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A support preserving homotopy for the de

Andrea Niitzi

Abstract

We study the de Rham complex of relative differential forms on com-
pact manifolds with boundary. Chain homotopies for this complex are
highly non-unique, and different homotopies can have different analytic
properties, particularly near the boundary. We construct a chain homo-
topy that has desirable support propagation properties, and that satisfies
estimates relative to weighted Sobolev norms, where the weights measure
decay at the boundary. The estimates are optimal given the homogeneity
properties of the de Rham differential under boundary dilation, and are
obtained by showing that the homotopy is a b-pseudodifferential opera-
tor. As a corollary we obtain a right inverse of the divergence operator on
Euclidean space that preserves support on large balls around the origin,
and satisfies estimates that measure decay at infinity. Such a support pre-
serving right inverse was constructed before by Bogovskii, but its mapping
properties are not optimal with respect to decay.
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1 Introduction

Consider a smooth compact manifold M with boundary OM. The de Rham
complex on M is given by the smooth differential forms Q(M) together with
the de Rham differential d. We consider its subcomplex of relative forms, given
by all forms whose tangential parts vanish at the boundary,

Q(M,0M) = {w € QM) | i*w = 0}

where ¢ : OM < M is the natural inclusion. This is indeed a subcomplex
because i* and d commute. The relative homology

 Aw e QM,0M) | dw =0}
H(M,0M) = {dw | w € Q(M,0M)}

is finite-dimensional, and isomorphic to the homology of the complex of com-
pactly supported forms in the interior of M.

A chain homotopy for the complex of relative forms on M is, for our purpose,
a linear map G from relative k-forms to relative (k — 1)-forms such that

1-1I = dG+Gd

where II is a projection onto a complement of the image of d in the kernel of d,
in other words, it is a projection onto relative homology. This equation implies
in particular that the restriction of G to closed forms is a right inverse of d,
up to finitely many integrability conditions. Such a chain homotopy is highly
non-unique. We construct a homotopy that has desirable properties with regard
to support and estimates, in the following informal sense:

(i) It is support preserving near the boundary: For all sufficiently small e > 0,
if the input vanishes in an e-neighborhood of a boundary component, then
also the output vanishes there. The e-neighborhood is defined with respect
to a boundary defining function.

(ii) Tt is a pseudodifferential operator in the interior: For every smooth func-
tion ¢ with compact support in the interior of M, the map Gy is a
pseudodifferential operator of order —1. This implies mapping properties,
for example Gy gains one derivative with respect to Sobolev norms.

(iii) It is a pseudodifferential operator up to the boundary: The map G sat-
isfies estimates for weighted Sobolev norms, where the weights measure
decay at the boundary. The estimates are optimal with respect to the
homogeneity properties, under boundary dilation, of the de Rham differ-
ential acting on relative forms. They are obtained by showing that G is a
b-pseudodifferential operator in the sense of Melrose [12], see also [11], a
natural class of pseudodifferential operators on manifolds with boundary
that have controlled homogeneity, with a Schwartz kernel that vanishes in
a neighborhood of the so-called left face. This is consistent with the fact
that the de Rham differential acting on relative forms is b-differential.

Previous constructions yield chain homotopies which have some but not all
of these properties. A well-known construction uses the Hodge decomposition.



Given a smooth Riemannian metric on M, then [15, Section 5.9] the Greens func-
tion of the Hodge Laplacian with relative boundary conditions post-composed
with the codifferential is a chain homotopy that satisfies (ii) but does not satisfy
(1) and has a different structure at the boundary than required in (iii). If one uses
a metric with cylindrical ends rather than a smooth metric, then [12, Section
6.4] the Hodge decomposition yields a homotopy for a related complex that does
not satisfy (i) but satisfies (i) and part of (iii), namely it is b-pseudodifferential,
but the kernel does not vanish near the left face.

Suppose that the manifold M is the radial compactification of R™. Then the
restriction of the chain homotopy G to a map from n-forms to (n — 1)-forms is
a right inverse of the divergence operator on R” for the Euclidean metric, up to
the usual integrability condition. We compare with a construction of Bogovskii
[1, 2], who introduced an explicit right inverse of the divergence designed to
satisfy (i). Concretely, for f a smooth compactly supported function on R™ set

B(f)(z)z/o Sn%f(g)ds, r€R"\0

S

This vector field is smooth away from the origin, and has an integrable singu-
larity at the origin. It is a right inverse in the sense of distributions. Then the
right inverse introduced by Bogovskii is given by the average

N (a)(T, o BoT_,)(f)da (1)
where T, denotes translation by a, and ( is a bump function around the origin
with integral equal to one. It was pointed out in [14] that this inverse satisfies
(ii). It does not satisfy (iii), essentially because the average over translations
degenerates at infinity (see Corollary 2 and the discussion thereafter). This
inverse was recently used in [8, 14] in the context of Euler flows respectively the
Maxwell-Klein-Gordon equation; and in [9, 10] to prove various gluing results
for the constraint equations of general relativity.

In [4], see also [3], more general underdetermined elliptic operators on com-
pact domains are studied. They give sufficient conditions under which the in-
homogeneous problem with smooth compactly supported source has a smooth
compactly supported solution, using exponentially weighted Sobolev norms.

Our main motivation to study such chain homotopies are the constraint
equations of general relativity. Specifically we are interested in solutions that are
Schwartz class up to an explicit Kerr-tail at infinity, c.f. [13]. Constructing such
solutions via an iteration scheme requires inverting the linearized constraints, a
divergence-type operator, with precise control over the asymptotics at infinity.
An interesting open problem is whether solutions of the Einstein equations with
such initial data admit a smooth conformal compactification at null infinity.

We now state the main theorem, which yields existence of a chain homotopy
for the complex of relative forms on M that has the properties (i), (ii), (iii).
Recall that a boundary defining function for a boundary component Y C OM is
a smooth function p : M — [0, 00) that satisfies Y = p~1(0) and for which dp|y
is nowhere zero. Given such a boundary defining function there exists ¢y > 0
such that p~1([0, €0]) is a collar neighborhood of Y, meaning that there is a dif-
feomorphism p~1([0, €g]) — [0, €o] X Y that restricts to the natural identification
Y — {0} x Y, and whose first component p~1([0, €g]) — [0, €o] is given by p.



Theorem 1. Let M be a smooth connected compact manifold with bound-
ary that has N > 1 boundary components, OM = Yy U --- U YyN. For each
i =1...N fix a boundary defining function p; for Y;. Fiz e¢g > 0 such that for
each i the set p; ([0, €0]) is a collar neighborhood of Y; and such that the collar
neighborhoods are pairwise disjoint. Then there exists an R-linear map

G: QF(M,0M) — Q*Y(M,0M) (2)
defined for every integer k, with the following properties:
(a1) Algebraic control: The map I1: QF(M,0M) — QF(M,0M) defined by
1-1I = dG+ Gd

satisfies 112 = II and IId = 0 and dII = 0. In particular, I1 is a projection
onto a complement of the image of d in the kernel of d.

(a2) Support control: For all0 < e < %, alli=1...N, and allw € Q(M,0M),
w|pi§€ =0 = (Gw)|m§6 =0 (3)

Moreover for alli=1...N and w € Q(M,0M) one has (Ilw)

pi<e = 0.
(a83) Analytic control: The maps G and II are b-pseudodifferential operators,

G € UyLOLO (N AT (M, M)
I e OO0 (N AT (M, 9M))

See Definition 1 for explanation of this notation. Here NT*(M,0M) is
defined as the vector bundle whose space of smooth sections is Q(M,0M),
as in Swan’s theorem.

The proof appears in Section 4.3.

We explain the mapping properties of G implied by (a3), see Lemma 8 in
Section 2.2 for details. To state them we need the following definitions. Let V,
be the space of b-vector fields, given by all smooth vector fields on M that are
tangential to the boundary M. In local coordinates (p,y',...,y" ) around a
boundary point, where p is a boundary defining function and y!,...,y" ! with
n = dim M restrict to coordinates on M, a local C'*°-basis of V; is given by

POy, Dyt .., Dyus (4)

Note that these vector fields are invariant under scaling p by a positive number.
For s € Ny the b-Sobolev norm for smooth functions on M is defined by

||f||§1;(M) = Z Z Vi--- ijH%Z(]M) (5)

J=0 Vi,...,V;€V

where V is a finite C'*°-generating set of V4, and where the L?-norm is de-
fined using a smooth positive measure on M. One generalizes to s € R by
interpolation and duality. Then for s,6 € R the weighted b-Sobolev norms are
£l po 7 (ar) = ||p*5f|\Hg(M) with p a boundary defining function for oM.



Corollary 1. Let G be as in Theorem 1. For all s, € R with § > f%
there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for all w € Q(M,0M),

1Gwll s pztrary < Cllwllpo gy (6)

where the norms are taken componentwise using local C*°-bases of Q(M,0M).

