arXiv:2312.13496v1 [math.AP] 21 Dec 2023

DECAY PROPERTIES OF VLASOV FIELDS ON NON-TRAPPING ASYMPTOTICALLY HYPERBOLIC MANIFOLDS

ANIBAL VELOZO RUIZ AND RENATO VELOZO RUIZ

Abstract. In this paper, we study pointwise decay estimates in time for Vlasov fields on non-trapping asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds. We prove optimal decay estimates in time for the spatial density induced by Vlasov fields on these geometric backgrounds in dimension two. First, we show exponential decay for Vlasov fields on hyperbolic space supported away from the zero velocity set. In contrast, we obtain inverse polynomial decay for general Vlasov fields on hyperbolic space. In the second part of the article, we prove exponential decay for Vlasov fields on non-trapping asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds supported away from the zero velocity set. The proofs are obtained through a commuting vector field approach. We exploit the hyperbolicity of the geodesic flow in these geometric backgrounds, by making use of a commuting vector field in the unstable invariant distribution of phase space.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Preliminaries: Jacobi fields and commuting vector fields 9 3. Decay for Vlasov fields on hyperbolic space 16 4. Decay for Vlasov fields on asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds 27 References 39

1. Introduction

In this paper, we study the evolution in time of collisionless many-particle systems on a Riemannian manifold (M, g). We consider collisionless many-particle systems described statistically by a distribution function satisfying a transport equation on phase space. More precisely, we investigate the linear dynamics of the solutions f : [0, ∞) × T M → [0, ∞) to the Vlasov equation on a Riemannian manifold (M, g), given by ∂_tf + Xf = 0, in terms of the generator of the geodesic flow X ∈ T T M of the Riemannian manifold (M, g). The Vlasov equation, also known as the Liouville equation, is motivated by classical statistical mechanics. See [Tol79, LP81] for further details.

The Vlasov equation on a Riemannian manifold describes the evolution in time of a collisionless system whose particles follow the trajectories set by the geodesic flow in the geometric background. The trajectories determined by the geodesic flow describe the motion of free

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35Q70, 35Q83.

Key words and phrases. asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds, Vlasov equation, kinetic theory. 1

falling particles on a Riemannian manifold. The Vlasov equation on a Riemannian manifold is motivated by its fundamental role in non-linear kinetic PDE systems on Riemannian manifolds. See [Gla96, CK02] for more information on PDE models arising in kinetic theory. Consider, for instance, the Vlasov–Poisson system on a Riemannian manifold (M, g). This kinetic model describes a collisionless system on (M, g), for which the trajectories described by its particles are determined by the generator of the geodesic flow in (M, g), and the mean field generated by the many-particle system. The Vlasov–Poisson system on Euclidean space (R^n_x , δ_E ) has been extensively studied in the scientific literature due to its physical relevance [LP81, BT11]. See [DILS16] for more information about the Vlasov–Poisson system on hyperbolic space H^2 , and the unit sphere S^2.

The Vlasov equation on a Riemannian manifold (M, g) is a linear transport equation along the geodesic flow in (M, g). Naturally, the dynamics described by Vlasov fields on a Riemannian manifold (M, g) depend strongly on the particular form of the geodesic flow in the phase space of the background. We consider a suitable class of non-trapping asymptotically hyperbolic geometric backgrounds for which the corresponding geodesics escape to infinity. In this article, we are specifically interested on geometric collisionless systems that are dispersive, in the sense that decay estimates in time hold for the spatial density induced by Vlasov fields f(t, x, v) on a Riemannian manifold (M, g). We define the spatial density on a Riemannian manifold (M, g), by ρ(f)(t, x) := ∫ f(t, x, v) dvol_{TxM}(v), in terms of the corresponding volume form on T M with respect to the corresponding Riemannian metric.

Classical dispersive collisionless systems are given by Vlasov fields on Euclidean space (R^n , δ_E ). In the PDE literature, the first decay estimates for Vlasov fields on Euclidean space were obtained by Bardos and Degond [BD85], who proved that the spatial density decays inverse polynomially in time for compactly supported initial data. The decay estimates for the spatial density in [BD85] use the method of characteristics which exploits the explicit representation of the geodesic flow in Euclidean space. Later, Strichartz estimates were obtained for Vlasov fields on Euclidean space by Castella and Perthame [CP96]. More recently, new decay estimates for Vlasov fields on Euclidean space were obtained by Smulevici [Smu16], who proved that the spatial density decays inverse polynomially in space and time without assuming compact support on the initial distribution. The decay estimates for the spatial density in [Smu16] use a robust vector field method that exploits commuting vector fields for the Vlasov equation on Euclidean space. The methods developed in [BD85] and [Smu16] to obtain decay estimates for the spatial density on Euclidean space, were used in these works to prove the non-linear stability of the vacuum solution for the Vlasov–Poisson system on Euclidean space. The vacuum solution for the Vlasov–Poisson system on Euclidean space is defined as the distribution f ≡ 0 that vanishes everywhere.

Vector field methods have been used to obtain decay estimates for collisionless systems in several settings. In [FJS17], Fajman, Joudioux, and Smulevici, developed a vector field method to prove decay estimates in space and time for velocity averages induced by relativistic Vlasov fields on Minkowski spacetime. The methods developed in [FJS17] were used later to prove the non-linear stability of Minkowski spacetime, as a solution of the Einstein–massive Vlasov system by Fajman et al. [FJS21], and as a solution of the Einstein–massless Vlasov system by Bigorgne et al. [BFJ^+21]. Around the same time, and independently, vector fields methods were used to prove the non-linear stability of Minkowski spacetime, as a solution of the Einstein–massless Vlasov system by Taylor [Tay17], and as a solution of the Einstein– massive Vlasov system by Lindblad and Taylor [LT20]. We observe that the article by Taylor [Tay17] underscores the relevance of Jacobi fields in the tangent bundle of spacetime for the use of vector field methods in geometric backgrounds.

In this paper, we study the Vlasov equation on non-compact Riemannian manifolds, for which the associated geodesic flow is hyperbolic. The geodesic flow in a Riemannian manifold is hyperbolic, if there exists an invariant decomposition of the tangent of the unit tangent bundle, into three subspaces: the subspace E_0 spanned by the generator of the geodesic flow, a stable subspace E_s where the differential of the geodesic flow contracts uniformly, and an unstable subspace E_u where the differential of the geodesic flow expands uniformly. Anosov [Ano67] proved that the class of Riemannian manifolds with bounded and strictly negative sectional curvature have hyperbolic geodesic flows. See [KH95, Pat99] for further details on hyperbolic geodesic flows. In particular, hyperbolic space H^n – the unique simply connected Riemannian manifold with constant sectional curvature equal to minus one – has a hyperbolic geodesic flow. The Vlasov equation on compact negatively curved Riemannian manifolds is a classical subject of study in hyperbolic dynamical systems, motivated by the rich chaotic dynamics determined by the corresponding geodesic flows. We, on the other hand, are interested in studying the Vlasov equation on Riemannian manifolds where the corresponding geodesic flow disperse.

In this article, we prove pointwise decay in time for the spatial density induced by a Vlasov field on non-trapping asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds. Decay estimates for the spatial density on these geometric backgrounds hold due to the lack of recurrence of the corresponding geodesic flows. We establish pointwise decay estimates for the spatial density by proving time decay for the volume of the velocity support of the distribution function. The proofs of our main results exploit the hyperbolicity of the geodesic flow to estimate the derivatives of the spatial density. We make use of commuting vector fields contained in suitable distributions of phase space^1. The commuting vector fields used in this paper are Jacobi fields in the tangent bundle with respect to the Sasaki metric.

The geodesics on non-trapping asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds escape to infinity, thus, the main part of the analysis of Vlasov fields on these backgrounds is carried out in the far-away region. We consider asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds, so the geometry in the far-away region is close to the one in hyperbolic space. With this motivation, we first prove pointwise decay in time for the spatial density induced by Vlasov fields on hyperbolic space. The hyperbolicity of the geodesic flow in H^n holds when considering the geodesic flow in the unit tangent bundle T^1H^n . In contrast, the hyperbolicity of the geodesic flow on T H^n is not uniform, since it degenerates when |γ̇|_g becomes zero, for a geodesic γ. Let α > 0. Our first result shows exponential decay of the spatial density ρ(f) and its derivatives, for Vlasov fields on (H^2 , g_H 2 ) that have initial data compactly supported on D_α := {g_x(v, v) ≥ α^2}. Similar pointwise decay estimates in time hold on hyperbolic space in higher dimensions. We describe the modifications required to treat this case in Subsection 3.4.

Later, we consider Vlasov fields on a non-trapping asymptotically hyperbolic manifold (M, g) in dimension two. In this context, we show exponential decay of the spatial density ρ(f) and its derivatives, for Vlasov fields on (M, g) that have initial data compactly supported on

1We call a distribution Δ in T M to a regular map (x, v) → Δ_{(x,v)} ⊆ T_{(x,v)}T M, where Δ_{(x,v)} are vector

subspaces satisfying suitable conditions (in the standard sense in differential geometry).

D_α := {g_x(v, v) ≥ α^2}. Similar pointwise decay estimates in time hold in higher dimensions. We obtain decay rates determined by the Lyapunov exponents of the geodesic flow with respect to the Liouville measure. In other words, we obtain decay rates determined by the rates of expansion and contraction of the differential of the geodesic flow on the stable and unstable subspaces.

We also show decay estimates for the spatial density induced by Vlasov fields without the support constraint near the zero velocity set {g_x(v, v) = 0}. We address this issue for Vlasov fields on hyperbolic space (H^2 , g_H 2 ). The hyperbolicity of the geodesic flow on T H^2 is not uniform, since it degenerates when |γ̇|_g becomes zero. Thus, we do not expect to obtain exponential decay for general Vlasov fields on hyperbolic space. In this setup, we obtain inverse polynomial decay of the spatial density ρ(f) and its derivatives, for Vlasov fields on H^2 . Similar pointwise decay estimates in time hold in higher dimensions.

We investigate the Vlasov equation on non-trapping asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds to offer new insights on the study of stability results for geometric collisionless systems, where the corresponding Hamiltonian flows are hyperbolic. The decay estimates derived in this article are particularly suitable to address the non-linear stability problem of the vacuum solution for the Vlasov–Poisson system on hyperbolic space. See [VRVR23, BVRVR23] for related works on small data solutions for the Vlasov–Poisson system with the unstable trapping potential −|x|^2 2 , where the corresponding Hamiltonian flows are hyperbolic. A broad class of geometric collisionless systems arise in general relativity, where the corresponding distribution functions satisfy the relativistic Vlasov equation (see [And11] for more information). Consider, for instance, the timelike geodesic flow in de Sitter spacetime, which defines a hyperbolic flow. We hope the methods used in this paper will be helpful to understand more complicated collisionless systems.

1.1. Vlasov fields on non-trapping asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds. In this section, we put in precise mathematical terms the objects we study through the paper: Vlasov fields on non-trapping asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds.

1.1.1. The geometric backgrounds. First, we introduce the Riemannian manifolds (M, g) where the Vlasov fields studied in this paper are set.

Hyperbolic space (H^n , g_H n ). We consider hyperbolic space (H^n , g_H n ) written in the model of the upper branch of the hyperboloid

H^n = { (cosh r, (sinh r)γ) ∈ R_+ × R^n : γ ∈ S^{n−1}, r ≥ 0 }

contained in Minkowski spacetime (R^{n+1} , η := −dt ⊗ dt + dx^1 ⊗ dx^1 + · · · + dx^n ⊗ dx^n), with the Riemannian metric g_H n induced by the Lorentzian metric η of Minkowski spacetime, given by g_H n = dr ⊗ dr + sinh^2 rdγ_Sn−1, in terms of the standard Riemannian metric on the unit sphere dγ_Sn−1.

Non-trapping asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds (M, g). Let (M, g) be an oriented complete Riemannian manifold with bounded and strictly negative Gaussian curvature K_g. In the following, we denote the closed ball of radius R_0 centered at the origin of H^n by B(R_0). We consider the following definitions.

Definition 1.1.1. A Riemannian manifold (M, g) is asymptotically hyperbolic if there exists a compact set K ⊂ M, R_0 > 0, β > 2, and a diffeomorphism Ψ : H^n \ B(R_0) → M \ K such that |D^j_{gHn} (Ψ^∗g − g_H n )|_{gHn} = O(e^{−βr}), for every j ∈ {0, 1, 2}.

Definition 1.1.2. A Riemannian manifold (M, g) is non-trapping if the orbit under the geodesic flow of any pair (x, v) ∈ T^1M is unbounded.

In the rest of the paper, when considering Riemannian manifolds with variable curvature, we will focus on non-trapping asymptotically hyperbolic Riemannian manifolds according to the previous definitions.

1.1.2. The Vlasov equation on a Riemannian manifold. In this article, we consider a distribution function f : [0, ∞) × T M → [0, ∞) satisfying the Vlasov equation on a non-trapping asymptotically hyperbolic manifold (M, g). The Vlasov equation on a Riemannian manifold (M, g), with respect to the coordinate system (x, v) ∈ T M, takes the form

(1) ∂_tf + v^i∂_xi f − v^iv^j Γ^k_{ij}∂_vk f = 0,

where Γ^k_{ij} are the Christoffel symbols of (M, g). We consider initial data for the Vlasov equation f_0 : T M → [0, ∞). The Vlasov equation on a complete C^k Riemannian manifold (M, g) is well-posed with initial data f_0 ∈ C^j_{x,v}(T M) for every j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , k}. The wellposedness of the Vlasov equation on a complete C^k Riemannian manifold follows directly by the representation formula of Vlasov fields in terms of the geodesic flow, by using the regularity of the flow map.

