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FORMAL SELF-ADJOINTNESS OF A FAMILY OF

CONFORMALLY INVARIANT BIDIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS

JEFFREY S. CASE AND ZETIAN YAN

Abstract. We prove that the curved Ovsienko–Redou operators and a re-
lated family of differential operators are formally self-adjoint. This verifies
two conjectures of Case, Lin, and Yuan.

1. Introduction

The GJMS operator of order 2k, introduced by Graham, Jenne, Mason, and
Sparling [7], is a conformally invariant differential operator with leading-order term
∆k defined on any Riemannian manifold (Mn, g) of dimension n ≥ 2k. It can be

defined by suitably restricting the power ∆̃k of the Laplacian of the Fefferman–

Graham ambient space [4]. While ∆̃k is formally self-adjoint in the ambient space,
this does not immediately imply that the GJMS operators are formally self-adjoint.

There are now two proofs that the GJMS operators are formally self-adjoint.
The first, due to Graham and Zworski [8] (cf. [3]), uses a realization of the GJMS
operators as poles of the scattering operator of a Poincaré space. The second, due
to Juhl [9] (cf. [5]), uses a remarkable formula for the GJMS operators in terms
of a family of formally self-adjoint second-order differential operators. The first
approach relies heavily on the equivalent characterization of the GJMS operators
as obstructions to formally extending a function to be harmonic in the ambient
space, while the second approach requires a complicated combinatorial argument.

Case, Lin, and Yuan [2] gave two generalizations of the GJMS operators; here
we discuss those which are plausibly formally self-adjoint. First is a family of
conformally invariant bidifferential operators

D2k : E
[
−n− 2k

3

]⊗2

→ E
[
−2n+ 2k

3

]

of total order 2k. They are called the curved Ovsienko–Redou operators

bcause they generalize a family of bidifferential operators constructed by Ovsienko
and Redou [10] on the sphere. The operators D2k are determined ambiently by

D̃2k(ũ⊗ ṽ) :=
∑

r+s+t=k

ar,s,t∆̃
r
(
(∆̃sũ)(∆̃tṽ)

)
,

ar,s,t :=
k!

r!s!t!

Γ
(
n+4k

6 − r
)
Γ
(
n+4k

6 − s
)
Γ
(
n+4k

6 − t
)

Γ
(
n−2k

6

)
Γ
(
n+4k

6

)2 ,
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on Ẽ
[
−n−2k

3

]
⊗ Ẽ

[
−n−2k

3

]
; in this paper, tensor products are over R. Second is a

family of conformally invariant differential operators

D2k,I : E
[
−n− 2k − 2ℓ

2

]
→ E

[
−n+ 2k + 2ℓ

2

]

of order 2k associated to a scalar Weyl invariant I of weight −2ℓ. These are

determined ambiently by a scalar Riemannian invariant Ĩ of weight −2ℓ and

D̃2k,Ĩ(ũ) :=
∑

r+s=k

br,s∆̃
r
(
Ĩ∆̃sũ

)
,

br,s :=
k!

r!s!

(ℓ+ s− 1)!(ℓ+ r − 1)!

(ℓ− 1)!2
,

on Ẽ
[
−n−2k−2ℓ

2

]
. See Section 2 for an explanation of our notation and a description

of how the ambient formulas determine conformally invariant operators.
The symmetry of the coefficients ar,s,t and br,s and the observations

Ẽ
[
−n− 2k

3

]
∋ ũ, ṽ, w̃ =⇒ ũD̃2k(ṽ ⊗ w̃) ∈ Ẽ [−n],

Ẽ
[
−n− 2k − 2ℓ

2

]
∋ ũ, ṽ =⇒ ũD̃2k,Ĩ(ṽ) ∈ Ẽ [−n],

imply that the induced operators D2k and D2k,I are plausibly formally self-adjoint.
Case, Lin, and Yuan [2] conjectured their formally self-adjointness and verified
this when k ≤ 3. The difficulty in this problem is that there is not an equivalent
description of these operators as an obstruction to solving some second-order PDE,
and hence the Graham–Zworski argument cannot be adapted to D2k or D2k,I .
Case, Lin, and Yuan instead adapted Juhl’s approach, with the constraint k ≤ 3
due to the difficulty of the combinatorial argument.

In this paper we develop a new, conceptually simple approach to proving formal
self-adjointness which verifies the Case–Lin–Yuan conjecture:

Theorem 1.1. Let (Mn, g) be a Riemannian manifold and let k ∈ N; if n is even,

then assume additionally that k ≤ n/2. Then D2k : E
[
−n−2k

3

]⊗2 → E
[
− 2n+2k

3

]
is

formally self-adjoint.

Theorem 1.2. Let (Mn, g) be a Riemannian manifold, let k ∈ N, and let I be
a scalar Weyl invariant of weight −2ℓ in the ambient space; if n is even, then
assume additionally that k ≤ n/2 if ℓ = 0 and k + ℓ ≤ n/2 + 1 if ℓ ≥ 1. Then
D2k,I : E

[
−n−2k−2ℓ

2

]
→ E

[
−n+2k+2ℓ

2

]
is formally self-adjoint.