Note that near the boundary a basis for the relative forms is
dp Ady™ A--- Ndy®, pdy™ A--- A dy' (7)

where 1 <43 < --- < iy < n and k runs over the integers. Each basis element
has the same homogeneity under scaling p by a positive number.

The estimates (6) are natural estimates for a chain homotopy for the de
Rham complex of relative forms. Namely d : Q(M,0M) — Q(M,0M) is a
first order b-differential operator, which means that in the basis (7) it only
differentiates along the b-vector fields (4), see Lemma 5. Hence it satisfies

ldeolys gy < Clllsgsss o
which is precisely the converse of (6).

Chain homotopy for de Rham on R". As a special case one can apply
Theorem 1 to the radial compactification of R”, which is informally given by at-
taching to R™ a sphere at infinity. In this case the chain homotopy (2) restricts
to, in particular, a chain homotopy for the complex of compactly supported
forms on R"™, and also, a chain homotopy for the complex of forms whose com-
ponents are Schwartz functions. This homotopy preserves support on large balls
around the origin. The estimates (6) are equivalent to estimates for standard
weighted b-Sobolev norms on IR”. The b-Sobolev norm for s € Ny is’

11 ey = D N((@)001)™ - (@) 0un )" 1 2mn (8)

aeN{
jal <

where x are the standard Cartesian coordinates on R", where (x) = /1 + ||z]|?,
and the L?-norm is defined using the standard Lebesgue measure dz' - - - dz™.
One generalizes to s € R by interpolation and duality. Then for s,6 € R the
weighted b-Sobolev norms are || f|[(zy-s s (mn) = ||<1'>6f||Hi)S(Rn).

Corollary 2. Let G be as in Theorem 1 with M the radial compactification
of R". For allk =0...n and s,6 € R with 6 > k — % there exists a constant
C > 0 such that for all compactly supported forms w € QF(R™),

||Gw||(x)—6+1Hg+1(Rn) < CHw”(z)*‘sHlf(]R”) 9)

where the norms are taken componentwise using the basts given by all wedge
products of zero or more of the differentials dx*,. .., dx™.

!Beware that this is not the same norm as (5) with M the radial compactification of R™,
which uses an L2-norm relative to a smooth measure on the compactification, see Lemma 19.



See Theorem 2 in Section 5 for details, which one can read without reading
Sections 2, 3, 4. Specializing further to top degree forms, this chain homotopy is
a right inverse of the divergence operator on R” for the Euclidean metric, up to
the usual integrability condition. The mapping properties (9) of this inverse are
better than those of the Bogovskii inverse (1), for which (9) fails, see Remark 4.

Proof strategy. The construction of the chain homotopy G in Theorem 1
has essentially two parts. Near the boundary, it uses fiber integration familiar
from the proof of the Poincaré lemma, and averages it over suitable topological
homotopies; this average does not degenerate at the boundary, giving the op-
timal weighted estimates (Section 3 and 4.1). In the interior, the construction
uses standard Hodge theory (Section 4.2). The two parts are patched together
by formulating and composing them as homotopy equivalences (Section 4.3).

Acknowledgements. I thank Rafe Mazzeo for many discussions, and for
very useful comments on drafts of this article. I was supported by the Swiss
National Science Foundation, project number P500PT-214470.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Homotopy equivalences

In this purely algebraic section we recall the notion of a homotopy equiva-
lence between two complexes, and how homotopy equivalences are composed.

A complex (C,d) is a Z-graded real vector space C' = ez C* together with
a differential d, which is a linear map C' — C of degree one with d2 = 0, where
degree one means that it maps C* — C**+! for every k. A homotopy equivalence
between two complexes (C,d) and (C’,d’) is a four-tuple of linear maps

(T:C%C/,EZC/%C,UZC—>C,’U:C/—>C/) (10)
where 7, £ have degree zero and u, v have degree negative one, such that:

¢ and r are chain maps
1—/¢r=du+ud (11)
1—rl=dv+vd

Pictorially, one has a non-commutative diagram

7 chain map
U homotopy C (C,d) (¢, d) D v homotopy

£ chain map

A contraction is a special instance of a homotopy equivalence. Namely, a
contraction from (C,d) to (C’,d’) is a triple of maps

(r, €, u) (12)

such that (r, ¢, u,0) is a homotopy equivalence between (C,d) and (C’,d’). Note
that in this case ¢r is a projection, (¢r)? = fr.



Lemma 3 (Composing homotopy equivalences). Consider three complexes
(C, d) (C/,d/) (C//,d//)

Let (r1,41,u1,v1) be a homotopy equivalence between (C,d) and (C',d’), and let
(ro, €2, u2,v2) be a homotopy equivalence between (C',d") and (C”,d"”). Then

(73 =rary, 3 =l1ly, us = u1 + l1ugry , vy = v2 + 120102 )

is a homotopy equivalence between (C,d) and (C",d"). Furthermore, if ' =0
then (rs, {3, ug) is a contraction from (C,d) to (C”,0).

Proof. The properties (11) hold by direct computation. O

Note that composition of homotopy equivalences is associative.

2.2 b-pseudodifferential operators

We recall basic notions of the calculus of b-pseudodifferential operators of
Melrose, see [12, 11, 7], where we follow the conventions in [11]. We will only
need a subspace of the full calculus, given by Schwartz kernels that are smooth
at the boundary faces. All manifolds are assumed to be smooth and connected.

Distributions. Let X be a compact manifold with corners. We denote by
C> (X) the space of smooth real-valued functions that vanish to infinite order
at the boundary. For s € R let |Q2|* — X be the s-density bundle?. The space of
(extendible) distributional s-densities D(X, |2|*) is given by all continuous linear
maps C(X,|Q'~*) — R, where the inclusion C*®(X,|Q[*) — D(X,|Q*) is
given by integration. We abbreviate D(X, [©2|°) = D(X). Similarly, for E — X
any smooth vector bundle, the space of distributional sections D(X, E) is given
by all continuous linear maps C*® (X, E* ® |Q|') — R, with E* the dual bundle.

b-double space. Let M be a compact manifold with boundary that has
N > 1 boundary components OM = Y;U---UYy. The product M? = M x M is
a manifold with corners. Its boundary hypersurfaces are Y; x M and M xY;, and
its corners are Y; xY; for i, j = 1...N. The diagonal is diag(M) = {(p,p) € M?}
and intersects the boundary in the corners

B =UL,(Y; x Yi)

This intersection is not transversal, which motivates introducing the b-double
space Mb2 given by the blowup of B in M2,

M} = [M?, B By : M — M? (13)

where [, is the blowdown map, see Figure 1. This is again a manifold with
corners, its boundary hypersurfaces are:

ff; = 8, (Vi x Yi)
If; = B, L(Y; x M)\ ff; (14)
I’fi = Bgl(M X Y;)\ffz

2We use the standard convention that 1-densities can be integrated.



Bo Y; x M :

Y2 MxY;

Figure 1: On the right is a neighborhood of the corner Yf C M2, which is locally given
by [0,1)2 x YZ.Q7 the factor YiQ is suppressed in the figure. On the left is a neighborhood
of ff; C M2, which is locally given by the blowup of (0,0) in [0,1)2, times Y;2.

We denote ff = UN  ff;, If = UN | 1f;, rf = UY  1f; and refer to them as the front
face, left face, right face respectively. The lift of the diagonal is the b-diagonal

diag, = 3, ' (diag(M)) \ ff

and intersects the boundary transversally in the front face. In particular it is
an embedded closed dim M-dimensional submanifold of MZ.

Remark 1 (Local model for M?). After choosing a collar neighborhood
[0,1) x Y; of Y3, the b-double space Mb2 is, locally around ff;, given by

[[0,1)%,(0,0)] x Y;?

The first factor is the blowup of (0,0) in [0, 1)?, given by {(r,0) € [0,00) x [0, ] |
r < 1/max{sin@, cos }} with blowdown map (r,6) — (r cos@,rsin@). Then ff;,
If;, rf; are locally given by r =0, 0 = 5, 6 = 0 respectively. It is often useful to
work with projective coordinates. Away from 1f; these are (¢,u) with u = t'/t,
where (¢,t') are the coordinates on [0,1)?; then ¢ and u are boundary defining
functions for ff; respectively rf;. Away from rf; these are (v,t') with v =t/t'.