In the specific case of hyperbolic space (H^2 , g_H 2 ), the Vlasov equation takes the form

∂_tf + v^r∂_rf + v^θ∂_θf + (v^θ)^2 sinh r cosh r∂_vr f − 2v^rv^θ coth r∂_vθ f = 0,

in terms of the Christoffel symbols of H^2 in the coordinate system previously introduced. See Subsection 2.1.1 for the precise Christoffel symbols of (H^2 , g_H 2 ) in the hyperboloidal coordinate system. The Vlasov equation on (H^2 , g_H 2 ) is well-posed with initial data f_0 ∈ C^j_{x,v}(T M) for every j ∈ N_0 .

1.2. The main results. In this subsection, we present the main decay estimates for the Vlasov fields studied in this paper. First, we consider Vlasov fields on hyperbolic space, and later Vlasov fields on non-trapping asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds.

From now on, we use the notation A ≲ B to specify that there exists a universal constant C > 0 such that A ≤ CB, where C depends only on the dimension n, the corresponding order of regularity, or other fixed constants.

1.2.1. Decay for Vlasov fields on hyperbolic space. In this section, we state pointwise decay estimates in time for the spatial density induced by a solution f(t, x, v) to the Vlasov equation on hyperbolic space (H^2 , g_H 2 ), given by ρ(f)(t, x) = ∫ f(t, x, v) sinh rdv^rdv^θ, in terms of the volume form on (H^2 , g_H 2 ) written in local coordinates. In order to avoid the region of phase space {g_x(v, v) = 0} where dispersion degenerates, we define an invariant subset D_α of the tangent bundle, given by

D_α := { (x, v) ∈ T H^2 : g_x(v, v) ≥ α^2 } , where we will assume the initial distribution function is supported. In the following, we take derivatives of the spatial density using the normalized frame {∂_r, sinh^{−1} r∂_θ} on (H^2 , g_H 2 ).

Theorem 1.1 (Exponential decay for Vlasov fields supported on D_α). Let α > 0. Let f_0 ∈ C^1_{x,v}(T H^2 ) be an initial data for the Vlasov equation on hyperbolic space that is compactly supported on D_α. Then, the spatial density induced by the corresponding Vlasov field f satisfies |ρ(f)(t, x)| ≲ 1 exp(αt) ‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} , (2) | | 1 sinh r ∂_θρ(f)(t, x) | | ≲ 1 exp(2αt) ‖f_0‖_W 1,∞_{x,v} , |∂_rρ(f)(t, x)| ≲ 1 exp(αt) ‖f_0‖_W 1,∞_{x,v} , (3) for every t ≥ 0 and every x ∈ H^2 .

Remark 1.2.1. (a) We obtain optimal decay rates for the spatial density and its first order derivatives. The decay rates are expressed in terms of the minimal Lyapunov exponent α associated to the geodesics on the support of the distribution function. We also emphasize the difference between the decay rates obtained for the radial and angular derivatives of the spatial density. This discrepancy comes from weights that arise when estimating the derivatives of the spatial density in terms of the commuting vector fields for the Vlasov equation. See Subsection 3.2 for further details.

(b) The decay rates in Theorem 1.1 degenerate when α becomes zero. This holds because the hyperbolic expansion/contraction associated to the geodesics in hyperbolic space degenerates when g_x(v, v) becomes zero. For this reason, Vlasov fields on hyperbolic space do not decay exponentially in time for general Vlasov fields. This behavior is compatible with inverse polynomial decay in time.

Similar decay estimates in time hold for the spatial density on hyperbolic space in higher dimensions. We describe the modifications required to treat this case in Subsection 3.4.

Theorem 1.2 (Polynomial decay for Vlasov fields on hyperbolic space). Let f_0 ∈ C^1_{x,v}(T H^2 ) be a compactly supported initial data for the Vlasov equation on hyperbolic space. Then, the spatial density induced by the corresponding Vlasov field f satisfies |ρ(f)(t, x)| ≲ 1 t^2 ‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} , (4) | | 1 sinh r ∂_θρ(f)(t, x) | | ≲ 1 t ‖f_0‖_W 1,∞_{x,v} , |∂_rρ(f)(t, x)| ≲ 1 t ‖f_0‖_W 1,∞_{x,v} , (5) for every t ≥ 1 and every x ∈ H^2 .

Remark 1.2.2. We obtain optimal decay rates for the spatial density and its first order derivatives. The decay rate of ρ(f) coincides with the corresponding rate for Vlasov fields on Euclidean space. In contrast, the decay rate of derivatives of ρ(f) is slower than the corresponding rate for Vlasov fields on Euclidean space. The precise decay rates come from particle energy weights that appear when using the commuting vector fields for the Vlasov equation. See Subsection 3.3 for more details.

1.2.2. Decay for Vlasov fields on non-trapping asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds. Let κ_1 > κ_2 > 0. Let (M, g) be asymptotically hyperbolic, non-trapping, and with Gaussian curvature −κ_1 ≤ K_g ≤ −κ_2.

In this section, we state pointwise decay estimates in time for the spatial density induced by a solution f(t, x, v) to the Vlasov equation on (M, g), given by ρ(f)(t, x) = ∫ f(t, x, v) √ det gdv^rdv^θ,

in terms of the explicit volume form on (M, g). In order to avoid the region of phase space {g_x(v, v) = 0} where dispersion degenerates, we define an invariant subset D_α of the tangent bundle, given by D_α := { (x, v) ∈ T M : g_x(v, v) ≥ α^2 } , where we will assume the initial distribution function is supported. In the following, we take derivatives of the spatial density using the normalized frame {∂_r, sinh^{−1} r∂_θ} on (M, g).

Theorem 1.3 (Exponential decay for Vlasov fields supported on D_α). Let α > 0. Let f_0 ∈ C^1_{x,v}(T M) be an initial data for the Vlasov equation on (M^2, g) that is compactly supported on D_α. Then, the spatial density induced by the corresponding Vlasov field f satisfies |ρ(f)(t, x)| ≲ 1 exp(αt) ‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} , (6) | | 1 sinh r ∂_θρ(f)(t, x) | | ≲ 1 exp(2αt) ‖f_0‖_W 1,∞_{x,v} , |∂_rρ(f)(t, x)| ≲ 1 exp(αt) ‖f_0‖_W 1,∞_{x,v} , (7) for every t ≥ 0 and every x ∈ M.

Remark 1.2.3. (1) We obtain optimal decay rates for the spatial density and its first order derivatives. The decay rates for the spatial density induced by Vlasov fields on (M, g) coincides with the decay rates for Vlasov fields on hyperbolic space. We make key use of the rate of convergence of the metric g to the one in hyperbolic space g_H 2 at infinity. We do not require the metric to be a perturbation of hyperbolic space. The proof of Theorem 1.3 exploits a commuting vector field in the unstable invariant distribution of phase space.

(2) The decay rates in Theorem 1.3 degenerate when α becomes zero. This holds because the hyperbolic expansion/contraction associated to the geodesics in (M, g) degenerates when g_x(v, v) becomes zero. For this reason, Vlasov fields on a non-trapping asymptotically hyperbolic Riemannian manifold (M, g) do not decay exponentially in time for general Vlasov fields.

We finish the paper with a general (non-optimal) decay estimate for the spatial density induced by a Vlasov field on an asymptotically hyperbolic manifold. See Appendix A for more details.

1.2.3. Previous stability results for collisionless systems on Riemannian manifolds. As commented earlier, Strichartz estimates were obtained for Vlasov fields on Euclidean space by Castella and Perthame [CP96]. After this work, Salort [Sal07] studied Vlasov fields on nontrapping asymptotically flat manifolds using approximating arguments. [Sal07] also derived Strichartz estimates for Vlasov fields on compact Riemannian manifolds with methods introduced by Bahouri–Chemin [BC99] and Burq–Gérard–Tzvetkov [BGT04] for the study of wave equations. See also [Sal06].

To the knowledge of the authors, the only stability result for Vlasov fields on hyperbolic space is given in the work of Diacu, Ibrahim, Lind, and Shen [DILS16]. In that paper, the authors extend the classical Vlasov–Poisson system on Euclidean space R^n to hyperbolic space H^n , and the unit sphere S^n. [DILS16] studies the local well-posedness properties of the Vlasov– Poisson system on these geometric backgrounds. This paper also derives the Vlasov–Poisson system in the corresponding two dimensional cases by using works on the N-body problem by Diacu [Dia12, Dia14]. Moreover, the authors derive Penrose-type stability conditions in order to obtain the linear stability of homogeneous stationary solutions of the Vlasov–Poisson system on these specific Riemannian manifolds.

1.3. Ingredients of the proof. In this paper, we prove decay estimates in time for the spatial density on non-trapping asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds by proving decay in time for the size of the velocity support of the distribution function. The decay of the spatial density on holds due to the lack of recurrence of the geodesic flow in these geometric backgrounds. We suitably integrate the geodesic flow to estimate the velocity coordinates in time. The proof of the decay of ρ(f) follows from these arguments. We only require for the initial distribution function to have enough regularity for the induced spatial density to be well-defined, in order to show the corresponding decay estimates.

Moreover, we prove decay estimates in time for derivatives of the spatial density on nontrapping asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds by using commuting vector fields for the Vlasov equation. As a result, we reduce the estimates for derivatives of ρ(f) to the decay in time of the velocity support of the distribution. First, we write a derivative of the spatial density, as the spatial density of a derivative of the distribution function by (8) ∂_xi ρ(f)(t, x) = ∫ (∂_xi − v^j Γ^k_{ij}∂_vk )f dvol_{TxM}(v) =: ρ ( Hor_{(x,v)}(∂_xi )f ) (t, x), in terms of the horizontal lift Hor_{(x,v)}(∂_xi ) of the corresponding vector field ∂_xi . See Section 2 for more information about horizontal lifts. Later, we use a suitable class λ of commuting vector fields for the Vlasov equation, that arises by studying the Jacobi equation on the tangent bundle of the corresponding Riemannian manifold, with respect to the Sasaki metric. In particular, we exploit the commuting vector fields for the Vlasov equation that are contained in the unstable invariant distribution of phase space. We write the horizontal lifts in terms of commuting vector fields plus errors than can be controlled after integration by parts in the fibers of the tangent bundle. The proof of the decay estimates (3) are finally obtained using the decay of the size of the velocity support of the distribution function.

1.4. Outline of the paper. The remainder of the paper is structured as follows.

• Section 2. We review the Jacobi fields along the geodesic flow in hyperbolic space, and also in negatively curved manifolds. We set commuting vector fields for the Vlasov equation on hyperbolic space, and also on negatively curved manifolds.

• Section 3. We address decay estimates for Vlasov fields on hyperbolic case. The proofs of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 are obtained.

• Section 4. We address decay estimates for Vlasov fields on non-trapping asymptotically hyperbolic case. The proof of Theorem 1.3 is obtained.

• Appendix A. A proof of (non-optimal) decay for Vlasov fields on asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds supported on D_α is provided.

Acknowledgements. RVR would like to express his gratitude to his supervisors Mihalis Dafermos and Clément Mouhot for their continued guidance and encouragements. RVR would like to thank Jacques Smulevici for several helpful discussions. RVR received funding from the ANID grant 72190188, the Cambridge Trust grant 10469706, and the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme under the Marie Skłodowska-Curie grant 101034255. AVR received funding from the grant FONDECYT Iniciación 11220409.

2. Preliminaries: Jacobi fields and commuting vector fields

In this section, we introduce the setup and tools required in the proofs of our main results. Firstly, we introduce the Sasaki metric on the tangent bundle of a Riemannian manifold. Secondly, we review the hyperbolicity of the geodesic flow in hyperbolic space, and negatively curved surfaces. We finish this section setting commuting vector fields for the study of the Vlasov equation.

2.1. The Sasaki metric on the tangent bundle. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold. The Sasaki metric g is a Riemannian metric induced on T M. To define this Riemannian structure, we recall the decomposition of the tangent space of the tangent bundle at a point (x, v) ∈ T M given by T_{(x,v)}T M = H_{(x,v)} ⊕ V_{(x,v)} into the horizontal subspace H_{(x,v)} and the vertical subspace V_{(x,v)} defined as

H_{(x,v)} := Hor_{(x,v)}(T_xM) = {Hor_{(x,v)}(Y ) : Y ∈ T_xM}, V_{(x,v)} := Ver_{(x,v)}(T_xM) = {Ver_{(x,v)}(Y ) : Y ∈ T_xM},

where the horizontal lift Hor_{(x,v)} : T_xM → T_{(x,v)}T M and the vertical lift Ver_{(x,v)} : T_xM → T_{(x,v)}T M are defined in local coordinates as

Hor_{(x,v)}(Y^i∂_xi ) := Y^i∂_xi − Y^iv^j Γ^k_{ij}∂_vk , Ver_{(x,v)}(Y^i∂_xi ) := Y^i∂_vi ,

for an arbitrary vector field Y^i∂_xi ∈ T M.

