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ABSTRACT. We establish criteria which ensure that the difference of the re-
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INTRODUCTION

If A, B are closed operators acting in a Banach space % and if there is z €
p(A) N p(B) such that (A —z)~! — (B — z)~! is a compact operator, then we say
that B is a compact perturbation of A (see the end of this section for notations). If
this is the case, then the difference (A —z)~! — (B — z)~! is a compact operator
for all z € p(A) Np(B). In particular, if B is a compact perturbation of A, then A
and B have the same essential spectrum, the essential spectrum of a closed operator
S being the set of complex numbers A such that S — A is not Fredholm.

We are mainly interested in the case when A and B are differential operators
with complex measurable coefficients which are equal at infinity in a rather weak
sense. An important point then is that only a generalized version of the “qua-
dratic form domain” of the operator is explicitly known and one has not much
information about the domain of the operator.

To avoid this problem we shall work with operators constructed as follows.
Let ¢, 77, % be reflexive Banach spaces such that 4 C ¢ C % continuously
and densely and let Ag, By be continuous maps 4 — #". We assume that there



116 V. GEORGESCU AND S. GOLENIA

is a complex number z such that Ay — z and By — z are bijective maps ¢4 — %
and we define A and B as the restrictions of Ag and By to D(A) = A, L# and
D(B) = By LJ# respectively, considered as operators on . It is easy to see
that these are closed densely defined operators on .7 such that z € p(A) N p(B)
and our purpose is to find criteria such that (A —z) ™! — (B — z) ! be a compact
operator.

We summarize now a standard way of proving such a fact. We assume,
without loss of generality, that z = 0. Then AO_1 —B,! = Ao_l(Bo - AO)BO_1
holds in B(.#,%) and we get A~ — B~! = A;!(By — Ag)B~" in B(#). Thus if
Ao — By : 9 — ¢ is compact then B is a compact perturbation of A (but much
more is true, in fact Ay 1 By L. v — @isalso compact). Unfortunately this
assumption is never fulfilled if Ay, By are differential operators with distinct prin-
cipal part (for the natural choices of ¢, .¢). This also excludes singular lower or-
der perturbations, e.g. the important case of Dirac Hamiltonian’s with Coulomb
potentials.

If we require that Ag — By : D(B) — % be compact we get a more general
compactness criterion (D(B) is equipped with the graph topology and we have
D(B) C ¢ continuously and densely). Now perturbations of the principal part of
a differential operator and singular lower order terms are not a priori excluded,
cf. [17] for the Dirac case. However, in order to be able to use this criterion one
must have some information about D(B) which is quite difficult to get if B is a
singular differential operator.

In this paper we develop a new method for proving compactness of the
difference A~! — B~! which is efficient in situations where we have really no
information concerning the domains of A and B (besides the fact that they are
subspaces of ¢). The case when A, B are second order elliptic operators with mea-
surable complex coefficients acting in # = L?(IR") has been studied by Ouhabaz
and Stollmann in [18] and, as far as we know, this is the only paper where the “un-
perturbed” operator is not smooth. Their approach consists in proving that the
difference A% — B~ is compact for some k > 2 (which implies the compactness
of A~! — B~1). In order to prove this, they take advantage of the fact that D( A¥)
is a subset of the Sobolev space W¥ for some p > 2, which means that we have a
certain gain of local regularity. Of course, L? techniques from the theory of partial
differential equations are required for their methods to work.

Our approach to these questions is quite different, we explain here the main
idea in the case of uniformly elliptic operators of order 2m in divergence form
on R". Let # = L? and let ¥ and .# be the Sobolev spaces "™ and its ad-
joint #~™. We take Ag = D*aD = . ‘z‘ P%a,zPP (where Py = —idy) and

al,|Bl<m
Bp = D*bD of a similar form. Assume for cfeﬁniteness that a, are bounded mea-
surable functions and that Re (u, Agu) > p||u||%,n for some constant y > 0 and
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similarly for By. Then
R=A"'1-B'=A;'D*(b—a)DB ' =5S(b—a)DB".

If%= @ #thenDB!:.# — Zisbounded so it suffices to find a condition
la|<m

which ensures that S(b —a) : ¥ — # is compact. Now b — a is a bounded
operator on .Z and S cannot be compact unless b — a decays in some sense at
infinity. So assume that we can factorize b —a = {(Q)U where U € B(.Z) and
¢(Q) is the operator of multiplication by a function { € By(R") (bounded Borel
functions which vanish at infinity in the usual sense; but we stress that a much
weaker sense is natural in this context, and this will be the case of main interest for
us). Since S : £ — ™ is bounded one can easily prove that S¢(Q) : & —
is compact if and only if one can write S¢(Q) = ¢(Q)T for some ¢ € By(R") and
T € B(Z,2).

To conclude, R will be compact if the operator S € B(.Z, ) has the follow-
ing property: for each ¢ € By(R") there are ¢ € By(R) and T € B(.Z,.7) such
that S¢(Q) = ¢(Q)T. An operator S with this property will be called quasilocal,
or decay preserving, with respect to the notion of decay specified by the algebra By.
Thus R is compact if S preserves decay. The main point of our approach is that
this property of S holds under very general assumptions on A and for notions of
decay at infinity more general than that specified by the algebra By.

An abstract formulation of these ideas allows one to treat situations of a
very general nature: pseudo-differential operators on finite dimensional vector
spaces over a local field, Laplace operators on manifolds with locally L* Rie-
mannian metrics, operators acting on sections of vector bundles over locally com-
pact spaces. Sections 3, 4, 7 and 8 are devoted to such applications.

In Section 1 we present an algebraic formalism which allows us to treat in
a unified way operators acting on sections of vector fiber bundles over a locally
compact space. This framework allows one to study differential operators in L?
or more general Banach spaces. Since these extensions are rather obvious and the
examples are not particularly interesting, we shall not consider explicitly such
situations. The class of decay improving (or vanishing at infinity) operators is
defined through an a priori given algebra of operators on a Banach space 7, the
multiplier algebra of ¢, and this allows us to define the notion of decay preserving
operator in a natural and general context, that of Banach modules. Examples of
multiplier algebras are given in Sections 3, 6 and 8. Section 2 contains abstract
compactness criteria which formalize in the context of Banach modules the ideas
involved in the example discussed above.

In Section 3 we construct Banach modules associated to representations of
locally compact abelian groups and consider compact perturbations of a general
class of operators of arbitrary order, for example the Dirac operators on R". In
Section 4 we discuss operators in divergence form on R", hence of order 2m with
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m > 1 integer, with coefficients of a rather general form (e.g. they do not have to
be functions).

In Section 7 we present several results concerning the case when the coeffi-
cients of the operator A — B vanish at infinity in a generalized sense (this question
has been studied before, for example in [11], [14], [18], [21]). Theorem 7.4 is one
of the main applications of our formalism: we prove a compactness result for
irregular operators of order 2m in divergence form assuming that the difference
between their coefficients weakly vanishes at infinity. Such results were known
before only in the case m = 1, see especially Theorem 2.1 in [18]. We assume that
the coefficients of the higher order terms are bounded, thus their Theorem 3.1
is not covered unless we add an implicit assumption, as is done in [18] (or in
our Theorems 8.8 and 8.9). In fact, our main abstract compactness result (Theo-
rem 2.1) is stated such as to apply to situations when the coefficients of the prin-
cipal part of the operators are locally unbounded, as in [4], [5], but we have not
developed this idea here.

We present the notion of weakly vanishing at infinity functions in terms of
filters finer than the Fréchet filter, a natural idea in our context being to extend
the standard notion of neighborhood of infinity. If X is a locally compact space,
it is usual to define the filter of neighborhoods of infinity as the family of subsets
of X with relatively compact complement; this is the Fréchet filter. If F is a filter
on X finer than the Fréchet filter then a function ¢ : X — C such that lijrtn =20

can naturally be thought as convergent to zero at infinity in a generalized sense
(recall that liJITn ¢ = 0 means that for each ¢ > 0 the set of points x such that

|¢(x)| < € belongs to F ). In Subsection 6 we consider several such filters and
describe corresponding classes of decay preserving operators, see for example
Theorem 6.1 and Theorem 6.5.

Theorem 6.5 is a consequence of a factorization theorem that we prove in
Section 5 and which involves tools from the modern theory of Banach spaces. In
fact, Theorem 5.6, the main result of Section 5, is a version of the “strong factoriza-
tion theorem” of B. Maurey (see Theorem 5.1) which does not seem to be covered
by the results existing in the literature. We also use Maurey’s theorem directly to
prove some of our main results, for example Theorems 8.8 and 8.9 which depend
on Theorem 6.1.

In Section 8 we study perturbations of the Laplace operator on a Riemann-
ian manifold with locally L* metric. We consider an abstract model of this sit-
uation which fits naturally in our algebraic framework and covers the case of
Lipschitz manifolds with measurable metrics. We consider in more detail the
case when the manifold is C! (but the metric is only locally L) and establish
stability of the essential spectrum under certain perturbations of the metric, see
Theorems 8.5, 8.8 and 8.9.

We mention that the preprint version [10] of this paper contains an alterna-
tive, sometimes more detailed, presentation of the topics considered here.
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NOTATIONS. If ¢ and ¢ are Banach spaces then B(¥,.7) is the space of
bounded linear operators ¢ — ., the subspace of compact operators is denoted
K(94,),and we set B(H) = B(A, ) and K(#) = K(A, 7). The domain
and the resolvent set of an operator S will be denoted by D(S) and p(S) respec-
tively. The norm of a Banach space ¢ is denoted by || - || and we omit the index
if the space plays a central role. The adjoint space (space of antilinear continuous
forms) of a Banach space ¢ is denoted ¥* and if u € 4 and v € ¥* then we set
o(u) = (u,v). The embedding ¥ C &** is realized by defining (v, u) = (u,v).

If 4,5, % are Banach spaces such that 4 C J# continuously and densely
and J# C J¢ continuously then we have an obvious continuous embedding
B(#) — B(4,.#) which will be used without comment later on.

A Friedrichs couple (¢, .7) is a pair of Hilbert spaces ¢, 7 together with
a continuous dense embedding ¢4 C 7. The Gelfand triplet associated to it is
obtained by identifying ¢ = J#* with the help of the Riesz isomorphism and
then taking the adjoint of the inclusion map ¥ — 4. Thus we get ¥ C & C ¥~
with continuous and dense embeddings. Now if u € ¢ and v € J# C ¥* then
(u,v) is the scalar product in . of u and v and also the action of the functional v
on u.

If X is a locally compact topological space then B(X) is the C*-algebra of

bounded Borel complex functions on X, with norm sup |¢(x)|, and By(X) is the
xeX
subalgebra consisting of functions which tend to zero at infinity. Then C(X),

Co(X) and C.(X) are the spaces of complex functions on X which are continu-
ous, continuous and convergent to zero at infinity, and continuous with compact
support respectively. We denote X the characteristic function of aset S C X.

1. BANACH MODULES

We use the terminology of [9] but with some abbreviations, e.g. a morphism
is a linear multiplicative map between two algebras, and a *-morphism is a mor-
phism between two *-algebras which commutes with the involutions. An algebra
M of operators on a Banach space J# is non-degenerate if {Mu : M € M,u € '}
is a total set in 7.

A Banach module is a couple (¢, M) consisting of a Banach space .7 and a
non-degenerate Banach subalgebra M of B(.##) which has an approximate unit
([9], p. 404) . If S7 is a Hilbert space and M is a C*-algebra of operators on .7,
we say that ¢ is a Hilbert module and we identify s* = . In general we just
say that 77 is a Banach module (over M). The distinguished subalgebra M is the
multiplier algebra of ¢ and, when required by the clarity of the presentation, it is
denoted M (7). The operators from M are the prototype of decay improving,
or vanishing at infinity, operators (so only the case when M does not have a
unit is of interest). Often M is the norm closure of the range of a morphism
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Q : L — B(s), where L is an algebra of complex bounded functions on a set;
then we use the notation Q(¢) = ¢(Q).

If {J } is an approximate unit of M, then the fact that M is non-degenerate
is equivalent to liD{n ||Jat — ul| = 0 for all u € . Due to the Cohen-Hewitt
theorem ([9], V-9.2) each u € S can be written as u = Mv for some M € M and
vecJH.

A reflexive Banach module is a Banach module such that the Banach space /¢
is reflexive. Then J#* is a Banach module with M (#*) = {A*: A € M(Z)}.

Two classes of operators are naturally associated to the Banach module
structure: the operators which improve the decay and those which preserve the
decay, the notion of decay being defined by the multiplier algebra. Let 7# and %
be Banach spaces.

If ¢ is a Banach module then we denote Bé (A, %) the norm closed linear
subspace generated by the operators MT, with T € B(J¢, %) and M € M(.%).
We say that an operator in B&(%ﬂ,% ) left vanishes at infinity (or is decay improv-
ing) with respect to M (%), if this is not obvious from the context. If J, is an
approximate unit for M (%), then for an operator S € B(/, ") we have:

SeBi#,x) < lim [|oS — S[| = 0
(1.1) < S=MTforsome M e M(X¥)and T € B(H,.%).