Classical conormal distributions. For m € RU {—oo} let
o (My, diag,) C D(M;) (15)

be the space of classical (or one step) conormal distributions of order m along
diag,. This is defined invariantly in |7, Chapter 18.2]. Here we give a charac-
terization in terms of local coordinates. A distribution y € D(M?) is in (15) if
and only if 4 is smooth on M7 \ diag, and for every p € diag, there exist:

e An open neighborhood U of p with smooth coordinates (z, z) that range
over BN (H x R™) where B = {(z,2z) € R" x R"™ | ||z||, ||| < 1} and

— H =TR" when p ¢ ff.
— H={zeR"| 2! >0} when p € f.

and such that p corresponds to x = z = 0 and U N diag, = {z = 0}.
e A function ¢ € C°°(M?) with support in U and with ¢ = 1 around p.

e A classical symbol a € SIF(R";R"), see [5, Definition 3.11].



such that, as compactly supported distributions on H x R"”,

op = [gn alz,£)e= S de

where on the left hand side pu is extended by zero to H x R”, and on the right
hand side we use the distributional inverse Fourier transform in €.

For E — M} a vector bundle the space Z'7 (M7, diag,; E) C D(MZ,E) is
characterized analogously, using local trivializations of F.

We recall a simple sufficient condition for a distribution to be classical conor-
mal, which will be enough for our purpose. Consider the blowup

[My,diag,]  Ba : [M;, diagy] — My (16)
where (4 is the blowdown map. Note that
By (diag,) C [M, diag] (17)

is an embedded closed codimension one submanifold.

Lemma 4. Let p be a boundary defining function for (17). For all u €
D(M?) and m € 7 with m < dim M — 1 one has

p"Bin € C= (M, diagy)) = ey M (M, diag,)

An analogous statement holds for distributional sections of bundles on M.

Proof. Upon choosing local coordinates this follows from elementary prop-
erties of the Fourier transform, see for example [6, Corollary 2.26]. O

b-pseudodifferential operators. Let 7y, 7mr : M? — M be the projec-
tions onto the left respectively right factor. Let E, F — M be smooth vector
bundles on M. Recall that the Schwartz kernel of a continuous linear map
C>®(M,E) — C>*(M, F) is a distribution in®

D(M?,Hom(E, F) ®@ 75|Q") (18)
where the bundle Hom(E, F) has fiber Homg (E,, F,) at (p,p’) € M?, and

where the bundle 75 |Q|" is the pullback of the one-density bundle on M along
mr. Using WZQ% ® w};LQ% ~ (% on M?, this space is canonically isomorphic to

D(M?, H(E, F) ®|Q]?) (19)

where we abbreviate H(E, F) = Hom(E ® |Q|"2,F @ |Q|~

2). The pullback
along the blowdown map 3, : M7 — M? defines a map from (1

9) to
D(M;, B (H(E, F)) ® |2]?) (20)

that we also denote by ;. Beware that this map is defined using two distinct
pullbacks, the pullback of sections of H(E, F') to sections of 3} (H(E, F)), and
the pullback of densities on M? to densities on M7.

3Explicitly, the Schwartz kernel K 4 of a map A is the unique distribution that satisfies
(A(e), fy = (Ka,mhe @ 7% f) for all e € C°(M, E) and f € C°(M, F* ® |Q[!).



For a triple € = (&g, &, Exf) With Eg, i, Err € NoU {0} define the subspace?
AE(MJ) © C>(Mg) (21)

given by all smooth functions on Mb2 that vanish to order &, &y, &+ at the
front face, left face, right face respectively, where vanishing to order () means
vanishing to infinite order. In other words, if &g, &, E¢ € Ng then

Ex & &
AS(M5) = p" i oy O (M) (22)
where pg, pif, prt are boundary defining functions for ff, If; rf respectively. If one

or more of &g, Ei¢, Exe are equal to () then (21) is given by taking the intersection
of (22) over all integers, as in, for example,

A(@,glf7grf)(Mb2) — ﬂ A(f,glf,grf)(Mg)
LeNy

Definition 1. The space of b-pseudodifferential operators of order m €
R U {—oc} and index set &= (Eg, &, Ext) € (No U {0})3, denoted by

Wy (M B, F) (23)
is given by all continuous linear maps A : C*°(M,E) — C*(M, F) such that

ik € — AS(MP) T (ME, ding,; B (H(E, F) 2 103)  (24)

where K 4 is the Schwartz kernel of A, and B K 4 its pullback to (20), and where
pg 18 a boundary defining function for the front face. Furthermore define

\I]m,(&f,&f)(M; E, F) _ \I/an(®7glf7grf)(M; FE, F) (25)

b-pseudodifferential operators are also called totally characteristic operators.
The operators in Definition 1 are only a subspace of the full calculus of Melrose
in [11, 12], which also contains operators with more general index sets that allow
certain singular behavior at the boundary faces. Further, in (24) we only allow
conormal distributions that are classical, which suffices for our purpose. The
Schwartz kernels of the operators (25) vanish to infinite order at the front face,
and hence they have a simple behavior already on the blowdown space M?2. We
abbreviate W€ (M; E) = U7¢(M; E, E), and V7€ (M) = V7€ (M; M x R)
where M x R is the trivial bundle of rank one.

We give basic examples of b-pseudodifferential operators [11, Eq. 3.2-3.3].
Multiplication by a smooth function is in W9(%-%.2)(Af). Differentiation with
respect to the b-vector fields Vj (see (4)) is in WL (02D (A1), More generally,
define a first order b-differential operator A : C*°(M,E) — C*(M,F) to be
any first order differential operator that satisfies A(pC'>*(M, E)) C pC>° (M, F),
with p a boundary defining function for M. This is equivalent to the more
standard definition that requires that, in a local trivialization, the principal
part of A be given by b-vector fields®. For such A one has

AcupObD N B F) (26)

4Beware that some references use different orderings of the indices. In particular, in [11]
the indices are ordered as in (&, &¢, £x), the convention used here is more standard now.

5Recall that V), is given by all vector fields that are tangential to M. The claim follows
from the fact that V, is equivalently given by all vector fields V with V (pC>(M)) C pC>°(M).
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Lemma 5. The de Rham differential d : Q(M,0M) — Q(M,0M) is a first
order b-differential operator, in particular d € O8O (M ANT*(M, OM)).

This fails if the de Rham differential is viewed as a map d : Q(M) — Q(M).

Proof. Using Q(M,0M) = dp A Q(M) + pQ(M) one gets d(pQ(M,0M)) C
pQUM,OM) as required. Alternatively, one can make a local calculation using
the trivialization (7): For smooth functions f, g and every multiindex I one has
d((fdp+gp) Ndy") = ((9y: )dy' + (pd,g) +9) Ndp Ady" +(8,: g)pdy’ Ady, so in
this trivialization, the principal part of d is given by the b-vector fields (4). O

Composition. Commutators. Mapping properties. We state proper-
ties of b-pseudodifferential operators that will be used later on.

Unlike the full calculus, the space of b-pseudodifferential operators in Def-
inition 1 is not closed under composition. For example, even if one composes
operators whose Schwartz kernels are smooth on M, b2, their composition can have
logarithmic behavior at the boundary faces. In this article we will not encounter
this effect, that is, all compositions that we need stay in the more restrictive
space in Definition 1. These compositions are summarized in the next lemma.

Lemma 6. Let m,m’ € RU{—oc} and let £, E', E" be one of the triples

5 5/ 6//
(&x, &, Ent) (&, 0,0) (& + &y Epy Evt + EF)
(Ef‘fa@vgrf) ((Z)’ l/faf";f) (@,5{{ +51/fa61:f)

(&, 0,0) (&> s Eit) (& + &g, Er + Ep, i)

where Eg,...,E € No U {0}, with the understanding that £ + 0 = @ for all
(e NoU{0}. If A € UE(M) and B € W€ (M) then Ao B € Wy+m €" (7).

Proof. By [11, Theorem 3.15]. O
We recall a commutation result.
Lemma 7. Let A € U¢(M) with m € RU{—o0} and £ € (No U {0})3,

let V€ Vy, and let f € p'C>®(M) where £ € Ng and p is a boundary defining
function for OM. Then

(A, f] € U= LEnttann) (£r) (27a)
(A, FV] € Wy Eettanso (ag) (27b)
where |-, -] is the commutator.

Proof. Let K4 be the Schwartz kernel of A. Then the kernel of [A, f] is
(Thf — 7L f)Ka

The pullback of 75 f — 7} f along the blowdown map vanishes along diag, C M7,
and vanishes to order ¢ at ff, which implies (27a). We show that both terms in

(A, fV] = fIAVI+[A IV

11



are in (27b). First term: We have f € U400 (A1) and [A, V] € U7»€(M) by
[11, Proposition 3.30]. Then Lemma 6 implies that this term is in (27b). Second
term: This follows from (27a) and (26) and Lemma 6. O

Recall the weighted b-Sobolev norms || - || szs(ar) in (5). The functions
C>°(M) are dense in the corresponding weighted b-Sobolev spaces p® Hi (M).