The restrictions on k and k + ℓ when n is even ensure that the operators D2k

and D2k,I , respectively, are independent of the ambiguity of the ambient metric;
see Section 2 for details. When I = 1, the operator D2k,I is a nonzero multiple of
the GJMS operator of order 2k, and so Theorem 1.2 gives a new proof of its formal
self-adjointness.

The main idea in the proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 is to restrict the ambient

operators D̃2k and D̃2k,Ĩ to the Poincaré space (X̊, g+) equivalent to a given ambient

space. Their Dirichlet forms
∫

r>ε

(
ũD̃2k(ṽ ⊗ w̃)

)∣∣∣
X̊
dVg+ and

∫

r>ε

(
ũD̃2k,Ĩ(ṽ)

)∣∣∣
X̊
dVg+
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are both in O(log ε), and the coefficient of the log terms are the Dirichlet forms of
the respective operators D2k and D2k,I on M . The Divergence Theorem implies
that there are polydifferential operators B and BĨ such that

∫

r>ε

(
ũD2k(ṽ ⊗ w̃)− ṽD̃2k(ũ⊗ w̃)

)∣∣∣
X̊
dVg+ =

∫

r=ε

B(u ⊗ v ⊗ w) dAg+ ,

∫

r>ε

(
ũD̃2k,Ĩ(ṽ)− ṽD̃2k,Ĩ(ũ)

)∣∣∣
X̊
dVg+ =

∫

r=ε

BĨ(u ⊗ v) dAg+ .

Moreover, the right-hand sides cannot have a log term—they are in O(1)—and
hence D2k and D2k,I are formally self-adjoint; see Section 4 for details.

This paper is organized as follows:
In Section 2 we recall necessary background material on the ambient space and

give a unified construction of the operators D2k and D2k,I of Theorem 1.1 and
Theorem 1.2, respectively. Our construction differs slightly from that of Case, Lin,
and Yuan. We normalize our operators so thatD2k coincides with their construction
of the curved Ovsienko–Redou operators. While the operatorsD2k,I do not coincide
with the linear operators constructed by Case, Lin, and Yuan [2, Theorem 1.7], the
linear spans of our respective operators agree.

In Section 3 we describe the restrictions of D̃2k and D̃2k,Ĩ to (X̊, g+) and express

them in terms of linear combinations of compositions of ∆g++c for constants c ∈ R.
In Section 4 we realize the Dirichlet forms for D2k and D2k,I in terms of the

leading-order term of the corresponding Dirichlet forms in (X̊, g+). We then use
the simple formulas for the latter operators to deduce Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.

2. Ambient spaces and the Ovsienko–Redou operators

In this section we recall the construction [2] of the curved Ovsienko–Redou op-
erators and their related linear operators.

2.1. Ambient spaces. We begin by recalling the relevant aspects of the ambient
space, following Fefferman and Graham [4].

Let (Mn, c) be a conformal manifold of signature (p, q). Denote

G := {(x, gx) : x ∈M, g ∈ c} ⊂ S2T ∗M

and let π : G →M be the natural projection. We regard G as a principal R+-bundle
with dilation δλ : G → G, λ ∈ R+, given by

δλ(x, gx) := (x, λ2gx).

Denote by T := ∂
∂λ

∣∣
λ=1

δλ the infinitesimal generator of δλ. The canonical metric
is the degenerate metric g on G defined by

g(X,Y ) := gx(π∗X, π∗Y )

for X,Y ∈ T(x,gx)G. Note that δ∗λg = λ2g.
A choice of representative g ∈ c determines an identification R+ ×M ∼= G via

(t, x) ∼= (x, t2gx). In these coordinates, T(t,x) = t∂t and g(t,x) = t2π∗g.
Extend the projection and dilation to G × R in the natural way:

π(x, gx, ρ) := x,

δλ(x, gx, ρ) := (x, λ2gx, ρ),
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where ρ denotes the coordinate on R. We abuse notation and also denote by T the
infinitesimal generator of δλ : G×R → G×R. Let ι : G → G×R denote the inclusion

ι(x, gx) := (x, gx, 0). A pre-ambient space for (Mn, c) is a pair (G̃, g̃) consisting of
a dilation-invariant subspace G̃ ⊆ G ×R containing ι(G) and a pseudo-Riemannian
metric g̃ of signature (p+ 1, q + 1) satisfying δ∗λg̃ = λ2g̃ and ι∗g̃ = g.

An ambient space for (Mn, c) is a pre-ambient space (G̃, g̃) for (Mn, c) which
is formally Ricci flat; i.e.

• if n is odd, then Ric(g̃) ∈ O(ρ∞);
• if n is even, then Ric(g̃) ∈ O+(ρn/2−1).

Here O+(ρm) is the set of sections S of S2T ∗G̃ such that

(i) ρ−mS extends continuously to ι(G), and
(ii) for each z = (x, gx) ∈ G, there is an s ∈ S2T ∗

xM such that trgx s = 0 and
(ι∗(ρ−mS)(z) = (π∗s)(z).