The second equivalence follows from the Cohen-Hewitt theorem ([9], V-9.2).

If # is a Banach module then the space Bj (¢, %) of right vanishing at in-
finity is similarly defined. If # and .#" are Banach modules then B}(/#, #') and
Bi(#, %) are well defined and we set By(, ) = B{(4, ) N BE(A, ).

The following facts are easy to prove. We have K (7, %) C B{(s#,.%). If
A is a reflexive Banach module and S € B(#, %) then S* € B (%, #*). If
A is a reflexive Banach module, then KC(J7, %) C Bj(, ).

If 77, % are Banach modules then we set

Bi(A,H) ={S € B(AH,H): M M(AH)= SM € Byj(H,X)}.
This is the space of left quasilocal, or left decay preserving, operators. The space
B (A, %) of right quasilocal, or right decay preserving, operators is similarly de-
fined and we set B, (7, ) = B;(%,%) N By (A, X ). We clearly have:

PROPOSITION 1.1. Let {]u} be an approximate unit for M () and let S be an
operator in B(7, %"). Then S is left decay preserving if and only if one of the following
conditions is satisfied:

(i) SJa € BN A, X') for all a;
(i) for each M € M() there are T € B(A, %) and N € M(X') such that
SM = NT.

PROPOSITION 1.2. The spaces Bql have the following properties:
(i)if S € By(A, A ) and T € By(4, ) then ST € By(Y,.%);
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(ii) if 2, K are reflexive and S € Bql(%, H), then S* € B;(%/*,%*);
(iii) if A is a Hilbert module then By () is a unital C*-subalgebra of B().

2. COMPACT PERTURBATIONS IN BANACH MODULES

A Friedrichs module is a couple (¢, ) consisting of a Hilbert module .77
and a Hilbert space ¢ such that ¢4 C ¢ continuously and densely. We say that
(4, ) is a compact Friedrichs module if M () C K(¥, 7). In such situations we
always identify /% = ¢ and thus get a Gelfand triplet¥ C 22 C 4*. 1f (¢, .7¢)
is a compact Friedrichs module then each M € M () extends to a compact
operator M : ## — 4*, hence we have M () C K(¥, ) N K(#,9*).

In this section we fix a compact Friedrichs module (¢, ) and we set || - || =
Il - || s#- The following easy to prove observation will be useful:

(2.1) Re Bi(s#) and R# C 4 = ReK(X).

We are interested in criteria which ensure that an operator B is a compact per-
turbation of an operator A, both operators being unbounded operators in J#
obtained as restrictions of some bounded operators 4 — %*. The following is
a general assumption (suggested by the statement of Theorem 2.1 in [18]) which
will always be fulfilled:

A, B are densely defined operators in ¢, p(A) Np(B) # @ and:
(AB) ¢ (1) D(A) C ¢ densely, D(A*) C ¥, D(B) C ¥;
{ (2) A, B extend to continuous operators A, B € B(¥,%*).

THEOREM 2.1. Let A, B satisfy assumption (AB) and let us assume that there
are a Banach module # and operators S € B(#,%9*) and T € B(Y, #') such that
B—A = STand (A—2)71S ¢ Bql(%,%) for some z € p(A) N p(B). Then the
operator B is a compact perturbation of the operator A and Tess(B) = Tess(A).

Proof. The role of the assumption (AB) is to allow us to give a rigorous
meaning to the formal relation, where z € p(A) N p(B),

2.2) (A-z) 1= (B-2)'=A—-2)"Y(B-A)B-2)"L

Recall that z € p(A) if and only if Z € p(A*) and then (A* —2)~! = (A — z)~!*.
Thus we have (A — z) “1*# C ¢ by the assumption (AB) and this allows one to
deduce that (A — z) ~! extends to a unique continuous operator 4* — 7, that we
shall denote for the moment by R,. From R, (A — z)u = u for u € D(A) we get,

by density of D(A) in ¢ and continuity, R;(A — z)u = u for u € ¢, in particular
(B—z) ' =R, (A—2)(B—z)"L
On the other hand, the identity
(A—z)'=(A—-2)"'B—2)(B—z) ' =R, (B—2)(B—2z)"!
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is trivial. Subtracting the last two relations we get
(A—z)' = (B—2)"' =R, (B—A)(B—2z)""
Since R; is uniquely determined as extension of (A —z) ! to a continuous map

@4* — A, we shall keep the notation (A — z)~! for it. With this convention, the
rigorous version of (2.2) that we shall use is:

(2.3) (A—z) ' —(B—2)'=(A—2)"Y(B—A)(B—2)".

We show that R = (A —z)~! — (B —z)~! € BY(#). This suffices to prove the
theorem because the domains of A and B are included in ¢, hence R77 C ¢, and
we may use (2.1). Now due to (2.3) and to the factorization assumption, we can

write R as a product R = [(A — z)"1S][T(B — z)~!] where the first factor is in
Bﬂ}(%, ) and the second in B}(/#, /'), so the product is in B{ (). 1

REMARKS 2.2. (i) We could have stated the assumptions of Theorem 2.1 in

an apparently more general form, namely B — A = i Sy T with operators Sy €
k=1

B(#,4*) and Ty, € B(¥, %#). But we are reduced to the stated version of the
assumption by considering the Hilbert module 2 = @ %, and S = @ S5, T =
D Ti-

(i) IV e K(¥,9") and if % is an infinite dimensional module, then there
are operators S € B(#,9*) and T € K(¥, %) such that V = ST (the proof is an
easy exercise). This and the preceding remark show that compact contributions

to B — A are trivially covered by the factorization assumption.

EXAMPLE 2.3. We construct operators with the properties required in (AB)
by the following method. Let ¥, %, be Hilbert spaces with ¥ C ¥, C J# and
¢ C %, C s continuously and densely. Thus we have two scales

YCYy CHCY CY and YCYCH CY CY .
Then let Ay € B(%,%,) and By € B(%,%,’) such that Ay —z : 4, — ¥, and
By —z : %), — ¥ are bijective for some number z. By Lemma 2.4 we can associate
to A, By closed densely defined operators A = 20, B = By in %, such that D(A)
and D(A*) are dense subspaces of ¢, and D(B) and D(B*) are dense subspaces
of 4. If we also have D(A) C ¢ densely, D(A*) C ¢ and D(B) C ¢, then all the
conditions of the assumption (AB) are fulfilled with A=A |4 and B= Byl9.

The next results require some preliminary considerations on operators act-
ing in a Gelfand triplet. To an operator S € B(¥¢,%") (which is the same as a
continuous sesquilinear form on %) we associate an operator S acting in . ac-
cording to the rules: D(S) = S~1(#), § = S|D(S). Due to the identification
G** = ¢, the operator §* is an element of B(¥,%"), so S* makes sense. On the
other hand, if § is densely defined in .7 then the adjoint § " of § with respect to

J€ is also well defined and we clearly have $cs.
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The proof of the next lemma is an easy exercise.

LEMMA 24. If S —z : 4 — 9* is bijective for some z € C, then S is a closed
densely defined operator, we have S = S* and z € p(S). Moreover, the domains D(S)
and D(S *) are dense subspaces of 4.

A standard example of operator satisfying the condition required in Lem-
ma 2.4 is a coercive operator, i.e. such that Re (u, Su) > ulju Hzg - 1/Hu||29f for some
strictly positive constants y,v and all u € ¢. Indeed, replacing S by S + v, we
may assume Re (i, Su) > plju|7,. Since S* verifies the same estimate, this clearly
gives ||Sullg« > p||ullg and ||S*u||g+ > ullu|ly for allu € 4. Thus S and S* are
injective operators with closed range, hence they are bijective.

If the operators A, B from Theorem 2.1 are self-adjoint then the condition
(AB) becomes quite explicit. Indeed, to each self-adjoint A one associates the
Gelfand triplet D(|A|'/2) c # C D(]A|'/?)* and A extends to a continuous op-
erator Ag : D(|A|'/?) — D(|A|'/?)* which fulfills the conditions of Lemma 2.4,
one has Ag = A, and we may ask D(A) C & C D(|A[V/2).

The next result is convenient for applications to differential operators in
divergence form. Recall that if (&,.%") is a Friedrichs module then we have a
natural embedding B(.#") C B(&, &™) so the space

(2.4) Bly(&, &%) = norm closure of BY(¢) in B(&, &)

is well defined. The operators D*aD and D*bD considered below belong to
B(¢,%*) and we denote by A, and A, the operators on . associated to them as
explained above. These operators are closed and densely defined (Lemma 2.4).

THEOREM 2.5. Let (&, %) be an arbitrary Friedrichs module and let us assume
that D € B(4,&),a,b € B(&,&*), and z € C are such that:
(i) the operators D*aD — z and D*bD — z are bijective maps ¢ — 94*;
(ii)a—b € Bfy(&, &%)
(iii) D(4% —2) "' € By (o4, 0).
Then Ay is a compact perturbation of A,.

Proof. Clearly A, —z and A}, — z extend to bijections ¥4 — ¢* and
Ri=(As—2)'—(Ap—2)" ' = (As—2) " 'D*(b—a)D(Ay — 2) !

holds in B(¢*,%), hence in B(¢). Since the domains of A, and A, are included
in ¢, we have R7# C ¢. Thus, according to (2.1), it suffices to show that R €
B}(#). Since the space BY(#) is norm closed and since by hypothesis we can
approach b — a in norm in B(&, £*) by operators in B} (%), it suffices to show

(D(48; —2)"")*eD (48 —2)~" € By(x)

if c € BY(). But this is clear because cD (A}, — z)~! belongs to B} (7, %) and
(D(A% —z)~1)* belongs to Bl;(%/, ) by Proposition 1.2. 1
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The spaces Bj,(&, &) and By (&, &*) are defined in an obvious way and
we have

(2.5) }C(g’,@@*) CBoo(éd,op*)

because K(.%") is a dense subset of K(&,&*) and K(.#) C By(#). So we could
assume a — b € K(&,&*), but this case is trivial in the context of this paper.
Although the space B}, (&, £*) is much larger than (&, £*), it is not satisfactory
in some applications, cf. Remark 4.5. However, we can allow still more general
perturbations and obtain more explicit results if we impose more structure on
the modules. In Section 3 we describe such improvements for a class of Banach
modules over abelian groups.

Condition (iii) of Theorem 2.5 is not easy to verify in the situations of interest
to us, so we describe now a perturbative method for checking it. For the rest of
this section we fix two Friedrichs modules (¢, 5#°) and (&, %) and a continuous
operator D: ¢ — &. Letac B(&, &*) such that the operator D*aD is coercive, i.e.

(2.6) Re (Du,aDu) > plully — vlull%,

for some strictly positive constants y, v and all u € ¢. Then, as explained before,
if Re z < —v the operator D*aD — z is a bijective map ¢ — ¢* and

27) I(D*aD —2) " gy gy <"

Note that a* has all these properties too so the closed densely defined operators
A, and A, in 2 are well defined, their domains are dense subsets of ¢, and
we have A} = A, Itis easy to check that [[(A, — 2) Mg < [Rez+v[ 7t if
Re (z+v) < 0. Since a and a* play a symmetric role, it will suffice to consider
A, — z in place of A}, — z in condition (iii) of Theorem 2.5.

Now let ¢ be a second operator with the same properties as 2. We assume,
without loss of generality, that it satisfies an estimate like (2.6) with the same
constants y, v.

PROPOSITION 2.6. Assume that
D(A.—z)te By (#,%) and D(D*cD —z)"D* e B, ()
for some z withRe z < —v. If a — c € B () then
D(A;—z) ' € Bj(#, %) and D(D*aD —z) 'D* € B} (X%).

A similar assertion holds for the spaces BL}.

Proof. Let V = D*(a—c¢)D and Ly = (1 —t)D*cD +tD*aD = D*cD + tV.
For z as in the statement of the proposition we have Re (u, (L — z)u) > pul|ul|Z, if
0 < t < 1. Hence there is ¢ > 0 such that Re (i, (Ly — z)u) > u/2||ul%, if —e <t <
1+ ¢, in particular || (L — z)’lHB(g*lg) <2/pforallsucht. If —e < s <1+eand
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|t —s||V(L —z)! |B(#+ %) < 1 we getanorm convergent expansion in B(¥*,¥)

(=) = (L2 == 0V) " = D=0 =2) V(L =)
>0

sothemap t — (L; —z)~! € B(¥4*,9) is real analytic on the interval | — ¢, 1 + ¢[.
Let us denote A; the operator in J# associated to L; then we see that the maps
t— D(Ar—z) ' € B(s#, %) and t — D(L; — z)"'D* € B(¢') are real analytic
on the same interval. The set of decay preserving operators is a closed subspace of
the Banach space B(7#, %) and an analytic function which on a nonempty open
set takes values in a closed subspace remains in that subspace for ever. Thus it
suffices to show that D(A; —z)~! € Bj(#, %) for small positive values of t.
Similarly, we need to prove D(L; —z) "'D* € B(.#") only for small t. To prove
the first assertion for example, we take s = 0 above and get a norm convergent
series in B(.¢, %):

D(L—z) ' = ¥ (—=t)*D(D*cD — z)"'[D*(a — ¢)D(D*cD — z) 1]k,
k=0

It is clear that each term belongs to B, (7, %). 1

3. BANACH MODULES OVER ABELIAN GROUPS

In this section we fix a locally compact non-compact abelian group X with
the group operation denoted additively and let X* be its dual group. For exam-
ple, X could be R", Z", or a finite dimensional vector space over the field of p-adic
numbers. A Banach X-module over the group X is a Banach space ¢ equipped
with a strongly continuous representation {V;} of X* on J#. If /7 is a Hilbert
space and the Vj are unitary operators we say that ¢ is a Hilbert X-module. Note
that we shall use the same notation V for the representations of X* in different
spaces .7# whenever this does not lead to ambiguities.