Lemma 8. Let s,m,6,8' € R and € = (Ex, Ex, Ext) € (NoU{0})? such that
5{{25/75 51{*5l>*% Erf+5>*%

with the understanding that each inequality that involves (Z)'holds trivially. If
A € UE(M) then there exists C > 0 such that for all f € C>(M) one has

HApré’Hgfm(M) < O\ fll po g () (28)

In particular, A extends to a bounded linear map p° Hi (M) — p‘s,Hlf_m(M).

Proof. By [11, Corollary 3.23 and Theorem 3.25]. O

Remark 2. Lemma 6, 7, 8 hold analogously for maps between sections of
vector bundles, where in (28) the norms are taken componentwise relative to
local trivializations of the bundles. It is understood that the trivializations are
regular up to the boundary of M.

3 Collar neighborhood of boundary

We construct the chain homotopy (2) in a collar neighborhood of the bound-
ary. Let Y be a smooth connected closed manifold. Define U = [0,1] x Y, where
we denote by ¢ the coordinate on the first factor [0, 1], and denote Yy = {0} x Y.
The relative forms Q (U, Y}) are given by all forms on U whose pullback along
the inclusion Yy <+ U vanishes. This complex is exact, which follows from the
fact that the complex of forms on [0, 1] whose pullback to 0 vanishes, is exact.

Lemma 9. Let U = [0,1] x Y be as above. There exists an R-linear map
G: Q*U,Yy) — QYU Yo)
defined for every integer k, with the following properties:
(al) Algebraic control: It satisfies 1 = dG + Gd.
(a2) Support control: For all0 < e <1 and all w € Q(U,Ys),
wl<e=0 = (Gw)lt<e =0
(a3) Analytic control: If p € C* ([0, 1]) vanishes in a neighborhood of t =1 then
pGe € Wy WO AT (U, ) (29)
where NT*(U,Yy) is the bundle whose space of smooth sections is Q(U, Yp).

We prove this lemma in the remainder of this section. The proof is con-
structive. In Section 3.1 we define an operator that satisfies (al) and (a2). In
Sections 3.2 and 3.3 we show that it also satisfies (a3).

12



1 ) {1} xY 1 {1} xY

ha+o(s, (t,y))

®,y)
0 b {0} xY 0 \; {0} xY

®alY)

a(y)

Figure 2: Left: The figure shows the interval [0, 1] times a patch on Y. The two lines
indicate the path [0,1] 3 s — hq(s, (¢,y)) for a = 0 respectively for a general a # 0,
where s = 1 corresponds to the starting point (¢,y). Depending on the value of a, the
paths approach different boundary points. Right: For a starting point (¢,y) with t’ < t,
the angle between the two paths increases, and they approach the same boundary points
for all values of ¢/, including when ¢’ = 0.

3.1 Definition of operator

We start with some preliminary definitions. Fix ¢ > dimY smooth vector
fields V4,...,Vp on Y that pointwise span the tangent space. Since Y is closed,
the vector fields are complete. For i = 1...¢let ¥ : R x Y — Y be the flow
of V;. For every a € R define ¢, : Y — Y by ¢, = (b}:} 0---0 gb:l/f and define

ha : [Oa 1] xU—=U (Sa (tay)) = (Staqﬁ(lfs)a(y)) (30)

Here s is the coordinate on [0, 1], and (¢,y) is in U = [0,1] x Y. See Figure 2.
Remark 3. For each a the map h, is a topological homotopy between the
identity he(1,-) and the map hy(0,-). The image of h,(0,-) is contained in the
boundary component Yy = {0} x Y, but its restriction to Yj is not the identity
map for general a # 0, see Figure 2. This property will be important to conclude
that the chain homotopy (31) below satisfies (a3) in Lemma 9. Geometrically
it means that the average in (31) does not degenerate at the boundary, in the
sense that the Schwartz kernel is smoothed out including at the boundary. By

contrast, the average over translations in the Bogovskii operator (1) can be seen
to degenerate, leading to non-optimal mapping properties.

Fiber integration is the map 7, : Q([0,1] x U) — Q(U) given by
1
W :/ Ja(ta, (w))ds
0

Here s is the coordinate on [0, 1], ¢ denotes interior multiplication, and j} is the
pullback along the map js : U — [0,1] x U given by js(¢,y) = (s, (¢t,y)).

Definition 2. For every a € RY define the R-linear map
Go =m0’ : QFU, YY) — QU Yp)

where k is any integer. For every smooth function ¢ : R¢ — [0, 00) with compact
support and f]R’»’ ((a)da =1 define

Ge = C(a)Gada : QF(U,Yy) — QLU Yp) (31)
]Rj,

The dependence on the fixed vector fields Vi, ..., Vy is suppressed in the notation.
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The map G, indeed maps relative forms to relative forms, using the fact
that h, o js 04 maps to Yy, where i : Yy < U is the natural inclusion.

Lemma 10. For all { the map G¢ satisfies (al) and (a2) in Lemma 9.

The property (al) would fail if G¢ was defined on all forms rather than just
relative forms.

Proof. Tt suffices to check the lemma for G,. (al): Following the proof
of the Poincaré lemma one obtains 1 — h,(0,-)* = dG, + G.d, where h,(0,-)*
vanishes on relative forms. (a2): The value of G, (w) at (t,y) € U is

1 53k *
(Ga(W))(t:y) = [y dato. (how)(s, (t,y)) ds
where by (30) the form w is only evaluated at points (¢/,y) with ¢ < t. O

In the next two sections we show that for all ¢ with support in a sufficiently
small ball around the origin, G¢ satisfies (a3) in Lemma 9. This uses the average
over a. To illustrate this we first consider a toy case where Y is parallelizable.

Ezxample 1. Let Y = (R/Z)? be the g-dimensional torus with standard
coordinates y. Choose £ = ¢ and V; = 0,:, which yields ¢,(y) = y + a. To
show that G satisfies (a3) in Lemma 9 one must show that each component
of Gy with respect to a C°°(U)-basis of Q(U,Yp) is in ¥ H(©0.0/(17). For
concreteness we only consider one such component: For every f € C*(U)
consider in G¢(fdt Ady' A--- A dy?) the coefficient function of tdy' A --- A dy?,
and denote it by g¢(f). This is a map g¢ : C(U) — C*(U). Explicitly,

9¢(f)(t,y) :/ §(a)(/()1f(st,y+(1—s)a)ds) da

Ra
Assume that supp(¢) is contained in a ball with small radius € > 0 around the
origin. Then we can substitute (s,a) with (¢, y") = (st,y + (1 — s)a), obtaining

9c(f)(t,y) = /Be(y) (% /Ot a 1u)q4({_3)f(t’,y')dt’) dy'

where we set u = t'/t, and where B¢(y) is the ball of radius € around y. From
this formula one can easily read off the Schwartz kernel K of g¢, which is

1 !
K(ta Y, t/a y/) = XB.(y) (yl)H(l - u) (1 — u)qg(%
as a section of (19) with F and F the trivial bundle, and for the purpose of
this example we have identified H(F, F') with the trivial bundle using |dtdy| and
|dt’'dy’| as reference densities. Here H is the Heaviside function, in particular
the kernel vanishes for u > 1. To check pgc¢ € \Ifb_l’(o’@’o)(U) we pullback K to
the b-double space (see Figure 1) where due to the support of ¢ we are away
from ¢t = 1 and away from ¢’ = 1. This pullback has support away from the
left face, where the projective coordinates (t,y,u,y’) are regular coordinates,
and t is a boundary defining function for the front face, see Remark 1. Note
that t_1|dtdydt’dy'|% = t_%|dtdydudy’|%. From Lemma 4 with m = ¢ it is
then immediate that this pullback is classical conormal of order —1 along the
b-diagonal u = 1, y = ¢/, up to the singular factor 2, consistent with (24).

N
- 3) S ldtdydt'dy|?
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3.2 Auxiliary geometric constructions

The constructions in this section will be used to make a substitution similar
to that in Example 1. Fix an auxiliary Riemannian metric on Y. Let dist :
Y xY — IR be the associated distance function. For ¢ > 0 we denote

diag (V) = {(y,v') € Y x Y | dist(y,y’) < €}

For y € Y we denote by B(y,Y) = {y € Y | dist(y,y’) < €} the open metric
ball of radius € around y, and by exp, : 7Y — Y the exponential map.

Define the vector bundle map L : Y x R? — TY that is fiberwise given by
‘
L,:R = T,Y a— ZaZVi(y)
i=1
The assumption that the vector fields V; pointwise span the tangent space im-
plies that L is fiberwise surjective. Thus it defines a direct sum decomposition
VxR =WeaWwt

where W and W+ are the bundles whose fibers are W, = ker(L,) respectively
the orthogonal complement Wyl = ker(L,)*, using the standard inner product.

We denote by B,.(W,), B,(W;") the open balls of radius r > 0 around the origin.

