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Abstract

We study the asymptotics of the Poisson kernel and Green’s functions of the fractional conformal Lapla-
cian for conformal infinities of asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds. We derive sharp expansions of the
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1 Introduction and statement of the results

In the last decades there has been a lot of study about fractional order operators in Analysis and Geometric
Analysis as well. In both fields, the recurrent themes are existence, regularity and sharp estimates, see
[, B, [@, [, 8, [@, [Ia), [I11, [12], [14], [T7], [18], [19]). In this paper we are interested in the issue of
existence, regularity and sharp estimates in the context of Conformal Geometry. Precisely, we study the
issue of existence, regularity and sharp asymptotics of the Poisson and Green’s functions of the fractional
conformal Laplacian on conformal infinities of asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds.

To introduce the fractional conformal Laplacian, we first recall some definitions in the theory of asymp-
totically hyperbolic metrics. Given X = X"*! a smooth manifold with boundary M = M"™ and n > 2
we say that o is a defining function of the boundary M in X, if

0>0 in X, 0=0 on M and do#0 on M.

A Riemannian metric g© on X is said to be conformally compact, if for some defining function o, the
Riemannian metric

(1) g:=0g"

extends to X := X UM so that (X, g) is a compact Riemannian manifold with boundary M and
interior X. Clearly this induces a conformal class of Riemannian metrics

[h] = [glT ]

on M, where TM denotes the tangent bundle of M, when the defining functions ¢ vary and the
resulting conformal manifold (M, [h]) is called conformal infinity of (X, g7). Moreover a Riemannian
metric g% in X is said to be asymptotically hyperbolic, if it is conformally compact and its sectional
curvature tends to —1 as one approaches the conformal infinity of (X, ¢g™), which is equivalent to

|dolg =1

on M, see [27], and in such a case (X, gT) is called an asymptotically hyperbolic manifold. Furthermore
a Riemannian metric g7 on X is said to be conformally compact Einstein or Poincaré-Einstein (PE),
if it is asymptotically hyperbolic and satisfies the Einstein equation

Ricgr = —ngT,



where Ricy+ denotes the Ricci tensor of (X, gT).

On one hand for every asymptotically hyperbolic manifold (X, g%) and every choice of the representative
h of its conformal infinity (M, [h]), there exists a geodesic defining function y of M in X such that
in a tubular neighborhood of M in X, the Riemannian metric g* takes the following normal form

dy* +h
(2) gt = Ty

where h, is a family of Riemannian metrics on M satisfying hg = h and y is the unique such a

)

one in a tubular neighborhood of M. Furthermore we say that the conformal infinity (M, [h]) of an
asymptotically hyperbolic manifold (X, g*) is locally flat, if h is locally conformally flat, and clearly
this is independent of the representative h of [h]. Moreover we say that (M, [h]) is umbilic, if (M, h)
is umbilic in (X, g) where ¢ is given by () and y is the unique geodesic defining function given by
@), and this is clearly independent of the representative h of [h], as easily seen from the uniqueness of
the normal form () or Lemma 2.3 in [I9]. Similarly we say that (M, [h]) is minimal if H; = 0 with
H, denoting the mean curvature of (M, h) in (X, g) with respect to the inward direction, and this
is again clearly independent of the representative of h of [h], as easily seen from Lemma 2.3 in [19].
Finally we say that (M, [h]) is totally geodesic, if (M, [h]) is umbilic and minimal.

Remark 1.1. We remark that in the conformally compact Einstein case, hy as in ([2) has an asymptotic
expansion which contains only even powers of vy, at least up to order n, see [9]. In particular the
conformal infinity (M, [h]) of any Poincaré-Einstein manifold (X, g%) is totally geodesic.

Remark 1.2. As every 2-dimensional Riemannian manifold is locally conformally flat, we will say locally
flat conformal infinity of a Poincaré-Einstein manifold to mean just the conformal infinity of a Poincaré-
Einstein manifold when the dimension is either 2 or which is further locally flat if the dimension is
bigger than 2.

On the other hand, for any asymptotically hyperbolic manifold (X, g%) with conformal infinity (M, [h]),
Graham-Zworsky[I4] have attached a family of scattering operators S(s) which is a meromorphic family
of pseudo-differential operators on M defined on C, by considering Dirichlet-to-Neumann operators for
the scattering problem for (X, g7) and a meromorphic continuation argument. Indeed it follows from
[14] and [29] that for every f € C°°(M), and for every s € C such that Re(s) > % and s(n —s) is not
an L2-eigenvalue of —A,+, the following generalized eigenvalue problem

(3) —Agru—sn—su=0 in X
has a solution of the form
u=Fy"*+Gy*, F, GeC®X), Fly—0=TF,
where y is given by (2) and for those values of s the scattering operator S(s) on M is defined as
(4) S(s)f =Glm.

Furthermore using a meromorphic continuation argument, Graham-Zworsky[14] extend S(s) defined by
@) to a meromorphic family of pseudo-differential operators on M defined on all C and still denoted
by S(s) with only a discrete set of poles including the trivial ones s = %, % +1,---, which are simple
poles of finite rank, and possibly some others corresponding to the LZ-eigenvalues of —Ag+. Using the

regular part of the scattering operators S(s), to any « € (0,1) such that
na 2
(5) — ’}/2 < )\1(—Ag+)

with Aj(—A,+) denoting the first eigenvalue of —A,, , Chang-Gonzalez|9] have attached the following
fractional order pseudo-differential operators referred to as fractional conformal Laplacians or fractional
Paneitz operators

(5) PUlgt, h ==, S (5 +7).



where d, is a positive constant depending only on « and chosen such that the principal symbol of
P7[g*, h] is exactly the same as the one of the fractional Laplacian (—Aj)7, when

X = RT‘I, M =R", h=gpn and g¢g" = ggni1.
When there is no possible confusion with the metric g*, we just use the simple notation
P} :=P7[g", hl.

Similarly to the other well studied conformally covariant differential operators, Chang-Gonzalez[9] asso-
ciate to each P} the curvature quantity

)= PJ(1).

The Q) are referred to as fractional scalar curvatures, fractional @Q-curvatures or simply Q7-curvatures.
Of particular importance to conformal geometry is the conformal covariance property verified by P)

n+2~y

(6) P (v) =v "2 P)(uw) for h, = v and 0<ve C*(M).