Such a Banach X-module has a canonical structure of Banach module that we
now define. We choose Haar measures dx and dk on X and X* normalized by
the following Condition if the Fourier transform of a function @ on X is given
by (Fo)(k) = f k(x)@(x)dx then ¢(x f k(x)@(k)dk. Recall that

X** = X. Let C( )( X) = }'LE(X*) be the set of Fourler transforms of inte-
grable functions with compact support on X*. It is easy to see that C(?)(X) is
a x-algebra for the usual algebraic operations; more precisely, it is a dense subal-
gebra of Co(X) invariant under conjugation. For ¢ € C(?)(X) we set

@) 0(Q) = [ Vip(dk
X*
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This definition is determined by the formal requirement k(Q) = V. Then
(3.2) M := norm closure of {¢(Q) : ¢ € CW(X)} in B(#)

is a Banach subalgebra of B(.#’) which has an approximate unit consisting of
elements of the form e, (Q) with e, € C(@(X) (let « be a compact neighborhood
of the identity in X* and ¢, = X, /||, where |«| is the Haar measure). Thus the
couple (., M) is a Banach module, which gives us a canonical Banach module
structure on J7.

The adjoint of a reflexive Banach X-module has a natural structure of Ba-
nach X-module. Indeed, a weakly continuous representation is strongly continu-
ous, so we can equip the adjoint space .7”* with the Banach X-module structure
defined by k — (V%)*, where k = k! is the complex conjugate of k.

We show now that, in the case of Banach X-modules over groups, the decay
preserving property is related to regularity in the sense of the next definition. Let
¢ and % be Banach X-modules. We say that a continuous operator S : & — 2
is of class C*(Q), and we write S € C%(Q; #, %), if the map k — kalst €
B(s, %) is norm continuous. The class of regular operators is stable under
algebraic operations:

PROPOSITION 3.1. Let 4, 7, ¢ be Banach X-modules.
() IfS € CU(Q; #, ) and T € CH(Q; ¥, #) then ST € CH(Q; ¥, ).
(i) If S € CY(Q; A, X') is bijective, then Sl e Ccu(Q;.x, ).
(i) If S € CY(Q; A, X' ) and A, 9 are reflexive, then S* € CY(Q; A, ).

PROPOSITION 3.2. If T € CY(Q; 7, %) then T is decay preserving.

Proof. We show that ¢(Q)T € B{(#,.) if ¢ € C@(X). A similar argu-
ment gives To(Q) € BA(#, ). Set Ty = Vi TV,”!, then

P(QT = [ §ViTak = [ Teg(k)Vidk
X* X*

Since k — Ty is norm continuous on the compact support of ¢, for each ¢ > 0
we can construct, with the help of a partition of unity, functions 6; € C.(X*) and

operators S; € B(.,. %), such that HTk - fj 0;(k)S;|| < eif (k) # 0. Thus
i=1

o7 - 3= [ 6:0)5:90viak| < €3 [ 1901 Villsoryt

i=1¢, i=1¢,

Now, since B (A, %) is a norm closed subspace, it suffices to show that the op-
erator | 0;(k)S;¢(k)Vidk belongs to BJ(.#, %) for each i. Butif y; is the inverse
X*

Fourier transform of 6 then this is S;¢;(Q) and ; € C(9)(X).
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Note that one can develop a pseudo-differential calculus on X and Proposi-
tion 3.2 shows that many pseudo-differential operators on L?(X) are decay pre-
serving.

Our next purpose is to improve the results of Section 2 in the present con-
text. A Friedrichs X-module over the group X is a Friedrichs couple (¢, .#) such
that 27 is a Hilbert X-module with the following properties: V¥ C ¢ for all

ke X*andif u € 4 and K C X* is compact then sup || Vull¢ < co. Itis clear that
kek
Vi C ¢ implies Vi € B(¥) and that the local boundedness condition implies

that the map k — Vi € B(¥) is a weakly, hence strongly, continuous represen-
tation of X* on ¢ (not unitary in general). The local boundedness condition is
automatically satisfied if X* is second countable.

Thus, if (4,.5¢) is a Friedrichs X-module, then 4 is equipped with a canonical
Banach X-module structure. Then, by taking adjoints, we get a natural Banach X-
module structure on ¢* too. Our definitions are such that after the identifications
G C A C G* the restriction to JZ of the operator Vj acting in ¢* is just the initial
Vk. Indeed, we have V! = kal = V¢ in 7. Thus there is no ambiguity in using
the same notation Vj for the representation of X* in the spaces ¢, % and ¥*.

PROPOSITION 3.3. If / is a Banach space then BY(¢',9) C BY(H, ), and
if & is a Banach module then B;(%,%) C Bql(l/, H).

Proof. We start with some general remarks. Assume that A is a Banach al-
gebra with approximate unit and that a morphism @ : 4 — M () with dense
image is given. Then, by the Cohen-Hewitt theorem ([9], V-9.2) , each u € J# can
be written as u = Av where A € @(A) and v € . Many such algebras can be
constructed in the present context. Indeed, if w is a sub-multiplicative function
on X*, i.e. a Borel map X* — [1, oo[ satisfying w(k'k"”) < w(k")w (k") (hence w is
locally bounded), let C(«)(X) be the set of functions ¢ whose Fourier transform
¢ satisfies

63 Iollcw = [ 1o0)w(idk < e
X*

Then C(¢)(X) is a subalgebra of Cy(X) and is a Banach algebra for the norm (3.3).
Moreover, C()(X) c C(@)(X) densely and the net {e,} defined after (3.2) is an
approximate unit of C(@) (X). If || Vil < cw(k) for some number ¢ > 0 then
¢(Q) is well defined for each ¢ € C(“)(X) by the relation (3.1) and ®(¢) = ¢(Q)
is a continuous morphism with dense range of C (@) (X) into M ().

Now the proposition follows easily. If S € B}(#,%) then S = ¢(Q)T for
some ¢ € C()(X) with w(k) = sup(1, [Vkllg()) and some T € B(.%#,¥). But
clearly ¢(Q) belongs to the multiplier algebra of 7 and T € B(%, 7). 1

REMARK 3.4. Giving a Hilbert X-module structure on a Hilbert space J# is
equivalent with giving a morphism with non-degenerate range ¢ — ¢(Q) from
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the set of all bounded Borel functions on X into B(.#). The relation between the
two structures is determined by the condition V; = k(Q). The non-trivial part
of this assertion follows from the estimate ||¢(Q)|| < sup|¢| if ¢(Q) is defined
as in (3.1), see [15]. Then it is easy to check that (¢, %) is a compact Friedrichs
module if and only if we have ¢(Q) € K(¥, ) for all ¢ € Co(X).

The following is a corollary of Theorem 2.1 which covers interesting ex-
amples of differential operators of any order. Then we shall treat operators in
divergence form.

THEOREM 3.5. Let (¢, ) be a compact Friedrichs X-module such that condition
(AB) from page 121 is satisfied. Assume also that A — z : 4 — 4* is bijective for some
z € p(A)Np(B) and that A € C*(Q;¥,%*). IfB— A € BY(G,9*), then B is a
compact perturbation of A.

Proof. We apply Theorem 2.1 with 2 = ¢*, S the identity operator and
T = B— A. Then (A —z)~!is of class C"(Q;%*,%) by (ii) of Proposition 3.1,
hence (A —z)~! € By(%9*,9) by Proposition 3.2. But this is stronger than the

relation (A —z)~1 e BI}(%*, ), as follows from Proposition 3.3. 1

LEMMA 3.6. Let (¢, ) and (&,.%") be Friedrichs X-modules over the group
X. Let D € B(¥4,&) and a € B(&,8*) be of class C*(Q) and such that the map
D*aD —z : 4 — 9 is bijective for some number z. If A, is the operator on
associated to D*aD, then the operator D(A, —z)~! € B(#, &) is decay preserving.

Proof. The lemma is a consequence of Propositions 3.1 and 3.2. Indeed,
due to Proposition 3.2, it suffices to show that the operator D(A, — z) ! is of
class C%(Q; %, &). We shall prove more, namely that D(D*aD — z)’1 is of class
CY(Q;9*,&). Since D is of class C*(Q; ¥, &), and due to (i) of Proposition 3.1, it
suffices to show that (D*aD — z)~! is of class C%(Q;%*,¥). But D*aD — z is of
class C*(Q; ¢, %*) by (i) and (iii) of Proposition 3.1 and is a bijective map 4 — ¢*,
so the result follows from (ii) of Proposition 3.1. 1

THEOREM 3.7. Let (¢,.) be a compact Friedrichs X-module and (&, %) a
Friedrichs X-module and let D € B(¥,&) and a,b € B(&, &™) be operators of class
CY(Q) such that D*aD — z and D*bD — z are bijective maps ¢ — 4* for some com-
plex number z. Ifa — b € B}(&, %) then Ay is a compact perturbation of A,.

Proof. The proof is a repetition of that of Theorem 2.5. The only difference
is that we write directly

R=(D(8;~2)"1)*(b—a)D(8y —2)""

and observe that (b — a)D(A, —z)~! € B}(s,6*) and that (D(A% —2)71)* as
an operator &* — J is decay preserving by (ii) of Proposition 1.2 and because
the operator D(A% —Z)~!: ## — & is decay preserving by Lemma 3.6. 1
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Let E be a finite dimensional complex Hilbert space and /# = L?(X;E)
with the Hilbert X-module structure defined by the multiplication operators V}, =
k(Q). We assume that X is not discrete, so X* is not compact. Let w : X* — [1,00[
be a continuous function with w(k) — oo as k — oo and such that w(k'k) <
w(k")w(k) holds for some function w and all K, k. If w is the smallest function
satisfying such an estimate, then w(k + p) < w(k)w(p). From now on we as-
sume that w is a Borel function X* — [1, co[ satisfying this submultiplicativity
condition.

Then w(P) = F~'MyF is a self-adjoint operator on J# with w(P) > 1,
where My, is the operator of multiplication by w in L?(X*). We denote s#% =
D(w(P)) and equip it with the Banach X-module structure given by the norm
li||w = |Jw(P)u| and the representation Vi |.7#". Obviously, this space is a gen-
eralization of the usual notion of Sobolev spaces (that such spaces are natural in
the context of hypoelliptic operators is shown in Section 10.1 from [12]).

LEMMA 3.8. (%, A) is a compact Friedrichs X-module.

Proof. If ¢ € Co(X) then ¢(Q)w(P)~! is a compact operator because w ™!

belongs to Co(X), hence ¢(Q) € K (%, ). Then observe that V, 'w(P)Vj =
w(kP) and w(kP) < w(k)w(P). Thus Vi leaves invariant 7 and we have the
estimate [|Vi[|g( o) S w(k). 1

Let us call uniformly hypoelliptic an operator A on ¢ such that there are w
as above and an operator A € B(#%, #"*) such that A —z : #Y — H#V*
is bijective for some complex z and such that A is the operator induced by A in
S (see the Section 2). For example, the constant coefficients case with E = C
corresponds to the choice A = h(P) with h : X* — C a Borel function such that
c'w? < 1+ |h| < "w? and such that the range of / is not dense in C. It is clear
that Theorem 3.5 allows one to show the stability of the essential spectrum of
such operators under perturbations which are small at infinity. We stress that the
differential operators covered by these results can be of any order and that in the usual
case when the coefficients are complex measurable functions a condition of the
type A € CY(Q; #, #"*) is very general. The only condition really relevant
in this context is B— A € B{(#%, #%*) and the main point is that it allows
perturbations of the higher order coefficients even in the non-smooth case.

EXAMPLE 3.9. We give an application of Theorem 3.5 to the case of Dirac
operators. Let X = R" and let a9 = B, a1, ..., &, be symmetric operators on E

n
such that ajay + axa; = 6jx. The free Dirac operator is D = ) axP; + mp for

some real number m. The natural compact Friedrichs X-module in this context
is (12, ), where #1/? is the Sobolev space of order 1/2, cf. the next sec-
tion. Let V, W be measurable functions on X with values symmetric operators
on E and such that the operators of multiplication by V and W define continu-
ous maps #1/2 — #~1/2. Assume that D + V +iand D + W + i are bijective
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maps #1/2 — #~1/2 and denote A and B the self-adjoint operators in .7 in-
ducedby D+ Vand D+ W. If V —W € By(#1/2, #~1/2) then B is a compact
perturbation of A, and 0ess(B) = 0ess(A).