Lemma 11. There exist €,r,7" > 0 such that the following holds.

o For all (y,y') € diag (Y) and ag € B.(W,) there exists a unique a1 €
By (W) such that ¢pag@a, (y) = y'. Denoting this ay by A(y,y', ao) yields

¢ao®A(y,y’,ao)(y) = y/ (32)

One has A(y,y,0) = 0. The section A(y,y’,a0) depends smoothly on
¥,y , a0, and extends smoothly to the closures of diag, (Y') and of B.(Wy).

o Forally €Y and all ay € B.(W,) the map
A(yv i) a’O) : Bﬁ(ya Y) - WyL (33)

is a diffeomorphism onto its image. Moreover for all ¢ € [0,1] and all
ag € Be(W,) one has BCT(W;) C A(y, Bee(y,Y), ag).

If the lemma holds for one triple of parameters ¢, 7,7/, then for every smaller
€ there exists a smaller r such that the lemma still holds.

Proof. This is a routine application of the implicit function theorem. [l
For every y € Y the Lebesgue measure da on R induces measures day and

da; on W, respectively Wy{ using the standard inner product. Let e, 7,7" > 0 be
as in Lemma 11. Then for every y € Y and ag € B,(W,) define the one-density

Hy,ag = A(yv ) aO)*dal S COO(BE(ya Y)7 |Q|1) (34)
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where we take the pullback along the diffeomorphism (33). The density py o, (y')
depends smoothly on y,1’, ag and it is nowhere zero.

In local trivializations A(y,y’,a) is approximately y’ — y, which is made
precise in the next lemma.

Lemma 12. Let €,7,7" > 0 be constants for which Lemma 11 holds and
such that € is strictly smaller than the injectivity radius® of Y. Then there exists
C4 > 0 such that for all (y,y') € diag. (Y') and ag € B, (W) one has

[AQy, ' a0) = (Lylwg) ™ expy ' ()l < Caldist(y,y)* + llaol®)  (35)

Proof. By Taylor’s theorem it suffices to show that the difference on the
left hand side of (35) and its derivatives with respect to y,y’, ap vanish when
y =9y and ap = 0. It vanishes there because A(y,y,0) = 0 by Lemma 11 and
exp,’ L(y) = 0. The derivatives of A can be computed by differentiating (32).
For example, the Jacobian of A with respect to y equals 7(Ly|WyL)71, hence
the Jacobian of the difference in (35) vanishes. Analogously for y’, ao. O

The quotient (y' —y)/(1 — u) in Example 1 will be replaced by A(y,y’, (1 —
w)ag)/(1 — u) in the general analysis, which we control using the next lemma.

Lemma 13. Set Cp = supycy || Ly|w || using the 0?2 matriz norm. Let
e,r,v" >0, Cy > 0 be constants for which Lemma 11 and 12 hold and for which

Ca(2Cre+r)<1 (36)
Then for all (y,y') € diag (Y), all ap € B(Wy) and all s € [0,1] one has

dist(y,y’) > (2CL)rs = ||A(y,y’, sao)|| > rs (37)

Proof. By the reverse triangle inequality || A(y,y’, sag)|| > |f — g| where

F=1Lylwe) ™ expy (1)l = Frdist(y, y')
9= Ay, y',sa0) = (Lylw2) ™" expy ' (y)]]
< Cal(edist(y,y') + sr?)

using || exp, ! (y/)|| = dist(y,y’) and Lemma 12. Therefore
f—=9>(g; — Cae)dist(y,y') — Casr®

By (36) the first term on the right hand side is nonnegative. Hence we can use
the lower bound for dist(y,y’), which yields

f—g>rs(2—Ca(2CLe+r)) >rs

where we again use (36). Since this is nonnegative, it implies the claim. O

6That is, for every y € Y the map exp, is a diffeomorphism B(7yY) — Be(y,Y).
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3.3 Analysis of Schwartz kernel

Here we derive a formula for the Schwartz kernel of G¢, similar to Example
1. We then lift the kernel to the b-double space discussed in Section 2.2, which
will identify G, as a b-pseudodifferential operator and prove (a3) in Lemma 9.

For the remainder of this section we fix constants e, 7,7’ > 0 for which
Lemmas 11, 12, 13 hold. We also fix a function ( as in Definition 2 that satisfies

supp(¢) € Bz (R") (38)
For every a € Rf and s € [0,1] define the auxiliary R-linear map
Qa,s) = jie. b+ QUU,Yy) = QU,Yo)

using notation from Section 3.1; note that G, (w) = fol Q(a, s)(w) ds. This map
depends smoothly on a,s. Moreover, for every p € U there exists a unique
@p(a, s) € Homg (AT, (U, Yo), AT (U, Yp)) such that for all w € Q(U, ),

(Q(a, s)(@)(p) = Qp(a, s) (w(ha(s,p))) (39)

where AT, (U,Yp) is the fiber of AT*(U,Yp) at p. The map Qp(a,s) depends
smoothly on p, a, s.

Lemma 14. For allw € Q(U,Yy) and (t,y) € U with t # 0 one has

1/t 1
(Gg(w))(t,y):/w (Z/o /B(yy)WC(ao@a1) (40)
Q{00 @ ar, ) (@(t',y')) djty, (1 -wyao (v dt') dag

! A(y,y’,(1—
where we set u =% and a; = 7(“’1’(7“ wao)

Qt,y(ao @ aj,u) € Homp (/\T;ﬁy/(U, Yb), /\T;fy(U, Yo))

, in particular, with (32),

The integral converges absolutely. The integrand vanishes when dist(y,y’) > 5.

Proof. By Fubini, (38), (39) and (30) we have

Ge@itn = [ " I o "
C(a)Q¢y(a,s) (w(st, (b(l_s)a(y))) daids dag

where a = ag @ a;. For t # 0 consider the map
1
(0,) x Be(y,Y) — (0,1) x W,

rA , /1 4t a
(t',y') = (5, AL

(42)

By Lemma 11 this is a diffeomorphism onto its image, and the image contains
(0,1)x Bz (W;"). Hence we can substitute, which yields (40), using (32) and the
definition of 4z in (34). The image of the restriction of (42) to (0,t) x Bs(y,Y)
also contains (0,1) x Bz (W), hence the integrand of (40) vanishes when ¢’ ¢
Be(y,Y). Clearly the integral (41) converges absolutely. Since it agrees with
(40) up to substitution, also (40) converges absolutely. O
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Recall the discussion of the Schwartz kernels in (18).

Lemma 15. The map G¢ has a Schwartz kernel
Kg, € D (U?, Hom(AT*(U, Yy), NT*(U, Yy)) @ 73|")

It is absolutely integrable on U?. As a function of (t,y,t',y’) € U? it is given,
for0O<t#t, by

Ka (t,y.t'y') = /

Wy

) 1
(EH(t = )Xaing, () (0 ¥') [T yamy
(43)

((ao © a1)Qty(a0 © a1,w) © | 11y, (1 -uya0 (')) dao

A.y'.(1—w)ao)

’ . . . .
where u = % and a1 = . Here H is the Heaviside function and
€

u
Xdiag, (v) the characteristic function. The kernel vanishes when dist(y,y’) > 5.

Proof. One checks that (43) defines an absolutely integrable distribution by
using the substitution (42). Then (43) is the Schwartz kernel of G¢ by Lemma
14 and Fubini. It vanishes for dist(y,y’) > § because the integrand of (40)
vanishes there. O

Lemma 16. The map G¢ satisfies (a3) in Lemma 9.
Proof. Abbreviate E = AT*(U,Yp) and ¢ = dimY. The Schwartz kernel
of pGeyp is
K = (n;¢)(rhe)Ke, € D(U?, Hom(E, E) @ n5|Q|")
with K¢, as in Lemma 15. As explained in (19), this is equivalently a section
K e D(U%, H(E,E) ® |Q]*) (44)

Fix a nowhere vanishing reference density y € C°° (U, |2|2). For (t,y,t',y') € U?
with (y,y’) € diag (Y') and for ag € B,(W,) define

|t [1y,aq (y7)
F(a’Ovtayvt/ay/) = W,2(?5//,;/)

where 42 is the second tensor power of 7, which is a one-density. Then T is a
smooth nowhere vanishing function by (34). We factor K in (44) as

K =K ® $(n;7)(7k) (45)

where K € D(U?,H(E, E)). By Lemma 15 this is given, for 0 < ¢t # ', by

K(ty,t'y) = /Wy PPEVH (= #)Xaiag. 1) (0, y/)(l—ilu)q (46)

(lao ® ar)T((1 = w)ao, t,y, ',y ) Q1 y(ao @ ay,u) dag
t/
T
composing Q¢ (ao ® a1, u) with multiplication by (¢, ") respectively #y)

withu =% and a; = %ﬂ:")a“), and Qtyy (a0 P aq, u) given by pre- and post-
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rfo = {u = 0}

Figure 3: The figure illustrates the subspace X ~ [[0,1)2,(0,0)] x Y2 of U2, where the
factor Y2 is suppressed. The support of By K is contained in the gray region.

