− ǫ

1

p2
(F + cǫG)(p)− ǫ

1

p
(F + cǫG)

′(p)

+
1

p2

∮
ρ=p

[(2γ − 3 + ǫ)cǫ − cγ]R
2|∇ρ|.
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Case 1: γ ≥ 3
2
.

In this case, we may choose cǫ sufficiently large so that (2γ − 3)cǫ −
cγ ≥ 0. This leads to the following ordinary differential inequality:

(5.4) (F + cǫG)
′′(p) ≥ −ǫ 1

p2
(F + cǫG)(p)− ǫ

1

p
(F + cǫG)

′(p).

Define Hǫ = F + cǫG. The associated indicial equation for the above
inequality is:

x2 − (1− ǫ)x+ ǫ = 0.

If ǫ is chosen sufficiently small, there exists two indicial roots 0 < α <
β < 1 such that β is sufficiently close to 1 and α is sufficiently close to
0. Rewriting the differential inequality, we obtain:

0 ≤
((H(p)/pβ)′

pα−β−1

)′
.

We first prove prove that limp→0
(H(p)/pβ)′

pα−β−1 = 0. This reduces to

showing that limp→0
H′(p)
pα−1 = 0, which is equivalent to

lim
p→0

∮
ρ=p

|A|2 + cǫR
2

pα
= 0.

This follows from the L2-gradient estimate and Hardy’s inequality
(Proposition 3.10), which states that

∮
ρ=p

(|A|2 + cǫR
2)/p is bounded

near p = 0. Thus, we conclude that H(p)/pβ is non-decreasing in p.
Now, by Proposition 3.5, we obtain:

H(p) =

∫ p

0

1

q

∮
ρ=q

(|A|2 + cǫR
2)|∇ρ| ≤ C +

∫ p

1

C/p = C + C log p.

Taking the limit as p → ∞, we prove that A and R vanish identically
on X .
Case 2: 1 < γ < 3

2
.

In this case, the differential inequality takes the form:

(F + cǫG)
′′(p) ≥ −ǫ 1

p2
(F + cǫG)(p) +

1

p
(2γ − 3− ǫ)(F + cǫG)

′(p).

The corresponding indicial equation is:

x2 − (2γ − 2− ǫ)x+ ǫ = 0.

If ǫ is chosen sufficiently small depending on γ, there exists two indicial
roots 0 < α < β < 2γ−2 such that β is sufficiently close to 2γ−2 and
α is sufficiently close to 0.
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By Proposition 3.8, Hǫ(p)/p
2γ−2 is bounded near p = 0. Using the

same reasoning as in the case γ ≥ 3
2
, we conclude

lim
p→0

H ′(p)

pα−1
= 0.

This identity again ensures the monotonicityH(p)/pβ. SinceH(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 |∇ρ| ≡ 1 globally.
�

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 E2(∇ρ,∇ρ) in the expression

1

n
ρA(∇R,∇ρ)− 2(n− 3)∇mρAmiAij∇jρ

is positive if γ > n
2
− 1. In particular, we have

1

n
ρA(∇R,∇ρ)− 2(n− 3)∇mρAmiAij∇jρ+ Cn,γR

2|∇ρ|2 ≥ 0

for some Cn,γ > 0.

Proof. By direct computation, the coefficient of E2(∇ρ,∇ρ) is

4(γ − 1
2
)− 2(n− 3) = 2(2γ − n+ 2) > 0

for γ > n
2
− 1 ensuring that Lemma 2.10 is applicable. �

Theorem 5.5. Let n ≥ 4 and γ > n
2
− 1. There exists a positive

number C0(n, γ) with the following significance:
Suppose (Xn+1,Rn, g+) is a complete, smooth Poincaré-Einstein man-

ifold with conformal infinity (Rn, g0). Assume there exists the adapted
compactification with parameter γ, ρ ∈ C3(X), and let g = ρ2g+ be the
compactified metric. Further, assume the following conditions hold:
(1) Rg ≥ 0