The vertical subspace V_{(x,v)} can be defined as the kernel of the differential dπ : T T M → T M of the canonical projection π : T M → M. Moreover, the horizontal subspace H_{(x,v)} can be defined as the kernel of the connection map K : T T M → T M defined in terms of the Levi-Civita connection. See [Pat99, Chapter 1] for further details about the connection map.

Definition 2.1.1. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold. We define the Sasaki metric ḡ on the tangent bundle T M as the unique metric for which

ḡ_{(x,v)}(Hor_{(x,v)}(Y ), Hor_{(x,v)}(Z)) = g_x(Y, Z), ḡ_{(x,v)}(Hor_{(x,v)}(Y ), Ver_{(x,v)}(Z)) = 0, ḡ_{(x,v)}(Ver_{(x,v)}(Y ), Ver_{(x,v)}(Z)) = g_x(Y, Z),

for every (x, v) ∈ T M, and every Y, Z ∈ T_xM.

Remark 2.1.1. The generator of the geodesic flow on a Riemannian manifold (M, g) is given by the horizontal vector field

Hor_{(x,v)}(v) = v^i∂_xi − v^iv^j Γ^k_{ij}∂_vk .

The Vlasov equation on a Riemannian manifold (M, g) is written in terms of this horizontal vector field.

2.1.1. The Sasaki metric on the tangent bundle of hyperbolic space. In hyperbolic space (H^2 , g_H 2 ), written in the model of the upper branch of a hyperboloid, the non-trivial Christoffel symbols are given by Γ^r_{θθ} = − cosh r sinh r, Γ^θ_{rθ} = coth r.

Lifting the vector fields ∂_r and ∂_θ into the tangent of the tangent bundle of hyperbolic space, we obtain Hor_{(x,v)}(∂_r) = ∂_r − coth rv^θ∂_vθ ,

Hor_{(x,v)}(∂_θ) = ∂_θ + cosh r sinh rv^θ∂_vr − coth rv^r∂_vθ , Ver_{(x,v)}(∂_r) = ∂_vr , Ver_{(x,v)}(∂_θ) = ∂_vθ , (9)

by using the Christoffel symbols written above. Then, the Sasaki metric ḡ_H 2 on the tangent bundle of hyperbolic space T H^2 can be set.

In the following, we use the orthonormal frame on the tangent bundle of hyperbolic space given by Hor_{(x,v)}(∂_r), Hor_{(x,v)} ( ∂_θ sinh r ) , Ver_{(x,v)}(∂_r), Ver_{(x,v)} ( ∂_θ sinh r ) . The Vlasov equation on hyperbolic space (H^2 , g_H 2 ) can be written using this frame as

∂_tf + v^rHor_{(x,v)}(∂_r)f + v^θ sinh rHor_{(x,v)} ( ∂_θ sinh r ) f = 0, in terms of the previous orthonormal frame on the tangent bundle of hyperbolic space.

2.2. Jacobi fields along the geodesic flow. Given a Riemannian manifold (M, g), we recall the geodesic flow map ϕ_t : T M → T M defined as the mapping t → ϕ_t(x, v) that determines the unique geodesic with initial data (x, v). In this subsection, we first recall the definition of Jacobi fields and relate them to the differential of the geodesic flow map. Later, we will describe the behavior of Jacobi fields on hyperbolic space, and negatively curved surfaces.

Definition 2.2.1. Let ϵ > 0. Let γ_τ : I → M be a one-parameter family of geodesics in M, where τ ∈ (−ϵ, ϵ) and γ := γ_0. A vector field J(t) ∈ T_{γ(t)}M of the form J(t) = ∂γ_τ ∂τ (t) | | τ =0

is called a Jacobi field in (M, g). A Jacobi field J satisfies the Jacobi equation ∇_{γ̇} ∇_{γ̇} J = R(γ̇, J)γ̇. The Jacobi fields in (M, g) are generated by the differential of the geodesic flow. Let us make this statement precise. We recall the canonical projection π : T M → M of the tangent bundle T M into the manifold M. We define an adapted curve c_V to a vector V ∈ T_{(x,v)}T M as an arbitrary curve c_V : (−ϵ, ϵ) → T M such that c_V (0) = (x, v), ċ_V (0) = V.

The Jacobi fields in (M, g) are generated by the differential of the geodesic flow, in the sense that the map (t, τ) → π(ϕ_t(c_V (τ))) defines a variation of geodesics that induces the Jacobi field J_V (t) = ∂ ∂τ π(ϕ_t(c_V (τ))) | | τ =0 , whose initial conditions are J_V (0) = dπ(x, v)(V ) and ∇_{γ̇} J_V (0) = K(x, v)(V ).

We also consider Jacobi fields in the tangent bundle (T M, ḡ). For our purposes, we relate the Jacobi fields in the tangent bundle with the differential of the geodesic flow map. Definition 2.2.2. Let ϵ > 0. Let γ̄_τ : I → T M be a one-parameter family of geodesics in T M, where τ ∈ (−ϵ, ϵ) and γ̄ := γ̄_0. A vector field J̄(t) ∈ T_{γ̄(t)}T M of the form J̄(t) := ∂γ̄^τ ∂τ (t) | | τ =0 , is called a Jacobi field in (T M, ḡ). A Jacobi field J̄ satisfies the Jacobi equation ∇_X ∇_XJ̄ = R̄(X, J̄)X, where ∇ is the Levi-Civita connection on (T M, g), R̄ is the Riemann curvature tensor on (T M, g), and X is the generator of the geodesic flow.

Similarly to the case of Jacobi fields in (M, g), the Jacobi fields in (T M, ḡ) are generated by the differential of the geodesic flow. Consider an adapted curve c_V to a vector V ∈ T_{(x,v)}T M. The map (t, τ) → ϕ_t(c_V (τ)) defines a variation of geodesics in (T M, ḡ) that induces a Jacobi field J̄_V (t) = ∂ ∂τ ϕ_t(c_V (τ)) | |_{τ =0} = dϕt(x, v)(V ). The following lemma establishes the precise relation between the Jacobi fields in a Riemannian manifold (M, g) and the Jacobi fields in the tangent bundle (T M, ḡ). Lemma 2.2.1. The differential of the geodesic flow map ϕ_t : T M → T M satisfies dϕ_t(x, v)(V ) = Hor_{ϕt(x,v)}(J_V (t)) + Ver_{ϕt(x,v)}(∇_{γ̇} J_V (t)), for every t ∈ R, every (x, v) ∈ T M, and every vector V ∈ T_{(x,v)}T M.

See [Pat99, Lemma 1.40] for a proof of Lemma 2.2.1.

2.2.1. Jacobi fields in hyperbolic space. In hyperbolic space (H^2 , g_H 2 ), written in the model of the upper branch of a hyperboloid, we consider an orthogonal parallel frame along an arbitrary geodesic γ given by

(10) γ̇ := v^r∂_r + sinh rv^θ ∂_θ sinh r

, N := − sinh rv^θ∂_r + v^r ∂_θ sinh r . We write the Jacobi equation on hyperbolic space as a linear system of odes for the components of J in terms of the moving frame (10). We use that the Riemann curvature tensor along a geodesic γ satisfies R(γ̇, N)γ̇ = |γ̇|^2_gN, R(γ̇, γ̇)γ̇ = 0. Proposition 2.2.2. Let J be a Jacobi field in hyperbolic space (H^2 , g_H 2 ). Then, the Jacobi equation satisfied by the components of the Jacobi field J = J^0γ̇ + J^N N is reduced to

(11) d^2J^0 dt^2

= 0, d^2J^N dt^2

= |γ̇|^2_gJ^N .

In the tangent bundle of hyperbolic space (T H^2 , ḡ_H 2 ), we consider a moving frame along an arbitrary geodesic γ̄, given by Hor_{(x,v)}(v), Hor_{(x,v)}(N), Ver_{(x,v)}(v), Ver_{(x,v)}(N).

By combining the Jacobi equation on hyperbolic space (11) with Lemma 2.2.1, we obtain the Jacobi fields in (T H^2 , ḡ_H 2 ). In the following, we set

J^N_u := 1 2 ( J^N + 1 |γ̇|_g dJ^N dt ) , J^N_s := 1 2 ( J^N − 1 |γ̇|_g dJ^N dt ) . Proposition 2.2.3. Let J̄ be a Jacobi field in the tangent bundle of hyperbolic space (T H^2 , ḡ_H 2 ). Then, the Jacobi equation satisfied by the components of the Jacobi field

J̄(t) = J^0Hor_{(x,v)}(v) + dJ^0 dt Ver_{(x,v)}(v)

+ J^N_u ( Hor_{(x,v)}(N) + |γ̇|_gVer_{(x,v)}(N) ) + J^N_s ( Hor_{(x,v)}(N) − |γ̇|_gVer_{(x,v)}(N) )

is reduced to

(12) d^2J^0 dt^2

= 0, dJ^N_u dt^2 = |γ̇|_gJ^N_u , dJ^N_s dt^2 = −|γ̇|_gJ^N_s Proposition 2.2.3 shows that the geodesic flow in (H^2 , g_H 2 ) is hyperbolic, in the sense that the restriction of the geodesic flow to the unit tangent bundle ϕ_t : (T^1H^2 , g|_T 1_H 2 ) → (T^1H^2 , g|_T 1_H 2 ) defines a hyperbolic flow according to [KH95, Chapter 17, Section 4]. In other words, there exists an invariant decomposition of the tangent of the unit tangent bundle

T_{(x,v)}T^1H^2 = E_0(x, v) ⊕ E_u(x, v) ⊕ E_s(x, v),

into the subspace E_0(x, v) := span{Hor_{(x,v)}(v)} spanned by the generator of the geodesic flow, the stable subspace E_s(x, v) := span{Hor_{(x,v)}(N) − Ver_{(x,v)}(N)}, and the unstable subspace E_u(x, v) := span{Hor_{(x,v)}(N) + Ver_{(x,v)}(N)}. The differential of the geodesic flow contracts exponentially the distribution E_s(x, v), and expands exponentially the distribution E_u(x, v).

Remark 2.2.1. The Jacobi equation on the tangent bundle of hyperbolic space (T H^n , ḡ_H n ) in higher dimensions can be written similarly to (12). Consider an orthonormal parallel frame {γ̇, N_1, N_2, . . . , N_{n−1}} along a geodesic γ. Set

J^i_u := 1 2 ( J^i + 1 |γ̇|_g dJ^i dt ) , J^i_s := 1 2 ( J^i − 1 |γ̇|_g dJ^i dt ) , for every i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n − 1}. Then, the Jacobi equation satisfied by the components of the Jacobi field

J̄(t) = J^0Hor_{(x,v)}(v) + dJ^0 dt Ver_{(x,v)}(v) n−1∑ i=1 J^i_u ( Hor_{(x,v)}(N_i) + |γ̇|_gVer_{(x,v)}(N_i) ) + J^i_s ( Hor_{(x,v)}(N_i) − |γ̇|_gVer_{(x,v)}(N_i) )

is reduced to d^2J^0 dt^2

= 0, dJ^i_u dt = |γ̇|_gJ^i_u, dJ^i_s dt = −|γ̇|_gJ^i_s for every i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n − 1}. In particular, the geodesic flow in hyperbolic space (H^n , g_H n ) is also hyperbolic.

2.2.2. Jacobi fields in a negatively curved manifold. Let (M, g) be an oriented pinched negatively curved Riemannian manifold. Let γ be a geodesic in (M, g). We consider the unique positively oriented frame {γ̇, N} along γ such that |γ̇|_g = |N|_g, g(γ̇, N) = 0. The frame {γ̇, N} contains two parallel vector fields along γ. We write the Jacobi equation on (M, g) as a linear system of odes for the components of J in terms of the moving frame {γ̇, N}. We use that the Riemann curvature tensor along a geodesic γ satisfies R(γ̇, N)γ̇ = −K_g|γ̇|^2_gN, R(γ̇, γ̇)γ̇ = 0, in terms of the Gaussian curvature K_g of (M, g).

Proposition 2.2.4. Let J be a Jacobi field in (M, g). Then, the Jacobi equation satisfied by the components of the Jacobi field J = J^0γ̇ + J^N N is reduced to d^2J^0 dt^2

= 0, d^2J^N dt^2 = −|γ̇|^2_gK_gJ^N . We consider the quotient q(t) := (J^N )^{−1}J̇^N that satisfies the Riccati equation

(13) dq dt (t) + q^2(t) + |γ̇|^2_gK_g(x(t)) = 0,

as long as J^N (t) ≠ 0. Let T ∈ R. Set J^N_T (t, x, v) to be the solution of the Jacobi equation along γ with J^N_T (0, x, v) = 1, J^N_T (T, x, v) = 0. By the pinching assumption the metric g does not have conjugate points so the solution J^N_T (t, x, v) does not vanish for t ≠ T . Consider the induced solution q_T (t, x, v) := (J^N_T )^{−1}J̇^N_T of the Riccati equation (13). By the assumption J^N_T (T, x, v) = 0 the function q_T (t, x, v) is defined for t < T and lim_{t→T} q_T (t, x, v) = −∞. By the work of Hopf [Hop48], the limits q_s(t, x, v) := lim_{T →∞} q_T (t, x, v), q_u(t, x, v) := lim_{T →∞} q_{−T} (t, x, v), exist for every (t, x, v) ∈ R_t × T M. By construction, the solutions q_u and q_s of the Riccati equation are invariant, in other words, q_u(t, x, v) = q_u(x, v) and q_s(t, x, v) = q_s(x, v). By construction, the functions q_s and q_u satisfy the Riccati equation Xq + q^2 + |γ̇|^2_gK_g = 0.