Define the b-double space 3, : U? — U? as in (13), and for i = 0,1 define
ff;, 1f;, rf; as in (14) with M = U and Y; = {i} x Y. The kernel K vanishes in
a neighborhood of t = 1 and of ¢ = 1, hence its pullback to Ub2 has compact
support in the subset X C U? given by

X = [([O’ 1) x Y)2’YE)2] = [[Oa 1)2’ (050)] x Y?

See Figure 3. In particular it vanishes around ffy, 1f;, rf;. Furthermore the kernel
K vanishes for t < ¢/, hence its pullback to U? vanishes around Ify. This explains
in particular the empty index at the left face in (29). On X \ lfy the projective
coordinates (¢, y,u,y’) with u = t—t, are regular coordinates. In these coordinates:

e t and u are boundary defining functions for ffy respectively rfy.
e The b-diagonal is given by u =1, y = ¢/.
e The blowdown map is given by By (¢, y,u,y’) = (¢, y, tu, y').
Therefore for (29) it remains to show that
VIBK € I3 (U7 diagy; 5 (H(E, E)) © |]*) (47)
Using (45) we have
VB K = By K @ 283 ((ni7) (mR)

where the second factor is a smooth nowhere vanishing half-density on X \ lfy.
To see this use §; |dtdt’| = t|dtdu|. Hence for (47) it remains to show that

BrK € I7' (U, diagy; By H(E, E)) (48)
Using (46), for (t,y,u,y’) € X \ lfy with u # 1 we have

(@RmewU:/

w@ﬂwwufwm%ﬁw%w(l
Wy

1—u) (49)
((ao ® a1)T((1 = w)ao, t, y, tu,y')Qry (a0 ® a1, u) dag
where a; = A@:L0-wa0) ppey by Lemma 13 and (38) and by Lemma 15,
1

supp(Bi K) € {(t,y,u,y/) e X \1Ufp |0 <u<1
dist(y, ')
dist(y, ')

(50)

<3
<2Cpr(1—w)}
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where C';, > 0 is a constant defined in Lemma 13. We claim that
Bi K is smooth on UZ \ diag, (51)

To check this let p = (¢,y,u,y’) € supp(ﬂl’:f() \ diag,. Then (50) and p ¢ diag,
imply v < 1, hence ﬂg‘f( is smooth around p because ¢, ¢, T, Q, A are smooth,
using Lemma 11.

We now analyze 3; K near the b-diagonal, where we use the blowup g :
[U2,diagy] — U2 in (16). Let p be a boundary defining function for 8] *(diag,).
Then by Lemma 4 with m = g, for (48) it suffices to show that

pl(B5 By K) € C>([U, diag,], B3B8 H(E, E))

By (51) this section is smooth away from 35 (diag,). We now show that for all
p € diag one has

p?(B56; K) is smooth around 87 (p) (52)

By (50) we can assume that p € X \ Ify. We denote S(p) = (0, Yo, to, ¥o)-

To show this we fix local coordinates around yy € Y such that yo corresponds
to the coordinate origin. By abuse of notation we will not distinguish between
points and their coordinates, so yg = 0. The coordinates around yog € Y induce
coordinates around (yo,y0) € Y2. We also fix local trivializations of the bundles
W and W+ around yo that respect the inner product on the fibers, and a local
trivialization of 8} H(E, E) around p.

Relative to these trivializations, ﬁg‘f( is a matrix whose entries are distribu-
tions around p. Let x be one such entry. Then, for Z C X \ lfy a sufficiently
small open neighborhood of p, there exists a smooth function

f:RIxRIxZ—R

whose support in the first and second arguments is contained in the ball of
radius /2 centered at the origin, and such that on Z one has

1 Aly,y', (1 —u)a
H(t,y,u,y/):H(l_u)m /]Rf* f(a’Oa ( 1(*’& ) O)atayau7yl)da0

The function f is defined by the formula (49), using the trivializations. It is
smooth because ¢, ¢, I', @ are smooth, and it has the given support by (38).
Fix an auxiliary smooth function ¢ : R?\ 0 — [0, 1] that satisfies 1)(\w) =

(w) for all A > 0 and w € R?\ 0, that is equal to 1 when |w;| < we, and that
vanishes identically when |w1| > 2wy. By (50) there exists ¢ > 0 such that

¥(|ly — 4'|l,¢(1 —u)) = 1 on the support of &

where, as explained above, we identify points with their coordinates. Then for
(52) it suffices to show that each of

Bi(w(ly — oIl c(1 —w))H(1 — u)) (53a)
pB5 (Yly — 'l (1 — u) 1) (53b)
B (ag, 2b0ouan) 4y, 4y (53c)
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is smooth around B3 Y(p), where in (53c) we require joint smoothness also in
ap € R To check this we introduce coordinates (z,z) around p that are
adapted to the b-diagonal. Concretely we set

z=(t—to,y+y) z=1-uy-y)
They range over a neighborhood of the origin in H x R™ where n = ¢+ 1 and
e H =TR" when p ¢ ffy.
o H={zeR"|z! >0} when p € ffy.

The point p corresponds to z = z = 0, and diag, is locally given by z = 0.
Relative to these coordinates, an open neighborhood of Bgl(p) in [UZ, diag,)
is given by an open neighborhood of 0 x (0 x S™~1) in

H x [R™,0] (54)

Here [R™,0] = [0,00) x S"~! using polar coordinates z = rw with 7 € [0,00)
and w € S"~1. We set p = r locally. We can now show that (53) are smooth,
when viewed as functions on (54), defined locally around = 0, r = 0:

e For r > 0 the functions (53a) and (53b) are equal to, respectively,
D8], ew' ) H (wh) D@l ew') e

where & = (w?,...,w™). The function (|||, cw!) vanishes around w! =
0, hence these are smooth functions of (r,w) € [0,00) x S™~1.

e Consider (53c). By the support of f we can assume |lag|| < 7/2. Let
(J.A)(z) € R7*™ be the Jacobian matrix of A(y,y’, (1—u)ag) with respect
to z and evaluated at (x,0) € HxR". By Lemma 12 this is independent of
ap, and for each z we have (J,1 A)(x) = 0 and the square matrix (JzA)(x)
is invertible, where 7 = (22,...,2"). By Taylor’s theorem with remainder

and using polar coordinates z = rw, for r > 0 we obtain

Aly,y', (1 —u)ag) (JzA)(z)d + TZijl w'w! Rij(z,rw, ag)

1—u wl

where R;; are smooth functions with values in R?, defined around (z, z) =
(0,0) and for |lag|| < r/2. Since (JzA)(x) is invertible, the numerator on
the right hand side is nonzero around r = 0, w! = 0. Since f has compact
support in the second argument, this implies that (53c) vanishes around
r =0, w! =0, thus it is smooth there. Away from w! = 0 the denominator
is nonzero, hence (53c) is smooth because f is smooth. Hence (53c) is a
smooth function of (z,r,w, ag) around = 0, r = 0, as claimed.

This concludes the proof of (52), and hence the proof of the lemma. O

Proof (of Lemma 9). Set G = G¢ and use Lemma 10 and Lemma 16. O
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4 Proof of Theorem 1

The strategy to prove Theorem 1 is as follows. We will first construct a
homotopy equivalence and a contraction (see Section 2.1):

Py

G homotopy C Q(M,0M) Qe (M) D G.c homotopy (55a)
I
Py

G g homotopy C Q(M7 6M) Hq (M) D 0 homotopy (55b)
Iy

Here Q.(M) are all forms that vanish in an $-neighborhood of the boundary;
and Hy(M) ~ H(M,0M) are the relative harmonic forms for a smooth Rieman-
nian metric g. The homotopy equivalence (55a) is obtained using Lemma 9 on
collar neighborhoods, with a homotopy G that has good analytic properties, it
preserves support and is b-pseudodifferential. The contraction (55b) is obtained
using the Hodge decomposition, with a homotopy Gy that does not have good
analytic properties. Homotopy equivalences can be composed, see Lemma 3.
We will compose (55) as follows, using (55a) twice:

(55b)

L), OV g (M) (56)

Q(M, M) Qo) 2 (,0M)
This yields a new contraction from Q(M,0M) to H,(M). The resulting homo-

topy on Q(M,0M) will be the map G in Theorem 1, explicitly,
G =Gy+ 15G:.Py+ I9P3GylyPy (57)

Here Gy only appears sandwiched between [Py, which maps to forms that
vanish in an ¢-neighborhood of the boundary. This will imply that G inherits
the good analytic properties of Gy, suitable for Theorem 1. The algebraic
properties will follow from the defining properties of a contraction.