Two ambient spaces (G̃j , g̃j), j ∈ {1, 2}, for (Mn, c) are ambient-equivalent if

there are open sets Uj ⊆ G̃j and a diffeomorphism Φ: U1 → U2 such that

(i) ι(G) ⊆ Uj for each j ∈ {1, 2};
(ii) each Uj is dilation-invariant and Φ commutes with dilations;
(iii) Φ ◦ ι = ι;
(iv) if n is odd, then Φ∗g̃2 − g̃1 ∈ O(ρ∞);
(v) if n is even, then Φ∗g̃2 − g̃1 ∈ O+(ρn/2).

Fefferman and Graham showed [4, Theorem 2.3] is that if (Mn, c) is a conformal
manifold, then there is a unique, up to ambient-equivalence, ambient space for
(Mn, c). In fact, they proved a stronger statement [4, Theorem 2.9(A)]: Let (Mn, c)
be a conformal manifold and pick a representative g ∈ c. Then there is an ε > 0
and a one-parameter family gρ, ρ ∈ (−ε, ε), of metrics on M such that g0 = g and

G̃ := G × (−ε, ε),
g̃ := 2ρ dt2 + 2t dt dρ+ t2gρ

(2.1)

defines an ambient space (G̃, g̃) for (Mn, c). We say that an ambient metric in the
form above is straight and normal.

Let (G̃, g̃) be the ambient space for (Mn, c). Denote by

Ẽ [w] :=
{
f̃ ∈ C∞(G̃) : δ∗λf̃ = λwf̃

}

the space of homogeneous functions on G̃ of weight w ∈ R. Note that f̃ ∈ Ẽ [w] if
and only if T f̃ = wf̃ . The space of conformal densities of weight w is

E [w] :=
{
ι∗f̃ ∈ C∞(G) : f̃ ∈ Ẽ [w]

}
.

Fix n ∈ N. An ambient scalar Riemannian invariant Ĩ is an assignment to

each ambient space (G̃n+2, g̃) of a linear combination Ĩg̃ of complete contractions of

(2.2) ∇̃N1 R̃m⊗ · · · ⊗ ∇̃Nℓ R̃m,

with ℓ ≥ 2, where ∇̃ and R̃m are the Levi-Civita connection and Riemann curvature

tensor, respectively, of g̃, we regard R̃m as a section of ⊗4T ∗G̃, and we use g̃−1 to
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take contractions. Any complete contraction of (2.2) is homogeneous of weight

w = −2ℓ−
ℓ∑

i=1

Ni.

We assume ℓ ≥ 2 because any complete contraction of ∇̃N R̃m is proportional to

∆̃N/2R̃ modulo ambient scalar Riemannian invariants, and ∆̃N/2R̃ = 0 when it is

independent of the ambiguity of g̃. If Ĩ is independent of the ambiguity of g̃, then

I := ι∗Ĩg̃ ∈ E [w] is independent of the choice of ambient space. A scalar Weyl

invariant is a scalar invariant I ∈ E [w] constructed in this way. Fefferman and
Graham gave a condition on the weight w which implies this independence:

Lemma 2.1 ([4, Proposition 9.1]). Let (G̃n+2, g̃) be a straight and normal ambient

space and let Ĩ ∈ Ẽ [w] be an ambient scalar Riemannian invariant. If w ≥ −n− 2,

then ι∗Ĩg̃ is independent of the ambiguity of g̃.

Bailey, Eastwood, and Graham [1, Theorem A] showed that every conformally
invariant scalar of weight w > −n is a Weyl invariant.

2.2. Conformally invariant polydifferential operators. Fix k, n ∈ N. An

ambient polydifferential operator D̃ of weight −2k is an assignment to each

ambient space (G̃n+2, g̃) of a linear map

D̃g̃ : Ẽ [w1]⊗ · · · ⊗ Ẽ [wj ] → Ẽ [w1 + · · ·+ wj − 2k]

such that D̃g̃(ũ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ũj) is a linear combination of complete contractions of

(2.3) ∇̃N1 ũ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ∇̃Nj ũj ⊗ ∇̃Nj+1 R̃m⊗ · · · ⊗ ∇̃Nℓ R̃m

with ℓ = j or ℓ ≥ j + 2. Necessarily the powers N1, . . . , Nℓ satisfy

ℓ∑

i=1

Ni + 2ℓ− 2j = 2k.

The total order of such a contraction is
∑j

i=1Ni. We say that D̃ is tangential if

ι∗(D̃g̃(ũ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ũj)) depends only on ι∗ũ1, . . . , ι
∗ũj and g̃ modulo its ambiguity.

On each conformal manifold (Mn, c), such an operator determines a conformally

invariant polydifferential operator

D : E [w1]⊗ · · · ⊗ E [wj ] → E [w1 + · · ·+ wj − 2k].