(14) Moreover, the estimate q_u > 0 > q_s holds uniformly. For the functions q_s and q_u, there are corresponding functions J^N_s and J^N_u , which satisfy q_s = (J^N_s )^{−1}J̇^N_s and q_u = (J^N_u )^{−1}J̇^N_u , respectively. For general hyperbolic flows (not necessarily geodesic flows), the functions q_u and q_s are only Hölder continuous after Hirsch, Pugh, and Shub [HPS77]. In the specific case of negatively curved surfaces, the functions q_u and q_s belong to C^{2−}(T M) := ∩_{δ>0}C^{2−δ}(T M) by the work of Hurder and Katok [HK90].

In the tangent bundle of (T M, ḡ), we consider a moving frame along a geodesic γ̄ given by Hor_{(x,v)}(v), Hor_{(x,v)}(N), Ver_{(x,v)}(v), Ver_{(x,v)}(N).

We obtain the Jacobi fields in (T M, ḡ) by integrating the equations q_s = (J^N_s )^{−1}J̇^N_s and q_u = (J^N_u )^{−1}J̇^N_u , for the functions J^N_s and J^N_u , respectively.

Proposition 2.2.5. Let J̄ be a Jacobi field in (T M, ḡ). Then, the Jacobi equation satisfied by the components of the Jacobi field

J̄(t) = J^0Hor_{(x,v)}(v) + dJ^0 dt Ver_{(x,v)}(v)

+ J^N_u ( Hor_{(x,v)}(N) + q_uVer_{(x,v)}(N) ) + J^N_s ( Hor_{(x,v)}(N) + q_sVer_{(x,v)}(N) )

is reduced to d^2J^0 dt^2

= 0, dJ^N_u dt = q_uJ^N_u , dJ^N_s dt = q_sJ^N_s .

Proposition 2.2.5 shows that the geodesic flow in (M, g) is hyperbolic, in the sense that the restriction of the geodesic flow to the unit tangent bundle ϕ_t : (T^1M, g|_T 1_M) → (T^1M, g|_T 1_M) defines a hyperbolic flow according to [KH95, Chapter 17, Section 4]. In other words, there exists an invariant decomposition of the tangent of the unit tangent bundle T_{(x,v)}T^1M = E_0(x, v) ⊕ E_u(x, v) ⊕ E_s(x, v), into the subspace E_0(x, v) := span{Hor_{(x,v)}(v)} spanned by the generator of the geodesic flow, the stable subspace E_s(x, v) := span{Hor_{(x,v)}(N) + q_sVer_{(x,v)}(N)}, and the unstable subspace E_u(x, v) := span{Hor_{(x,v)}(N) + q_uVer_{(x,v)}(N)}. The differential of the geodesic flow contracts exponentially the distribution E_s(x, v), and expands exponentially the distribution E_u(x, v).

Remark 2.2.2. The Jacobi equation on the tangent bundle of a pinched negatively curved Riemannian manifold in higher dimensions has a similar behavior. A similar analysis of a Riccati equation can be performed in higher dimensions. As a result, one also obtains the hyperbolicity of the geodesic flow on (T M, ḡ_M). See [KH95, Chapter 17, Section 6]^2 for a proof of the hyperbolicity of (M, g) using invariant cones techniques.

2.3. Commuting vector fields for the Vlasov equation. In this subsection, we introduce two classes of vector fields, one in (T H^2 , ḡ_H 2 ), and another one in (T M, ḡ). We will later use these classes of vector fields to obtain decay estimates for Vlasov fields. The vector fields introduced in this section arise from the dynamics of the Jacobi fields in (T H^2 , ḡ_H 2 ), and the Jacobi fields in (T M, ḡ).

2.3.1. On hyperbolic space. Let γ be a geodesic in hyperbolic space. We consider the orthogonal parallel frame along γ given by (10). Lifting the vector fields in this frame into T T H^2 , we obtain the moving frame

X := Hor_{(x,v)}(v) = v^r∂_r + v^θ∂_θ + (v^θ)^2 sinh r cosh r∂_vr − 2v^rv^θ coth r∂_vθ ,

Y := Ver_{(x,v)}(v) = v^r∂_vr + sinh rv^θ ∂_vθ sinh r , H := Hor_{(x,v)}(N) = − sinh rv^θ∂_r + v^r ∂_θ sinh r

+ cosh rv^rv^θ∂_vr + ( (v^θ)^2 −

(v^r)^2 sinh^2 r ) cosh r∂_vθ , V := Ver_{(x,v)}(N) = − sinh rv^θ∂_vr + v^r ∂_vθ sinh r . 2This reference addresses compact negatively curved surfaces, however, the same arguments hold for the class of negatively curved surfaces considered here.

The commutators between the generator of the geodesic flow X, and the vector fields H, Y , V are given by (15) [X, Y ] = −X, [X, H] = −E^2V, [X, V ] = −H, in terms of the particle energy E := |γ̇|_g. The identities (15) are part of the standard structure equations of the Lie algebra of vector fields on T H^2 .

The commutators (15) show the following commuting vector fields with the Vlasov equation on hyperbolic space, (a) generator of the flow X, (b) uniform motion tX + Y , (c) unstable vector field U := e^{Et}(H + EV ), (d) stable vector field S := e^{−Et}(H − EV ). We define the class of vector fields

λ := { X, tX + Y, U, S } . The collection of vector fields λ will be used later to obtain decay estimates for the Vlasov equation on hyperbolic space.

Lemma 2.3.1. Let f be a regular Vlasov field on hyperbolic space. Then, Zf is also a solution of this equation for every Z ∈ λ.

Proof. We use the commuting relations (15) to show that [∂_t + X, Z] = 0, for every Z ∈ λ. Since f is a Vlasov field on hyperbolic space, we thus have

(∂_t + X)(Zf) = Z(∂_t + X)f + [∂_t + X, Z]f = 0,

and therefore Zf is a solution as well. □

Remark 2.3.1. (a) The class of commuting vector fields {t∂_xi + ∂_vi , ∂_xi } for the Vlasov equation on Euclidean space (R^n_x , δ_E ), is composed by Jacobi fields in the tangent bundle of Euclidean space (R^n_x × R^n_v , δ̄_E ) with respect to the Sasaki metric along an arbitrary geodesic in R^n_x . The class of commuting vector fields {t∂_xi + ∂_vi , ∂_xi } for the Vlasov equation on Euclidean space has played an important role in previous stability results of the vacuum solution for the Vlasov–Poisson system on Euclidean space [Smu16, Dua22].

(b) We observe that the stable derivative of Vlasov fields on hyperbolic space (H^2 , g_H 2 ) grows exponentially in time. Using the commuting vector field S of the Vlasov equation contained in the stable distribution of phase space, we obtain (H − EV )f(t, x, v) = e^{Et}(H − EV )f_0(t, x_0, v_0), in terms of the corresponding point (x_0, v_0) in the support of the initial distribution function f_0. This property of Vlasov fields on hyperbolic space contrasts with Vlasov fields on Euclidean space, for which all derivatives decay in time.

2.3.2. On a negatively curved manifold. Let γ be a geodesic in (M, g). We consider the orthogonal parallel frame along the geodesic γ given by {γ̇, N}. Lifting the vector fields in this frame into T T M, we obtain the moving frame

X := Hor_{(x,v)}(v), Y := Ver_{(x,v)}(v), H := Hor_{(x,v)}(N), V := Ver_{(x,v)}(N).

The commutators between the generator of the geodesic flow X, and the vector fields H, Y , V are given by (16) [X, Y ] = −X, [X, H] = K_gE^2V, [X, V ] = −H, in terms of the Gaussian curvature K_g and the particle energy E := |γ̇|_g. The identities (16) are part of the standard structure equations of the Lie algebra of vector fields on the tangent bundle of a surface. The relations (16) can be obtained by a direct computation in local coordinates. In this two-dimensional case, one can use isothermal coordinates for this purpose. See [PSU23, Chapter 3] for further details.

Recall the functions q_u : C^{2−}(T M) → (0, ∞) and q_s : C^{2−}(T M) → (−∞, 0) satisfied by the Riccati equation (14). These functions set the stable E_s and unstable E_u invariant distributions of phase space. See Proposition 2.2.5. Using the structure equations (16), and the Riccati equation (14), we obtain the following commuting relations (17) [X, H + q_uV ] = −q_u(H + q_uV ), [X, H + q_sV ] = −q_s(H + q_sV ).

The commutators (16) and (17) show that the following collection of vector fields commute with the Vlasov equation on (M, g), (a) generator of the flow X, (b) uniform motion tX + Y , (c) unstable vector field U := e^{∫ t}0^{qudτ} (H + q_uV ), (d) stable vector field S := e^{∫ t}0^{qsdτ} (H + q_sV ). We define the class of vector fields λ := { X, tX + Y, U, S } . The collection of vector fields λ will be used later to obtain decay estimates for Vlasov equation on non-trapping asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds (M, g).

Lemma 2.3.2. Let f be a regular Vlasov field on a negatively curved manifold (M, g). Then, Zf is also a solution of this equation for every Z ∈ λ.

3. Decay for Vlasov fields on hyperbolic space In this section, we prove decay estimates for the spatial density induced by a Vlasov field on hyperbolic space. The geodesic flow in hyperbolic space is determined by the geodesic equations dθ dt = v^θ, dv^θ dt = −2 coth rv^rv^θ, dr dt = v^r, dv^r dt = cosh r sinh r(v^θ)^2.

It is well-known that the geodesics in hyperbolic space H^2 are characterised as the intersection between the hyperboloid H^n with the two dimensional linear subspaces of Minkowski spacetime in dimension 2 + 1.

The geodesic flow in hyperbolic space can also be viewed as a Hamiltonian flow in the cotangent bundle (T^∗H^2 , ḡ_H 2 ), where the Hamiltonian H : T^∗H^2 → [0, ∞) is given by H(x, v) := 1 2 ( v^2_r + 1 sinh^2 r v^2_θ ) .

We define the particle energy E : T H^2 → [0, ∞) of a geodesic γ by

E(x, v) := g_x(v, v)^{12} = √ (v^r)^2 + sinh^2 r(v^θ)^2, which is a conserved along the geodesic flow. The Hamiltonian H can be written in terms of the particle energy as H =^1_2 E^2. We also define the angular velocity l : T H^2 → [0, ∞) of a geodesic γ by l(x, v) := g(∂_θ, γ̇) = v^θ sinh^2 r, which is conserved along the geodesic flow since ∂_θ is a Killing field. The particle energy E and the angular velocity l are related by

(18) E^2 = (v^r)^2 + l^2 sinh^2 r , for every geodesic on hyperbolic space. We observe that the geodesic flow in hyperbolic space (T^∗H^2 , ḡ_H 2 , H) is a completely integrable Hamiltonian flow in the sense of Liouville, due to the existence of the two independent conserved quantities in involution H and l.

Remark 3.0.1. Hyperbolic space has a large group of isometries given by the Lie group SO(1, n − 1) of linear transformations in R^n that leave invariant the Lorentzian metric of Minkowski spacetime in dimension n + 1. The Lie algebra of Killing fields on hyperbolic space induces several conserved quantities along the geodesic flow that can be used to show the complete integrability of the geodesic flow in H^n .

3.1. Estimates for the geodesic flow. The decay estimate for the spatial density is proven by obtaining time decay of the velocity support for the corresponding Vlasov fields. We first show estimates in time for the velocity coordinates along the geodesics in supp(f).

Lemma 3.1.1. The radial coordinate r(t) along a geodesic γ such that γ(0) ∈ supp(f_0) satisfies that for every t ≥ 0, (19) ce^{Et} ≤ sinh r(t) ≤ Ce^{Et}, where c, C are constants depending only on supp(f_0).

Proof. The geodesic equation for the radial coordinate can be written as dv^r dt = coth r l^2 sinh^2 r , by using the angular velocity l. As a result, the first coordinate cosh r of a geodesic on the hyperboloid H^2 satisfies the linear ode d^2 dt^2 cosh r = d dt (sinh rv^r) = cosh r(v^r)^2 + cosh r l^2 sinh^2 r

= E^2 cosh r,

which can be integrated explicitly. The radial terms given by

c_±(t) := cosh r(t) ± 1 E sinh r(t)v^r(t)

satisfy the linear odes d dt c_±(t) = sinh rv^r ± E cosh r = ±E ( cosh r ± 1 E sinh rv^r ) = ±Ec_±(t), and consequently

cosh r(t) ± 1 E sinh r(t)v^r(t) = ( cosh r(0) ± 1 E sinh r(0)v^r(0) ) e^{±Et}. In particular, the first coordinate cosh r of a geodesic on the hyperboloid H^2 is given by

cosh r(t) = c_+(0)e^{Et} + c_−(0)e^{−Et} = e^{Et} 2 ( cosh r(0) + 1 E sinh r(0)v^r(0) ) + e^{−Et} 2 ( cosh r(0) − 1 E sinh r(0)v^r(0) ) , (20)

in terms of the radial coordinates r(0) and v^r(0).