The fractional Yamabe problem is the problem of finding conformal metrics of with constant Q7-
curvature. As in the classical Yamabe problem, see [31], its study deeply depends on the existence,
regularity and sharp asymptotic of the Green’s function of P}.

In this paper, we show existence, regularity and sharp asymptotics of the Poisson kernel K, and Green’s
functions I'y under weighted Neumann boundary conditions of the Chang-Gonzalez[9] extension problem
associated to P}/ and the Green’s function G}, of P). Indeed we prove:

Theorem 1.3.
Let (X, gT) be an asymptotically hyperbolic manifold with conformal infinity (M,[h]) of dimension
n>2. If

1
57’575(071) and A (=Ag+) > s(n —s) fors:g-i-%
then the Poison kernel K, and the Green’s functions I'y and Gp respectively for

D,U=0 in X D,U=0 m X
g " g " and {P,ju:f on M
Uv=f

on M —d} limy_,0 y=29,U=f on M
ezist and we may expand in g-normal Fermi-coordinates around & € M
(i) Kg(2,6) €ne(z) (pny,y‘z‘yn#:27 + 21221—25:223 y27H1+z(z)) + 2 C2me(X)
(i) Tolz€) €nele) (o + S22 Hriayaa(e)) + 02 (X)
(i) Gu(w,€) €ne(w) (58 + P00 Hisay () ) +C2mo (M)

with Hy € C*(RT\ {0}) being homogeneous of order 1, ne as in @3), pn. is as in @), and gn -
is as in (&10), provided Hy = 0.

In the case of locally flat conformal infinities of Poincare-Einstein manifolds, we have:

Theorem 1.4.
Let (X, g%) be a Poincaré-FEinstein manifold with conformal infinity (M, [h]) of dimension n=2 or
n >3 and (M,h]) is locally flat. If

1
57’575(071) and A (=Ag+) > s(n —s) fors:g-i-%



then the Poisson kernel Ky and the Green’s functions I'y and G, respectively for
D,U=0 in X D,U=0 in X
g " v m172 and {P,;Yu =f on M
U=f on M —dylimy oy ~0U =f on M

are respectively of class y>YC*® and C*% away from the singularity and admit for every a € M locally
in gq-normal Fermi-coordinates an expansion around a

(i) Ka(2) €pnosiorss + U2 Hooy(2) + y* Hi_oy (2) + 5% Ha_oy (2) + 57/ C2%(X)
(i) Ta(2) € % + Hay(2) + Hisay (2) + C2(X)
(ZZZ) Ga(I) S Q{Z—ﬂh + HQ»Y(I) =+ H1+27($) + O?,a(M>,

where gq s as in {@2), K, = Kg,(-,a), Ty =Ty, (-,a) and Gq = Gp,(-,a) and Hy € C“(M\ {0})

are homogeneous of degree k.

To prove Theorem[[3and Theorem[[4] we use the method of Lee-Parker[23] of killing deficits successively.
However difficulties arise due the the rigidity involved in the problem (see (2)) and the lack of classical
regularity theory. To overcome the rigidity issue, we work with the space of homogeneous functions
rather than the one of polynomials as done in [23]. To handle the regularity issue, we show some higher
order regularity results for the Dirichlet problem and the weighted Neumann boundary problem of the
Chang-Gonzalez[9] extension problem for P} which are of independent interest, see Proposition .2 and
Proposition .5l We point out that even if the estimates in Proposition .21 and Proposition [£.5] are weak,
they are enough for our purpose and in turn get improved by the estimates of the Poisson kernel and
Green’s function in Theorem and Theorem [[.4] that they imply. On the other hand, we would like to
emphasize that (ii) of Theorem [[4] answers the first part of the Conjecture of Kim-Musso-Wei[22] about
the asymptotics of T', and gives the definition of the fractional mass, see our work [26], Definition 4.3
and Lemma 4.1.

The structure of the paper is as follows: In Section 2] we fix some notations. In Section 3] we develop a
non-homogeneous extension of some aspects of the works of Chang-Gonzalez[9] and Graham-Zworsky[I4].
It is divided in two subsections. In the first one, namely Subsection [3.1] we develop a non-homogeneous
scattering theory, define the associated non-homogeneous fractional operator and its relation to a non-
homogeneous uniformly degenerate boundary value problem. In Subsection we discuss the conformal
property of the non-homogeneous fractional operator. We point out that Section [3even being of indepen-
dent interest contains estimates which are used in Section [{l and in [26], and a regularity result that we
use in [26] . Section[lis concerned with the study of the Poisson kernel K, and the Green’s function I'y
under weighted Neumann boundary conditions of the Chang-Gonzalez extension problem of P), and the
Green’s function Gj, of P! all in the general case of asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds with minimal
conformal infinity. In Section [f] we sharpen the results obtained in Section M in the particular case of a
locally flat conformal infinity of a Poincaré-Einstein manifold.

2 Notations and preliminaries

In this section we fix some notations. First of all let X = X™*! be a manifold of dimension n+1 with

boundary M = M™ and closure X with n > 2.

In the following, for any Riemannian metric h defined on M, a € M and r > 0, we use the notation
B!"(a) to denote the geodesic ball with respect to h of radius 7 and center a. We also denote by dj,(z, )
the geodesic distance with respect to h between two points x and y of M. inj;(M) stands for the
injectivity radius of (M,h). dVj, denotes the Riemannian measure associated to the metric h on M.

For a € M we use the notation exp; to denote the exponential map with respect to h on M.



Similarly for any Riemannian metric g defined on X, a € M and 7 > 0 we use the notation BZ*(a)
to denote the geodesic half ball with respect to § of radius r and center a. We also denote by dj(z,y)
the geodesic distance with respect to § between two points z € M and y € X. inj;(X) stands for the
injectivity radius of (X,g). dV; denotes the Riemannian measure associated to the metric § on X. For
a € M™ we use the notation exp?* to denote the exponential map with respect to g on X.

N denotes the set of nonnegative integers, N* the set of positive integers and for k € N*| ij stands for
the standard k-dimensional Fuclidean space, Ri the open positive half-space of R¥, and R’i its closure
in R*. For simplicity we use the notation R :=R%, and Ry := R}. For r > 0 we denote respectively

B2 (0) and BFH(0) = BR(0) N RE ~]0.r[x B (0
r()a'n T()_r() +—]7r[><r ()

n n+1
the open and open upper half ball of R* of center 0 and radius r, and set B, = BY and B = BE{ +

For p € N*, let MP denotes the Cartesian product of p copies of M. We define (M?)* := M?\
Diag(M?), where Diag(M?) = {(a,a): a € M} is the diagonal of M.