We keep the notations and assumptions of the preceding example and we
denote U = W — V, so that formally B = A + U. Our result improves the existing
results concerning the stability of the essential spectrum of Dirac Hamiltonians in
two respects. First, there are no regularity assumptions on the “unperturbed” op-
erator A besides the fact that A + i extends to a bijective continuous map #/2 —
712, for example, this allows V to have local singularities of Coulomb type in
the optimal class for which self-adjointness results have been proved. Second,
the perturbation U can be as singular as V locally and it must decay at infinity
in a quite weak sense, namely we ask lim 16(Q/rU|| jp1/2_, yp-1/2 = 0 where 0

is as in (4.1). As far as we know, in the previous results there is always an as-
sumption which implies D(A) C #* for some s > 1/2 (as we explained in the
introduction, this drastically simplifies the arguments) and the decay condition
is stronger. In fact, usually s = 1 because A is just the free Dirac operator, i.e.
V = 0. We refer to [17] for results which are typical for the later developments on
this question.

4. OPERATORS IN DIVERGENCE FORM ON EUCLIDEAN SPACES

The results of this section follow from Theorem 3.7. Here X is the addi-
tive group R” and we identify X* with X by setting k(x) = exp(i(x, k)), where
(x,k) is the scalar product in X. Let E be a finite dimensional Hilbert space
and # = L%(X; E) with the Hilbert X-module structure defined by (Viu)(x) =
exp(i(x, k))u(x).

For each real number s let /#° := #°(R"; E) be the Hilbert space of E-
valued distributions u on R” such that ||u||? := [(1+ |k|?)*|#i(k)[*dk < oo, where
il is the Fourier transform of u. This is the usual Sobolev space of order s on R".
Note that V. #° C #° and ||Vi|| < C(1+ |k|)* if s > 0 from which we get a
canonical X-Banach module structure on .7 for any real s.

This Banach module structure can also be defined as follows. The algebra
& of Schwartz test functions on R” is naturally embedded in B(.#*), a function
¢ € 7 being identified with the operator of multiplication by ¢ on J#°. If we
denote by M? the closure of . in B(.#*), then clearly (., M?®) is a Banach
module and this Banach module is a Hilbert module if and only if s = 0. The
module adjoint to (%, M?) is identified with (7%, M~*). Note that M° can
be realized as a subalgebra of M? = Cy(R"), namely M is the completion of .7
for the norm ||¢|| pqs :== sup | ¢u||s, and then we have M?® = M % isometrically

[[ulls=1
and M*® C M'ifs >t > 0 (by interpolation).
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Thus for each s > 0 we get a compact Friedrichs X-module (.77, ) the
associated Gelfand triplet being #° C 2 C ' °. In fact, if ¢ € Co(R") then
the operator of multiplication by ¢ is a compact operator J° — 2.

Let us describe the objects which appear in Theorem 3.7 in the present con-
text. We fix an integer m > 1 and take ¢ = ™. Let # = & %, where

la|<m
I, = A, with the natural direct sum Hilbert X-module structure. Here « are
multi-indices « € N" and |a| = a3 + - - - + a,,. Then we define
&= & sm=lal = {(u,x)‘“‘ém €EH tuy € jfmf‘“l}
la|<m
equipped with the Hilbert direct sum structure. It is obvious that (&,.%) is a
Friedrichs X-module (but not compact).

We set P, = —idy, where 0y is the derivative with respect to the k-th variable,

and P* = P/ ... Py" ifx € N". Then for u € ¢ let Du = (P*u)|y<m € . Since

IDulP = & [1Pul = full3n
|a|<m
we see that D : 4 — ¢ is a linear isometry. Moreover, we have defined & so
as to have DY C &, hence D € B(¥,&). We have D € C*(Q;¥, &) because
the components of the operator Vk_lDVk are the operators Vk_lp"‘ Vi = (P+ k)~
which are polynomials in k with coefficients in B(¥, 7) (because |a| < m).
We shall identify 77" = J¢ and J¢* = J¢, which implies ¥* = 5~ and

& = @ Hll-m,

la|<m
Then D* € B(&*,9™) acts as follows: D* (uy) juj<m = L Pula.
la|<m
An operator a € B(&,6*) can be identified with a matrix a = (a,p) of
operators a,5 € BBl s7lel=m), where || < m and |B| < m, such that

a(ug)|g|<m =( L agpt

Bl<m e

Then D*aD = " ‘Z|; P“aaﬁpﬁ which is a general version of a differential op-
ol,|Bl<m

erator in divergencﬁe form. We must, however, emphasize that our a,s are not

necessarily (B(E) valued) functions, they could be pseudo-differential or more

general operators.

In view of the statement of the next theorem we note that since the Sobolev
spaces are Banach X-modules the class of regularity C%(Q; 77, #") is well de-
fined for all real s,t. A bounded operator S : 7#° — " belongs to this class if
and only if the map k — V_; SV, € B(#*,#") is norm continuous. In partic-
ular, this condition is trivially satisfied if S is the operator of multiplication by a
function, because then Vi commutes with S. Since the coefficients 4, of the differ-
ential expression D*aD are usually assumed to be functions, this is a quite weak
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restriction in the setting of the next theorem. The condition S € B}(#*, #") is
also well defined and it is easily seen that it is equivalent to

@) lim 0(Q/7)S | et =0

where 6 is a C* function on X equal to zero on a neighborhood of the origin
and equal to one on a neighborhood of infinity. Now we can state the following
immediate consequence of Theorem 3.7.

PROPOSITION 4.1. Let a,p and b,p be operators of class Cu(m=IBl, sl —m)
and such that the operators D*aD — z and D*bD — z are bijective maps 5" — ="
for some complex z. Let A, and Ay, be the operators in 7 associated to D*aD and D*bD
respectively. Assume that

@2) lim (16(Q/7) (s — bug) | ot i = 0

foreach a, B, where 8 is a function as above. Then Ay, is a compact perturbation of A, and
the operators A, and Ay, have the same essential spectrum.

EXAMPLE 4.2. In the simplest case the coefficients 4,5 and b, of the prin-
cipal parts (i.e. || = |B| = m) are functions. Then the conditions become: a,4
and b, belong to L (X) and |a,p(x) — bug(x)| — 0 as |x| — co. Of course, the
assumptions on the lowest order coefficients are much more general.

EXAMPLE 4.3. We show here that “highly oscillating potentials” leave in-
variant the essential spectrum. If m = 1 then the terms of order one of D*aD are

n
of the form S = Y (Do, + 0]/ P;), where v} € B(¢, #) and v} € B(, 47 1).
k=1

Choose vy € B(#, #) symmetric in # and let v} = ivy, 0] = —ivy. Then
S = [iP,v] = divo, with natural notations, can also be thought as a term of order
zero. Now assume that v, are bounded Borel functions and consider a similar
term T = [iP, w| for D*bD. Then the condition |vi(x) — wy(x)| — 0 as x| — oo
suffices to ensure the stability of the essential spectrum. However, the difference
S — T could be a function which does not tend to zero at infinity in a simple
sense, being only “highly oscillating”. An explicit example in the case n = 1
is the following: a perturbation of the form exp(x)(1 + |x|) ™! cos(exp(x)) is al-
lowed because it is the derivative of (1 + |x|)~! sin(exp(x)) plus a function which
tends to zero at infinity.

In order to apply Proposition 4.1 we need that D*aD — z : ™ — 7" be
bijective for some z € C, and similarly for b. A standard way of checking this is
to require the following coercivity condition:

there are 1, v > 0 such that for all u € 5™ :
(©) Y Re (P*u,a,5PPu) > pl|ulpm — vilul%, .

|al, | Bl<m
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EXAMPLE 4.4. One often imposes a stronger ellipticity condition that we
describe below. Observe that the coefficients of the highest order part of D*aD
defined by Ag = ¥ P%augPF are operators a,5 € B(#). Then ellipticity

|a[=|B|=m
means:

. %‘ Re (g, aaﬁu[;) > y Z ||u1x||§f

o

Our conditions on the lower order terms being quite general (e.g. the a,5 could
be differential operators, so the terms of formally lower order could be of order
2m in fact) we have to supplement the ellipticity condition (Ell) with a condition

saying that the rest of the terms A; = Y P"‘cl,x/g,Pfg is small with respect to
|oe|-+|B] <2m
Ay. For example, we may require the existence of some J <y and y >0 such that

there is 4 > 0 such that if u, € . for |a| = m then
(EIl)

(4.3)

L Re (Pu,apPPu)| < olul3pm + 7llul,.
la|+|B|<2m
This is satisfied if A;.¢™ C 7 ~"*? for some 6 > 0, because for each ¢ > 0 there
is c(e) < oo such that [|u|| om0 < €||uu]| ym + c(€)||1t]| -

REMARK 4.5. If we use Theorem 2.5 in the context of this section then we
get the same conditions on the coefficients a,5 — byg of the principal part (i.e.
|a| = |B| = m) but those on the lower order coefficients are less general. In-
deed, if s+t > 0 the space B},(7#*, # ') defined as the closure of B}(#) in
B(#%, 5#~") does not contain operators of order s + t, while Bé(%s, A1) con-
tains such operators.

5. ON MAUREY’S FACTORIZATION THEOREM

The next is due to Bernard Maurey ([16], Theorems 2 and 8). The L? spaces
refer to an arbitrary positive measure space (X, i) and . is a Hilbert space.

THEOREM 5.1. Let1 < p < 2and T € B(#,LP). Then thereis R € B(#,L?)
and there is a function g € L1, where 1/p = 1/2+1/q, such that T = g(Q)R.

Before going on to our main purpose, we shall state an easy consequence
of this theorem which is needed in Sections 7 and 8. Let {.# (x) },cx be a mea-
surable family of Hilbert spaces (see Chapter II of [7]) such that the dimension of

 (x) is < N for some finite N. Let # = f®%(x)dy(x) be the corresponding

X
direct integral and for each p > 1 let .%} be the space of (y-equivalence classes)
of measurable vector fields v such that f [lo(x ||p ;4( x) < oco. Thus .7, is

naturally a Banach space and %, = 7.
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COROLLARY 5.2. Let T € B(J,.%,) where p satisfies 1 < p < 2. Then there
are R € B(A, X )and g € L1, withq = 2p/(2 — p), such that T = g(Q)R.

Proof. For each n = 1,...,N let X, be the set of x such that the dimen-
sion of ¢ (x) is equal to n. Then X is the disjoint union of the measurable sets
Xy. For each x there is n such that x € X, and we can choose a unitary map
j(x) : A (x) — C" such that {jx } be a measurable family of operators. Let ] be the
operator acting on vector fields according to the rule (Jv)(x) = j(x)v(x), let I,
be the operator of multiplicationby Xx , and let T, = II,JT € B(s, LF(X,; C")).
We can write T, = (TX)i<x<,, with T¥ € B(,LF(X,)) and Maurey’s theo-
rem gives us a factorization TX = ¢k (Q)Sk with Sk € B(s#,1%(X,)) and gk €
L9(Xy,), and clearly we may assume ¢k > 0. Let g, = supgf € L1(X,) and

k

Sy € B(#,12(X,;C")) be the operator with components (gkg,1)(Q)RE. Then
Ty = g1(Q)S, and if we define R, = J71S, we get

gn(Q)Rn = ]_1gn(Q)5n = ]_1Tn =II,T.
Thus, if we define ¢ = Y- Xx,gnand R = Y IT,R,, we get T = g(Q)R. 1
n

Our purpose in the rest of this section is to extend Theorem 5.1 to spaces of
measurable functions which are more general then LP and do not seem to be cov-
ered by the results existing in the literature [13]. Our proof follows closely that of
Maurey. The following general fact will be needed. Let (X, j) be a o-finite posi-
tive measure space and let L?(X) be the space of equivalence classes of complex
valued measurable functions on X with the topology of convergence in measure.
Let .Z be a Banach space with . C L%(X) linearly and continuously and such
that if f € L%(X), g € Z and |f| < |g| (u-a.e)) then f € .Z and ||f|.¢ < |Ig]l.-
The next result is a rather straightforward consequence of Khinchin’s inequality
1.10 in [8] (see also Section 8 of [19]).

PROPOSITION 5.3. There is a number C, independent of £, such that for any
Hilbert space A and any T € B(A, L) the following inequality holds

1/2 1/2
12 12
5.1) | (Erml) ™, < CiTllsir. ) (Sl?)
for all finite families {u;} of vectors in .