We observe that the identity (18) relating the particle energy E and the angular velocity l can be written as

c_+(t)c_−(t) = cosh^2 r(t) − 1 E^2 sinh^2 r(t)v^r(t)^2 = 1 + l^2 E^2 , which shows that the terms c_±(0) are strictly positive on the initial data, see (20). In particular, there are positive constants ϵ, M such that M ≥ c_±(0) ≥ ϵ, for all initial data in the support of f_0. Hence, for any initial data in the support of the initial distribution function we bound the radial coordinate along the geodesic flow

log(ϵe^{Et}) ≤ r(t) = log ( c_+(0)e^{Et}+c_−(0)e^{−Et} + ( (c_+(0)e^{Et} +c_−(0)e^{−Et})^2−1

) 1_2 ) ≤ log(4Me^{Et}), by applying the inverse of hyperbolic cosine on the identity (20) combined with the bounds on c_±(0). In particular, the radial coordinate along any geodesics emanating from the support of the initial distribution function satisfies (21) ce^{Et} ≤ sinh r(t) ≤ Ce^{Et}, where c, C are positive constants depending only on the support of the initial distribution function. □

We proceed to estimate the velocity coordinates of an arbitrary geodesic on hyperbolic space with initial data in the support of the initial distribution function, by exploiting the estimate (19) on the radial coordinate r(t).

Proposition 3.1.2. The velocity variables along a geodesic γ such that γ(0) ∈ supp(f_0) satisfy that for every t ≥ 0,

(22) |v^θ sinh r(t)| ≤ L c exp (Et)

, E^2 − (v^r)^2 ≤

L^2 c^2 exp (2Et) , where c > 0 is a constant depending only on supp(f_0).

Proof. By the compact support assumption, the absolute value of the angular velocity |l| is uniformly bounded by a constant L, among all geodesics determined by the support of the initial distribution. We obtain that the angular velocity coordinate decays exponentially

|v^θ sinh r(t)| = |l| sinh r(t) ≤ L c exp (Et) , by using the definition of l. Furthermore, the radial velocity coordinate converges exponentially to the particle energy

E^2 − (v^r)^2 = l^2 sinh^2 r ≤ L^2 c^2 exp (2Et) , by using the identity (18) relating the particle energy and the angular velocity. □

In particular, for every Vlasov field initially supported on D_α, we obtain a uniform exponential decay estimate among all geodesics emanating from the support of the initial distribution. Corollary 3.1.3. Let α > 0. Let f_0 be a regular initial data for the Vlasov equation on hyperbolic space that is compactly supported on D_α. The velocity variables along a geodesic γ such that γ(0) ∈ supp(f_0) satisfy that for every t ≥ 0,

(23) |v^θ sinh r(t)| ≤ L c exp(αt) , ( E^2 −

L^2 c^2 exp (2αt)

) 1_2 ≤ |v^r(t)| ≤ E, where c > 0 is a constant depending only on supp(f_0).

Proof. It follows directly by using that E is bounded below by α among all the geodesics determined by the support of the initial distribution. □

3.2. Decay for Vlasov fields supported on D_α. In this subsection, we prove exponential decay of the spatial density induced by a Vlasov field on H^n compactly supported on D_α.

Proof of the estimate (2). Let us first introduce some notation. Given x ∈ H^2 and t ≥ 0 we define Ω(t, x) := { v ∈ T_xH^2 : f(t, x, v) ≠ 0 } . Observe that the set Ω(t, x) can be considered as the domain of integration of the spatial density. Since f(t, x, v) = f_0(ϕ_{−t}(x, v)), we have that

(24) Ω(t, x) = { v ∈ T_xH^2 : there exists (x^′, v^′) ∈ supp(f_0) such that ϕ_t(x^′, v^′) = (x, v) } , and that ‖f(t)‖_L∞_{x,v} = ‖f(0)‖_L∞_{x,v} .

We proceed to estimate the spatial density ρ(f)(t, x). Fix x = (r, θ) ∈ H^2 and t ≥ 0. It follows from (23) and (24) that if (v^θ, v^r) ∈ Ω(t, x), then

(25) |v^θ sinh r| ≤ L c exp(αt) , ( E^2 −

L^2 c^2 exp (2αt)

) 1_2 ≤ |v^r| ≤ E, and therefore

(26) vol_{TxH} 2 (Ω(t, x)) = ∫ Ω(t,x) sinh rdv^rdv^θ ≤

D_0 exp(αt) , where D_0 is a positive constant depending on the support of f_0. Finally, |ρ(f)(t, x)| = | | ∫ f(t, x, v) sinh rdv^rdv^θ | | ≤ ‖f_0‖_{L∞x,v} ∫ Ω(t,x) sinh rdv^rdv^θ ≲ ‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} exp(αt) . □

Next, we prove decay estimates for derivatives of the spatial density induced by Vlasov fields supported on D_α. We consider the explicit parallel frame {γ̇, N} set in (10). We observe that the frame {∂_r, (sinh r)^{−1}∂_θ} can be written in terms of the parallel frame {γ̇, N} as

∂_r = v^r E^2 γ̇ − sinh rv^θ E^2 N, ∂_θ sinh r = sinh rv^θ

E^2 γ̇ + v^r E^2 N. In the following, we combine the class of commuting vector fields λ for the Vlasov equation on hyperbolic space, with the decay in time of the velocity support of the distribution function. We start with a remark.

Remark 3.2.1. Let Z ∈ λ. Note that supp(Zf_0) ⊂ supp(f_0), and that since Zf is a solution to the Vlasov equation (see Lemma 2.3.1), we have that Zf(t, x, v) = Zf_0(ϕ_{−t}(x, v)). Then (27) ‖Zf(t)‖_L∞_{x,v} = ‖Zf(0)‖_L∞_{x,v} and {v ∈ T_xH^2 : Zf(t, x, v) ≠ 0} ⊂ Ω(t, x). Proof of the estimate (3). Since every spatial derivative of the spatial density is equal to the spatial density of the corresponding horizontal derivative of the distribution function, we have that ∂_rρ(f)(t, x) = ρ(Hor_{(x,v)}(∂_r)f)(t, x) =: ρ(H_rf)(t, x), 1 sinh r ∂_θρ(f)(t, x) = ρ ( Hor_{(x,v)} ( ∂_θ sinh r ) f ) (t, x) =: ρ(H_θf)(t, x), (28)

where the horizontal vector fields H_r and H_θ can be written as

(29) H_r = v^r E^2 X − sinh rv^θ

E^2 H, H_θ = sinh rv^θ E^2 X + v^r E^2 H, in terms of the vector fields H and X. According to the proof of the estimate (2), see (23), the weight v^r converges exponentially to the particle energy E, whereas the weight sinh rv^θ decays exponentially in time.

Estimate for the derivative (sinh r)^{−1}∂_θρ(f). By the previous decomposition of H_θ, the angular derivative (sinh r)^{−1}∂_θρ(f) can be decomposed into 1 sinh r ∂_θρ(f)(t, x) = ρ (sinh rvθ E^2 Xf ) (t, x) + ρ ( vr E^2 Hf ) (t, x) =: A_1 + B_1.

On the one hand, the first term A_1 can be written using the commuting vector field tX + Y by A_1 = 1 t ∫ sinh rv^θ

E^2

(tX + Y )f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) − 1 t ∫ sinh rv^θ E^2

Y f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v),

where the second term in the RHS can be integrated by parts ∫ sinh rv^θ E^2

Y f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) = ∫ sinh rv^θv^r E^2

∂_vr f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) + ∫ sinh r(v^θ)^2

E^2

∂_vθ f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) = − ∫ sinh rv^θ

E^4

(sinh^2 r(v^θ)^2 − (v^r)^2)f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) − ∫ 2 sinh rv^θ(v^r)^2 E^4 f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) = − ∫ sinh rv^θ

E^2 f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v).

We obtain that

A_1 = 1 t ∫ sinh rv^θ

E^2

(tX + Y )f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) + 1 t ∫ sinh rv^θ

E^2 f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v).

Moreover, we can make use of the decay of the velocity support of the distribution function, see (26), together with (25) and (27) to obtain that |A_1| ≤ | | 1 t ∫ sinh rv^θ

E^2

(tX + Y )f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) | | + | | 1 t ∫ sinh rv^θ

E^2 f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) | | ≤ 1 t ‖Y f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} ∫ Ω(t,x) | sinh rv^θ| E^2 dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) + 1 t ‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} ∫ Ω(t,x) | sinh rv^θ| E^2 dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) ≲ 1 te^{2αt} ‖f_0‖_W 1,∞_{x,v} , where in the second inequality we used (27) and in the third estimate we used (25).

On the other hand, the second term B_1 can be written using the unstable vector field U by

B_1 = ρ ( vr E^2 Hf ) (t, x) = ∫ v^r E^2

(H + EV )f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) − ∫ v^r E V f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v), = ∫ 1 e^{Et} v^r E^2

Uf dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) − ∫ v^r E V f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v),

where the second term in the RHS can be integrated by parts ∫ v^r E V f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) = ∫ (v^r)^2 E ∂_vθ f sinh r dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) − ∫ sinh rv^θv^r E ∂_vr f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) = ∫ sinh rv^θ(v^r)^2

E^3 f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) + ∫ sinh^3 r(v^θ)^3 E^3 f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) = ∫ sinh rv^θ E f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v).

We obtain that

B_1 = ∫ 1 e^{Et} v^r E^2

Uf dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) − ∫ sinh rv^θ E f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v).

Similarly to the estimate of A_1, we estimate B_1 by combining Remark 3.2.1, the decay of sinh rv^θ and the decay of the velocity support of the distribution function |B_1| ≤ | | ∫ 1 e^{Et} v^r E^2

Uf dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) | | + | | ∫ sinh rv^θ E f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) | | ≤ 1 e^{αt} ‖Uf_0‖_L∞_{x,v} ∫ Ω(t,x) |v^r| E^2 dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) + ‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} ∫ Ω(t,x) | sinh rv^θ| E dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) ≲ 1 e^{2αt} ‖f_0‖_W 1,∞_{x,v} . Therefore, we obtain that the angular derivative of the spatial density (sinh r)^{−1}∂_θρ(f) is bounded above by |(sinh r)^{−1}∂_θρ(f)| ≤ |A_1| + |B_1| ≲ ‖f_0‖_W 1,∞_{x,v} e^{−2αt}.

Estimate for the derivative ∂_rρ(f). By the previous decomposition of H_r, the radial derivative ∂_rρ(f) can be decomposed into ∂_rρ(f)(t, x) = ρ ( vr E^2 Xf ) (t, x) − ρ (sinh rvθ E^2 Hf ) (t, x) =: A_2 − B_2.

First, we write A_2 using the commuting vector field tX + Y by

A_2 = ρ ( vr E^2 Xf ) (t, x) = 1 t ∫ v^r E^2

(tX + Y )f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) − 1 t ∫ v^r E^2

Y f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v),

where the second term in the RHS can be integrated by parts ∫ v^r E^2

Y f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) = ∫ (v^r)^2 E^2

∂_vr f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) + ∫ v^rv^θ E^2

∂_vθ f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) = − ∫ 2v^r(v^θ)^2 sinh^2 r E^4 f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) + ∫ sinh^2 rv^r(v^θ)^2 − (v^r)^3 E^4 f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) = − ∫ v^r E^2 f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v),

to obtain that

A_2 = 1 t ∫ v^r E^2

(tX + Y )f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) + 1 t ∫ v^r E^2 f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v).

We estimate A_2 by making use of the decay of the velocity support of the distribution function and Remark 3.2.1. |A_2| ≤ | | 1 t ∫ v^r E^2

(tX + Y )f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) | | + | | 1 t ∫ v^r E^2 f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) | | ≤ 1 t ‖Y f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} ∫ Ω(t,x) |v^r| E^2 dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) + 1 t ‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} ∫ Ω(t,x) |v^r| E^2 dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) ≲ 1 te^{αt} ‖f_0‖_W 1,∞_{x,v} . Similarly, the second term B_2 can be written using the unstable vector field U by

B_2 = ρ (sinh rvθ E^2 Hf ) (t, x) = ∫ sinh rv^θ

E^2

(H + EV )f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) − ∫ sinh rv^θ E V f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) = ∫ 1 e^{Et} sinh rv^θ

E^2

Uf dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) − ∫ sinh rv^θ E V f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v),

where the second term in the RHS can be integrated by parts ∫ sinh rv^θ E V f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) = ∫ v^θv^r E ∂_vθ f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) − ∫ sinh^2 r(v^θ)^2 E ∂_vr f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) = − ∫ (v^r)^3 E^3 f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) − ∫ sinh^2 r(v^θ)^2v^r

E^3 f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) = − ∫ v^r E f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v), to obtain that

B_2 = ∫ 1 e^{Et} sinh rv^θ E^2

Uf dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) + ∫ v^r E f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v).

We estimate B_2 combining (25), (26) and (27).

|B_2| ≤ | | ∫ 1 e^{Et} sinh rv^θ E^2

Uf dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) | | + | | ∫ v^r E f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) | | ≤ 1 e^{αt} ‖Uf_0‖_L∞_{x,v} ∫ Ω(t,x) | sinh rv^θ| E^2 dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) + ‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} ∫ Ω(t,x) |v^r| E dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) ≲ 1 e^{3αt} ‖f_0‖_W 1,∞_{x,v} + 1 e^{αt} ‖f_0‖_W 1,∞_{x,v} ≲ 1 e^{αt} ‖f_0‖_W 1,∞_{x,v} . Finally, we obtain that the radial derivative of the spatial density ∂_rρ(f) is bounded above by |∂_rρ(f)| ≤ |A_2| + |B_2| ≲ ‖f_0‖_W 1,∞_{x,v} e^{−αt}. □ 3.3. Decay for compactly supported Vlasov fields. In this subsection, we prove exponential decay of the spatial density induced by a compactly supported Vlasov field on H^n .