We will give a condition on the total order of an ambient polydifferential operator

which implies that it is independent of the ambiguity of g̃. Let (G̃, g̃) be a straight
and normal ambient space for (Mn, g). Following Fefferman and Graham [4], given
coordinates {xi}ni=1 on M and a multi-index A = (a1, . . . , ar) ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n,∞}r,
we denote by T̃A = T̃a1···ar

a component of a tensor T̃ ∈ ⊗kT ∗G̃, where the index
0 represents ∂t, an index i ∈ {1, . . . , n} represents ∂xi , and the index ∞ represents
∂ρ. The length of A is |A| := r and the strength of A is

‖A‖ := |{j : aj ∈ {1, . . . , n}}|+ 2 |{j : aj = ∞}| .
When f̃ ∈ C∞(G̃), we denote f̃a1···ar

:= ∇̃ar
· · · ∇̃a1

f̃ =: (∇̃r f̃)ar···a1
.

We first determine the dependence of the covariant derivatives ∇̃r f̃ of a function

f̃ ∈ C∞(G̃) on the ambiguity of g̃ (cf. [4, Proof of Proposition 6.2]).
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Lemma 2.2. Let (G̃n+2, g̃) be a straight and normal ambient space and let f̃ ∈ Ẽ [w].
Let A be a multi-index of length r := |A| and strength s := ‖A‖. Then f̃A mod
O(ρ(n−s)/2) depends only on g̃ mod O(ρn/2).

Proof. The proof is by induction in r. Since f̃ ∈ Ẽ [w], we see that LT ∇̃r f̃ = w∇̃r f̃ .

Combining this with the identity ∇̃T = g̃ yields

(2.4) ∇̃T ∇̃r f̃ = (w − r)∇̃r f̃ .

In particular, it suffices to consider the case (n − s)/2 ≤ n/2 − 1: If A is a multi-

index of strength s ≤ 1, then Equation (2.4) implies that f̃A is proportional to f̃

(if s = 0) or f̃a for some a ∈ {1, . . . , n} (if s = 1). In either case f̃A is independent
of g̃.

We now proceed with the induction. The claim is trivially true when r = 0.

For the inductive step, consider f̃Aa for A = (a1, . . . , ar) a multi-index of length
r and Aa := (a1, . . . , ar, a) the corresponding multi-index of length r + 1. Denote
s := ‖Aa‖ and s′ := ‖A‖.

Suppose first that a = 0. Then Equation (2.4) yields f̃Aa = (w − r)f̃A. The

required dependence of f̃Aa then follows from the inductive hypothesis.
Suppose next that a 6= 0. Write

f̃Aa = ∂af̃A − Γ̃b
aa1
f̃ba2···ar

− · · · − Γ̃b
aar

f̃a1···ar−1b.

If a 6= ∞, then s = s′ + 1 and hence ∂xiO(ρ(n−s′)/2) ⊆ O(ρ(n−s)/2). If instead

a = ∞, then s = s′ + 2 and hence ∂ρO(ρ
(n−s′)/2) = O(ρ(n−s)/2). In either case,

the inductive hypothesis then gives the required dependence of ∂af̃A. We now

consider the summand Γ̃b
aar

f̃a1···ar−1b; the remaining summands are similar. Since
(n − s)/2 ≤ n/2 − 1, the formula [4, Equation (3.16)] for the Christoffel symbols

of g̃ imply that Γ̃K
IJ mod O(ρ(n−s)/2) depends only on g̃ mod O(ρn/2), and so we

can ignore the ambiguity caused by the Christoffel symbols. The worst case for
the ambiguity caused by the inductive hypothesis is when b = ∞ and ar = 0, so
that ‖(a1, . . . , ar−1, b)‖ = s′ + 2. If a = ∞, then s′ + 2 = s, and so the required
dependence follows from the inductive hypothesis. If a 6= ∞, then the vanishing
of the Christoffel symbol Γ∞

a0 implies that the worst case does not happen. Thus
‖(a1, . . . , ar−1, b)‖ ≤ s′ +1 = s, and so again the required dependence follows from
the inductive hypothesis. �

We now give a condition on the total order of an ambient polydifferential operator
that implies that it is independent of the ambiguity of g̃ (cf. [4, Proposition 9.1]).

Corollary 2.3. Let (G̃n+2, g̃) be a straight and normal ambient space and let D̃ be
an ambient polydifferential operator of weight −2k. Suppose that

(i) n is odd,
(ii) k ≤ n/2, or

(iii) k ≤ n/2 + 1 and D̃ can be expressed as a linear combination of complete
contractions of tensors of the form (2.3) with ℓ ≥ j + 2.

Then D̃ is independent of the ambiguity of g̃.

Proof. The conclusion is clear when n is odd. Assume that n is even.
Since the component g̃ab at ρ = 0 of the inverse ambient metric is nonzero only if

‖ab‖ = 2, we see that a complete contraction of a tensor of the form (2.3) can only
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be nonzero on G if each contracted pair has strength two. Denote by S1, . . . , Sℓ

the strengths of the factors in a contributing monomial. Note that the sum of the
strengths must equal the total number of indices in a given monomial. Therefore

(2.5)

ℓ∑

i=1

Si =

ℓ∑

i=1

Ni + 4(ℓ− j) = 2(k + ℓ− j).