From now on we work in a setting adapted to our needs in Section 7, al-
though it is clear that we could treat by the same methods a general abstract
situation. Let X = R" equipped with the Lebesgue measure, denote Z = Z", and

foreacha € Zlet K, = a+ K, where K =] —1/2,1/2)", so that K, is a unit cube
centered at 4 and we have X = |J K, disjoint union. Let X,; be the characteristic
acZ

function of K, and if f: X — Clet f; = f|K,;. We fixanumber 1 < p <2anda
family {A,}4¢7 of strictly positive numbers A,>0 and we define .#=(2 (L?) as the
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Banach space of all (equivalence classes) of complex functions f on X such that

1/2
(5:2) Ifl2 = ( T IAaaflfs) < o

Here LP = LP(X) but note that, by identifying X, f = f,, we can also interpret .Z
as a conveniently normed direct sum of the spaces L”(K,), see page XIV in [8]. If
Aq = 1for all a we set (3 (LP) = (*(LP). Observe that £>(L?) = L?(X).

Let g be givenby 1/p = 1/2+1/g,s0that1 < p <2 < g < co. We also
need the space .# = ({(L7) defined by the condition

(5.3) 181127 := sup [|AaXag]|Ls < oo
aeZ

The definitions are chosen such that ||gu|| & < ||g||.z||u||;2 where L?=L2(X). As
explained in page XV of [8], the space .# is naturally identified with the dual
space of the Banach space ., EE}\,l (L7), where 1/q+1/¢' =1, defined by the
norm

Iz = ¥ ”)‘a_lXﬂhHm"
aczZ
The o (4, #)-topology on .# will be called w*-topology. Clearly
M =g M:g=0g].0 <1}
is a convex compact subset of .# for the w*-topology.

LEMMA 5.4. Foreach f € £ thereis g € ] such that ||f| ¢ = ||g7 f|| 12-
Proof. We can assume f > 0. Since 1 = p/2 + p/q, we have:

/2y 0w/ /2 / —p/ /
fallee = Ifll o £l = W2 M2 A2 s = 1fa ™ Fll I s

with the usual convention 0/0 = 0. Now we define g, on K; as follows. If f, =0
then we take any g, > 0 satisfying A,||ga||rs = 1. If fo # 0 let

_ /
ga =2, l(fu/HfaHLP)p = l|‘ff/q”Lq1fp/q~

Thus we have A,||gq||rs = 1 for all g, in particular ||g|| , = 1. By the preceding
computations we also have || fa|lrr = |Ig7 ! fall ;21|$al/ s and so

1f1% = S A2l fall2, = £AZlIgallZ0 I8 fall22 = £ llga  fall
which is just [|g 71 £[|2,.
The main technical result follows.

PROPOSITION 5.5. Let (f*),cu be a family of functions in £ such that, for each
a = (ay)yey with oy, € R, oy, > 0 and w,, # 0 for at most a finite number of u, the

1/2
function f* := (§|0Cufu|2) satisfies || f*||.z < llall2(u)- Then there is g € 4"
such that ||g~ 1 f*|| 2 < 1 forall u € U.



136 V. GEORGESCU AND S. GOLENIA

Proof. We shall use the Ky Fan Lemma ([8], 9.10): Let K be a compact convex
subset of a Hausdorff topological vector space and let F be a convex set of functions
F: K —] — 00, 400] such that each F € F is convex and lower semicontinuous. If for
each F € .F thereis § € K such that F(g) < 0, then there is g € K such that F(g) < 0
forall F € 7. For each « as above we define F, : .;" —] — o0, +00] by:

Fo() = g7 f* 12 = llal oy = };wi(llg‘lf”lﬁz —1).

Then . will be the set of all functions F, and ¢ = .#;" (with the w*-topology)
which is a convex compact set as we saw before. From the second representation
of F, given above it follows that .# is a convex set. Each F; is a convex function
because Hg’lf’J‘H%2 = [ ¢ 2(f*)?dx and the map t — t2 is convex on [0, oo].
We shall prove in a moment that F, is lower semicontinuous. From Lemma 5.4
it follows that there is g, € % such that || f*||.& = ||gx ' f*|l ;2. Our assumptions
imply Fr(ga) = ||f”‘\|§f — ||uc\|§2(u) < 0. Then Ky Fan’s Lemma shows that one
can choose g € % such that F,(g) < 0 for all «, which finishes the proof of the
proposition.

It remains to show the lower semicontinuity of F,. For this it suffices to
prove that g—||g~1 f ||%2€[0, co| is lower semicontinuous on %" if f€.Z, f>0. But

Is™fI% = 2 J 22 f3d
Kq

and the set of lower semicontinuous functions .#~ — [0, o] is stable under sums
and upper bounds of arbitrary families. So it suffices to show that each map
¢ — [ g.2f2dx is lower semicontinuous. This map can be written as a com-

Kq
position ¢ o J, where J, : A4 — L1 (Ku) is the restriction map J,g = gs and
¢ : L1(K,;) — [0,00] is defined by ¢(6 f 0~2f2dx. The map J, is continu-

ous if we equip L9(K,) with the weak topology and .# with the w*-topology
because it is the adjoint of the norm continuous map L7 (K,;) — ., which sends
u into the function equal to u on K, and 0 elsewhere. Thus it suffices to show that
¢ is lower semicontinuous on the positive part of L7(K,) equipped with the weak
topology and for this we can use exactly the same argument as Maurey. We must
prove that the set {6 € L7(K,) : 6 > 0,¢(6) < r} is weakly closed for each real r.
Since ¢ is convex, this set is convex, so it suffices to show that it is norm closed.
But this is clear by the Fatou Lemma. 1

THEOREM 5.6. If 5 is a Hilbert space and T € B(A°, £ then one can find an
operator R € B(#, L?) and a positive function ¢ € .4 such that T = g(Q)R.

Proof. Let U be the unit ball of 7 and for each u € U let f* = Tu. From
Proposition 5.3 we get

1740 = [ (2T @an) | < A(Slnt?) < A(lea)
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where A = C||T|[g(,«)- Since there is no loss of generality in assuming A < 1,
we see that the assumptions of Proposition 5.5 are satisfied. So there is g € .#;"
such that || g1 Tu|| 12(x) < Lforallu € U. Thus it suffices to define R by the rule
Ru=g 'Tuforallu € 7.

6. WEAK DECAY PRESERVING OPERATORS

The purpose of the next two sections is to reconsider the examples from
Section 4 and to prove stability results for perturbations which decay in a weaker
sense. This section contains some preparatory material concerning several classes
of operators which preserve decay in some weak senses.

We first consider a measure space (X, jt) with y(X) = co and define the class
of functions which “vanish at infinity” as follows. Let us say that a set F C X is of
cofinite measure if its complement F€ is of finite (exterior) measure. The family 7,

of sets of cofinite measure is clearly a filter. If ¢ is a function on X then lgn =0
"
means that for each ¢ > 0 the set where |@(x)| > ¢ is of finite measure. We denote

B, (X) the C*-subalgebra of L*(X) consisting of functions such that lim ¢ = 0.
]l
Let 'MP be the set of (equivalence classes of) Borel subsets of finite measure of X.

Then {Xy }Nne;, is an approximate unit of B, (X) because for each ¢ € By, (X) and
eache > Owehave N = {x : |p(x)| > e} € N, and ess-sup |¢ — Xn¢| < . Now
it is clear that L?(X) and, more generally, any direct integral of Hilbert spaces
over X, has a natural Hilbert module structure with B, (X) as multiplier algebra.
We shall speak of F,-decay preserving operators when we refer to this algebra.

Let {7 (x)}rxex and {# (x) }xex be measurable families of Hilbert spaces
with dimensions < N for some finite N. We shall use the notations introduced
before Corollary 5.2.

THEOREM 6.1. Let S € B(J, %) N B(#,, K)y) for some p # 2. If p < 2 then
S is left JFy~decay preserving and if p > 2 then S is right JF,~decay preserving.

Proof. We shall consider only the case p < 2, the assertion for p > 2 fol-
lows by observing that S* € B(%#, #) N B(#,,#,) and then using Proposi-
tion 1.2. We prove that for each measurable set N of finite measure the operator
T = SXn(Q) has the property: if ¢ > 0 then there is a Borel set F € F such
that |Xr(Q)T|| < e (then Proposition 1.1 implies that S is left F,-decay preserv-
ing). Since N is of finite measure, X (Q) is a bounded operator 7" — .7}, hence
T € B(A#,%y). The rest of the proof is a straightforward application of Corol-
lary 5.2. Let a > 0 real and let F be the set of points x such that |g(x)| < a. Since
g € LT with g < co, we have F € F, and

IXe(Q)T (e, 0) = 1XF(Q)S(QRI| B, ) < allRl| s, 5y
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Thus it suffices to choose a such that a||R || g(» ) =€ 1

Now let X be a locally compact non-compact abelian group and let .7 be a
Hilbert X-module. Then, due to Remark 3.4, the operator ¢(Q) € B(.¢) is well
defined for all ¢ € B(X). If F is a filter finer than the Fréchet filter on X then
Br(X) = {¢ € B(X) : li}ngo = 0} is a C*-algebra and we can consider on J#

the Hilbert module structure defined by the multiplier algebra Mz = {¢(Q) :
¢ € Br(X)}. The corresponding classes of decay improving or decay preserving
operators will be called (left or right) F-vanishing at infinity or of (left or right)
F-decay preserving operators.

LEMMA 6.2. If 5, % are Hilbert X-modules then an operator S € B(A°, ') is
left F-decay preserving if and only if for each Borel set N with N© = X\ N € F and for
each € > 0 there is a Borel set F € F such that || Xp(Q)SXN(Q)|| < e

Proof. We note first that the family of operators Xy (Q), where N runs over

the family of Borel sets with complement in F, is an approximate unit for B (X).

Indeed, if e > 0 and ¢ € Br(X) then the set N = {x : |¢(x)| > €} is Borel, its

complement is in F, and sup |¢(x)(1 — Xn(x))| < . Thus, according to Proposi-
X

tion 1.1, S is left F-decay preserving if and only if SXn(Q) is left F-vanishing at
infinity for each N. Now the result follows from (1.1). 1

As a first example we may take F = F the filter of sets of cofinite Haar
measure. A much more interesting filter F, is defined as follows. Let |K| be the
exterior (Haar) measure of aset K C X and let K, = a + Kifa € X. A subset N is
called w-small (at infinity) if lim IN N K,| = 0 for some compact neighborhood K
of the origin. The complement of a w-small set will be called w-large (at infinity).
The family F, of all w-large sets is clearly a filter on X finer than the Fréchet
filter.

We give descriptions of the functions ¢ € B, (X) which explain the impor-
tance of the filter F,,. We say that p€B(X) is weakly vanishing (at infinity) if

(6.1) lim / |¢(x)|dx = 0 for each compact set K.
a+K

We shall denote by By (X) the set of functions ¢ satisfying (6.1). This is clearly a
C*-algebra. Note that it suffices that the convergence condition in (6.1) be satis-
fied for only one compact set K with non-empty interior.

Observe that a Borel set is w-small if and only if its characteristic function
weakly vanishes at infinity. Denote f * ¢ the convolution of two functions on X.

PROPOSITION 6.3. For a ¢cB(X) the following conditions are equivalent:
(i) ¢ is weakly vanishing;
(i) 0 = || € Co(X) if 6 € Cco(X);
(iii) lifm =0
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(iv) @(Q)y(P) is a compact operator on L2(X) for all ¥ € Co(X).
Proof. The equivalence of (i) and (ii) is clear because f |p|dx = (Xk * |¢])(a).

Then (iii) means that for each ¢ > 0 the Borel set N where |(p( )| > ¢ is w-small.
Since X < ¢/¢, the implication (ii) = (iii) is clear, while the reciprocal implica-
tion follows from Xg * |@| < sup |@|Xk * X + €|K|. If (iv) holds, let us choose ¢
such that its Fourier transform g be a positive function in C¢(X) and let f € C(X)
be positive and not zero. Since i(P)f is essentially the convolution of ¢ with f,
there is a compact set K with non-empty interior such that ¢(P)f > cXx with a
number ¢ > 0. Let U, be the unitary operator of translation by a in L?(X), then
Uyf — 0 weakly when a — o, hence [ p(Q)Us(P)fI| = [ p(Q¥(P)Usf] — 0.
Since U;¢(Q)U, = ¢(Q — a) we get ||¢(Q — a)Xk|| — 0, hence (i) holds.