Proof of the estimate (4). Given x ∈ H^2 and t ≥ 1, we recall the notation

Ω(t, x) := { v ∈ T_xH^2 : f(t, x, v) ≠ 0 } . Fix x = (r, θ) ∈ H^2 and t ≥ 1. It follows from (22) that if (v^θ, v^r) ∈ Ω(t, x), then

(30) |v^θ sinh r| ≤ L c exp(Et) , ( E^2 −

L^2 c^2 exp (2Et)

) 1_2 ≤ |v^r| ≤ E. Let us consider polar coordinates in the fibers of the tangent bundle by

E := √ (v^r)^2 + sinh^2 r(v^θ)^2, φ := arctan ( vr v^θ sinh r ) . For our purposes, we change variables in the integration in the velocity variables that sets the spatial density as

(31) ρ(f)(t, x) = ∫ f(t, x, v)dv^rd(v^θ sinh r) = ∫ f(t, E, φ)EdEdφ, where we used the change of variables (v^r, v^θ) → (v^r, v^θ sinh r) in the first equality, and the change of variables (v^r, v^θ sinh r) → (E, φ) in the second equality. By the compact support assumption, there exists E_{max} > 0 such that for every (x, v) ∈ supp(f_0) we have E ≤ E_{max}. As a result, we have E ≤ E_{max} for every (x, v) ∈ supp(f) by the conservation along the geodesic flow of the particle energy. Therefore, we have

(32) vol_{TxH} 2 (Ω(t, x)) = ∫ Ω(t,x) EdEdφ ≤ 2π ∫_{Emax} 0 E e^{Et} dE ≲ 1 t^2 .

Finally, we obtain |ρ(f)(t, x)| = | | ∫ f(t, x, v) dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) | | ≤ ‖f_0‖_{L∞x,v} vol_{TxH 2} (Ω(t, x)) ≲ 1 t^2 ‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} . □ Next, we prove decay estimates for derivatives of the spatial density induced by compactly supported Vlasov fields on H^2 . The proof of (5) follows the same strategy as in the proof of (3) in the previous subsection. Nonetheless, the estimate of every velocity average is performed slightly differently. Now, we need to keep track of the weights in E which determine the time decay of every velocity average. The weights that decay exponentially are irrelevant due to the contribution of the particles with arbitrarily small particle energies.

Proof of the estimate (5). We quickly follow the strategy in the proof of the estimate (3) under the appropriate modifications to obtain the correct decay rates in this case. Recall the formulae (28) for the derivatives of the spatial density in terms of the corresponding horizontal vector fields, and the decomposition (29) for the horizontal vector fields in terms of X and H.

By the compact support assumption, there exists E_{max} > 0 such that for every (x, v) ∈ supp(f_0) we have E ≤ E_{max}. As a result, we have E ≤ E_{max} for every (x, v) ∈ supp(f) by the conservation along the geodesic flow of the particle energy. According to the proof of the estimate (22), the weight v^r converges exponentially to the particle energy E, whereas the weight sinh rv^θ decays exponentially in time. Observe that we have uniform boundedness for v^r E and^{vθ sinh r}_E by definition of the particle energy.

Estimate for the derivative (sinh r)^{−1}∂_θρ(f). By the decomposition of H_θ in terms of X and H, the angular derivative (sinh r)^{−1}∂_θρ(f) can be decomposed into 1 sinh r ∂_θρ(f)(t, x) = ρ (sinh rvθ E^2 Xf ) (t, x) + ρ ( vr E^2 Hf ) (t, x) =: A_1 + B_1.

The first term A_1 can be written using the commuting vector field tX + Y by

A_1 = 1 t ∫ sinh rv^θ

E^2

(tX + Y )f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) + 1 t ∫ sinh rv^θ E^2 f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v),

after integrating by parts in the velocity variables. Using the decay of the velocity support of the distribution function (32), together with (30) and (27) we obtain |A_1| ≤ | | 1 t ∫ sinh rv^θ

E^2

(tX + Y )f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) | | + | | 1 t ∫ sinh rv^θ E^2 f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) | | ≤ 1 t ‖Y f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} ∫ Ω(t,x) | sinh rv^θ| E^2 dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) + 1 t ‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} ∫ Ω(t,x) | sinh rv^θ| E^2 dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) ≲ 1 t ∫_{Emax} 0 dE e^{2Et} ‖f_0‖_W 1,∞_{x,v} ≲ 1 t^2 ‖f_0‖_W 1,∞_{x,v} , where we have used the change of variables (v^r, v^θ) → (E, φ) considered in (31). where in the second inequality we used (27) and in the third inequality we used (25).

On the other hand, the second term B_1 can be written using the unstable vector field U by

B_1 = ∫ 1 e^{Et} v^r E^2

Uf dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) − ∫ sinh rv^θ E f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v),

after integrating by parts in the velocity variables. Similarly to the estimate of A_1, we estimate B_1 by combining Remark 3.2.1, the decay of sinh rv^θ and the decay of the velocity support of the distribution function |B_1| ≤ | | | ∫ 1 e^{Et} v^r E^2

Uf dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) | | | + | | | ∫ sinh rv^θ E f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) | | | ≤ ‖Uf_0‖_L∞_{x,v} ∫ Ω(t,x) 1 e^{Et} |v^r| E^2 dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) + ‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} ∫ Ω(t,x) | sinh rv^θ| E dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) ≲ ∫_{Emax} 0 dE e^{2Et} ‖f_0‖_W 1,∞_{x,v} + ∫_{Emax} 0 EdE e^{2Et} ‖f_0‖_W 1,∞_{x,v} ≲ 1 t ‖f_0‖_W 1,∞_{x,v} . Therefore, we obtain that the angular derivative of the spatial density (sinh r)^{−1}∂_θρ(f) is bounded above by |(sinh r)^{−1}∂_θρ(f)| ≤ |A_1| + |B_1| ≲ ‖f_0‖_W 1,∞_{x,v} t^{−1}. Estimate for the derivative ∂_rρ(f). By the decomposition of H_r in terms of X and H, the radial derivative ∂_rρ(f) can be decomposed into ∂_rρ(f)(t, x) = ρ ( vr E^2 Xf ) (t, x) − ρ (sinh rvθ E^2 Hf ) (t, x) =: A_2 − B_2.

First, we write A_2 using the commuting vector field tX + Y by

A_2 = 1 t ∫ v^r E^2

(tX + Y )f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) + 1 t ∫ v^r E^2 f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v),

after integrating by parts in the velocity variables. We estimate A_2 by making use of the decay of the velocity support of the distribution function and Remark 3.2.1. |A_2| ≤ | |1 t ∫ v^r E^2

(tX + Y )f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) | | + | |1 t ∫ v^r E^2 f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) | |

≤ 1 t ‖Y f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} ∫ Ω(t,x) |v^r| E^2 dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) + 1 t ‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} ∫ Ω(t,x) |v^r| E^2 dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) ≲ 1 t ∫_{Emax} 0 dE e^{Et} ‖f_0‖_W 1,∞_{x,v} ≲ 1 t^2 ‖f_0‖_W 1,∞_{x,v} . Similarly, the second term B_2 can be written using the unstable vector field U by

B_2 = ∫ 1 e^{Et} sinh rv^θ

E^2

Uf dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) + ∫ v^r E f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v), after integrating by parts in the velocity variables. We estimate B_2 combining (30), (32) and (27). |B_2| ≤ | | ∫ 1 e^{Et} sinh rv^θ E^2

Uf dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) | | + | | ∫ v^r E f dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) | |

≤ ‖Uf_0‖_L∞_{x,v} ∫ Ω(t,x) 1 e^{Et} | sinh rv^θ| E^2 dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) + ‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} ∫ Ω(t,x) |v^r| E dvol_{TxH} 2 (v) ≲ ∫_{Emax} 0 dE e^{3Et} ‖f_0‖_W 1,∞_{x,v} + ∫_{Emax} 0 EdE e^{Et} ‖f_0‖_W 1,∞_{x,v} ≲ 1 t ‖f_0‖_W 1,∞_{x,v} . Finally, we obtain that the radial derivative of the spatial density ∂_rρ(f) is bounded above by |∂_rρ(f)| ≤ |A_2| + |B_2| ≲ ‖f_0‖_W 1,∞_{x,v} t^{−1}. □ 3.4. Decay for Vlasov fields in higher dimensions. Similar decay estimates for the spatial density induced by a Vlasov field on hyperbolic space (H^n , g_H n ), can be proven by using a commuting vector field approach akin to the one considered in dimension two. The spatial density induced by a Vlasov field f on (H^n , g_H n ) is given by ρ(f)(t, x) = ∫ f(t, x, v) sinh^{n−1} rdv^r dvol_Sn−1(v), in terms of the volume form on (H^n , g_H n ) in local coordinates. The decay of the velocity support of the distribution function can be proven using the same strategy performed in the two dimensional case. First, one studies the ode satisfied by the first coordinate cosh r of a geodesic on the hyperboloid H^n given by

d^2 dt^2 cosh r = E^2 cosh r,

in terms of the particle energy E^2 := g_H n (γ̇, γ̇). Later, one can use an orthonormal parallel frame {γ̇, N_1, . . . , N_{n−1}} to build commuting vector fields as in Section 2.3. Using the commuting vector fields

Hor_{(x,v)}(v), tHor_{(x,v)}(v) + Ver_{(x,v)}(v), e^{±Et}(Hor_{(x,v)}(N_i) ± EVer_{(x,v)}(N_i)),

we can estimate the derivatives of the spatial density ∂_xi ρ(f)(t, x) = ρ(Hor_{(x,v)}(∂_xi )f)(t, x), by decomposing every horizontal vector field Hor_{(x,v)}(∂_xi ) in terms of the commuting vector fields plus errors that can be controlled after integration by parts in the velocity variables. Decay estimates can finally be derived using bounds for the geodesic flow in the support of the distribution function.

4. Decay for Vlasov fields on asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds In this section, we prove decay estimates for the spatial density induced by a Vlasov field on a non-trapping asymptotically hyperbolic Riemannian manifold (M, g). The geodesic flow in (M, g) is determined by the geodesic equations dx^i dt = v^i, dv^i dt = −Γ^i_{jk}v^j v^k, in terms of the Christoffel symbols Γ^i_{jk} of (M, g). The geodesic flow in (M, g) can also be viewed as a Hamiltonian flow in the cotangent bundle (T^∗M, ḡ), where the corresponding Hamiltonian H : T^∗M → [0, ∞) is given by H(x, v) := 1 2 g^{ij} v_iv_j . We define the particle energy E : T M → [0, ∞) of a geodesic γ by E(x, v) := g_x(v, v)^{12} = √ g_{ij} v^iv^j. The particle energy E is conserved along the geodesic flow. Note that the Hamiltonian H can be written in terms of the particle energy as H =^1_2 E^2. We also define the angular velocity l : T M → [0, ∞) of a geodesic γ by l(x, v) := g(∂_θ, γ̇). The angular velocity l is almost conserved along the geodesic flow since the vector field ∂_θ is Killing on hyperbolic space.

Lemma 4.0.1. Let E_{max} > 0. Let (x, v) ∈ T M such that E(x, v) ≤ E_{max}. Then, the velocity coordinates of a geodesic γ with γ(0) = x and γ̇(0) = v satisfy (33) |v^r| ≤ E_{max} + 1, |v^θ sinh r| ≤ E_{max} + 1, for r sufficiently large. Furthermore, the particle energy and the angular velocity satisfy

(34) E^2 = (v^r)^2 + l^2 sinh^2 r

+ O(e^{−βr}), l = v^θ sinh^2 r + O(e^{−(β−1)r}).

Proof. Since (M, g) is asymptotically hyperbolic, we have (35) |E^2(x, v) − (v^r)^2 − sinh^2 r(v^θ)^2| = O(e^{−βr}).

Using this bound combined with the conservation along the geodesic flow of E, we obtain the estimates (33). By definition of the angular velocity l = v^rg ( ∂_θ sinh r , ∂_r ) sinh r + v^θ sinh^2 rg ( ∂_θ sinh r , ∂_θ sinh r ) = v^θ sinh^2 r + O(e^{−(β−1)r} ), where we have used the estimates (33). In particular, we obtain l^2 = (v^θ)^2 sinh^4 r+O(e^{−(β−2)r}), which combined with (35) results in

E^2 = (v^r)^2 + l^2 sinh^2 r + O(e^{−βr}). □ We also show that the geodesic flow converges at infinity to the geodesic flow in hyperbolic space. First, we take a look at the geodesic equations on (M, g).

Lemma 4.0.2. The geodesic flow ϕ_t(x, v) on (M, g) satisfies that for every t ≥ 0, we have dv^θ dt = −2 coth rv^rv^θ + O(e^{−βr}), dv^r dt = cosh r sinh r(v^θ)^2 + O(e^{−βr}).

Proof. By definition of the Christoffel symbols, for every i, j, k ∈ {r, θ}, we have |Γ^i_{jk}(g) − Γ^i_{jk}(g_H n )| = O(e^{−βr}) on an asymptotically hyperbolic manifold. Furthermore, we have boundedness of the components of γ by Lemma 4.0.1. The lemma is a straightforward application of these bounds on the geodesic equations in (M, g). □

4.1. Estimates for the geodesic flow. For our purposes, we first show estimates in time for the velocity coordinates along the geodesics in supp(f).