The homotopy G can be used to solve the inhomogeneous equation dw = 7,
where 7 is a given exact relative form, namely d(Gn) = 1. The three terms in

(57) can be viewed as solving this equation in three steps:

d(Gon) =n—IaFon
d(IoGePon) = IyPon— (IoPo)*n
d(IoPoGrlaPon) = (IoPo)*n
In the first step the equation is solved near the boundary, the error IyPsn
vanishes near the boundary. In the second step the error is modified to (15 Pp)?7,
which is then conveniently solved using G in the third step.
We note that the specific composition (56) is chosen partly for convenience to

simplify the analysis. We have not pursued alternative constructions composing
fewer than three homotopy equivalences, since we saw no particular benefit.

4.1 Homotopy equivalence between
relative and compactly supported forms

We construct the homotopy equivalence (55a).
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Lemma 17. Let M, p; withi =1...N, and €y be as in Theorem 1. Define
QM) ={weQM)|Vi=1...N: w|, <o =0}

which is a subcomplex of the de Rham complex. Let Iy : Q. (M) — Q(M,0M)
be the inclusion. Then there exist R-linear maps

Go: QF(M,0M) — Q" (M,0M)

Py : QF(M,0M) — QF(M)

defined for every integer k, with the following properties:

(al) Algebraic control: The restriction of Go to Q.(M) maps to Q.(M). We
denote this restriction by G.. The four-tuple (Py, Iy, Go,G.) is a homo-
topy equivalence (see (10)) between Q(M,0M) and Q(M).

(a2) Support control: For all0 < e < ¢y, alli=1...N, and allw € Q(M,0M)
pi<e =0 = (Gow)

one has w

pi<e — 0.
(a83) Analytic control:

Gy € Uy BOLOY (AL AT (M, OM))
IyPy € WO (N AT (M, M)

Proof. We first prove the lemma for dim M > 2 and in the special case N =
1, denoting p; = p. Then OM is a connected closed manifold of dimension > 1.
Without loss of generality we can assume that ¢g = 1. Then, by assumption,
p~1([0,1]) is a collar neighborhood of OM. Fix an identification

P (0.1)) = [0,1], x OM (58)

Fix a smooth cutoff ¢ : M — [0, 1] that only depends on the value of p, that is
equal to 1 for p < 1, and vanishes for p > 2. Fix a map G : Q¥([0,1] x M, {0} x
OM) — QF=1([0,1] x M, {0} x M) as in Lemma 9 applied to Y = OM. Define

Go = oGy

(59)
Py=1-dGy— Goad

Note that G maps to smooth forms since ¢ = 0 for p > %. We check that Py
indeed maps relative to compactly supported forms. Let w € Q(M,90M). Then

dGo(w) = (dp) N G(pw) + pdG(pw) (60)
Go(dw) = pG(d(pw)) — eG((dp) A w) (61)

For p < 1 we have ¢ = 1, hence the first term in (60) vanishes there. Further-
more the second term in (61) vanishes there, using (a2) in Lemma 9. Hence

Py(w)] <1 =w — ¢(dG + Gd)(pw) = (1 - ©*)w =0

=

where for the second equality we use (al) in Lemma 9.
We check that (59) have the stated properties. (a2): By (a2) in Lemma 9.
(al): By (a2) with e = 3 the restriction of Gy to Qc(M) maps to Qc(M). We
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check the properties (11). Clearly I is a chain map; and Pp is a chain map by
Pyd = d — dGsd = dP, using d*> = 0; the remaining identities are immediate
from the definition of Py and Iy. (a3): For Gy this follows from (a3) in Lemma
9 and the fact that ¢ vanishes for p > %. For I5Ps we first show that

IgPy € WY O00 (N AT* (M, M) (62)

This holds separately for each of the three terms in IgPy = 1 — dGy — Gad,
using Lemma 5 and the composition rule in Lemma 6. Since IyPy maps to
forms that vanish for p < %, its Schwartz kernel vanishes in a neighborhood of
OM x M C M?, which includes the corner (OM)?2. Hence its pullback to the
b-double space vanishes in a neighborhood of the front face. Together with (62)
this implies (a3) for Iy Py. This concludes the proof for N = 1.

The proof for N > 2 is analogous, using the assumption that the collars are
disjoint. The definition of Gy in (59) is replaced by Gy = Zfil 0;Gip; with o;
a cutoff for the collar of Y;, and G; as in Lemma 9 applied to Y =Y.

We comment on the case dim M = 1, where the manifold is the interval [0, 1].
Here one must apply Lemma 9 with U = [0, 1] to each boundary component 0
and 1 of M separately. It is easy to see that Lemma 9 also holds when U = [0, 1],
here G is given by m.h* using the topological homotopy h(s,t) = st. O

4.2 Contraction from relative forms to homology

We construct the contraction (55b) using the Hodge decomposition. For a
compact Riemannian manifold (M, g) with boundary let

Hy(M) = {w € QM,0M) | dw =0, d,w =0}

be the finite-dimensional space of relative harmonic forms. Here d, is the codif-
ferential, given by 6, = (—1)3mM)E+D+1, gy on k-forms, with +, the Hodge
star operator. Recall that the inclusion of Hy(M) into the kernel of d induces
an isomorphism

H,(M) ~ H(M,0M)

Lemma 18. Let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold with
boundary. Let P : QU(M,0M) — Hy4(M) be the L?-orthogonal projection using
the inner product induced by the metric, and let Iy : Hy(M) — Q(M,0M) be
the inclusion. Then there exists an R-linear map

Gy = QF(M,0M) — Q*1(M,0M)
defined for every integer k, with the following properties:

(a1) Algebraic control: Viewing Hqa(M) as a complex with zero differential, the
triple (Pu, Iu, Gr) is a contraction (see (12)) from Q(M,0M) to Hq(M).

(a2) Analytic control: If ¢ € C°(M) vanishes in a neighborhood of OM then

Gro € U HOD (A AT (M, 0M))
Iy Pro € OO0 (N AT (M, M)
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Proof. Denote by i : 9M < M the natural inclusion. Denote by Py :
Q(M) — Hy(M) the L*-orthogonal projection, in particular Py is the restric-
tion of Pj; to relative forms. The Greens function of the Hodge Laplacian
Ay = —(04d + dd,) is [15, Chapter 5.9] the unique R-linear map

b QF(M) — {we QM) | i*w = 0, i*d,w = 0} (63)
that satisfies
~A,Gly=1-Pjy (64)

and Gy Pj; = 0 and P;;G = 0. By (63) the composition 6,G’%; maps relative
forms to relative forms, and we now define

Gu = (59G}{)|Q(]M,6M)

We show that this has the stated properties. (al): We check (11). Clearly
Iy is a chain map; Pp is a chain map because Pyd = 0, which follows from
integrating by parts where the boundary terms vanish for relative forms; we
have 1 — Iy Py = dGpg + Gpd by (64) and the fact that for all relative forms w
one has (dG; — G’y d)w = 0 because the left hand side is in the common kernel
of Ay and Pj; and satisfies homogeneous relative boundary conditions; clearly
Py Iy is the identity on Hy(M). (a2): We first show that

Lo € W0 (N AT M)

Since A, is elliptic, G; is a classical pseudodifferential operator of order —2 in
the interior of M. Hence it remains to show that the Schwartz kernel of G; is
smooth near every point in OM x (M \ OM). Near such a point the kernel of
the right hand side of (64) is smooth, therefore also the kernel of G%; is smooth,
because it solves a regular elliptic boundary value problem with smooth data
in the left factor of M?, depending parametrically on the right factor. Since §,
is a first order differential operator we obtain 6,G% ¢ € W= LOO (M AT*M).
Together with the fact that G maps relative to relative forms this implies (a2)
for Gg. The kernel of Iy Py is smooth on M?, which implies (a2) for Iy Py. O

4.3 Composition of homotopy equivalences
Proof (of Theorem 1). Define the complex Q.(M) as in Lemma 17. Fix:
e Maps Py, I, Gy, G, as in Lemma 17.

e A smooth Riemannian metric g on M.
Then fix maps Py, Iy, Gy as in Lemma 18.