Finally, let us prove that (i) = (iv). It suffices to prove that ¢(Q)y(P) is
compact if ¢ € Cc(X) and for this it suffices that $(P)|p|>(Q)y(P) be compact.
Since ¢ := |¢|*> € Bw(X) and since ¢(P) is the operator of convolution by a
function 6 € C.(X), we are reduced to proving that the integral operator S with
kernel S(x,y) = [0(z — x)&(z)0(z — y)dz is compact. If K = supp 0 and A is the
compact set K — K, then clearly there is a number C such that

S y)| <€ [ 6(2)dzXalx —y) = p(x)Xalx — )
Ky

where ¢ € Cy(X). The last term here is a kernel which defines a compact operator
T. Thus #(Q)S is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator for each # € C.(X) and from the
preceding estimate we get ||(S — 7(Q)S)u| < ||(1 —5(Q))T|u||| for each u €
L?(X). Thus ||S — 7(Q)S|| < ||(1 — #(Q))T|| and the right hand side tends to zero
if 1 = 1, is an approximate unit for Co(X). 1

The main restriction we have to impose on F comes from the fact that the
Friedrichs couple (¢, .#) which is involved in our abstract compactness criteria
must be such that ¢(Q) € K(¥,.¢) if ¢ € By (X). The preceding proposition
shows that F., is the finest filter which satisfies this condition in the case of inter-
est for differential operators:

COROLLARY 6.4. Let X be an Euclidean space, 7 = L2(X), and let 4 = H*
be a Sobolev space of order s > 0. If ¢ € B(X) then ¢(Q) € K(¥,.5¢) if and only if

(6.2) lim lg(x)|dx = 0.

a—eo
[x—a|<1
We mention that the importance of such a condition in questions of stability
of the essential spectrum has been noticed in [11], [14], [18],[21].
For technical reasons it is convenient to consider the following class of filters
defined in terms of the metric and measure space structure of X. We shall assume
from now on in this section that X is an Euclidean space, although most of what
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we do extends to more general locally compact groups or metric spaces (in the
context of Section 8). We set B,(r) = {x € X : |[x —a| < r}, B, = B,(1) and

B(r) = By(r). To each function v : X —]0,00[ such that liminfv(a) = 0 we
a—0o0
associate a set of subsets of X as follows:
(6.3) Ny = {NCX:limsupv(a)*1|NﬂBu| <oo}.
a—o0

Clearly %, = {F C X : F® € .4} is a filter on X finer than the Fréchet filter.
THEOREM 6.5. Let X = R" and let v : X —]0, 00[ such that liminfv(a) = 0
a—0oo
and sup v(b)/v(a) < oo for each real r. If S € B(L%(X)) is of class C%(Q) and if

|b—al<r

S € B(LP(X)) for some p < 2, then S is left .F,-decay preserving.

Proof. We shall use the following terminology: an operator S : ¢ — %
acting between two Hilbert X-modules is called of finite range if there is a com-
pact neighborhood A of the origin such that for any compact sets H, K C X with
(H—K)NA=@wehave X(Q)SXx(Q) = 0. For 6 € L!(X*) we define

(6.4) Sp = / Vi SVi0(k)dk.

In order to explain the main idea of the proof we note that a formal computation
involving the spectral measure E(A) = X 4(Q) of the representation Vj gives

6.5) 0)Sey(Q / / B(x — )(y)E(dx)SE(dy)

for all ¢, ¢ € B(X). This clearly implies the following:

(+) { If the support of fisa compact set A and if supp ¢ N (A + supp ¢)
= @ then ¢(Q)Sep(Q) =

We shall not give a rigorous justification of (6.5) but we shall prove the preceding
assertion, which suffices for our purposes. Observe that if (x) holds for a certain
set of operators S then it also holds for the strongly closed linear subspace of
B(#,.%") generated by it. So it suffices to prove (x) for S an operator of rank
one Sf = v(u, f) with some fixed u € # and v € #. Now the computation
giving (6.5) obviously makes sense in the weak topology and gives for f € 47
and g € 7"

(8, 9(Q)S09(Q / / 0(x — y)o(x)p(v) (g, E(dx)u) u, E(dy) ),

hence (x) holds for such S.

Observe that if S € C"(Q) then S is norm limit of operators of the form
Se. For this it suffices to take 8 = |K| 'Xx where K runs over the set of open
relatively compact neighbourhoods of the neutral element of X*, |K| being the
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Haar measure of K. Then, by approximating conveniently 6 in L! norm, one
shows that S is norm limit of operators Sy such that 6 has compact support.

Now we start the proof of the theorem. We can approximate in norm in
B(L?(X)) the operator S by operators which are in B(L?(X)) N B(L?(X)) and
have finite range. Indeed, the approximation procedure (6.4) used above is such
thatitleaves B(L?(X)) N B(LP(X)) invariant (because V; are isometries in L? too).
Since the set of left .%,-decay preserving operators is norm closed in B(L?(X)),
we may assume in the rest of the proof that S is of finite range. According to
Lemma 6.2, it suffices to show that, for a given Borel set N € .4, and for any
number ¢ > 0, there is a Borel set M € 4}, such that || Xpc(Q)SAN(Q)| < e.

In the rest of the proof we shall freely use the notations introduced in Sec-
tion 5. In particular, g is defined by 1/p = 1/2 +1/4. If f € L?(X) we have

XN fll iy < IXN N Laen) 1f |2,y <IN OKal 90 fll 2k, -

Since N € .4, we can find a constant ¢ such that [N N K;| < cv(a) (note that
the definition (6.3) does not involve the restriction of v to bounded sets). Thus, if
we take A, = v(a)" V9 fora € Z = 7", we get Xnf € £ with the notations of
Section 5. In other terms, we see that we have Xy(Q) € B(L*(X),%). Let T =
SXn(Q) and let us assume that we also have S € B(.Z). Then T € B(L*(X), 2)
and we can apply the Maurey type factorization theorem Theorem 5.6, where
# = L*(X). Thus we can write T = g(Q)R for some R € B(L?(X)) and some

function ¢ € .#, which means that G := supv(a)~/1||g|| 19(K,) is a finite number.
acZ
Ift >0and M = {x: g(x) > t} then we getforalla € Z:

MO Ke| = [Xuallfy e,y < 17100 0x,) < (G/0W(a).

Note that the second condition imposed on v in Theorem 6.5 can be stated
as follows: there is an increasing strictly positive function é on [0, co[ such that
v(b) < 6(|b —al)v(a) for all a, b; for we may take §(r) = sup v(b)/v(a). Now

|b—a|<r
leta € X and let D(a) be the set of b € Z such that K, intersects B,. Clearly D(a)
contains at most 2" points b all of them satisfying |b — a| < \/n + 1. Hence:

IMNK| < Y IMNKy| 2" sup (G/)7w(b) < 2(G/1)16(v/n +1)v(a),
beD(a) beD(a)

which proves that M belongs to .4;,. On the other hand, we have:

X (Q)TIF = 1Xpme (Q)(QIRI < [Xpreg [ IR]| < EIR]-

To finish the proof of the theorem it suffices to take t = ¢/||R||.
We still have to prove that S € B(Z). Since S is of finite range, there is a
number r such that X, (Q)X,(Q) = 0if |a — b| > r. Then for any f € .Z:

2
LA IGSAL =LA E xsnf] <C ¥ A2t
a a

|b—al<r [b—a|<r
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where C is a number depending only on r and n. Since S is bounded in L7 the

last term is less than CC' Y AZ||X,f||?, for some constant C’. Finally, from
|b—al<r

v(b) < 6(|b—a|)v(a) < (r)v(a) we get
L = T < s

|a—b|<r l|a—b|<r
where L(r) is the maximum number of points from Z inside a ball of radius r.
Thus we have HS||%($) < CC'L(r)8(r)?/9.

THEOREM 6.6. Let X = R" and let S be a pseudo-differential operator of class S°.
Then S is Fy-decay preserving in L?(X), i.e. if ¢ € Byw(X) then ¢(Q)S = T191(Q)
and S¢(Q) = o(Q) Ty for some 1, P € By (X) and Ty, T, € B(L*(X)).

Proof. Since the adjoint of S is also a pseudo-differential operator of class
S0, it suffices to show that S is left Fy-decay preserving. We have S € B(L?(X))
forall1 < p < coand S is of class C"(Q) because the commutators [Q;, S] are
bounded operators for all 1 < j < n. Thus we can apply Theorem 6.5 and deduce
that for any function v as in the statement of the theorem, for any ¢ > 0, and for
any N € .#; there is M € 4}, such that || X (Q)SXN(Q)|| < e. Now let N be a
Borel w-small set, i.e. such that |N NB,;| — 0ifa — co. We shall prove that there is
a function v with the properties required in Theorem 6.5 and with uli_I)l(’)lo v(a) =0

such that N € .#,. This finishes the proof of the corollary because the relation
M € ¥, implies now that M is w-small.

We construct v as follows. The relation 6(r) = sup |N N B,| defines a pos-

la|>r

itive decreasing function on [0, co[ which tends to zero at infinity and such that
INNB;| < 6(|a]) foralla € X. Weset ¢(f) = 60(0)if 0 <t < 1and fork > 0
integer and 2F < t < 2M1 we define ¢(t) = max{¢(2*-1)/2,0(2F)}. So Fisa
strictly positive decreasing function on [0, co[ which tends to zero at infinity and
such that 6 < & Moreover, if 28 < s < 2kt1 and 257 <t < 2k+P+1 then

G(t) = E@57) 2 ¢ /22 - 2 27P5(2F) = 277¢ ()
hence &(s) > &(t) = (s/2)&(s) if 1 < s < . We take v(a) = &(Ja|), sovisa
bounded strictly positive function on X with alim v(a) = 0and [N N B,| < v(a)
for all a. If a,b are points with |a|,|b| > 1 and |a — b| < r then v(b)/v(a) < 1if
|a| < |b| and if |a| > |b| then
v(b)/v(a) = ¢([b])/&((al) < (2[a])/[b] < 2(1 +7).

Thus the second condition imposed on v in Theorem 6.5 is also satisfied. 1

REMARK 6.7. The theorem remains true if 7, is replaced by F,. To prove
this it suffices to use Theorem 6.1 and to take into account the fact that a pseudo-

differential operator of class S° belongs to B(LP (X)) forall 1 < p < oo and that
the adjoint of such an operator is also pseudo-differential of class S’. In [10] we
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introduce a third class of filters (of a more topological nature) F;, which thus de-
fine new classes of weakly vanishing at infinity functions, for which Theorem 6.6
is still true.

7. WEAKLY VANISHING PERTURBATIONS

In this section we reconsider the framework of Section 4 and improve, but
with a stronger assumption a € B(.%"), the decay condition (4.2). We shall con-
sider on 7 the class of “vanishing at infinity” functions corresponding to the
algebra By (X), in other terms we equip . with the Hilbert module structure as-
sociated to the multiplier algebra {¢(Q)|¢ € Bw(X)}. By Corollary 6.4, (¢, )
remains a compact Friedrichs module. The space %" inherits a natural direct sum
Hilbert module structure.

We keep the notations and terminology of Sections 4 and 6. We recall that
an operator D*aD : s — ¢~ is coercive if there are numbers y, v>0 such that

(7.1) Re (Du,aDu) > p|u|%pm —v|ul%, Yu € 2™
Clearly the next lemma remains true if the filter ., is replaced by F,.

LEMMA 7.1. Assume that a € B(%") is Fw-decay preserving and that the oper-
ator D*aD : ™ — s~ is coercive. Then D(A, — z) ™\ is Fy-decay preserving if
Re z < —v, where v is as in (7.1).

Proof. We shall use Proposition 2.6 with c the identity operator in %/, so
A = A, is the operator in J# associated to D*D = ), P?*, which is the canonical
w|l<m
positive isomorphism of ¢ onto ¢4* and (7.1) meeLrLs Re D*aD > uD*D —v. We
have D(A—z)™! € By(#,#) and D(D*D —z)"'D* € By(#) if Rez < 0
because these operators consist of matrices of pseudo-differential operators with
constant coefficients of class S°, so we can use Theorem 6.6. 1

We now consider two operators ¢ — 5" of the form

D*aD = Y P%auPP and D*bD= Yy DPbPP
lal,[pl<m la,[pl<m
where the coefficients are continuous operators a,g, byp : =Bl s pplal-m
satisfying some other conditions stated below and denote as usual A, and Ay the
operators in .7 associated to them.

THEOREM 7.2. Assume that the operators D*aD and D*bD are coercive and that
their coefficients satisfy the following conditions:
(i) anp € B(H) and are Fy-decay preserving operators;
(ii) if |a| + |B| = 2m then ayp — byp is left Fry-vanishing at infinity;
(iii) if || + |B] < 2m then ang — bep € K (1Bl slel=m).
Then the operator Ay, is a compact perturbation of A, in particular Gess(Ag) = Oess(Ap).



144 V. GEORGESCU AND S. GOLENIA

Proof. We check the conditions of Theorem 2.5. Because of the coercivity
assumptions, condition (i) is fulfilled, and (iii) is satisfied by Lemma 7.1. The part
of condition (ii) involving the coefficients such that |a| + || = 2m is satisfied by
definition, for the lower order coefficients it suffices to use (2.5). 1

REMARK 7.3. If a,5 and b,g are bounded Borel functions and a,5 — byg €
By (X) for all &, B, then the conditions (i)—(iii) of the theorem are satisfied. Indeed,
in order to check the compactness conditions on the lower order coefficients note
that, by Corollary 6.4, if ¢ € By(X) then the operator ¢(Q) : J#° — #!is
compact if s, > 0 and one of them is not zero.

The next result is a more general but less explicit version of Theorem 7.2.
This is an improvement of Theorem 2.1 in [18], thus it covers some subelliptic
operators.

THEOREM 7.4. Assume that D*aD satisfies (7.1) and that Ay, is a closed densely
defined operator such that there is z € p(Ay) with Re z < —v. Moreover, assume that
a, b satisfy the conditions (i)—(iii) of Theorem 7.2. Then the operator Ay is a compact
perturbation of A,.