Clearly Si ≥ 0 if i ≤ j. Fefferman and Graham observed [4, Proposition 6.1] that
Si ≥ 4 if i ≥ j + 1.

Suppose first that k ≤ n/2. If i0 ∈ {1, . . . , j}, then Equation (2.5) yields

Si0 ≤
ℓ∑

i=1

Si − 4(ℓ− j) = 2(k − ℓ+ j) ≤ 2k ≤ n.

Moreover, equality holds if and only if k = n/2 and ℓ = j and Si = 0 for each

i 6= i0. If equality holds, then our monomial is proportional to (
∏

i6=i0
ũi)∆̃

n/2ũi0
modulo complete contractions of tensors of the form (2.3) with ℓ ≥ j+1; these will

be considered next. Graham et al. observed [7, Section 3] that (
∏

i6=i0
ũi)∆̃

n/2ũi0
is independent of the ambiguity of g̃. Otherwise Lemma 2.2 implies that the con-

tribution of the factor ∇̃Mi0 ũi0 is independent of the ambiguity of g̃. If instead
i0 ∈ {j + 1, . . . , ℓ}, then ℓ ≥ j + 1 and hence Equation (2.5) yields

Si0 ≤
ℓ∑

i=1

Si − 4(ℓ− j − 1) = 2(k + 2− ℓ+ j) ≤ n+ 2.

Moreover, equality holds if and only if k = n/2 and ℓ = j+1 and Si = 0 for i 6= i0.

If equality holds, then our monomial is proportional to ũ0 · · · ũj Ĩ for Ĩ a complete

contraction of ∇̃n/2 R̃m. Otherwise Si0 ≤ n + 1. In either case, Fefferman and
Graham showed [4, Propositions 6.2 and 9.1] that the contribution of the factor

∇̃Mi0 R̃m is independent of the ambiguity of g̃. We conclude that our monomial is
independent of the ambiguity of g̃.

Suppose now that ℓ ≥ j + 2 and k ≤ n/2 + 1. If i0 ∈ {1, . . . , j}, then Equa-
tion (2.5) yields

Si0 ≤
ℓ∑

i=1

Si − 4(ℓ− j) ≤ 2(k − ℓ+ j) ≤ 2k − 4 ≤ n− 2.

Lemma 2.2 then implies that the contribution of the factor ∇̃Mi0 ũi0 is independent
of the ambiguity of g̃. If instead i0 ∈ {j + 1, . . . , ℓ}, then Equation (2.5) yields

Si0 ≤
ℓ∑

i=1

Si − 4(ℓ− j − 1) ≤ 2(k + 2− ℓ+ j) ≤ 2k ≤ n+ 2.

Moreover, equality holds if and only if Si = 0 for each i ≤ j and Si = 4 for each
i ∈ {j+1, . . . , ℓ}\{i0}. Fefferman and Graham showed [4, Propositions 6.2 and 9.1]

that the contribution of the factor ∇̃Mi0 R̃m is independent of the ambiguity of g̃.
We again conclude that our monomial is independent of the ambiguity of g̃. �

Now let D : E
[
−n−2k

j+1

]⊗j → E
[
− jn+2k

j+1

]
be a conformally invariant polydifferen-

tial operator. Then for every compact conformal manifold (Mn, c), the Dirichlet
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form D : E
[
−n−2k

j+1

]⊗(j+1) → R determined by

D(u0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ uj) :=

∫

M

u0D(u1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ uj) dV,

is conformally invariant. We say thatD is formally self-adjoint ifD is symmetric.
This implies that D is itself symmetric.

We conclude this section by constructing the curved Ovsienko–Redou operators
D2k and their linear analogues D2k,I . To that end, we identify a tangential linear

combination of operators of the form ∆̃k−j ◦ f̃ ◦ ∆̃j for some fixed homogeneous

function f̃ ∈ Ẽ [w′] (cf. [2, Lemma 6.1]).

Lemma 2.4. Let (G̃, g̃) be an ambient space for a conformal manifold (Mn, c) and

let f̃ ∈ Ẽ [w′]. Let k ∈ N and w ∈ R. Define D̃2k,w,f̃ : Ẽ [w] → Ẽ [w + w′ − 2k] by

D̃2k,w,f̃(ũ) :=

k∑

j=0

aj∆̃
k−j

(
f̃∆̃j ũ

)
,

aj :=

(
k

j

)
Γ
(
j + k − w − w′ − n

2

)
Γ
(
n
2 + w − j

)

Γ
(
k − w − w′ − n

2

)
Γ
(
n
2 + w − k

) .

Then ι∗D̃2k,w,f̃(ũ) depends only on ι∗ũ, f̃ , and g̃.