(2) |Rmg|(x) ≤ C(n,γ)
dist(x,o)2

for all x ∈ X, where o is a fixed point on

the boundary.
Then, (X,Rn, ρ2g+) is isometric to the standard Euclidean upper

half-plane. Equivalently (Xn+1,Rn, g+) is isometric to the standard
upper-half plane model of hyperbolic space.
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Proof. In Proposition 4.3, we defined the quantity

Fk,l(p) =

∫
ρ≤p

ρ−1|A|2kR2l|∇ρ|2dVg,

and computed its derivatives.
Let 2N be a even integer greater or equal to n

2
. Our strategy is to

derive a differential inequality for a linear combination of Fk,l. Specif-
ically, We seek a function G =

∑m
l=0 alFN−l,l such that a second order

ordinary differential inequality, analogous to (5.4) holds. The positive
constants ai will be chosen inductively, and in the process, the param-
eters ǫk in the formula for F ′′

k,l will also be determined inductively.
Throughout this subsection, the indices k, l satisfy k + l = N , and

we suppress the index l, using Fk to denote Fk,N−k. The following
identities are derived from Proposition 4.3:

F ′
k,l(p) =

∮
ρ=p

ρ−1|A|2kR2l|∇ρ|dVg,

F ′′
k (p) ≥

1

p2

∫
ρ≤p

fk,0 + fk,1 + fk,2 + Ck,l,n,γρA
2k+2l ∗Rm

+
1

p2

∮
ρ=p

gk + (2γ − 3)(|A|2kR2l)|∇ρ|+ 2(1− δ0k)(n− s)R2l|A|2k|∇ρ|

− Ck,l,n,γ
ρ2

|∇ρ|A
2k+2l ∗Rm.

where we grouped the terms as follows:

fk,0 =k(k − 1)ρR2l|A|2k−4|∇|A|2|2 + kρR2l|A|2k−2|∇A|2 + l(2l − 1)ρ|A|2kR2l−2|∇R|2,

fk,1 =− kCk,l,n,γ

[

|A|2k−2R2l
(

ρ|∇R|2 + 1

ρ
R2|∇ρ|2

)

+ |A|2k−4R2l+2|∇A|2
]

− klCk,l,n,γ

ǫk
ρR2l|A|2k−2|∇R|2,

fk,2 =− klCk,l,n,γǫkR
2l−2|A|2k

(1

ρ
|A|2|∇ρ|2 + ρ|∇A|2

)

,

gk =
k

n
ρR2l|A|2k−2A(∇R, ν)− 2k(n− 3)R2l|A|2k−2∇mρAmiAijνj .

We now explain how the terms are grouped.
Observe that all terms in fk,1, except for

1
ρ
|A|2k−2R2l+2|∇ρ|2, also ap-

pear in the expression for fk−1,0 and vanish when k = 0. Consequently,
these terms can be handled by ensuring that ak−1 is sufficiently large
relative to ak. The remaining term, 1

ρ
|A|2k−2R2l+2|∇ρ|2, can be ab-

sorbed into a very small multiple of Fk−1 in such cases.
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For the fk,2 term, if ǫk is choosen sufficiently small, it can be absorbed
into fk+1,0 and a very small multiple of Fk+1. This observation provides
insight into how the constants ak and ǫk should be chosen inductively.

Claim 5.6. For every ǫ > 0, there exists constants aN , aN−1, · · · , a0
such that for F (p) =

∑0
k=N akFk(p), the following inequality holds for

C0(n, γ) sufficiently small.

F ′′(p) ≥− ǫ

p2
F (p) +

1

p

[

min(n− 3, 2γ − 3)− ǫ
]

F ′(p)

− 1

p2
C(n, γ, aN , · · · , a0)

[

∫
ρ≤p

ρ|Rm||A|2N +

∮
ρ=p

ρ2

|∇ρ| |Rm||A|2N
]

.