For 1<p<oo, keN,scRy, 3€]0,1[and h a Riemannian metric defined on M,
LP(M,h), W*P(M,h), C*(M,h) and C*F(M,h)

stand respectively for the standard p-Lebesgue and (s,p)-Sobolev space, k-continuously differentiable
space and k-continuously differential space of Holder exponent [, all on M and with respect to h, if
the definition required a metric structure. Similarly for1 < p < oo, k€N, s e Ry, f €]0,1[and § a

Riemannian metric defined on X,
LY(X,g), W;P(X,g), C*(X,g) and C**(X,g)

stand respectively for the weighted p-Lebesgue and (s, p)-Sobolev space, k-continuously differentiable
space and k-continuously differential space of Holder exponent £, all on X, and as above with respect
to g and a measurable function f >0 on X , if required. For precise definitions and properties see [1],
2], [13], [I5] and [32]. C§°(X) means element in C'*°(X) vanishing on M to infinite order.

For ¢ > 0 and small oc(1) means quantities which tend to 0 as e tends to 0. O(1) stands for
quantities which are bounded. For z € R we use the notation O(x) and o.(z) to mean respectively
|z]O(1) and |z|o.(1). Large positive constants are usually denoted by C' and the value of C' is allowed
to vary from formula to formula and also within the same line. Similarly small positive constants are
denoted by ¢ and their values may vary from formula to formula and also within the same line.

We define

d

g &= 5.
cf. @). Furthermore, we set
(8) c) —/ (; o dx

n8 = Jou \T5 o2 ’
and

1

) Puoy =



Let (X, g%) be an asymptotically hyperbolic manifold of dimension n + 1 with n > 2 and minimal
conformal infinity (M, [h]). Then, because of (@) and minimality of the conformal infinity, we can
consider a geodesic defining function y splitting the metric

g=v*g%, g=dy* +hy near M and h=hy|y

in such a way, that H, = 0. Moreover using the existence of conformal normal coordinates, cf. [16],
there exists for every a € M a conformal factor

1
(10) 0 < u, € C®(M) satistying ol <ue <C, ugla) =1 and Vug(a) =0,
inducing a conformal normal coordinate system close to a on M, in particular in normal coordinates
with respect to
4
ha =uq " h

we have for some small ¢ > 0
ha =8+ O(z|*), dethy =1 on Bh(a).
As clarified in Subsection the conformal factor wu, then naturally extends onto X via

%)n722'y

Uq = (
Yy

3

where vy, close to the boundary M is the unique geodesic defining function, for which
_ 2+ 7,2 : _
9o =Y:9", 9o =dy; + hay, near M with hq = hgy, | M
and there still holds H,, = 0. Consequently

ga =06+ O0(y+|z[*) and detg, =1+ 0(y?) in Bt (a).

3 Non-homogeneous scattering theory

In this section we extend some aspects of the works of Chang-Gonzalez[9] and Graham-Zworsky[14] to a
non-homogeneous setting and in the general framework of asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds. It is of
independent interest, but in it we derive estimates that are used in Section Bl and [26], and an existence
and regularity result used in [26] to construct barrier solutions in order to compare different types of
bubbles via maximum principle. We divide this section in two subsections.

3.1 Scattering operators and uniformly degenerate equations

In this subsection we extend some parts of the works of Chang-Gonzalez[9] and Graham-Zworski[I4] to a
non-homogeneous setting in the context of asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds. First of all let (X, g™)
be an asymptotically hyperbolic manifold with conformal infinity (M, [h]) and y the unique geodesic
defining function associated to h given by (2). Then we have the normal form

vigt =g=dy* + hy mnear M
with y >0 in X, y=0 on M and |dy|; =1 near M. Furthermore let
Og+ = —Ag+ —s(n —s),

where by definition
n 1 n?
s=5+7 7€(0,1), v# 5 and s(n—s) € (0, 7).



According to Mazzeo and Melrose [27], [28], [29]

7’L2 2

0(=8g+) = 0pp(=Ay+) U [00), app(=Ag+) € (0,70),

where o(—Ay+) and op,(—Ay+) are respectively the spectrum and the pure point spectrum of L2-
eigenvalues of —A/+. Using the work of Graham-Zworski[l4], see equation (3.9) therein, we may solve

Opu=f in X
Yy "ru=v on M

for s(n—s) € opp(—Ay+) and f €y *T1C®(X) + y*T1C>(X) in the form

u=y""*A+y*B in X
A, BeEC®(X), A=v on M.

As in the case f =0, which corresponds to the generalized eigenvalue problem of Graham-Zworsky[14],
this gives rise to a Dirichlet-to-Neumann map Sy(s) via

v = ALM—) BLM: U,
which we refer to as non-homogeneous scattering operator and denote it by Sy(s). Clearly So(s) = S(s)

and Sy(s) is invertible, since the standard scattering operator So(s) is invertible, cf. equation (1.2) in
[21]. We define the non-homogeneous fractional operators by

P}, = ~d,5(s)

where d, is as in ({). Following [19] we find by conformal covariance of the conformal Laplacian that

(11) Ogeu = f <=L DU = y~*1f,

where

(12) D,U = —div,(y' ="V, U) + E,U
RQ

and with Ly, = —Ay + =+ denoting the conformal Laplacian on (X, g)

1-24 1-2y R+

(13) Eyi=y 7 Loy = —(

4n
_ (1-2y)-2 —
., Tsn=s)y » =

Thus we find for ¢, € C>°(X), that

{Dg+u:yn—s+l¢+ys+lw n X y—yru {DgUZy_W(b-H/J in X

Y "u=v on M U=v on M

Note, that such a solution U is of the form
U=A+By” => Ay'+> By + U
for some Uy € C§°(X) and has principal terms

v+oy?" for 7<%
v+ Ay +oy?Y for 7>%.