Proof. Consider the defining function Q := |T |2 for ι(G) ⊆ G̃. It suffices to show

that the commutator [D̃2k,w,f̃ , Q] = 0 on Ẽ [w− 2], where Q is regarded as a multi-

plication operator. Graham et al. observed [7, Equation (1.8)] that

[∆̃ℓ, Q] = 2ℓ∆̃ℓ−1(2T + n+ 4− 2ℓ)

on C∞(G̃) for any ℓ ∈ N. Therefore

[D̃2k,w,f̃ , Q] =

k−1∑

j=0

bj∆̃
k−j−1 ◦ f̃ ◦ ∆̃j

on Ẽ [w − 2], where

bj = 2(j + 1)(n+ 2w − 2j − 2)aj+1 − 2(k − j)(2j + 2k − 2w − 2w′ − n)aj .

Our definition of aj yields bj = 0, and hence [D̃2k,w,f̃ , Q] = 0 on Ẽ [w − 2]. �

Note that D̃k,w,f̃ is not a differential operator in the sense of Subsection 2.1

because we do not require that f̃ is an ambient scalar Riemannian invariant. Ap-
plying Lemma 2.4 with a suitably chosen ambient scalar Riemannian invariant does
produce a tangential different operator:

Corollary 2.5. Let (Mn, c) be a conformal manifold and let Ĩ ∈ Ẽ [−2ℓ] be an ambi-
ent scalar Riemannian invariant. Let k ∈ N; if n is even, then assume additionally
that

(i) k ≤ n/2, if ℓ = 0; and
(ii) k + ℓ ≤ n/2 + 1, if ℓ ≥ 1.
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Then

D̃2k,Ĩ(ũ) :=
∑

r+s=k

k!

r!s!

(ℓ+ s− 1)!(ℓ+ r − 1)!

(ℓ − 1)!2
∆̃r

(
Ĩ∆̃sũ

)

defines a tangential differential operator D̃2k,Ĩ : Ẽ
[
−n−2k−2ℓ

2

]
→ Ẽ

[
−n+2k+2ℓ

2

]
. In

particular, the differential operator

D2k,I : E
[
−n− 2k − 2ℓ

2

]
→ E

[
−n+ 2k + 2ℓ

2

]
,

D2k,I(ι
∗ũ) := (D̃2k,Ĩ ũ) ◦ ι,

is conformally invariant.

Proof. Corollary 2.3 implies that D̃2k,Ĩ is independent of the ambiguity of g̃. Since

Ĩ ∈ Ẽ [−2ℓ], applying Lemma 2.4 then implies that

(2.6) D̃2k,Ĩ = D̃2k,w,Ĩ

is tangential, where w := −n
2 + k + ℓ. �

The curved Ovsienko–Redou operators arise by looking for tangential linear com-

binations of the operators D̃2k−2s,∆̃sf̃ .

Corollary 2.6. Let (Mn, c) be a conformal manifold. Let k ∈ N; if n is even, then
assume additionally that k ≤ n/2. Then

D̃2k(ũ⊗ ṽ) :=
∑

r+s+t=k

ar,s,t∆̃
r
(
(∆̃sũ)(∆̃tṽ)

)
,

ar,s,t :=
k!

r!s!t!

Γ
(
n+4k

6 − r
)
Γ
(
n+4k

6 − s
)
Γ
(
n+4k

6 − t
)

Γ
(
n−2k

6

)
Γ
(
n+4k

6

)2 ,

defines a tangential bidifferential operator D̃2k : Ẽ
[
−n−2k

3

]⊗2 → Ẽ
[
− 2n+2k

3

]
. In

particular, the bidifferential operator

D2k : E
[
−n− 2k

3

]⊗2

→ E
[
−2n+ 2k

3

]
,

D2k(ι
∗ũ⊗ ι∗ṽ) := D̃2k(ũ⊗ ṽ) ◦ ι

is conformally invariant.

Proof. Corollary 2.3 implies that D̃2k is independent of the ambiguity of g̃. Since

D̃2k(ũ⊗ ṽ) = D̃2k(ṽ ⊗ ũ), it thus suffices to show that D̃2k(ũ⊗ ṽ) ◦ ι depends only
on ι∗ṽ, ũ, and g̃ in order to conclude that D̃2k is tangential. Observe that

(2.7) D̃2k(ũ ⊗ ṽ) =

k∑

s=0

(
k

s

)
Γ
(
n+4k

6 − s
)
Γ
(
n−2k

6 + s
)2

Γ
(
n−2k

6

)
Γ
(
n+4k

6

)2 D̃2k−2s,−n−2k
3

,∆̃sũ(ṽ).

Applying Lemma 2.4 to each D̃2k−2s,−n−2k
3

,∆̃sũ implies that D̃2k(ũ⊗ ṽ) ◦ ι depends
only on ι∗ṽ, ũ, and g̃. �
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3. Poincaré spaces

In this section we give an equivalent description of the operators D̃2k,w,f̃ from

Lemma 2.4 in terms of the Poincaré space determined by a straight and normal

ambient metric. We restrict our attention to the case w = −n+w′−2k
2 , where w′ is

the weight of f̃ , as it is only in this case that the operator on (Mn, g) induced by

D̃2k,w,f̃ can be formally self-adjoint.