Proof. We choose the constants aN , ǫN inductively, starting from aN , ǫN
down to a0, ǫ0. We begin by setting aN = ǫN = 1.
For 1 ≤ k ≤ N , ak−1 and ǫk−1 are chosen to satisfy the following

inequalities:

(5.5)











akfk,1 +
1
3
ak−1fk−1,0 ≥ − ǫ

6ρ
ak−1R

2l+2|A|2k−2|∇ρ|2
akgk ≥ − ǫ

6
ak−1R

2l+2|A|2k−2|∇ρ|
ak−1fk−1,2 +

1
3
akfk,0 ≥ − ǫ

6ρ
akR

2l|A|2k|∇ρ|2

The first and the second inequalities of the inequality (5.5) is satisfied
if ak−1 is chosen sufficiently large (for the second inequality, we also use
Lemma 5.4). Once ak−1 is determined, the third inequality satisfied by
choosing ǫk−1 sufficiently small. Furthermore, for k = 1, g0, f0,2 and
f0,1 ensuring that the induction proceeds smoothly without disruption.
Summing up the inequalities in (5.5) for k = 0, · · · , N , and noting

that
[

(2γ−3)+2(1−δ0k)(n−s)
]

R2l|A|2k|∇ρ| ≥ min(n−3, 2γ−3)R2l|A|2k|∇ρ|,
we obtain the inequality:

F ′′(p) ≥− ǫ

2p2
F (p) +

1

p

[

min(n− 3, 2γ − 3)− ǫ

2

]

F ′(p)

− 1

p2
C(n, γ, aN , · · · , a0)

[

∫
ρ≤p

ρ|Rm||A|2N +

∮
ρ=p

ρ2

|∇ρ| |Rm||A|2N
]

.

�

By choosing C0(n, γ) sufficiently small (depending on the constants
ak’s) , we obtain the simplified inequality:

F ′′(p) ≥ − ǫ

p2
F (p) +

1

p

[

min(n− 3, 2γ − 3)− ǫ
]

F ′(p).
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Now, following the ODE argument from the proof of the n + 1 = 4
case, we get the result.

�

Remark 5.7. The range of γ 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 gk terms, we could achieve a slight improve-
ment by explicitly computing the constant in front of E2(∇ρ,∇ρ) in
the expression

gk +min(n− 3, 2γ − 3)R2l|A|2k|∇ρ|

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 Hn+1 in the
ball model first:

gH =
4dz2

(1− |z|2)2 , z = (z′, zn+1) ∈ R
n+1, |z| < 1,

which takes the round sphere (Sn, [gS]) as its conformal infinity. Fix gS
on the boundary and the geodesic normal defining function is

x =
1− |z|
1 + |z| .

For any f ∈ C∞(Sn), there exists a unique solution satisfying

(6.1) −∆Hu− s(n− s)u = 0, in H
n+1

and u ∼ xn−sf as x → 0. Moreover u = PH(s)f where PH(s) is the
Poisson operator. Let en+1 = (0, · · · , 0, 1) be the north pole. Then the
Poisson kernel at en+1 is

P ′
H
(s) = Cn,s

(

1− |z|2
|z − en+1|2

)s



40 SANGHOON LEE AND FANG WANG

which is an analytic family of distributions and Cn,s is the normalization
constant. In the upper half plane model of Hn+1:

gH =
dx̃2 + dỹ2

x̃2
, x̃ > 0, ỹ ∈ R

n,

the Poisson kernel at 0 is

P ′′
H
(s) = Cn,s

x̃s

(x̃2 + |ỹ|2)s .

The Stereographic projection provides an isometry between these two
models:

x̃ =
1− |z|2

|z − en+1|2
, ỹ =

2z′

|z − en+1|2
.

Notice that

x̃2 + ỹ2 = |z − en+1|2|z + en+1|2.

Using ρ = C
− 1

n−s
n,s P ′

H
(n− s)

1

n−s as conformal factor, we obtain

g = ρ2gH = dx̃2 + dỹ2.