As for the case v > %, expanding the boundary metric h,, we find
h, = ho + hiy + O(y*) with hy = 211,

and II, denoting the second fundamental form of (M,h) in (X,g). Still according to [14] we may solve

u=v on M

{D-‘”“ =0gru=y""2p+y" 9 in X
y57’n.

for ¢,1 € C*(X) in the form

u=y" *A+y*B in X

A BeC>®(X), A=v on M
with asymptotic

A=) Ay, Ao=u, A=0

at a point, where Hy = 0, i.e. the mean curvature vanishes. Thus for > %

{Dg+U—y"S+2¢+ySH¢ in X U=y " {DgU_y12’Y¢+¢ in X

Y " "u=v on M U=v on M

with principal terms
U =v+5y*" + o(y?)

at a point with Hg = 0 - just like in the case v < 1 - and there holds ¥ = % lim, o y* =279, U.
We summarize the latter discussion in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Let (X,g%) be a (n+1)-dimensional asymptotically hyperbolic manifold with confor-
mal infinity (M, [h]) of dimension n > 2 being minimal in case v € (5,1) and y the unique geodesic
defining function associated to h given by [@)). Assuming that

n 1
s=5+7 7€ (0,1), v # 3 s(n—s) € opp(Ag+)
and f € y"~5T20%°(X) + y*H1C>(X), then for every v € C°°(M)

P)Zh(y) = _dfy ;li% y1—2vayUf7

where UT is the unique solution to

D, U=y 'f in X
U=v on M
and d3 is as in (@). Moreover UJ satisfies
U'=A+y>'B, A, BeC®(X)
and A and B satisfy the asymptotics

AZZAlyl, AlECOO(M), Ag=v and A; =0
B=Y.By', B;i€C>®(M) and —dyBy = —dyv = P}, (v),

where d., is as in (), hence U' = v +vy* + o(y??).



3.2 Conformal property of the non-homogeneous scattering operator

In this subsection we study the conformal property of the non-homogeneous scattering operator P} 7

of the previous subsection. To this end we first consider as background data (X,g™) with conformal
infinity (M, [h]) with n >2 and y the associated unique geodesic definition function such that

g=1vy*g", g=dy*+h, closeto M and h=g|y
as in ([2)). From (O3] it is easy to see, that in g-normal Fermi coordinates (y,z)
—2v0
(14) E, = uy—\/gy_%* close to M.
We assume further that (M,[h]) is minimal and Og+ is positive, i.e.
Hy=0 and Ai(=Ag+) > s(n—s).

Then 9,,/g=0 on M 7+l and we may assume

(15) 9y\/g € yC*(X)
whence D, is well defined on

E—| | - .
Wyila, = Wi, (X,g) = O%(X) oo™

Y

2 _ 1-2y 2,2
Ml g = [ 9Pl + o)V,
and becomes positive under Dirichlet condition, cf. (1), so

8y\/§ S yCOO(Y) and <~, '>D9 ~ <~, .>Wli2—2w.
Y
Let us consider now a conformal metric h = gonf% h on M. We then find a unique geodesic defining
function g > 0, precisely unique in a tubular neighborhood of M, such that

g:dgf—l—izy close to M, §7%2G=g" =y %9 and h:wﬁh:(g)zh on M.
Y

So we may naturally extend ¢ = (%)7%—22W onto X and by the conformal relation

~ Zj _4
g= (;)29 =g,

we still have (-,-)p, =~ (-,-)y12 . Putting § = ay, the equation

gl-2v
i y y
Jdylg =1 = |l = 1+ 2= (da,dy)g + ()?|dal]

for the geodesic defining functions implies dyo = —%%|da|§. Since § = a?g by definition, we firstly find
H, =0= Hjz =0, i.e. minimality is preserved as already observed by Gonzalez-Qing[19], and secondly
7 = apy + O(y3). Thus on the one hand side the properties
077G € 5O and (o, = ()

are preserved under a conformal change of the metric on the boundary. Moreover we obtain a conformal
transformation for the extension operators Dz and D, subjected to Dirichlet and weighted Neumann
boundary conditions. Put @ = (%)"""u. As for the Dirichlet case, (II) directly shows

Dyu=f in X D;u = (%)S"'lf in X

u=v on M 4= ()" % on M.

e

10



Moreover there holds

1ir% y' o = v = 111% g0y = (g)”’””v,

since § = apy + O(y?), whence for the weighted Neumann case we obtain

Du=f in X Dyt = (%)SJrlf in X
limy 0y~ u=v on M limg §'~*795u = (£)"*+**Tv on M.

We may rephrase this via ¢ = (%)ngh = (%)"’5 as

s+1

D = (pn—s i U = 1

g(pu) =prn—=f in X Dyu=f in X
pu=@v on M u=v on M

and

Dy(pu) = o7 f in X Dji=f in X

lim, 0 y' =279, (pu) = <pzt§1v on M" limj0§' " ?05u =v on M.
Noticing #tL = % we thus have shown

Dsju=f in X
P;E(Q)ZU u=v on M

—dZ limg o 9P 0;u=v on M

n+242~y

i Dy(pu) = 27 fin X

P’YS*H (SDQ)ZQOT‘*}VE: SDUZQOQODM
pn=s foh

H s

n42y

—d3 limy 0 Yy 279, (pu) = pmv on M
Therefore the non-homogeneous fractional operator verifies the conformal property
n+2y

Pl (L) =p "= P7,., (pv) for h= @"*L“h
T pn==< f,h

or equivalently
_ n42y ~ 4 ~ —s—1
Priw) = ¢ 2 Py (o) for h=¢m=h and f=@7= f,

hence extending the conformal property of the homogeneous fractional operator to the non-homogeneous
setting. We remark that

P =Fj,.
4 Fundamental solutions in the asymptotically hyperbolic case
In this section, keeping the notations of the previous one, for an asymptotically hyperbolic mani-
fold (X, g*) with conformal infinity (M, [h]), we study the existence and asymptotic behavior of the

Poisson kernel K, := K] of Dg, the Green’s functions I'y := I'J of Dy under weighted normal
boundary condition and G, := G} of the fractional conformal Laplacian P}, i.e.