Let (G̃, g̃) be the straight and normal ambient space (2.1) for a representative
g ∈ c of a conformal manifold (Mn, c). Set r :=

√−2ρ and s := rt in the domain

G̃+ := {ρ < 0, t > 0} ⊆ G̃. In these coordinates,

g̃ = −ds2 + s2g+,

g+ = r−2(dr2 + g−r2/2).
(3.1)

The equation g̃(T, T ) = −1 defines a hypersurface X̊ ⊆ G̃. Since T = t∂t, we see

that X̊ = {s = 1}. Using Equation (3.1) to compute the Laplacian ∆̃ of g̃ in terms
of the Laplacian of g+ yields

(3.2) ∆̃ = s−2
(
∆g+ − (s∂s)

2 − ns∂s
)
.

Suppose that ũ ∈ Ẽ [w]. Thus there is a one-parameter family of functions
uρ ∈ C∞(M) such that ũ(t, x, ρ) = twuρ(x). Equivalently, ũ(r, x, s) = swû(r, x),

where û ∈ C∞(X̊) is the function û(r, x) = r−wu−r2/2(x). In particular, ũ is
determined by its restriction û = ũ|X̊ . Moreover, Equation (3.2) implies that

(3.3) ∆̃ũ = sw−2
(
∆g+ − w(n+ w)

)
û.

This leads to a formula relating the operators D̃2k,w,f̃ and

P2j,w :=

j−1∏

i=0

(
∆g+ − (w − 2i)(n+ w − 2i)

)

on (X̊, g+):

Lemma 3.1. Let (G̃, g̃) be the straight and normal ambient space for a representa-

tive g ∈ c of a conformal manifold (Mn, c). Let (X̊, g+) be the Poincaré manifold

determined by the variables r, s as in Equation (3.1). Let f̃ ∈ Ẽ [w′] and let k ∈ N.

Set w := −n+w′−2k
2 . If ũ ∈ Ẽ

[
w
]
, then

D̃2k,w,f̃(ũ)|X̊ =

k∑

i=0

k−i∑

j=0

ci,j(P2i,w ◦ f̂ ◦ P2j,w)(û),

ci,j := 4k−i−j k!

i!j!

Γ
(
n
2 + w − i

)
Γ
(
n
2 + w − j

)

Γ
(
n
2 + w − k

)2 ,

where û := ũ|X̊ and f̂ := f̃ |X̊ .
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Proof. Note that w + w′ − k = k − n− w. Lemma 2.4 and Equation (3.3) yield

(3.4) D̃2k,w,f̃ (ũ)|X̊ =
k∑

j=0

(
k

j

)
Γ
(
n
2 + w − k + j

)
Γ
(
n
2 + w − j

)

Γ
(
n
2 + w − k

)2

× (P2k−2j,2k−2j−n−w ◦ f̂ ◦ P2j,w)(û).

On the one hand, a simple reindexing in the definition of P2j,w yields

(3.5) P2k−2j,2k−2j−n−w = P2k−2j,w−2.

On the other hand, direct computation yields

∆g+ − (w − 2j)(n+ w − 2j) = ∆g+ − w(n+ w) + 2j(n+ 2w − 2j).

It follows that

P2j,w−2 = P2j,w + 4j
(n
2
+ w − j

)
P2j−2,w−2.

A simple induction argument yields

(3.6) P2j,w−2 =

j∑

i=0

4i
j!

(j − i)!

Γ
(
n
2 + w − j + i

)

Γ
(
n
2 + w − j

) P2j−2i,w .

Combining Equations (3.4), (3.5), and (3.6) yields

D̃2k,w,f̃(ũ)|X̊ =
k∑

j=0

k−j∑

i=0

4i
k!

j!(k − i− j)!

Γ
(
n
2 + w − k + i+ j

)
Γ
(
n
2 + w − j

)

Γ
(
n
2 + w − k

)2

× (P2k−2i−2j,w ◦ f̂ ◦ P2j,w)(û).

Reindexing the sum yields the final result. �

4. Formal self-adjointness

We are now ready to prove the formal self-adjointness of the curved Ovsienko–
Redou operators D2k and the conformally invariant operators D2k,I . To that end,
we identify their associated Dirichlet forms as the logarithmic term in the expansion
of the corresponding Dirichlet form in a Poincaré space. More generally:

Lemma 4.1. Let (G̃, g̃) be the straight and normal ambient space for a representa-

tive g ∈ c of a conformal manifold (Mn, c). Denote by (X̊, g+) the Poincaré space

determined by the variables r, s as in Equation (3.1). Let f̃ ∈ Ẽ [w′] and let k ∈ N.

Set w := −n+w′−2k
2 . Define D2k,w,f̃ : C

∞(M) → C∞(M) by

D2k,w,f̃(u) := D̃2k,w,f̃ (t
wπ∗u)|t=1,ρ=0.