Proof. We shall apply Theorem 2.1 with A = A; and B = Aj,. The assump-
tion (AB) is clearly satisfied and we take A = D*aD and B = D*bD, hence
B—A=D*(b—a)D. ThenletS=D*and T = (b—a)D. 1

Finally, let us note that one should be able to use Theorem 2.1 to treat
situations when the coefficients a,5 and b,p are unbounded operators even if
|a| = B| = m (as in Theorem 3.1 of [18] and [4], [5]), see the framework of Exam-
ple 2.3, but we shall not pursue this idea here.

8. RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS

8.1. In this section X will be at least a locally compact non-compact topological
space and we shall consider Hilbert modules associated to it according to the
following definition. A Hilbert space .7¢ is a Hilbert X-module if a *-morphism Q :
Co(X) — B(#) with non-degenerate range is given. We shall use the notation
¢(Q) = Q(¢). The Hilbert module structure on .5# is defined by the C*-algebra of
operators on .# given by M = {¢(Q) : ¢ € Co(X)}. Hilbert X-modules appear
naturally in differential geometry as spaces of sections of vector fiber bundles
over X.

If 57 is a Hilbert X-module then the morphism Q canonically extends to
a *-morphism ¢ — ¢(Q) of B(X) into B(#’) such that: if {¢,} is a bounded
sequence in B(X) and 111:1‘(010 ¢n(x) = @(x) forall x € X, then s—lirlln on(Q) = ¢(Q).

This follows from standard integration theory argument, see [15]. In particular, a
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separable Hilbert X-module is essentially a direct integral of Hilbert spaces over
X, see 11.6.2 of [7].

The Cohen-Hewitt theorem ([9], V-9.2) shows that the classes of decay im-
proving and decay preserving operators associated to M and to the algebra of
operators ¢(Q) with ¢ € B(X) and xh_r)rgo ¢(x) = 0 are identical.

Remark 3.4 implies that if X is a locally compact group then the notion of
Hilbert X-module introduced in Section 3 coincides with that considered here.

A Banach module structure defined by an algebra A/ on J# is finer than that
defined by M if M C N.If F is a filter on X finer than the Fréchet filter then we
can associate to it a Hilbert structure on ¢ finer than its initial X-module struc-
ture by taking {q)(Q) : li}_n Q= O} as multiplier algebra. The decay preserving

operators with respect to this new structure will be called F-decay preserving.
The decay preserving operators (with respect to the initial X-module structure)
are not, in general, F-decay preserving, and one of the main problems that we
shall consider later on will be to find F-decay preserving operators for some non-
trivial F.

The support supp u C X of an element u € J# is the smallest closed set such
that its complement U has the property ¢(Q)u = 0if ¢ € C.(U). Clearly, the set
7% of elements u € S such that supp u is compact is a dense subspace of 2.

Let 5, % be Hilbert X-modules, let S € B(57, %), and let ¢, € C(X),
not necessarily bounded. We say that ¢(Q)Sy(Q) is a bounded operator if there
is a constant C such that ||¢(Q)¢(Q)S¥(Q)n(Q)|| < Csup |&|sup || forall ¢,y €
Cc(X). The greatest lower bound of the admissible constants C in this estimate is
denoted [|¢(Q)Sy(Q)||. The product ¢(Q)Sy(Q) is well defined as sesquilinear
form on the dense subspace J#; x % of % x 7 and the preceding boundedness
notion is equivalent to the continuity of this form for the topology induced by
H x . We similarly define the boundedness of the commutator [S, ¢(Q)].

PROPOSITION 8.1. Assume that S € B(, %) and let 6 : X — [1,00[ be a
continuous function such that lim 6(x) = co. If 6(Q)S6~1(Q) is a bounded operator
X—00

then S is left decay preserving. If 61(Q)SO(Q) is a bounded operator then S is right
decay preserving.

Proof. Let K C X be compact, let U C X be a neighborhood of infinity in X,
and let ¢, € C(X) such that supp ¢ C K, supp ¢ C Uand |p| < 1,|¢p| < 1.
Then 0¢ is a bounded function and 6 ~! is bounded and can be made as small as
we wish by choosing U conveniently. If ¢ > 0 and U is sufficiently small we have

l¥(Q)Se(Q)Nl < lpe~" - 10(Q)s6~(Q) - I8¢l <.

Then the result follows from Proposition 1.1(i) and relation (1.1). &

The boundedness of (Q)S6~1(Q) can be checked by estimating the com-
mutator [S,0(Q)]; we give an example for the case of metric spaces. Note that
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on metric spaces one has a natural class of regular functions, namely the Lip-
schitz functions, for example the functions which give the distance to subsets:
pk(x) = inf p(x,y) for K C X.

yeK

We say that a locally compact metric space (X, p) is proper if the metric p has
the property ylirn p(x,y) = oo for some (hence for all) points x € X. Equivalently,

if X is not compact but the closed balls are compact.

COROLLARY 8.2. Let (X, p) be a proper locally compact metric space. If S belongs
to B(A, %) and if [S,0(Q)] is bounded for each positive Lipschitz function 0, then S is
decay preserving.

Proof. Indeed, by taking 8 = 1 + px and by using the notations of the proof
of Proposition 8.1, we easily get the following estimate: there is C < co depending
only on K such that

lp(Q)SY(Q)Il < C(1+p(K,U)) ™"

where p(K, U) is the distance from K to U. Since S* has the same properties as S,
this proves that S is decay preserving. Note that the boundedness of [S, px(Q)]
for some x € X suffices in this argument. 1

8.2. Let 57, % be two Hilbert spaces identified with their adjoints and d a closed
densely defined operator mapping . into .#". Let ¥ = D(d) equipped with the
graph norm, so ¢ C ¢ continuously and densely and d € B(¥, .%").

Then the quadratic form ||du||%, on .# with domain ¢ is positive densely
defined and closed. Let A be the positive self-adjoint operator on .7 associated to
it. In fact A = d*d, where the adjoint d* of d is a closed densely defined operator
mapping % into JZ.

Now let A € B() and A € B(%') be self-adjoint and such that A > ¢ and
A = ¢ for some real ¢ > 0. Then we can define new Hilbert spaces A and X as
follows:

(%) A = A as vector space and (1 : 0) > = (u: Av) 4,
A = J as vector space and (1 : v) = (u: Av) 4.

Since # =  and # = ¥ as topological vector spaces, the operator
d:¥ C s — X isstill a closed densely defined operator, hence the quadratic
form ||du\|2~on S with domain ¥ is positive, densely defined and closed. We

shall denote by A the positive self-adjoint operator on A associated to it.

We can express A in more explicit terms as follows. Denote by d d the operator
d when viewed as acting from # to #. Then A = d*d, where d* : D(d*) C
A — A is the adjoint of d = d with respect to the new Hilbert space structures
(the spaces 7, % being also identified with their adjoints). It is easy to check
that d* = A~1d*A. Thus A = A~1d*Ad.
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From now on (X, p) is a proper locally compact metric space and . and
# are Hilbert X-modules. We set Lip ¢ = sup |¢(x) — ¢(y)|p(x,y) ! for each

xFy
function ¢ on X. A closed densely defined map d : D(d) C ¢ — ¢ isa first

order operator if 3C € R such that for each bounded Lipschitz function ¢ on X

[(d"u, 9(Q)v) s — (u, ¢(Q)dv) 5| < CLip ¢ [[ull ([0l

for all (u,v) € D(d*) x D(d). Thus (d*u, p(Q)v) — (u, p(Q)dv) is a sesquilinear
form on the dense subspace D(d*) x D(d) of .# x J# continuous for the topol-
ogy induced by % x ., so there is a continuous operator [d, (Q)] : # — A
such that

(d*u, 9(Q)v)r — (1, 9(Q)dv) = (u,[d, 9(Q)]0)
forallu € D(d*), v € D(d). Moreover, we have ||[d, ¢(Q)]l|5(,#) < CLip ¢

LEMMA 8.3. The operator d(A+ 1)~1 is decay preserving.

Proof. We shall prove that S := d(A+ 1) is a decay preserving operator
with the help of Corollary 8.2, more precisely we show that [S, ¢(Q)] is abounded
operator if @ is a positive Lipschitz function. Let ¢ > 0 and ¢, = (1 +¢e¢p) L.
Then ¢, is bounded with || < e~ and |@.(x) — ¢:(y)| < |@(x) — ¢(y)| hence
Lip ¢ < Lip ¢. If v € D(d) we have for all u € D(d*):

[(d"u, 9e(Q)0) | = [, 9e(Q)dv) 5 + (u, [d, 9:(Q)]0) x|
< lull (7 | doll# + CLip ge [l ze)-

Hence ¢.(Q)v € D(d**) = D(d) because d is closed. Thus ¢.(Q)D(d) C D(d)
and by the closed graph theorem we get ¢.(Q) € B(¥), where ¢ is the domain
of d equipped with the graph topology. This also implies that ¢.(Q) extends to
an operator in B(¢*) (note that ¢.(Q) is symmetric in 7).

Now, if we think of d as a continuous operator ¢4 — ¢, then it has an
adjoint d* : .# — ¢* which is the unique continuous extension of the operator
d*: D(d*) C & — A C 4*. Thus the canonical extension of A to an element of
B(¢4,%*) is the productof d : 4 — ¢ withd* : # — ¥* (note D(d) is the form
domain of A). Then it is trivial to justify that we have in B(¥¢,%*):

[4,9:(Q)] = [d", :(Q)]d + d"[d, ¢(Q)]-
Here [d*, 9:(Q)] = [¢:(Q),d]|* € B(#, ). Since A+1: 9 — ¥* is a linear
homeomorphism, we then have in B(4*,9):
[9e(Q),(A+1)71]
=(A+1) 74 e(Ql(A+ 1)
= (A+1) 7 [ge(Q) A" d(A+ 1) + (A+1)71d"[d, g (Q))(A+ 1),
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Finally, taking again into account the fact that ¢¢(Q) leaves ¢ invariant, we have:

[9e(Q), d(B+1)7"] = [pe(Q), dl(A+1) ! + d(A+1) ' [ge(Q), d]*d(A+ 1)
+d(A+1)71d"[d, ¢e(QI(A+1)7

Hence:

[ge(Q),d(A+ 1)l gex)
-1
< |ee(Q), dlll gz, 1A+ 1) B
+ 1d(A+ 1) Mpee )l 9e(Q), Al 5 ey 1A(A+ 1) Hipor )
+ [[d(A+ 1) | g I (s, (A + 1) i)

The most singular factor here is
1d(A+1) 7' ) < Il 1A+ 1) g9 14 5 9

and this is finite. Thus we get for a finite constant C;:

ee(Q), d(A+1) "5, < Cullld, @e(Qll, ) < CiCLip @
which is less than C;CLip ¢. Now let u € % and v € J%. We get:

(p(Qud(A+1)"0) — (u,d(A+1) " 9(Q)0)|
= lim |{ge(Q)u,d(4+1) '0) — (u,d(A+1) " .(Q)0)| < C: CLip ¢

Thus [¢(Q),d(A + 1)~!] is a bounded operator. 1

THEOREM 8.4. Let (X, p) be a proper locally compact metric space. Assume that
(9, ) is a compact Friedrichs X-module and that ¢ is a Hilbert X-module. Let d, A, A
be operators satisfying the following conditions:
(i) d is a closed first order operator from F to X with D(d) = ¥;
(ii) A is a bounded self-adjoint operator on 7 withinfA > 0and A —1 € K(¥, );
(iii) A is a bounded self-adjoint operator on & withinf A > 0and A —1 € By(x).
Then the self-adjoint operators A and A have the same essential spectrum.

Proof. In this proof, we shall consider A as an operator acting on .##°. Since
S = A as topological vector spaces and the notion of spectrum is purely topo-
logical, A is a closed densely defined operator on % and it has the same spec-
trum as the self-adjoint operator A on . Moreover, if we define the essential
spectrum oess(A) as the set of z € C such that either ker(A — z) is infinite dimen-
sional or the range of A — z is not closed, we see that the essential spectrum is
a topological notion, so Oess(A) is the same, whether we think of A as operator
on 4 or on . Finally, with this definition of gess We have Tess(A) = Oess(B) if
(A —z)~! — (B —z)~!is a compact operator for some z € p(A) N p(B).

Thus it suffices to prove that (A4 1)1 — (A4 1)~ € K(.#). Now we ob-
servethat A+1=A"1d*Ad+1 = A"1(d*Ad + A) and A, = d*Ad is the positive
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self-adjoint operator on .7# associated to the closed quadratic form ||du ”2;?7 on
with domain . Thus (A+1)~! = (Ay +A)~'A and

A+1D) P —(BaA+N)TT=BA+ )T A=) = [(A=1)(Ax+A) 1%

The range of (A + A)~! is included in the form domain of A, + A, which is .
The map (Ap +A)~! : # — ¢ is continuous, by the closed graph theorem, and
A—1:9 — A is compact. Hence (A+1)"! — (A, + A) ! is compact. Similarly:

A+1) LA+ AT =(@d+1) = (d*Ad+ 1)L € K(2).