DyKy(-,§) =0 in X andforall {e€M
limy 0 Koy, 2,€) = 8,(¢) and for all a, € € M
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and

Dyl'y(-,6) =0 in X andforall £€ M
—d? Timy 0y 20, Ty (y, 2,€) = 0,(€) and for all € € M,

where d is given by (), and PG} (x,§) = 0.(§), @ € M. So by definition
K, : (X x M)\ Diag(M) — Ry
is the Green’s function to the extension problem

D,U=0in X
U=v on M,

while

Iy, : (X x M)\ Diag(M) — R
is the Green’s function to the dual problem

{DgU =0 in X
—d limy 0y "9,U =7 on M

and

G, : (M x M)\ Diag(M) — R.
is the Green’s function of the nonlocal problem PJv =7 on M. They are linked via
(16) I'y = Kg* G,

where * denotes the standard convolution operation.

4.1 Study of the Poisson kernel for D,

In this subsection we study the Poisson kernel K, focusing on the existence issue and its asymptotics.
We follow the method of Lee-Parker|23] of killing deficits successively. However, due to the rigidity
property involved in the problem, see the normal form (2)), we have to work close to the boundary in
Fermi coordinates rather than normal ones. To compensate this we are forced to pass from the space of
polynomials used in [23] to the space of homogeneous functions. We start with recalling some related
facts in the case of the standard Euclidean space Rfrl. According to [5] on Riﬂ

Y27

(17) K(y,z,§) = K" (y,2,§) = Py

n+4+2vy 7

(W + ]z —¢)?) =
where p, , is as in (), is the Poisson kernel of the operator
D = —div(y'=>'V(-)),
namely the Green’s function of the extension problem

Du=0 in R’f‘l
u=f on R"

12



ie.

(18) {DK(y,:c,g)zo in R

K(y,z,8) = 6.(§) for y—0.

We will construct the Poisson kernel for D, cf. ([I2]), namely the Green’s function of the analogous
extension problem

Dgu=0 in X
u=f on M,
ie. K4 solvesfor z€ X and £ € M
DyKy(2,§) =0 in X
K(z,§) — 6,(&) for y—0,
where z = (y,z) € X for z close to M. To that end we identify
¢eMNUCUNX with 0e BE"(0)nR" ¢ BE"" (0) R+

for some open neighborhood U of £ in X and small € > 0, and write K(z) = K(z,0). We then have

0
(19) DyK = _\/_%(\/ggp’qyl_%aqK) +EK =feyH n 2y 1C™

B 0) N R due (IF), which relies on minimality H, = 0, where by definition

€

on B
(20) H; = {p € C= (R} \ {0}) | ¢ is homogeneous of degree {}.

The next lemma allows us to solve homogeneous deficits homogeneously.

Lemma 4.1.
For % #v€(0,1) and fi € yHi—1, | € N—n — 2y there exists Kijoy41 € y?>YH 1 such, that

DKoy = fi.
PROOF. First of all the Stone-Weierstrafl Theorem implies

(QF(y,z) =y Py(z) | k,le Nand P, € I)) C y*'C°(B1(0) R}

dense

and an easy induction argument shows, that we have a unique representation
Qr = Z 2% Aok yi—2i
with D-harmonics of the form A,,(y,z) = > y>**2P,,_o/(z), DA,, = 0. Since
yPCOST) € Lha(ST),

dense
we thus obtain a D-harmonic basis E = {e} for L§1*2” (S%) with
Dei =0, k=deg(el), k€ N+2yand ic{l,...,dx},

where dj denotes the dimension of the space of D-harmonics of degree k. We may assume, that e};, ei
for i # j are orthogonal with respect to the scalar product on L§1*2” (S%). Moreover on S we have

0=—Dej =0y(y' " "0yer) +y' =" Agep, = Vy' "Vep +y' " Ay,

O,
al e}

) A ) n
=Vy' Vel + 3/1_2"*—T2 el +y 7207 + -
:Vé‘iyl_zvvjs‘ie}; + divgn (yl_wvsie};) +k(k+n—1)y'"2el,

13



whence due to
Vary' " Vane, =(Vy' ™ vsy ) (vsy, Vep) = (1 - 29)y~* (ent1,vsy )10l = (1= 29)ky' ™ Heg
there holds for Dgn = —divgn (yl_QVVSi )
Dsieﬁ-c =k(k+n—2y)y' "2l
Therefore E = {e};} is an orthogonal basis of y27_1Dsi-eigenfunctions with eigenvalues
A =k(k+n—2v).
By the same argument solving

(21) Du=feL ,(Ry) in R}
u=0 on R”

with homogeneous f, u of degree A, A+ 1+ 2v is equivalent to solving

Dgru=f+A+1+2y)A+n+1)y"">Tu in S
u=0 on 957 =S5"""1

and thus, writing u = > a; gk, vy 71 f = bj,le{, also equivalent to solving
Z aik(k(k+n—27) —(A+1+29)A+n+1))e; = Z b€}
and the latter system is always solvable in case
(22) E(k+n—2y) = (A+1+2y)(A+n+1)#0 foral k, n, AN
This observation allows us to prove the lemma, by whose assumptions
deg(fi)=A=m—-n—2v, meN.

And we know _
deg(ej,) =k=m'+2y, m' e N.

Plugging these values into (22), solvability of (ZI)) is a consequence of
(m' +2y)(m'+n)—(m—n+1)(m+1—-2y)#£0 forall m’, n,meN

and this holds true for % # v € (0,1). Thus we have proven solvability of

DKiioyp = f; in RYT!
Kirzys1=0 on B\ {0}

with Ki42,4; being homogeneous of degree 14 2v 4 (. We are left with showing Kiioy4; € yQVHHl.
But this follows easily from Proposition below. B

Now recalling (I9) we may use Lemma AT to solve (I8]) successively, since
DyKiioy+1 = fi+ (Dg — D)Kiyoy41 € fi + yH,C™
due to (1) and Kij2y41 € y?YH;, 1. With a suitable cut-off function

(23) ne: X — RT, supp(neg) = BF (§) = BY1(€) for M3¢6~0€R” and € >0 small

14



and for the meaning of B2 (£) see Section 2] we then find
m+2—2y

Ky=ne(K+ > Kipays1) + bim
l=—n—2v

for m € N and a weak solution
Dg’{m = _Dg (WE(K + E;ltzni—iyy K1+2’Y+l>) =hn in X
km=0 on M
with h,, € yC™. The following weak regularity statement will be sufficient for our purpose.
Proposition 4.2.
Let h € yC*+39(X) and u € Wyl{%2w (X) be a weak solution of
Dyu=h in X
u=0 on M.