Lemma 4.1.1. Let R_1 > 0 be sufficiently large. The radial coordinate r(t) along a geodesic γ in M \ B(R_1) such that γ(0) ∈ supp(f_0) satisfies that for every t ≥ 0, ce^{Et} ≤ sinh r(t) ≤ Ce^{Et}, where c, C are positive constants depending only on supp(f_0).

Proof. From the first equation in (34), we have v^r >^α_2 > 0 in the far-away region of (M, g), for a positive constant c^′ > 0. Thus, the radial coordinate along the flow satisfies r(t) ≥ r(0)+^α_2 t. By Cauchy stability of the geodesic flow, we have r(t) ≥ 1 +^α_2 t for all geodesics in supp(f). We proceed to improve this elementary estimate by using the radial geodesic equation.

The geodesic equation for the radial coordinate can be written in terms of the angular velocity by

(36) dv^r dt = coth r l^2 sinh^2 r + O(e^{−βr}), where we have used Lemma 4.0.1 and Lemma 4.0.2. As a result, the quantity cosh r satisfies the linear ode d^2 dt^2 cosh r = d dt (sinh rv^r) = cosh r(v^r)^2+cosh r l^2 sinh^2 r

+O(e^{−(β−1)r}) = E^2 cosh r+O(e^{−(β−1)r}).

The radial terms given by

c_±(t) := cosh r(t) ± 1 E sinh r(t)v^r(t)

satisfy the linear odes d dt c_±(t) = sinh rv^r ± E cosh r + O(e^{−(β−1)r} ) = ±E ( cosh r ± 1 E sinh rv^r ) + O(e^{−(β−1)r}) = ±Ec_±(t) + O(e^{−(β−1)r}). Rearranging this ode, we obtain d dt [ c_±(t)e^{∓Et} ] = e^{∓Et}O(e^{−(β−1)r}), so integrating, we have c_±(t) = e^{±Et}c_±(0) + e^{±Et} ∫_t 0 e^{∓Eτ} O(e^{−(β−1)r(τ )})dτ.

In particular, we have c_+(t) = e^{Et}(c_+(0) + O(1)) and c_−(t) = e^{−Et}c_−(0) + O(1) by using the lower bound r(t) ≥ 1 +^α_2 t for all geodesics in supp(f). Furthermore, we have

cosh r(t) = 1 2 (c_+(t) + c_−(t)) = 1 2 (e^{Et}(c_+(0) + O(1)) + e^{−Et}c_−(0) + O(1)).

We observe that the identity in (34) relating the particle energy E and the angular velocity l implies

c_+(t)c_−(t) = cosh^2 r(t) − 1 E^2 sinh^2 r(t)v^r(t)^2 = 1 + l^2 E^2 + O(e^{−(β−2)r} ), which shows that the terms c_±(0) are strictly positive on the initial data. In particular, there are positive constants ϵ, M such that M ≥ c_±(0) ≥ ϵ, for all initial data in the support of f_0.

Hence, for any initial data in the support of the initial distribution function we bound the radial coordinate along the geodesic flow log(ϵe^{Et}) ≤ r(t) ≤ log(4Me^{Et}), by applying the bounds on c_±. In particular, the radial coordinate along any geodesics emanating from the support of the initial distribution function satisfies ce^{Et} ≤ sinh r(t) ≤ Ce^{Et}, where c, C are positive constants depending only on the support of the initial distribution function. □

As a corollary, we obtain uniform boundedness in time of the angular velocity l along an arbitrary geodesic with initial data in the support of the initial distribution function.

Corollary 4.1.2. Let R_1 > 0 be sufficiently large. The angular velocity l(t) along a geodesic γ in M \ B(R_1) such that γ(0) ∈ supp(f_0) satisfies that for every t ≥ 0, |l(t)| ≤ L, where L > 0 depends only on supp(f_0).

Proof. By Lemma 4.0.2, we have^d_{dt} (v^θ sinh^2 r) = O(e^{−(β−2)r}). The corollary follows by using Lemma 4.1.1 to integrate this ode in time. □

We proceed to estimate the velocity coordinates of an arbitrary geodesic on M with initial data in the support of the initial distribution function.

Proposition 4.1.3. Let R_1 > 0 be sufficiently large. The velocity variables along a geodesic γ in M \ B(R_1) such that γ(0) ∈ supp(f_0) satisfy that for every t ≥ 0, |v^θ sinh r(t)| ≤ C exp (Et)

, E^2 − (v^r)^2 ≤ C exp (2Et) , where C > 0 is a constant depending only on supp(f_0).

Proof. By the compact support assumption of the initial distribution and Corollary 4.1.2, the angular velocity satisfies |l(t)| ≤ L among all geodesics determined by the support of the initial distribution. We obtain that the angular velocity coordinate decays exponentially

| sinh rv^θ(t)| = |l| sinh r(t) + O(e^{−βr}) ≤ C exp (Et) , by using Lemma 4.0.1. Furthermore, we obtain that the radial velocity coordinate converges exponentially to the particle energy

E^2 − (v^r)^2 = l^2 sinh^2 r + O(e^{−βr}) ≤ C exp (2Et) , by using the identity relating the particle energy and the angular velocity in Lemma 4.0.1. □

In particular, for every Vlasov field initially supported on D_α, we obtain a uniform exponential decay estimate among all geodesics emanating from the support of the initial distribution function.

Corollary 4.1.4. Let α > 0. Let R_1 > 0 be sufficiently large. Let f_0 be a regular initial data for the Vlasov equation on hyperbolic space that is compactly supported on D_α. The velocity variables along a geodesic γ in M \ B(R_1) such that γ(0) ∈ supp(f_0) satisfy that for every t ≥ 0, (37) |v^θ sinh r(t)| ≤ C exp(αt) , ( E^2 − C exp (2αt)

) 1_2 ≤ |v^r(t)| ≤ E, where C > 0 is a constant depending only on supp(f_0).

4.2. Decay for Vlasov fields supported on D_α. In this subsection, we prove a general dispersion estimate for the spatial density induced by a Vlasov field on a Riemannian manifold M under the assumptions of Theorem 1.3. We start by introducing some notation. Let (M, g) be asymptotically hyperbolic and non-trapping. By definition, there exists a compact set K ⊂ M, R_0 > 0 and a diffeomorphism Ψ : H^n \ B(R_0) → M \ K, satisfying the conditions in Definition 1.1.1. For r > R_0 we define K_r := K ∪ Ψ(B(r) \ B(R_0)), and ^K_r := π^{−1}(K_r), where we recall that π : T M → M is the canonical projection. Since (M, g) is asymptotically hyperbolic, as r → ∞, the spaces (M \ K_r, g) and (H^n \ B(r), g_H n ) are C^2-close under the map Ψ.

As in Subsection 3.2, we introduce the domain of integration of the spatial density. For x ∈ M and t ≥ 0 we define Ω(t, x) = { v ∈ T_xM : f(t, x, v) ≠ 0 } . Since f(t, x, v) = f_0(ϕ_{−t}(x, v)), we have that Ω(t, x) = { v ∈ T_xM : there exists (x^′, v^′) ∈ supp(f_0) such that ϕ_t(x^′, v^′) = (x, v) } . Observe that ρ(f)(t, x) = ∫ Ω(x,t) f(t, x, v) dvol_{TxM}(v). In order to prove the exponential decay in time of the spatial density, we proceed as in Subsection 3.2 to establish the decay of the volume of the velocity support of the distribution function Ω(t, x). The following lemma states that if (M, g) is asymptotically hyperbolic and non-trapping, then geodesics escape to infinity uniformly.

Lemma 4.2.1. Let (M, g) be asymptotically hyperbolic and non-trapping, and Q ⊂ M a compact set. Assume that f_0 is compactly supported and its support lies on D_α, for some α > 0. Then there exists T > 0 such that ρ(f)(t, x) = 0, for every x ∈ Q and t ≥ T .

Proof. From the identity (18), we have v^r > c > 0 in the far-away region of hyperbolic space, for c > 0. Similarly, from the first equation in (34), we have v^r > c > 0 in the far-away region of (M, g), for c > 0. In other words, the same property holds for Φ^∗g-geodesics in H^n \ B(r) for sufficiently large r, and therefore, if a Ψ^∗g-geodesic enters the region H^n \ B(r), it will not escape from it. Equivalently, if a g-geodesic enters M \ K_r, it will stay in M \ K_r. We choose r large enough so that Q and π(supp(f_0)) are subsets of K_r.

Since (M, g) is non-trapping, any non-zero vector in ^K_r eventually enters T M \ ^K_r. Define T as the minimum time that a vector in supp(f_0) ⊂ ^K_r needs to flow to enter T M \ ^K_r; this is well defined since supp(f_0) is compact and a subset of D_α. Then, if t ≥ T and (x^′, v^′) ∈ supp(f_0) we have that ϕ_t(x^′, v^′) ∈ T M \ ^K_r. We conclude that if t ≥ T and x ∈ Q Ω(t, x) = { v ∈ T_xM : there exists (x^′, v^′) ∈ supp(f_0) such that ϕ_t(x^′, v^′) = (x, v) } = ∅, and therefore ρ(f)(t, x) = 0. □

Remark 4.2.1. Using the previous lemma, we can obtain a non-optimal decay estimate for the spatial density appealing to a geometric argument based on Rauch’s comparison theorem and the hyperbolic law of cosines. See Appendix A for a short proof of a non-optimal decay estimate for Vlasov fields on non-trapping asymptotically hyperbolic Riemannian manifolds.

Finally, we proceed to prove Theorem 1.3. First we obtain the estimate (6) and then the estimate (7).

Proof of the estimate (6). Let us first introduce some notation. Given x ∈ M and t ≥ 0 we define Ω(t, x) := { v ∈ T_xM : f(t, x, v) ≠ 0 } . Observe that the set Ω(t, x) can be considered as the domain of integration of the spatial density. Since f(t, x, v) = f_0(ϕ_{−t}(x, v)), we have that

(38) Ω(t, x) = { v ∈ T_xM : there exists (x^′, v^′) ∈ supp(f_0) such that ϕ_t(x^′, v^′) = (x, v) } , and that ‖f(t)‖_L∞_{x,v} = ‖f(0)‖_L∞_{x,v} .

We proceed to estimate the spatial density ρ(f)(t, x). Fix x = (r, θ) ∈ M and t ≥ 0. It follows from (37) and (38) that if (v^θ, v^r) ∈ Ω(t, x), then

(39) | sinh rv^θ| ≤ C exp(αt) , ( E^2 − C exp (2αt)

) 1_2 ≤ |v^r| ≤ E, and therefore vol_{TxM}(Ω(t, x)) = ∫ Ω(t,x) dvol_{TxM}(v) ≤

D_0 exp(αt) , where D_0 is a positive constant depending on the support of f_0. Finally, we have |ρ(f)(t, x)| = | | ∫ f(t, x, v) dvol_{TxM}(v) | | ≤ ‖f_0‖_{L∞x,v} ∫ Ω(t,x) dvol_{TxM}(v) ≤

D_0 exp(αt) ‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} . □

Next, we prove decay estimates for derivatives of the spatial density induced by Vlasov fields supported on D_α. First, we consider the orthogonal parallel frame {γ̇, N} along an arbitrary geodesic γ. We write this frame in local coordinates by

(40) γ̇ := v^r∂_r + sinh rv^θ ∂_θ sinh r

, N := −N^r∂_r + N^θ ∂_θ sinh r , where N defined as the unique vector field such that g(N, N) = g(γ̇, γ̇), g(N, γ̇) = 0, and {γ̇, N} is a positively oriented basis of T_xM. Moreover, we have the estimates

N^r = sinh rv^θ + O(e^{−βr}), ∂_vr N^r = O(e^{−βr}), ∂_vθ N^r = sinh r + O(e^{−βr}),

(41)

N^θ = v^r + O(e^{−βr}), ∂_vr N^θ = 1 + O(e^{−βr}), ∂_vθ N^θ = O(e^{−βr}),

(42)

since (M, g) is asymptotically hyperbolic. We also observe that the frame {∂_r, (sinh r)^{−1}∂_θ} can be written in terms of the parallel frame {γ̇, N} as

∂_r =

N^θγ̇ − sinh rv^θN N^θv^r + sinh rv^θN^r , ∂_θ sinh r = N^rγ̇ + v^rN N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ . Before proving the estimates in (7), we obtain a technical lemma concerning the decay of the solutions q_u and q_s to the Riccati equation (14). The estimates in the following lemma will be required to bound the error terms coming out when integrating by parts the vertical part of the unstable vector field U.