If ũ, ṽ ∈ Ẽ [w], then
∫

r>ε

(
ṽD̃2k,w,f̃(ũ)

)∣∣∣
X̊
dVg+ = −

(∫

M

vD2k,w,f̃ (u) dVg

)
log ε+O(1)

as ε→ 0, where u := ũ|t=1,ρ=0 and v := ṽ|t=1,ρ=0.
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Proof. Note that 2w + w′ − 2k = −n. Thus ṽD̃2k,w,f̃ (ũ) ∈ Ẽ [−n]. Therefore
(
ṽD̃2k,w,f̃ (ũ)

)
|X̊ = vD2k,w,f̃(u)r

n +O(rn+2)

as r → 0. Graham observed [6, Equations (3.1) and (3.2)] that

dVg+ = r−n−1
(
1 +O(r2)

)
dVg dr

as r → 0. Direct calculation yields the final result. �

Combining Lemmas 3.1 and 4.1 implies that D2k,w,f̃ is formally self-adjoint.

Proposition 4.2. Let (G̃, g̃) be the straight and normal ambient space for a repre-

sentative g ∈ c of a conformal manifold (Mn, c). Denote by (X̊, g+) the Poincaré

space as in Equation (3.1). Let f̃ ∈ Ẽ [w′] and let k ∈ N. Set w := −n+w′−2k
2 .

Define D2k,w,f̃ : C
∞(M) → C∞(M) as in Lemma 4.1. Then

∫

M

vD2k,w,f̃u dVg =

∫

M

uD2k,w,f̃(v) dVg

for every compactly supported u, v ∈ C∞(M).

Proof. Let u, v ∈ C∞(M) be compactly supported. Set ũ := twπ∗u and ṽ := twπ∗v.
Given a function φ = φ(ε) such that φ ∈ O(log ε) as ε→ 0, denote

lpφ := lim
ε→0

φ(ε)

log(1/ε)
.

First, Lemma 4.1 yields

(4.1)

∫

M

(
vD2k,w,f̃ (u)− uD2k,w,f̃(v)

)
dVg

= lp

∫

r>ε

(
ṽD̃2k,w,f̃ (ũ)− ũD̃2k,w,f̃ (ṽ)

)∣∣∣
X̊
dVg+ .

Second, Lemma 3.1 and the symmetry ci,j = cj,i yield

(4.2)

∫

r>ε

(
ṽD̃2k,w,f̃(ũ)− ũD̃2k,w,f̃(ṽ)

)∣∣∣
X̊
dVg+

=

k∑

i+j=0

ci,j

∫

r>ε

(
v̂(P2i,w ◦ f̂ ◦ P2j,w)(û)− û(P2j,w ◦ f̂ ◦ P2i,w)(v̂)

)
dVg+ ,

where û := ũ|X̊ and v̂ := ṽ|X̊ . Third, observe that if 0 ≤ j ≤ i, then

P2i,w = P2i−2j,w−2j ◦ P2j,w.

Let ϕ̂, ψ̂ ∈ C∞(X̊). Write
∫

r>ε

(
ϕ̂P2i,wψ̂ − ψ̂P2i,wϕ̂

)
dVg+

=

i∑

ℓ=1

∫

r>ε

(
(P2i−2ℓ,w−2ℓϕ̂)P2ℓ,wψ̂ − (P2i−2ℓ+2,w−2ℓ+2ϕ̂)P2ℓ−2,wψ̂

)
dVg+

=
i∑

ℓ=1

∫

r>ε

(
(P2i−2ℓ,w−2ℓϕ̂)∆g+P2ℓ−2,wψ̂ − (∆g+P2i−2ℓ,w−2ℓϕ̂)P2ℓ−2,wψ̂

)
dVg+ .
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The Divergence Theorem yields
∫

r>ε

(
ϕ̂P2i,wψ̂ − ψ̂P2i,wϕ̂

)
dVg+

=

i∑

ℓ=1

∫

r=ε

(
(P2i−2ℓ,w−2ℓϕ̂)∇nP2ℓ−2,wψ̂ − (∇nP2i−2ℓ,w−2ℓϕ̂)P2ℓ−2,wψ̂

)
dAg+ ,

where n and dAg+ are the outward-pointing unit normal and the area element,
respectively, of {r = ε} with respect to g+. In particular,

lp

∫

r>ε

(
ϕ̂P2i,wψ̂ − ψ̂P2i,wϕ̂

)
dVg+ = 0.

Combining this with Equation (4.1) and (4.2) yields the final result. �

Our main results follow from Proposition 4.2 and tangentiality.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Corollary 2.6, it suffices to compute in the straight and
normal ambient space associated to a representative g ∈ c. Equation (2.7) and
Proposition 4.2 express D2k as a linear combination of formally self-adjoint opera-
tors. Therefore D2k is formally self-adjoint. �

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By Corollary 2.5, it suffices to compute in the straight and
normal ambient space associated to a representative g ∈ c. Combining Equa-
tion (2.6) with Proposition 4.2 realizesD2k,I as a formally self-adjoint operator. �
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