Notice that P ′
H
(n − s)

1

n−s satisfies the equation (6.1) with boundary
data equal to the Green’ function of the scattering operator S(s) at
en+1. Hence it is also an adapted defining function for the boundary
Sn\{en+1} w.r.t. metric gH.

6.2. Adapted stereographic projection from smooth CCE. Sup-
pose (Xn+1, g+) is a Poincaré-Einstein metric with conformal infinity
(M, [ĝ]) of positive Yamabe type. Graham-Lee proved in [GL] there are
many such examples: given any ĝ 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 (Sn, [ĝ]) as conformal infinity. We consider
the adapted stereographic projection for (Xn+1, g+) 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 (x, y) ∈

R+ × Rn such that x is the geodesic normal defining function w.r.t.
(g+, ĝ), and y is the boundary normal coordinates w.r.t. ĝ. This implies

g+ = x−2
(

dx2 + ĝ + x2g2 + · · ·
)

, ĝ = dy2 +O(y2).

So we can write g+ = x−2 (dx2 + ĝ +O(r2)(dx, dy)) where O(r2)(dx, dy)
denotes the symmetric two tensors in basis {dx, dy} with coefficients
O(r2). The regularity of these coefficients follows from the regularity
assumption of x2g+.

Since Y (∂M, [ĝ]) > 0, Spec(−∆+) ≥ n2

4
. 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) −∆+u− s(n− s)u = 0, in X

and u ∼ xn−sf as x → 0. In [GZ], it shows that the P (s) can be
represented by the resolvent R(s) = (−∆+u− s(n− s))−1.
Fix s > n

2
and consider a Poincaé-Einstein metric g+ which is smoothly

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

‖x2g+ − x2gH‖Ck,α(Bn+1) ≤ ǫ.

for some k + α > max{4, 2s − n} and ǫ > 0 sufficiently small. Due
to the work of [MM], [Gu] and [GQ], in this case the Poisson kernel
is analytic in a neighborhood of [n − s, s]. By [JS, GZ], letting r =
√

x2 + y2 ∈ [0, δ0) near p = en+1, then P (s) at p is

P (s) = Cn,sx
sr−2sF

where F is smooth in the blow-up space ofM×∂M . (See [JS] for exact
meaning of the blow-up.) Here we write it in local coordinates in the
following way:

F =











F1

(

r,
x

r
,
y

|y|

)

, for x <
√
3|y|,

F2

(

r,
y

r

)

, for |y| <
√
3x,

for some F1 ∈ C∞([0, δ0)× [0, 1/2)×Sn−1 and F2 ∈ C∞([0, δ0)×Bn(2).
Moreover, F1(0, ·, ·) = 1, F2(0, ·) = 1. Since in X ,

−∆+P (n− s)− s(n− s)P (n− s) = 0

using the asymptotical expansion of g+ and ∆+ near p, we can obtain
that

F = 1 +O(r2).

Define ρ = C
− 1

n−s

n,n−sP (n−s)
1

n−swhich is smooth inX\{p}. Then (X\{p}, g =
ρ2g+) is a manifold with noncompact boundary M\{p} and near p,

g = r−4(1 +O(r2))
(

dx2 + dy2 +O(r2)(dx, dy)
)

.

Here O(r2)(dx, dy) means symmetric 2-tensor with coefficients O(r2).
Let

x̃ =
x

x2 + y2
, ỹ =

y

x2 + y2
, r̃ =

√

x̃2 + ỹ2 =
1

r
.

Then for r̃ > δ−1
0 ,

g = dx̃2 + dỹ2 +O(r̃−2)(dx̃, dỹ).
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Hence in (x̃, ỹ) coordinates,

Rijkl = O(r̃−4).

Notice that there exist constant C > 0 such that

1

C
≤ distḡ(·,−en+1)

r̃
≤ C.