We compose the second and third homotopy equivalences in (56). By (al)
in Lemma 17, (al) in Lemma 18, and Lemma 3, the triple

(P/:PHIB; I/:PBIH; G/:GC+P6GHIB) (65)

is a contraction (see (12)) from Q.(M) to H4(M). We now compose the first
homotopy equivalence in (56) with (65). By (al) in Lemma 17, the fact that
(65) is a contraction, and Lemma 3, the triple

(P:P’Pa,I:IaI/,G:GaJrIaG/Pa) (66)
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is a contraction from Q(M,dM) to Hy(M). In particular, see (11),

I, P are chain maps (67a)
1—-IP=dG+Gd (67Db)
1-PI=0 (67¢)

We show that G has the properties stated in Theorem 1. (al): By (67b) we
have IT = IP, hence II is a projection by (67¢), and IId = 0, dIl = 0 by (67a)
and the fact that the differential on Hy(M) is zero. (a2): By (65) and (66),

G =Gy+ 15G:.Py+ IgP3GylyPy (68)

The first term satisfies (3) by (a2) in Lemma 17. The second and third terms
both map to Q.(M), because Py maps to Q.(M), G, acts on Q.(M), and I is
the inclusion. Hence these two terms satisfy (3) as well. By (65) and (66) we
have Il = IP = Iy Pyl PylsPy, which maps to Q.(M) because Py does. (a3):
We show that each of the three terms in (68) is in Wy (0.0 (M AT*(M,0M)):

e The first by (a3) in Lemma 17.

e The second is equal to Go(IgPs), see (al) in Lemma 17. Thus it is in the
given space by (a3) in Lemma 17 and the composition rule in Lemma 6.

e The third is equal to (IpPs)(Gry)(IlgPs) where ¢ € C(M) is a cut-
off that vanishes identically in a neighborhood of M and is equal to 1
on the complement of UN,p;'([0,%]). By (a3) in Lemma 17, (a2) in
Lemma 18, and the composition rule in Lemma 6 we have (IgPy)(Gryp) €

L@ (A AT*(M, OM)). Applying Lemma 6 again yields the claim.

The statement for II follows from II = (IpPy)(Ig Puy)(lsPs), (23) in Lemma
17, (a2) in Lemma 18, and Lemma 6. Hence (a3) holds. O

5 Bogovskii type homotopy for de Rham on R”

In this section we apply Theorem 1 to the radial compactification of R™ with
n > 2. By definition, this is the compact manifold

R™ = (R" U ([0,00) x S"71)) /~ (69)

where x € R"™ and (¢,w) € [0,00) x S"~! are equivalent, z ~ (¢,w), if and only
if tx = w. It is diffeomorphic to the closed unit ball in R”.

Let (x) = \/1 + [|z||2. Then (x)~! is smooth on R", and a boundary defining
function for 9R™. The vector fields (x)0,1, ..., (x)0,n are a basis of the b-vector
fields Vj, on R™, see (4). This motivates the definition of the weighted b-Sobolev
norms ||« [|(z)-s s (rny on R™ in (8). The smooth compactly supported functions

are dense in the corresponding weighted b-Sobolev spaces (z) =% Hg(R™).

We denote by Q.(R™) the space of forms with compact support in R"™. By
the standard dz-basis we mean the basis of Q(IR™) given by all wedge products
of zero or more of the dz',. .., dz".
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Theorem 2. For every real number R > 0 there exists an R-linear map
G: QF(R",0R") — QF1(R", oR")
defined for every integer k, with the following properties:
(al) Algebraic control: The map II defined by
1-1I = dG+ Gd

is a projection to homology, equivalently given as follows: There exists y €
Q"(R") with pljz)>r =0, [g. it =1 such that for all w € QF(R™, OR™),

Mo = {(fw S = (70)
0 ifk<n-—1

(a2) Support control: For all r > R and all w € Q(R™, dR"),
Wapjzr =0 = (GW)|jz)zr =0

(a8) Analytic control: For all k = 0...n and s,0 € R with § > k — 5 there
exists a constant C > 0 such that for all w € QF(R"),

|Gw]l (z) =0+ HS T (R™) < Cllwll (x)=5Hg (R™) (71)

where the norms are taken componentwise using the standard dx-basis.

(a4) For all k = 0...n and 5,6 € R with § > k— %, alli =1...n and all

¢ € Ny, there exists C > 0 such that for all w € QF(R"),
1-¢
H[Ga (z) KBIJ w||<z>f5+17[Hlf+1(]R”’) s CHw”@V‘SHIf(]R")

where the norms are taken componentwise using the standard dx-basis.
Here [+, -] is the commutator, and Ly , is the Lie derivative of forms.

Note that by (a3) and by density, the map G extends to a bounded linear
map between the corresponding weighted b-Sobolev spaces.

Note that G restricts to a chain homotopy for the complex of compactly
supported forms Q.(IR™). It also restricts to a chain homotopy for the complex
of forms whose components are Schwartz functions, and the estimates (a3) and
(ad) also hold for such forms with Schwartz components.

For later reference observe that a C>(IR™)-basis of QF(R", JR") is given by
(2) = * D gy A A date 1<ig<---<ixr<n (72)

Proof. Fix ¢y = %. Fix a boundary defining function p € C*°(R") for 9R™
such that p=1([0, €]) is a collar neighborhood in the sense of Theorem 1 and

pz) =g onp ' ([0,e)) (73)

One may set p(z) = (||z]|2 4 ¢(z)?)"2 where ¢ : R" — [0,
tion that satisfies ¢(z) = 0 when |[z| > £ and ¢(z) = &

|z

| is a smooth func-
R

when |z < 2.

27



Let G be a map as in Theorem 1 applied to M = R, the boundary defining
function p, and €y = %. We check that this has the stated properties.
(al): Recall from standard de Rham homology that

dim H* (R, o) = { & TR=7 (74)
0 ifk<n—1

with isomorphism H"™(R™, OR") — R given by integration. We show (70) for
k < n—1: By (al) in Theorem 1 we have dllw = 0; then by (74) we have
Hw = dw' with o' € QF~1(R", 0R"); and then Mw = I?w = [dw’ = 0. Fix
any 1/ € Q"(R",0R") with [, p/ =1 and set p = II;/. Then plj|>g = 0 by
(a2) in Theorem 1 and (73), and [, p = . ¢/ =1 using dp’ = 0 and Stokes’
theorem. We now show (70) for k = n: Write

W = (w - (f]Rn w).u/) + (f]Rn w)u’

The first term vanishes in homology, hence it is in the kernel of II, hence

Hw = (f]Rn w)lp' = (f]Rn w)p

where we use linearity of II. This concludes the proof of (al).

(a2): This is a direct consequence of (a2) in Theorem 1, using (73).

(a3): By (a3) in Theorem 1 and Lemma 8, see also Remark 2, for all s,y € R
with g > —1 there exists Co > 0 such that for all w € Q%(R"),

G ay—s0 rrz+ @y < Collwlliy—s0 m (mom)

where the norms are taken componentwise using the C°°(IR")-basis (72) of
Q(R™,0R™). To be sure, this is a different basis than used in (71). Now the
claim follows from Lemma 19 below and setting d = do + k + 1 — ”T'H

(ad): Using (72) it is easy to see that (z)Ly , : Q(R", dR") — Q(R", 9R")
is a first order b-differential operator. Hence by (26) and Lemma 7,

[G, <~’C>7+1EaIJ c \pb—l,(z,@,o) (W; AT*(W7 8@))
Now one can conclude (a4) analogously to the proof of (a3). O

Remark 4. The restriction of G in Theorem 2 to top degree forms is a right
inverse of the divergence operator on R"™ for the Euclidean metric, up to the
usual integrability condition. We compare this to the Bogovskii right inverse
(1). The Bogovskii inverse satisfies (a2). It does not satisfy (a3), that is, there
exists no constant C' > 0 such that (71) holds for all compactly supported forms
w, for no s and §. To see this, one can apply the Bogovskii inverse to a moving
bump for which the norm on the right hand side is fixed, and show that the
left hand side grows as the bump moves to infinity. The Bogovskii inverse does
satisfy (a3) if one restricts to forms w whose support is contained in a fixed large
ball centered at the origin.

Lemma 19 (Equivalence of norms). Let §,s € R and k = 0...n. Recall
the following b-Sobolev norms for compactly supported functions f on R™:
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. ||f||H§(W) is the norm (5) with M = R".
o || fllzzmn) is the norm (8).
We use the following b-Sobolev norms for k-forms w € QF(R™):
o ||w||H§(W,/\kT*(W,aW)) is the norm given by applying || - ||H5(W) compo-
nentwise, using the O (R™)-basis (72) of the relative forms Q*(R™, OR™).
o |lwll g (mn arTemny is the norm given by applying || - || g rn) component-
wise, using the standard dz-basis of the forms QF(R™).

Then the following norms are equivalent:

[ P——— and |- Ly - 25 s ey (75)
(z) = Hy (R™) b
|| : || zy— 3 Hs (R™ ,ART*(R"™,0R"™ and || : ||<I>f(5+k+lfJ’—"2I)HS(]Rny/\kT*]Rn) (76)
(z) = Hy ( ( ) b

Proof. 1t suffices to consider 6 = 0. It suffices to consider s = 0, using
interpolation and duality, and the fact that (z)0,1,..., ()0~ is a basis of V.
Then (75) holds because (z)~("*Ddx! ... dz" is a smooth positive measure on
R"; for (76) use the change of basis between (72) and the standard dz-basis. O
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