Then w is of class y*YC?*P(X), provided H, = 0.

Putting these facts together before giving the proof of Proposition 2] we have the existence of K, and
can describe its asymptotic.

Corollary 4.3.
Let % #v€(0,1). Then K, exists and we may expand in g-normal Fermi-coordinates around & € M

yQ,Y 2m—+5—2y
Ky(2,6) €ne(z) pMW+ Z v Hy(2) | +y?7CP (X))
l=—n—2y

with H; € C(R\ {0}) being homogeneous of order | and pn.- is as in @), provided H, = 0.

PROOF of Proposition

We use the Moser iteration argument. First let p,¢=1,...,n+1and ¢, =1,...,n such, that g,41,; =
gy,: = 0. The statement clearly holds by standard local regularity away from the boundary, since D, is
strongly elliptic there. Now fixing a point £ € M and a cut-off function

n € Co (B, (0),Ry), n=1o0n B} (0) for 0<ry <rp <1, where M >¢~0¢€R",
we pass to g-normal Fermi-coordinates around & and estimate for some A >2 and « € N”
o2 [ v mimtozalbal <z [y vaaza e +2 [ oo P
Ri+1 Ri+1 RK+1
and

)\2
/ y' VL0l Py = / Y VL0V 0 |0 P

Ri+1 ]R1+1

:/\72 / Yy V02UV, (0% u|0%u N2 n?) — )\72 / y V0% udu|0%u| AV
Ri+1 RK+1

<)\72 / y TV, 00UV L (02Ul 0%ur )
RYT!

+ )‘_2 / y172'y|vzaau|2|aau|)\72n2 + )‘72 / y172'y|aau|)\|vzn|2'
8 * v 2(A —1)2 v
Ri+1 Ri+1
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Absorbing the second summand above this implies

J e e B e A
(25) v ~2(0—1) v e (A—1)2 @

Ri+1 RK+1 RK+1
Due to D(0%u) = 8¢ Du, and the structure of the metric
[ ewozuoza =[xz i~ [ 92D, - Duwouloz
Ri+1 RK+1 RK+1
15) - o
@26) = [ olh+ 2y 21grag 0 4y 20, ((gH — 579)0u)
Ry v

—2v0
- uy—\/gyfz"u]ﬁg‘u|8;‘u|)‘72n2 =0L+...+ 14
2 V9

We may assume V’jn < EQ,C for k=0,1,2, where e =15 — 1. Then
() 11] < C faper [VE RV w1

(ii) using integrations by parts and (I0])

] A—2, 2 g2 Ip\/9 A—2 2
<) [y mo,e P graozuoza Pl + | [ ot or (MLl uozulozl -
\/g \/_

]R"+1 Rn+1
C _

§|/ 127,09 i}gf woguldguP 2y’ + =1 Y /y1—27|vyu||agu|¥|vm|agu|%|n2

]R1+1 m§|a\R1+1

+Cap Y, [ g IO ([ Vanln + o)

m<‘0‘|Rn+1

Cla\ 1—2v m, |2 a1 2,2 1—2v|om, | A 2

<D0 IVul 2 |V ]00ul2 [n? + Clap > [ ¥ 2 IVIuN|Vanly + 7]
< n < n
m |o¢\]R +1 m ‘Q|R++1
iii) using integration by parts and recalling i, =1,...,n

g g g

c — fe} N (N o, |22 o, 12
e I A R ] A e A e
Ry
v [ o™ - 5005l ol

Rn+1

C
<geswls' =5 [ iadozul? 0,10z e
Rn+1
C _
=Y [ IVl Vol
m§|aRn+1
+

C . . o s A _
+ Ssuplg® = 5] [y iasjozalt jogul Dl + Gy 30 [ 42V uP Vi

+
Br, R+ m<|a R+
+ +
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(v) | €Ol Xncpay S v 2 VEuy? using ([15).
Ry

Applying Holder’s and Young’s inequality to (i)-(vi) we obtain
CSHPB+ lg — 4| x C
- 3 ]
§ 15 < [ ol e+ S VR
» k<]l !
RYT!

2y —1v7|af ||
OV R, i)V ull 1727<BE>'

We may assume C'supg+ |g — 6| < &, whence in view of ([25) and (26)
T2

- 3 ClaA
Y NG P <=5 D 0 VRl
Y

o, (B)
R7+L k<|o
27—1v7|] lee],, 1| A—1
O g, g ITERIT | e
so ([24) implies
1eY |0“
y' V(105 ul ) > IVeullys o)
(27) R7+H k<|al
2y—1y7le ||
O Ml oy I e

The weighted Sobolev inequality of Fabes-Kenig-Seraponi [I1] Theorem 1.2 with x = 2t then shows

A C|aM k
+1 ||a ||Ln>\ (B+) = Z ||v || ’Y(B:E)
k<|a|
27—17|a| lee], pA—1
+ C)‘Hy K vm h||L;‘172W(B:r2)||VLE u| LA 727(3%)'

By rescaling we may assume for some 0 < ¢y < 1, that

||

(28) lullza, .+ I?"94hl

12'y

=1
(Batialey) ’

and putting A; = 2(%EL)" and p; = eo(1+ 5) we obtain
x| , < xlo )92 . m, |13
||vm u||L:;té,y(B$+1) = |a],e0 N SU.‘I; [HV UHL (sz) + ||vm U||L;{727(BT+2 ]7

where we have used % <

||V"“u||Lm (5%) < Caco(1+ sup [Vl 2

m<|al

Bt )) S Ca,eou

yl— zw( 2e
0

where the last inequality follows from iterating (27) with A = 2 and (28)). Rescaling back we conclude

(29) vakunm 54) < Omoeolllullze, . +Z||y27 'Vihlrx_, ]
k=0
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Note, that D(0%u) = 0%h + 02 ((D — Dgy)u), where
9 — 2y
(D = Dyyw) = 05 1Ly g0+ (5" 6™ —)0y) - 22 VG ay,

VG 1 /T 1
30 =0,0 P_yl 2vgp,qu —9%(d, P yl 2’ygp,q w
(30) 495 ( NG ) (Oq( NG Ju)

- 19)
+005(y (" — 5)ou) - f”as(—fy%).