6.3. Stereographic projection from non-smooth CCE. If the
conformal compactification of (Xn+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 g+

in the ball Bn+1 which has only C1,1, conformal compactification and
its conformal infinity is a C1,1 metric ĝ on the sphere Sn. Fix p ∈ Sn,
g+ has the following expansion:

g+ = x−2
(

dx2 + ĝ +O(r2)(dx, dy)
)

, r =
√

x2 + y2 < δ0.

Here the O(r2) coefficients has C1,1 regularity in x, y coordinates.

Let ρ = x
x2+y2

for r < 1
2
δ0. Then ρ is smooth in Bn+1\{p} and ρ is

a regular boundary defining function for r ≥ δ0. Define g = ρ2g+. For
r < δ0, let

x̃ =
x

x2 + y2
, ỹ =

y

x2 + y2
, r̃ =

√

x̃2 + ỹ2.

Then for r̃ > δ0, we also have

g = dx̃2 + dỹ2 +O(r̃−2)(dx̃, dỹ),

The C1,1 regularity of O(r2)(dx, dy) implies that in (x̃, ỹ) coordinates,

Rijkl = O(r̃−4), as r̃ → ∞.

Notice here g has C1,1 regularity up to boundary too.

6.4. Generalized stereographic projection from singular CCE.

If the conformal compactification of (Xn+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 X4, whose conformal infinity
(M3, [ĝ]) has conic-edge singularity. More explicitly,

g+ =
1

(x− y)2

[

Q(y)

1− x2y2
(dψ − x2dϕ)2 +

1− x2y2

Q(y)
dy2

P (x)

1− x2y2
(dϕ− y2dψ)2 +

1− x2y2

P (x)
dx2

]
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where ψ, ϕ are periodic type coordinates and (x, y) ∈ Ω ⊂ R2 such that
P (x) > 0, Q(y) > 0. Here

P (x) = b(x− α1)[(x− 1 + α2)
2 + α3](x− α4)

= bx4 + cx3 + dx2 + ex+ b+ 1,

with b = (−1 + α1α
2
2α4 − α4 − 2α1α2α4 + α1α3α4)

−1 and

−Q(y) = P (y) + y4 − 1 = (b+ 1)y4 + cy3 + dy2 + ey + b.

By choosing the constant

−1 < α1 < 0, α2, α3 < 0 small, α2
2 + α3 = 0, α4 > 1,

we have

Ω = {α1 ≤ x < y ≤ 1}.
By choosing the periods of ψ, ϕ properly, we can make g+ smooth when
x → α1or y → 1. And hence (X4, g+) is smooth in the interior. Here
{x = y} corresponding to the conformal infinity and ρ = y − x is a
boundary defining function. The boundary metric is

ĝ = ρ2g+|α=β = (1− x4)

(

1

P (x)
+

1

Q(x)

)

dx2 +
Q(x)

1− x4
(dψ − x2dϕ)2

+
P (x)

1− x4
(dϕ− x2dψ)2.

When x = y → 1, by changing boundary coordinates, we have

ĝ = dt2 + α2t2dθ21 + β2dθ2, on (t, θ1, θ2) ∈ [0, δ)× [0, 2π]× [0, 2π],

for some α > 0, β > 0. Hence {t = 0} is the singular set Σ = {(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 g+ is

|Rmg+ |2g+ = 24 + 24(x− y)6
(

k2+
(1 + xy)6

+
k2−

(1− xy)6

)

,

where k± are determined by c = k+ + k−, e = k+ − k−. Moreover

|Wg+ |g+ = O

(

(y − x)3

(1− x2y2)3

)

.