To prove this we use Theorem 2.5 with: & = %, D =d,a =1, b = A and
z = —1. Since d*d and d*Ad are positive self-adjoint operators on .7 with the
same form domain ¥, the first condition of Theorem 2.5 is satisfied. Then the
second condition holds because A —1 € B&(% ). Thus it remains to observe that
the operator d(A + 1) ! is decay preserving by Lemma 8.3. 1

8.3. We shall consider now an application of Theorem 8.4 to concrete Riemann-
ian manifolds. It will be clear from what follows that we could treat Lipschitz
manifolds with measurable metrics (see [6], [20] for example), but the case of C 1
manifolds with locally bounded metrics suffices as an example. Note also that
the proof of Theorem 8.5 covers without any modification the case when X is
not C! but is a Lipschitz manifold and a countable atlas has been specified (then
the tangent space is well defined almost everywhere and the absolute continuity
notions we use make sense).

From now on in this section X is a non-compact differentiable manifold of class
C!. Then its cotangent manifold T*X is a topological vector fiber bundle over
X whose fiber over x will be denoted T; X. If u : X — R is differentiable then
du(x) € T;X is its differential at the point x and its differential du is a section of
T*X. Thus for the moment d is a linear map defined on the space of real C!(X)
functions to the space of sections of T*X.

A measurable locally bounded Riemannian structure on X will be called
an R-structure on X. To be precise, an R-structure is given on X if each Ty X is
equipped with a quadratic (i.e. generated by scalar product) norm || - || such
that:

if v is a continuous section of T*X over a compact set K such that
(R) ¢ v(x) #0forx € K, then x — ||v(x)||x is a bounded Borel map on
Kand ||v(x)]|x = ¢ for some number ¢ > 0 and all x € K.

Such a structure allows one to construct a metric compatible with the topology
on X, the distance between two points being the infimum of the length of the
Lipschitz curves connecting the points (see the references above). Since X was
assumed to be non-compact, the metric space X is proper if and only if it is com-
plete. If this is the case, we say that the R-structure is complete.
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It will also be convenient to complexify these structures (i.e. replace Ty X by
T; X ® C and extend the scalar product as usual) and to keep the same notations
for the complexified objects.

We shall consider positive measures p on X such that:

(M)  is absolutely continuous and its density is locally bounded
and locally bounded from below by strictly positive constants.

A couple consisting of an R-structure and a measure verifying (M) on X will be
called an RM-structure on X. To an R-structure we may canonically associate an
RM-structure by taking y equal to the Riemannian volume element.

If an RM-structure is given on X then we may consider the two Hilbert
spaces ## = L?(X, ) and .# defined as the completion of the space of continu-
ous sections with compact support of T*X equipped with the norm

ol = / lo() 2du(x)

In fact, /% is the space of (suitably defined) square integrable sections of T*X

The operator of exterior differentiation d induces a linear map C!(X) — %
which is easily seen to be closable as operator from J# to J¢ (this is a purely
local problem and the hypotheses we put on the metric and the measure allow
us to reduce ourselves to the Euclidean case). We shall keep the notation d for its
closure and we note that its domain ¢ is the first order Sobolev space /#! defined
in this context as the closure of C!(X) under the norm

el = /(Iu(X)I2+ I (x)[[3)dp ().

X

The self-adjoint operator A = d*d in % associated to the quadratic form || - ||2j;,;1
is the Laplace operator associated to the given RM-structure. /

Two RM-structures ({|| - [|x}xex, #) and ({|| - ||%}xex, #') on X are called
equivalent if there are bounded Borel functions &, ,A on X witha > cand A > ¢
for some number ¢ > 0 such that a(x)|| - |lx < |||l < B(x)| - ||« for all x
and u' = Ap. The distances p,p’ on X associated to these structures satisfy
ap < p' < bp for some numbers b > a > 0, hence if one of the RM-structures
is complete, the second one is also complete. Notice that the spaces .7, % asso-
ciated to equivalent RM-structures are identical as topological vector spaces.

Two equivalent RM-structures are strongly equivalent if the functions w, , A
can be chosen such that A(x) — 1, a(x) — 1and B(x) — 1as x — oo.

THEOREM 8.5. The Laplace operators associated to strongly equivalent complete
RM-structures on X have the same essential spectrum.

Proof. We check that the assumptions of Theorem 8.4 are satisfied. We noted
above that X is a proper metric space for the metric associated to the initial Rie-
mann structure. The spaces /¢, % have obvious X-module structures and for



STABILITY OF THE ESSENTIAL SPECTRUM 151

each ¢ € C.(X) the operator ¢(Q) : #! — J# is compact. Indeed, by using
partitions of unity, we may assume that the support of ¢ is contained in the do-
main of a local chart and then we are reduced to a known fact in the Euclidean
case. Thus (¥, 5¢) is a compact Friedrichs X-module. To see that d is a first order
operator we observe that if ¢ is Lipschitz then [d, ¢] is the operator of multipli-
cation by the differential d¢ of ¢ and the estimate ess-sup [|d¢(x)|x < Lip ¢ is
easy to obtain. The conditions on A in Theorem 8.4 are trivially verified. So it
remains to consider the operator A. For each x € X there is a unique operator
Ap(x) on TfX such that (u|v)), = (u|Ag(x)v)y for all u,v € T X and we have
a(x)? < Ag(x) < B(x)? by hypothesis. Here the inequalities must be interpreted
with respect to the initial scalar product on T; X. Thus the operator A on %" is
just the operator of multiplication by the function A(x) = A(x)Ag(x) and the
condition (iii) of Theorem 8.4 is clearly satisfied. 1

The (strong) equivalence of two R-structures is defined in an obvious way. If
i, u' are the Riemannian measures associated to strongly equivalent R-structures
then the unique function A such that y/ = Ay satisfies A(x) — 1as x — oo.

COROLLARY 8.6. The Laplace operators associated to strongly equivalent com-
plete R-structures on X have the same essential spectrum.

We stress that if one of the Riemannian structures is locally Lipschitz then
this result is easy to prove by using local regularity estimates for elliptic equa-
tions.

An assumption of the form a(x) — 1 as x — oo imposed in the definition of
strong equivalence means that the set where |a(x) — 1| > ¢ is relatively compact
for any € > 0. We shall consider now a weaker notion of equivalence associated
to the filter 7, introduced at the beginning of Section 6.

We first introduce two notions which clearly depend only on the equiva-
lence class of an RM-structure. We say that an RM-structure is of infinite volume if
1(X) = oo. We say that it has the F-embedding property if for each Borel set F C X
of finite measure the operator X(Q) : #! — # is compact.

REMARK 8.7. The F-embedding property is satisfied under quite general
conditions. Indeed, the compactness of Xp(Q) : #! — J# is equivalent to
the compactness of the operator Xr(Q)(A + 1)71/2 in s#. Or the set of func-
tions ¢ € C(]0, oo[) such that Xr(Q)¢(A) is compact is a closed C*-subalgebra of
C(]0, o0]) so it suffices to find one function ¢ which generates this algebra such
that Xr(Q)¢(A) be compact. But Xr(Q)¢@(A) is compact if and only if the opera-
tor Xr(Q)|@(A)[2Xr(Q) is compact, so we see that it suffices to show that for each
Borel set F of finite measure there is t > 0 such that Xr(Q)e *Xr(Q) be compact.
For example, it suffices that this operator be Hilbert-Schmidt, i.e. that the integral

kernel P; of e *4 be such that [ [Pi(x,y)[*du(x)dpu(y) < oo, which is true if P,
FxF

satisfies a Gaussian upper estimate and the measure of a ball of radius t'/2 (for a
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fixed t) is bounded below by a strictly positive constant (see [2], [3] and references
there).

Two infinite volume RM-structures will be called u-strongly equivalent if they
are equivalent and if the functions «, B, A can be chosen such that for each ¢ > 0
the set where one of the inequalities |a(x) — 1| > ¢, |f(x) —1| > eor|A(x) —1] > ¢
holds is of finite measure.

We say that an RM-structure is regular if there is p > 2 such that d(A+ 1)1
induces a bounded operator in L¥. More precisely, this means that there is a
constant C such that if u € L?(X) N LP(X) then d(A + 1)~'u, which is a section
of T*X of finite L2 norm, has an L norm bounded by C||u||r». If the operator
d(A+1)~1d* also induces a bounded operators in L (in an obvious sense), we
say that the RM-structure is strongly reqular. From the relation d(A+1)~1d* =
[d(A+1)712)[d(A+ 1)7/2]* we see that strong regularity follows from: Je > 0
such that d(A + 1)~!/2 induces a bounded operator in L? for2 —e < p < 2 +&.

THEOREM 8.8. Let A be the Laplace operator associated to an infinite volume com-
plete RM-structure on X which has the F-embedding property and is regular. Then the
Laplace operator associated to an RM-structure y-strongly equivalent to the given struc-
ture has the same essential spectrum as A.

Proof. Let A(x) be as in the proof of Theorem 8.5. Clearly there is a number
C > 0 such that C1 A(x) < C for all x and such that for each ¢ > 0 the
set where ||A(x) — 1|| > ¢ is of finite measure (the inequalities and the norm are
computed on T; X, which is equipped with the initial scalar product).

Now we proceed as in the proof of Theorem 8.4 but this time we equip
¢ and % with the Hilbert module structures described at the beginning of Sec-
tion 6. To avoid confusions, we denote B, (%) and B, (.#") the space of decay im-
proving operators relatively to these new module structures. The F-embedding
property implies that (7!, #) is a compact Friedrichs module. Moreover, the
operator A(Q) —1: #' — 2 is compact. Then, as in the proof of Theorem 8.4,
we see that it suffices to prove that

(d*d+1)"! = (d*A(Q)d + 1)t € K(22).

Clearly A(Q) —1 € By(#). Now we use Theorem 2.5 exactly as in the proof
of Theorem 8.4 and we see that the only condition which remains to be checked
is (iii) of Theorem 2.5, i.e. in our case d(A+1)"! € B; (A, %), where the de-
cay preserving property is relatively to the algebra B, (X). But this follows from
Theorem 6.1. 1

One may check the regularity property needed in Theorem 8.8 by using the
results from [2], [3] concerning the boundedness in L? of the operator dA—1/2, For
example, it suffices that X be complete, with the doubling volume property, and such that
the Poincaré inequality holds in L? sense. Note, however, that these results are much
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stronger than necessary in our context and that the boundedness of d(A +1)~1/2
should hold under less restrictive assumptions.

The next result does not require regularity assumptions on any of the RM-
structures that we want to compare but only on a third one in their equivalence
class. Observe that each equivalence class of RM-structures contains one of the
same degree of local smoothness as the manifold X (make local regularizations
and use a partition of unity).

THEOREM 8.9. Let A,, Ay be the Laplace operators associated to y-strongly equiv-
alent complete RM-structures of infinite volume and having the F-embedding property.
If these structures are equivalent to a strongly regular RM-structure, then A, and Ay
have the same essential spectrum.

Proof. Let A. be the Laplace operator associated to the third structure. From
Theorem 6.1 it follows that d(A; + 1)~ and d(A. + 1) "!D* are right F,-decay
preserving. Then from Proposition 2.6 we see that d(A, + 1) ! is right 7,-decay
preserving and we may conclude as in the proof of Theorem 8.8. 1

It is natural to consider an analogue of the filter ., introduced in Section 6
to get an optimal weak decay condition for the stability of the essential spectrum
in the present context. The techniques of Section 6 should be relevant for this
question.

REMARK 8.10. We shall describe here, without going into details, an ab-
stract framework for the study of the Laplace operator acting on forms. Let
¢ be a Hilbert space and d a closed densely defined operator in # such that
d?> = 0. For example, . could be the space of square integrable differential
forms over a C! manifold equipped with a measurable locally bounded metric
and d the operator of exterior differentiation. We denote 6 = d* and we as-
sume that ¢ := D(d) N D(J) is dense in 7 (which is a rather strong condition
in the context of this paper, e.g. in the preceding example it is a differentiabil-
ity condition on the metric). Then let D = d 4 § with domain ¢, observe that
|Du|> = ||du||® + ||ou||? so D is a closed symmetric operator, assume that D is
self-adjoint, and define A = D? = dé + éd (form sum). Then

(8.1) A+1)'=D+i)(D-i)"L

Now let a € B(#) with a > & > 0 and such that a*'9 C ¢ and let 7, be
the Hilbert space which is equal to .77 as vector space but is equipped with the
new scalar product (u,v), = (u,av). Denote d, the operator d viewed as oper-
ator acting in %, with adjoint 6, = a~da. We can define as above operators D,
(with domain ¢, = ¥) and A, = Dg which are self-adjoint in 7%, and satisfy a
relation similar to (8.1). Then A, is a compact perturbation of A if the operators
(D, +1)7! — (D +i)~! are compact and this last condition is equivalent to the
compactness of the operator D, — D : ¢4 — ¢*. And this holds if (¢,¢) is a
compact Hilbert X-module over a metric space X and a — 1 € By (.57).
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