In particular, since —8,(y*~27gP99,v) = Dv — 0;(y' = (¢g"/ — §%7)v) we may write

Op(y'~27gP10,05u) = OTh+ h™ + > 9,he,
where h®, hg depend only on z—derivatives of u of order up to |af, and due to (I5), (23), there holds
Z H 1 27’ yl 2’)’ ”Lo? 2W(B+) < Cm 60[”u”L21 2 + Z ||y2’Y 1vkh||L°<i 2 ] for all m € N.
|a|=0
Then Zamboni[33] Theorem 5.2 shows Holder regularity, i.e. for all m € N

(31) ZHV U||c0a(B+ ) < Omeolllullze, +Z||y2” 'VihlL )
k=0 k=0

This allows us to integrate the equation directly. Indeed from (B0) we have

D(97u) = 95h + 07 (D — Dgu) = 03 h+ 8, (y* " ) +y' = f5',

where by definition f{* = 9%( y\‘}_u) and

0 . 0,
75 =0,02( Y9 gy — e (219, 2YI 12 grayy)
NG NG

> > -2 Oy
0026 = 5)0) — "oz (S )

This implies
=0, (y' 20,05u) = 0y (y*TH )+ y (S + ATu+ yP TIOLR)

and we obtain

y
32 %u(y, z) = y* ud (z) — o fe(o,x) o1 71727 £ (7, ) drdo,

x 0 1 2 (

0
where by definition we may write with smooth coefficients f; g
_ _ 0%h
(33) =3 hpolu and f§ =2 it > fapdiu.
1B1<]al 1BI<]al+2

Let h € yC"'. Then (BI) shows
Vol <1 : Viely e 09,

whence V|o| <1—2 : f& e C% due to (33). In particular (32) implies

Buly, ) =y uf (z) + o(y™),
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so u§ € C*2%* anyway by interior regularity. We define

(34) at =y Potu, [ =y Y =y
We then find from (32), that

Y _ Y g _
a“(y,x) =uf (x) — y—2v/ 01+2fo‘(a, x)do — y_27/ 027_1/ Tf5(T, 2)drdo
(35) 0 0 0

=ug () + i (y, ) + w5 (y, ),
where according to (B3), (34) we may write with smooth coefficients f; g

_ . O%h
(36) i = Z frpu” and f === 4 Z fa,5u”.

|B]<]e| 1BI<|al+2

Then B2) and Vo] <1—2 : f* e C%* already show
Vio| <1—-2 : a® e C%*
and we may assume V|a| <1—2—2m : 02™u* € C% inductively, whence according to (36)
Vie| <1—2-2(m+1) : &2"f € COA,
Then (B3] implies via Taylor expansion
V| <1—-2-2(m+1) : 8§m+zﬂf‘, 8§m+zﬂo‘ € Co%,

Thus we have proven V |a| <1—2—2m : 02™05u € C%* for some A > 0. However, since there are only
even powers in the y-derivative, we only find u € C*=3* for [ € 2N. The proof is thereby complete.m

4.2 Green’s function for D, under weighted Neumann boundary condition

In this subsection we study the Green’s function I'y. As in the previous one we consider the existence
and asymptotics issue. To do that we use the method of Lee-Parker[23] and have the same difficulties to
overcome as in the previous subsection. We first note that on Riﬂ

37 D(y,z, &) = T (y, 2,6) = Ina(y,z) € R, R™
(37) (y,z,8) (y,z,8) e ) (y,x) eRYT, €€

for some g, >0 is the Green’s function to the dual problem

Du=0 in R}
—d: limy 0 y'"*"yu(y,") = f on R”,

ie.
Dr(,§)=0 in R}, £eR”
—d} limy0y' " T(y, 2,6) = 6:(€), z, E ER™
We will construct the Green’s function I'g for the analogous problem
Dgu=0 in X
—d limy 0y "?"0yu(y,") =f on M
for Dy = —divg(y*~2'Vy(-)) + Ey, ie. for z€ X and £ € M

{Dgrg(-,g) =0 in X

38
(38) —d2 limy, 0 y' =Ty (2,€) = 84(6),
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where z = (y,z) € X in g-normal Fermi-coordinates close to M. To that end we identify
¢eMNUCUNX with 0eB¥ (0)nR" c BX"" (0) n R

as in the previous subsection, and write I'(z) =I'(z,0). On BF”H (0) "R we then have

a — — o0
(39) D,T = —\/—Z_](\/Egp’qyl P90+ E,;l = fey ™ H_p 10,10,

Again we may solve homogeneous deficits homogeneously.

Lemma 4.4.
For % #~v€(0,1) and f; € yliQ’YHlJrQ»Yfl, l € N—n there exists I'iyoyy1 € Hitoy41 such, that

DU'iyoysr = fi in R™ and HD% y' 20, T1 49740 =0 on R™\ {0}.
Yy—

PROOF. This time we use

__mn+l1
(QF(y,2) = y*Pi(z) | k, 1eN and P ell) c C°Br (0)NR™H),

dense

to obtain a orthogonal basis E = {e}} for L12/1*2” (S7%) consisting of D-harmonics of the form

¢ = Amlsz, An(y.2) =) "' Pin(), DAy =0

and we have Dgn et = k(k+n—2v)y'=2Vel. Then for homogeneous f, u of degree A, A+ 1+ 27 solving

Du=f€ L (Ry) in Ry
limy o y'"?79yu =0 on R"

is, when writing u = Y a; kel ,y*? 1 f = Y bj.€e], equivalent to solving

Z aip(k(k+n—2y) = A+ 1+2y) (A +n+1))el = Z bj,le{
and the latter system is always solvable in case
(40) E(k+n—2y)—(A+1+2y)(A+n+1)#0 forall k, n, AeN.
As for proving the lemma there holds
deg(fi)y=A=m—n and deg(el,) =k=m' for some m, m € N
and plugging this into @) we verify for 3 #~ € (0,1)
m'(m' +n—2y)—(m—n+14+2y)(m+1)#0 forall n,m, m €N.

This shows homogeneous solvability, whereas regularity of the solution follows from Proposition [ |

Analogously to the case of the Poisson kernel we may solve (B8] successively using Lemma 4] and obtain

Ty =ne(C+ Y Tiioqss) + Ym

l=—n

for m >0, where 7 is as in (23) and a weak solution

Dyym = =Dy (ne(T + 212, Tioytt) =y 2 hm in X
lim, 0 y1_278y7m =0 on M

with h,, € C™. As in the previous subsection a weak regularity statement is sufficient for our purpose.
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Proposition 4.5.
Let h € y'=2C?+32(X) and u € VVyl{%2w (X) be a weak solution of

Dyu=h in X
limy,0y'"?0,u=0 on M.