Denote ḡ = (y − x)2g+. Then ḡ is smooth everywhere except (x, y) =
(1, 1). When (x, y) → (1, 1), we have

|Rmḡ|ḡ = O

(

1

(1− x2y2)2

)

, |Wḡ|ḡ = O

(

(y − x)

(1− x2y2)3

)

.
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Now considering a blow-up of the singular set Σ. Let x̄ = 1− x, ȳ =

1− y. Then a collar neighborhood of Σ in (X
4
, ḡ) is give by

U = {0 ≤ ȳ ≤ x̄ < δ}.
Then in U , 1− x2y2 ∼ 2(x̄+ ȳ), which is also equivalent to

√

x̄2 + ȳ2,
x̄ and distḡ(·,Σ). Define g̃ = (1 − x2y2)−4ḡ and let r̃ = distg̃(·, p) for
some fixed interior point p. Then (1− x2y2) = O(r̃−1). Moreover,

|Rmg̃|g̃ = O
(

(1− x2y2)2
)

= O(r̃−2),

|Wg̃|g̃ = O
(

(y − x)(1− x2y2)
)

= O(ρr̃−2),

where ρ = y−x
1−x2y2

extends to a bounded boundary defining function for

(X\Σ, g̃).

Appendix A. Proof of Lemma 2.8

Lemma A.1. For the adapted boundary compactification of Poincaré-
Einstein manifold with parameter s = n

2
+ γ, we have:

∆Aij =Jij − n−3
2
ρ−1ρm (Ami,j + Amj,i) + (n− 3)ρ−1〈∇ρ,∇Aij〉

− 2RimjkA
mk + (n− 3)(A2)ij + |A|2gij + 2JAij .

Proof. Notice that the Schouten tensor of g and its trace are

Aij =
1

n−1
(Rij − Jgij) , J = 1

2n
R = trgA.

Therefore,
Aij = −ρ−1ρij − 1

2s−n−1
Jgij.

To calculate ∆Aij :

∆Aij = −∆(ρ−1ρij)− 1
2s−n−1

(∆J)gij = I + II · gij .
Here by (1),

∆J = −(n + 3− 2s)ρ−1〈∇ρ,∇J〉 − (2s− n− 1)|A|2 + n+1
2s−n−1

J2.

Hence
II = n+3−2s

2s−n−1
ρ−1〈∇ρ,∇J〉+ |A|2 − n+1

(2s−n−1)2
J2.

For ∆(ρ−1ρij), direct computation shows that

(ρ−1ρij),k = ρ−1ρijk − ρ−2ρijρk,

(ρ−1ρij)
k

,k = ρ−1ρ k
ijk − 2ρ−2ρijkρ

k + 2ρ−3ρij |∇ρ|2 − ρ−2(∆ρ)ρij .

Because

Aij,k = −ρ−1ρijk + ρ−2ρijρk − 1
2s−n−1

Jkgij,

ρ−1〈∇ρ,∇Aij〉 = −ρ−2ρijkρ
k + ρ−3ρij |∇ρ|2 − 1

2s−n−1
ρ−1〈∇ρ,∇J〉gij,

∆ρ = − 2s
2s−n−1

ρJ.
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We have

∆(ρ−1ρij) = ρ−1ρ k
ijk + 2

(

ρ−1〈∇ρ,∇Aij〉+ 1
2s−n−1

ρ−1〈∇ρ,∇J〉gij
)

+ 2s
2s−n−1

ρ−1ρijJ

= ρ−1ρ k
ijk + 2

(

ρ−1〈∇ρ,∇Aij〉+ 1
2s−n−1

ρ−1〈∇ρ,∇J〉gij
)

− 2s
2s−n−1

JAij − 2s
(2s−n−1)2

J2gij.

So we obtain

I =− ρ−1ρ k
ijk − 2

(

ρ−1〈∇ρ,∇Aij〉+ 1
2s−n−1

ρ−1〈∇ρ,∇J〉gij
)

+ 2s
2s−n−1

JAij +
2s

(2s−n−1)2
J2gij,

and

∆Aij =− ρ−1ρ k
ijk − 2ρ−1〈∇ρ,∇Aij〉 − ρ−1〈∇ρ,∇J〉gij

+
2s

2s− n− 1
JAij + |A|2gij +

1

2s− n− 1
J2gij

=− ρ−1ρ k
ijk + III1 + III2.

Here III1 denotes the linear curvature term and III2 denotes the qua-
dratic curvature term. Now, using the convention gimR

m
jkl = Rijkl, we

have

ρijkl = (ρikj − Rimjkρ
m),l

= ρkijl −Rimjkρ
m
l − Rimjk,lρ

m

= ρkilj −Rkmjlρ
m
i − Rimjlρ

m
k −Rimjkρ

m
l − Rimjk,lρ

m

= (ρkli −Rkmilρ
m),j

− Rkmjlρ
m
i − Rimjlρ

m
k − Rimjkρ

m
l − Rimjk,lρ

m

= ρklij −Rkmilρ
m
j − Rkmil,jρ

m

− Rkmjlρ
m
i − Rimjlρ

m
k − Rimjkρ

m
l − Rimjk,lρ

m,

and

ρ−1ρ k
ijk = ρ−1

(

ρ k
k ij +Rmiρ

m
j +Rmjρ

m
i − 2Rimjkρ

mk

+Rmi,jρ
m − R k

imjk, ρ
m
)

= A +B + C +D.

Here
A = ρ−1ρ k

k ij = ρ−1(∆ρ),ij = − 2s
2s−n−1

ρ−1(ρJ),ij

= − 2s
2s−n−1

[

Jij + ρ−1 (ρiJj + ρjJi) + ρ−1ρijJ
]

= − 2s
2s−n−1

Jij − 2s
2s−n−1

ρ−1 (ρiJj + ρjJi)

+ 2s
2s−n−1

JAij +
2s

(2s−n−1)2
J2gij

=A1 + A2,
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where A1 denotes the linear curvature term and A2 denotes the qua-
dratic curvature term; and

B = ρ−1
(

Rmiρ
m
j +Rmjρ

m
i

)

= − 2(n− 1)(A2)ij − 4s−4
2s−n−1

JAij − 2
2s−n−1

J2gij = B2,

C = − 2ρ−1Rimjkρ
mk = 2RimjkA

mk + 2
2s−n−1

JRij

= 2RimjkA
mk + 2(n−1)

2s−n−1
JAij +

2
2s−n−1

J2gij = C2,

where B2, C2 means B,C are both quadratic curvature term. By the
second Bianchi identity, we have

Rjkim,l +Rjkli,m +Rjkml,i = 0, ⇒ R k
jkim, − Rji,m +Rjm,i = 0.

Hence

Rmi,j −R k
imjk, = Rmi,j +Rmj,i −Rij,m,

and

D = ρ−1ρm
(

Rmi,j −R k
imjk,

)

=(n− 1)ρ−1ρm (Ami,j + Amj,i)− (n− 1)ρ−1〈∇ρ,∇Aij〉
+ ρ−1 (ρiJj + ρjJi)− ρ−1〈∇ρ,∇J〉gij = D1,

where D1 means D is only linear curvature term. Notice that

A1 +D1 =− 2s
2s−n−1

Jij − 2s
2s−n−1

ρ−1 (ρiJj + ρjJi)

+ (n− 1)ρ−1ρm (Ami,j + Amj,i)− (n− 1)ρ−1〈∇ρ,∇Aij〉
+ ρ−1 (ρiJj + ρjJi)− ρ−1〈∇ρ,∇J〉gij

=− 2s
2s−n−1

Jij − n+1
2s−n−1

ρ−1 (ρiJj + ρjJi)− ρ−1〈∇ρ,∇J〉gij
+ (n− 1)ρ−1ρm (Ami,j + Amj,i)− (n− 1)ρ−1〈∇ρ,∇Aij〉.