Then wu is of class C**P(X), provided H, = 0.
As in the previous subsection, putting these facts together before presenting the proof of Proposition 3]
we have the existence of I'y and can describe its asymptotics.

Corollary 4.6.
Let % #7v€(0,1). Then T'y exists and we may expand in g-normal Fermi-coordinates around § € M

2m—+3

Ly(2,8) €ne(z) <|j;mzy + Z H1+2v+l(2)> + C?™(X)

l=—n

with Hy € C®°(RT\ {0}) being homogeneous of order | and gn. is as in @1), provided H, = 0.

PROOF of Proposition

As in the previous subsection we use the Moser iteration argument. Indeed by exactly the same arguments
as the ones used when proving Proposition we recover Holder regularity ([BI) and integrating the
equation directly we find the analogue of ([32]), namely

Yy Y g -
Osuly, ) =ug(x) — / of(o,x)do — / g1 / Tl_QVfS(T, x)drdo
0 0 0

=ug () + i (y, x) + ug (y, ),

(41)

where fi, fo are given by @3). Let h € y'=27C% . Then BI) and [B3) show
Via| <1-2: freo®

In particular ({I]) implies
9y uly, =) = ug () + O(y),

so u§ € C*2* anyway by interior regularity and we may assume inductively
V| <1—2-2m : 02m0%u € C™,

whence according to ([B3) 3
V| <1—2-2(m+1) : o)™ f¢ € CO

Then ({I) implies via Taylor expansion

V| <1—2-2(m+1) : o) ?uf, 07" 20%u € €O

Thus we have proven V| o <1—2—2m : 82"9%u € C%2 for some A > 0. However, since there are only
even powers in the y-derivative, we only find u € C*=3* for [ € 2N. The proof is thereby complete. B
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4.3 Green’s function for the fractional conformal Laplacian

In this short subsection we study the Green’s function G of P,. We derive its existence and asymptotics
as a consequence of the results of the previous subsections and formula (I6]).

Corollary 4.7.
Let % #~€(0,1). Then G exists and we may expand in h-normal-coordinates around & € M

2m—+3
Gu(r,&) € ne(z) <|x7:1m27 + Z H1+27+l($)> + C*™ (M)

l=—n

with Hy € C*°(R™\ {0}) being homogeneous of order 1, provided H, = 0.

To end this section, we give the proof of Theorem

PRrOOF of Theorem [L.3]
It follows directly from Corollary [4.3] Corollary .6l and Corollary 471

5 Locally flat conformal infinities of PE-manifolds

In this section we sharpen the results of Section Hlin the case of Poincaré-Einstein manifold (X, g") with
locally flat conformal infinity (M, [h]).

5.1 Fermi-coordinates in this particular case

By our assumptions we have
(i) a geodesic defining function y splitting the metric

g=v%9", g=dy*+h, near M and h=hy|y

a4
and for every a € M a conformal factor as in (I0), whose conformal metric h, = uq >"h close to

a admits an Euclidean coordinate system, h, = & on Bls(a). As clarified in subsection and
recalling Remark [[.T] this gives rise to a geodesic defining function y,, for which

(42) Ja = ygng, Ja = dyg + hq,y, near M with hy=hgy, | and 6 =h, LB?a(a)’

the boundary (M, [h,]) is totally geodesic and the extension operator Dy, is positive.

(ii) as observed by Kim-Musso-Wei[22] in the case n > 3, cf. Lemma 43 in [22], and for n =2 due to
Remark [T and the existence of isothermal coordinates we have

(43) ga=0+0(y;) on BI*"(a)

in gg-normal Fermi-coordinates around afor some small € > 0. Therefore the previous results
on the fundamental solutions in the case of an asymptotically hyperbolic manifold with minimal
conformal infinity of Section [ are applicable. We collect them in the following subsection.

5.2 Fundamental solutions in this particular case

In this subsection we sharpen the results of Section [ in the case of a Poincaré-Einstein manifold (X, g™)
with locally flat conformal infinity (M, [h]).
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To do that let us first recall that K, = K,, (-,a), I'y =Ty, (-,a) and G4 = Gp,(-,a). From ([3) we then
find
Dy, Ko € yH 2, 2C>®, D, T, €y " Hyy 2C™

for the lowest order deficits in (I9) and [B9). Then in view of Lemmas E] A4l the corresponding
expansions given by Corollaries [4.3] 6] [£.7] are

() Ko=) € ne(=) (pooyafirss + X000 v Hioan (2)) + 927 C2m (X)
(i) Talz) €nele) (s + L™ Hivoy () + €2 (X)

(iii) Ga(z) €ne(x) (‘gﬁf;—ﬁh + pm Hz+2v(:c)) + C?#™(M).

Recalling 20) there holds y?*"H;_o, C C™* for | > m and Hjis, C C™% for | > m. We have
therefore proven the following result.

Corollary 5.1.
Let (X, g%) be a Poincaré-Einstein manifold with conformal infinity (M,[h]) of dimension n =2 or
n>3 and (M,[h]) is locally flat. If

1
57’575(071) and A (=Ag+) > s(n —s) fors:g-i-%

then the Poison kernel K, and the Green’s functions I'y and Gy, respectively for

D,U=0 i X D, U=0 in X
{g o {g " and {Pguzf on M

U=f on M —dﬁlimyﬁoyl_%ByU:f on M

are respectively of class y>YC*® and C*% away from the singularity and admit for every a € M locally
in gq-normal Fermi-coordinates an expansion around a

2y
(i) Ka(2) € pnypsfers +y* Hooy(2) + y* Hioy(2) + y*7  Hao24(2) + 7 C*(X)
(i) Talz) € 2% + Hyy () + Hisay (2) + C2(X)
(m) Ga($) € |;|7::—’12w + H27($) + HH‘QV(‘T) + 02’0‘(M),

where gq is as in @2) and Hj, € C*(R \ {0}) are homogeneous of degree k.
Finally, we give the proof of Theorem [[.4]

PROOF of Theorem [[.4]
It is exactly the statement of Corollary .11 B
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