Therefore, the linear curvature term in −∆Aij is given by

A1 +D1 − III1

= − 2s
2s−n−1

Jij − n+1
2s−n−1

ρ−1 (ρiJj + ρjJi)

+ (n− 1)ρ−1ρm (Ami,j + Amj,i)− (n− 3)ρ−1〈∇ρ,∇Aij〉
= − Jij − n+1

2s−n−1

[

Jij + ρ−1 (ρiJj + ρjJi)
]

+ (n− 1)ρ−1ρm (Ami,j + Amj,i)− (n− 3)ρ−1〈∇ρ,∇Aij〉,
and the quadratic form in −∆Aij is given by

A2 +B2 + C2 − III2

= 2RimjkA
mk − 2(n− 1)(A2)ij − |A|2gij − 2JAij +

n+1
(2s−n−1)2

J2gij.
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At last, we can simplify the linear term by the following identities

|∇ρ|2ij = |∇ρ|2ji ⇒ ρkijρ
k = ρkjiρ

k.

Hence

Ji =
2s−n−1

2

[

−2ρ−2ρkiρ
k − 2ρ−3(1− |∇ρ|2)ρi

]

,

Jij =
2s−n−1

2

[

−2ρ−2ρkijρ
k − 2ρ−2ρkiρ

k
j − 2ρ−3(1− |∇ρ|2)ρij

+ 4ρ−3
(

ρkiρ
kρj + ρkjρ

kρi
)

+ 6ρ−4(1− |∇ρ|2)ρiρj
]

,

and

ρ−1 (ρiJj + ρjJi)

= 2s−n−1
2

[

−2ρ−3
(

ρkiρ
kρj + ρkjρ

kρi
)

− 4ρ−4(1− |∇ρ|2)ρiρj
]

= − (2s− n− 1)
[

ρ−3
(

ρkiρ
kρj + ρkjρ

kρi
)

+ 2ρ−4(1− |∇ρ|2)ρiρj
]

,

ρ−1ρk (Aki,j + Akj,i)

= − 2ρ−2ρkijρ
k + ρ−3

(

ρkiρ
kρj + ρkjρ

kρi
)

− 1
2s−n−1

ρ−1 (ρiJj + ρjJi)

= − 2ρ−2ρkijρ
k + 2ρ−3

(

ρkiρ
kρj + ρkjρ

kρi
)

+ 2ρ−4(1− |∇ρ|2)ρiρj .
These together implies that

Jij + ρ−1 (ρiJj + ρjJi)

= 2s−n−1
2

[

−2ρ−2ρkijρ
k − 2ρ−2ρkiρ

k
j − 2ρ−3(1− |∇ρ|2)ρij

+ 2ρ−3
(

ρkiρ
kρj + ρkjρ

kρi
)

+ 2ρ−4(1− |∇ρ|2)ρiρj
]

= 2s−n−1
2

ρ−1ρk (Aki,j + Akj,i)

− (2s− n− 1)
(

ρ−2ρkiρ
k
j + ρ−3(1− |∇ρ|2)ρij

)

.

Therefore

− n+1
2s−n−1

[

Jij + ρ−1 (ρiJj + ρjJi)
]

+ (n− 1)ρ−1ρk (Aki,j + Akj,i)

=− n+1
2
ρ−1ρk (Aki,j + Akj,i) + (n + 1)

(

ρ−2ρkiρ
k
j + ρ−3(1− |∇ρ|2)ρij

)

+ (n− 1)ρ−1ρk (Aki,j + Akj,i)

= n−3
2
ρ−1ρk (Aki,j + Akj,i) + (n+ 1)

(

ρ−2ρkiρ
k
j + ρ−3(1− |∇ρ|2)ρij

)

.

The new quadratic term is given by

ρ−2ρkiρ
k
j = (A2)ij +

2

2s− n− 1
JAij +

1

(2s− n− 1)2
J2gij,

ρ−3(1− |∇ρ|2)ρij = − 2

2s− n− 1
JAij −

2

(2s− n− 1)2
J2gij .

Hence

(n+1)
(

ρ−2ρkiρ
k
j + ρ−3(1− |∇ρ|2)ρij

)

= (n+1)(A2)ij− n+1
(2s−n−1)2

J2gij.
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We finish the proof. �
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