Lemma 4.2.2. The solution q_u : C^{2−}(T M) → (0, ∞) to the Riccati equation (14) satisfies | | qu E − 1 | | = O(e_{−βr}), | |∂_{vr} (qu E )| | = O(e^{−βr}), | | 1 sinh r ∂_vθ (q_u E )| | = O(e^{−βr}). (43)

Proof. By Hurder–Katok [HK90] the function q_u belongs to C^{2−}(T M). We recall that the function q_u parametrizes the unstable invariant distribution E_u of the geodesic flow in (M, g). See Section 2.2.2 for more details. The distribution E_u is also the tangent of the unstable manifolds of the geodesic flow. By the standard stable manifold theorem [KH95, Chapter 17] applied to the geodesic flow in (M, g), the function q_u appears when proving the contraction property of the action of the flow map ϕ_t on unstable graphs along the flow. Since (M, g) is asymptotically hyperbolic, the generator of the geodesic flow X converges like e^{−βr} to the generator X_H 2 of the geodesic flow in hyperbolic space. Thus, the unstable manifolds associated to the geodesic flow in (M, g) converge like e^{−βr} to the unstable manifolds associated to the geodesic flow in (H^2 , g_H 2 ). In particular, we obtain the estimates stated above. □

The proof of Lemma 4.2.2 follows the same strategy applied by Hintz [Hin21] to show a stable manifold theorem for a C^k normally hyperbolic flow converging to a C^k stationary flow. Specifically, [Hin21] shows that the stable and unstable manifolds of a perturbation of the normally hyperbolic flow converge in C^k to their stationary counterparts.

Finally, we proceed to prove the pointwise decay estimates for Vlasov fields supported on D_α.

Proof of the estimate (7). Since every spatial derivative of the spatial density is equal to the spatial density of the corresponding horizontal derivative of the distribution function, we have ∂_rρ(f)(t, x) = ρ(Hor_{(x,v)}(∂_r)f)(t, x) =: ρ(H_rf)(t, x), 1 sinh r ∂_θρ(f)(t, x) = ρ ( Hor_{(x,v)} ( ∂_θ sinh r ) f ) (t, x) =: ρ(H_θf)(t, x), where the horizontal vector fields H_r and H_θ can be written as

H_r = N^θX − sinh rv^θH N^θv^r + sinh rv^θN^r

, H_θ = N^rX + v^rH N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ , in terms of the vector fields H = Hor_{(x,v)}(N) and X = Hor_{(x,v)}(v).

Estimate for the derivative (sinh r)^{−1}∂_θρ(f). By the previous decomposition of H_θ, the angular derivative (sinh r)^{−1}∂_θρ(f) can be decomposed into 1 sinh r ∂_θρ(f)(t, x) = ρ ( N rXf N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ ) + ρ ( vrHf N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ ) =: A_1 + B_1.

On the one hand, the first term A_1 can be written using the commuting vector field tX + Y by A_1 = 1 t ∫ N^r(tX + Y )f N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ dvol_{TxM}(v) − 1 t ∫ N^rY f N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ dvol_{TxM}(v). The second term in the RHS can be further decomposed as ∫ N^r N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ

Y f dvol_{TxM}(v) = ∫ N^rv^r N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ ∂_vr f dvol_{TxM}(v) + ∫ N^rv^θ N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ ∂_vθ f dvol_{TxM}(v) =: C_1 + C_2.

Integrating by parts the first term C_1, we have

C_1 = ∫ N^rv^r N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ ∂_vr f dvol_{TxM}(v) = − ∫ ∂_vr N^rv^r + N^r N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ f dvol_{TxM}(v) + ∫ N^rv^r(∂_vr N^r sinh rv^θ + v^r∂_vr N^θ + N^θ) (N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ)^2 f dvol_{TxM}(v). We make use of the decay of the velocity support of the distribution together with (39), (41), and (42), to obtain |C_1| ≲ ∫ | | N^r N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ | |f + | | N^rv^rN^θ (N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ)^2 | |f dvol_{TxM}(v) + e_{−2αt}‖f_0‖_{L∞x,v} ≲ e^{−2αt}‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} .

Integrating by parts the second term C_2, we have

C_2 = ∫ N^rv^θ N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ ∂_vθ f dvol_{TxM}(v) = − ∫ ∂_vθ N^rv^θ + N^r N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ f dvol_{TxM}(v) + ∫ N^rv^θ(∂_vθ N^r sinh rv^θ + N^r sinh r + v^r∂_vθ N^θ) (N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ)^2 f dvol_{TxM}(v). We make use of the decay of the velocity support of the distribution together with (39), (41), and (42), to obtain |C_2| ≲ ∫ | | N^r N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ | |f dvol_{TxM}(v)

+ ∫ (N^r)^2|v^θ sinh r| (N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ)^2 f dvol_{TxM}(v) + e^{−2αt}‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} ≲ e^{−2αt}‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} . Using the same arguments for the first term of A_1 and applying the estimates derived for C_1 and C_2, we obtain |A_1| ≤ | | 1 t ∫ N^r N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ

(tX + Y )f dvol_{TxM}(v) | | + 1 t |C_1| + 1 t |C_2| ≲ 1 te^{2αt} ‖Y f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} + 1 te^{2αt} ‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} ≲ 1 te^{2αt} ‖f_0‖_W 1,∞_{x,v} . On the other hand, the second term B_1 can be written using the commuting unstable vector field U by

B_1 = ∫ v^r(H + q_uV )f N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ dvol_{TxM}(v) − ∫ v^rq_uV f N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ dvol_{TxM}(v), = ∫ 1 e^{∫ t}0^{qudτ} v^rUf N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ dvol_{TxM}(v) − ∫ v^rq_uV f N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ dvol_{TxM}(v), where the second term in the RHS can be integrated by parts ∫ v^rq_uV f N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ dvol_{TxM}(v) = ∫ v^rN^θ N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ q_u ∂_vθ f sinh r dvol_{TxM}(v) − ∫ v^rN^r N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ q_u∂_vr f dvol_{TxM}(v) =: D_1 − D_2.

Integrating by parts the first term D_1, we have

D_1 = ∫ v^rN^θE N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ q_u E ∂_vθ f sinh r dvol_{TxM}(v) = − ∫ ∂_vθ N^θv^r N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ q_uf sinh r + v^rN^θ∂_vθ E N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ q_u E ∂_vθ f sinh r dvol_{TxM}(v) − ∫ v^rN^θE N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ 1 sinh r ∂_vθ ( q_u E ) f dvol_{TxM}(v) + ∫ N^θv^r(∂_vθ N^r sinh rv^θ + N^r sinh r + v^r∂_vθ N^θ) (N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ)^2 q_u sinh r f dvol_{TxM}(v). We make use of the decay of the velocity support of the distribution together with (39), (41), and (42), to obtain |D_1| ≲ ∫ | | | v^rN^θE N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ 1 sinh r ∂_vθ (q_u E )| |f dvolT_xM(v) + ∫ |N^θv^rN^rq_u| (N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ)^2 f dvol_{TxM}(v) + e^{−2αt}‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} ≲ e^{−2αt}‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} . Integrating by parts the second term D_2, we have

D_2 = ∫ v^rN^rE N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ q_u E ∂_vr f dvol_{TxM}(v) = − ∫ ∂_vr N^rv^r + N^r N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ q_uf + v^rN^rE N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ ∂_vr (q_u E ) f dvol_{TxM}(v) + ∫ N^rv^r(∂_vr N^r sinh rv^θ + N^θ + v^r∂_vr N^θ) (N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ)^2 q_uf dvol_{TxM}(v) − ∫ v^rN^r∂_vr E N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ q_u E f dvol_{TxM}(v). We make use of the decay of the velocity support of the distribution together with (39), (41), and (42), to obtain |D_2| ≲ ∫ | | | N^r N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ q_u | |f + | | v^rN^rE N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ ∂_vr ( q_u E )| |f dvolT_xM(v) + ∫ | | N^rv^rN^θqu (N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ)^2 | |f dvol_{TxM}(v) + e_{−2αt}‖f_0‖_{L∞x,v} ≲ e^{−2αt}‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} . We obtain that

B_1 = ∫ 1 e^{∫ t}0^{qudτ} v^r N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ

Uf dvol_{TxM}(v) − D_1 + D_2.

Using the same arguments for the first term of B_1 and applying the estimates derived for D_1 and D_2, we obtain |B_1| ≤ | | | ∫ 1 e^{∫ t}0^{qudτ} v^r N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ Uf dvol_{TxM}(v) | | | + |D1| + |D2| ≲ 1 e^{2αt} ‖Uf_0‖_L∞_{x,v} + 1 e^{2αt} ‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} ≲ 1 e^{2αt} ‖f_0‖_W 1,∞_{x,v} . Therefore, we obtain that the angular derivative of the spatial density (sinh r)^{−1}∂_θρ(f) is bounded above by |(sinh r)^{−1}∂_θρ(f)| ≤ |A_1| + |B_1| ≲ ‖f_0‖_W 1,∞_{x,v} e^{−2αt}. Estimate for the derivative ∂_rρ(f). By the previous decomposition of H_r, the radial derivative ∂_rρ(f) can be decomposed into ∂_rρ(f)(t, x) = ρ ( N θ N^θv^r + sinh rv^θN^r Xf ) − ρ ( sinh rvθ N^θv^r + sinh rv^θN^r Hf ) =: A_2 − B_2.

First, we write A_2 using the commuting vector field tX + Y by

A_2 = ρ ( N θ N^θv^r + sinh rv^θN^r Xf )

= 1 t ∫ N^θ(tX + Y )f N^θv^r + sinh rv^θN^r dvol_{TxM}(v) − 1 t ∫ N^θY f N^θv^r + sinh rv^θN^r dvol_{TxM}(v), where the second term in the RHS can be decomposed as ∫ N^θ N^θv^r + sinh rv^θN^r

Y f dvol_{TxM}(v) = ∫ N^θv^r N^θv^r + sinh rv^θN^r ∂_vr f dvol_{TxM}(v) + ∫ N^θv^θ N^θv^r + sinh rv^θN^r ∂_vθ f dvol_{TxM}(v) = E_1 + E_2.

Integrating by parts the first term, we have

E_1 = ∫ N^θv^r N^θv^r + sinh rv^θN^r ∂_vr f dvol_{TxM}(v) = − ∫ ∂_vr N^θv^r + N^θ N^θv^r + sinh rv^θN^r f dvol_{TxM}(v) + ∫ N^θv^r(∂_vr N^θv^r + N^θ + sinh rv^θ∂_vr N^r) (N^θv^r + sinh rv^θN^r)^2 f dvol_{TxM}(v). We make use of the decay of the velocity support of the distribution together with (39), (41), and (42), to obtain |E_1| ≲ ∫ | | N^θ N^θv^r + sinh rv^θN^r | |f + (N^θ)^2|v^r| (N^θv^r + sinh rv^θN^r)^2 f dvol_{TxM}(v) + e^{−αt}‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} ≲ e^{−αt}‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} .

Integrating by parts the second term, we have

E_2 = ∫ N^θv^θ N^θv^r + sinh rv^θN^r ∂_vθ f dvol_{TxM}(v) = − ∫ ∂_vθ N^θv^θ + N^θ N^θv^r + sinh rv^θN^r f dvol_{TxM}(v) + ∫ N^θv^θ(∂_vθ N^θv^r + sinh rv^θ∂_vθ N^r + sinh rN^r) (N^θv^r + sinh rv^θN^r)^2 f dvol_{TxM}(v). We make use of the decay of the velocity support of the distribution together with (39), (41), and (42), to obtain |E_2| ≲ ∫ | | | N^θ N^θv^r + sinh rv^θN^r | |f dvolT_xM(v) + ∫ |N^θN^rv^θ sinh r| (N^θv^r + sinh rv^θN^r)^2 f dvol_{TxM}(v) + e^{−2αt}‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} ≲ e^{−αt}‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} . Using the same arguments for the first term of A_2 and applying the estimates derived for E_1 and E_2, we obtain |A_2| ≤ | | 1 t ∫ N^θ N^θv^r + sinh rv^θN^r

(tX + Y )f dvol_{TxM}(v) | | + 1 t |E_1| + 1 t |E_2| ≲ 1 te^{αt} ‖Y f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} + 1 te^{αt} ‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} ≲ 1 te^{αt} ‖f_0‖_W 1,∞_{x,v} . Similarly, the second term B_2 can be written using the unstable vector field U by

B_2 = ρ ( sinh rvθ N^θv^r + sinh rv^θN^r Hf ) (t, x) = ∫ sinh rv^θ(H + q_uV )f N^θv^r + sinh rv^θN^r dvol_{TxM}(v) − ∫ sinh rv^θq_uV f N^θv^r + sinh rv^θN^r dvol_{TxM}(v) = ∫ 1 e^{∫ t}0^{qudτ} sinh rv^θUf N^θv^r + sinh rv^θN^r dvol_{TxM}(v) − ∫ sinh rv^θq_uV f N^θv^r + sinh rv^θN^r dvol_{TxM}(v), where the second term in the RHS can be integrated by parts ∫ sinh rv^θq_uV f N^θv^r + sinh rv^θN^r dvol_{TxM}(v) = ∫ sinh rv^θN^θ N^θv^r + sinh rv^θN^r q_u ∂_vθ f sinh r dvol_{TxM}(v) − ∫ sinh rv^θN^r N^θv^r + sinh rv^θN^r q_u∂_vr f dvol_{TxM}(v) =: F_1 − F_2.

Integrating by parts the first term F_1, we have

F_1 = ∫ sinh rv^θN^θE N^θv^r + sinh rv^θN^r q_u E ∂_vθ f sinh r dvol_{TxM}(v) = − ∫ sinh rv^θ∂_vθ N^θ + sinh rN^θ N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ q_uf sinh r + sinh rv^θN^θ∂_vθ E N^θv^r + sinh rv^θN^r q_uf E sinh r dvol_{TxM}(v) − ∫ sinh rv^θN^θE N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ ∂_vθ sinh r (q_u E ) f dvol_{TxM}(v) + ∫ sinh rv^θN^θ(∂_vθ N^r sinh rv^θ + N^r sinh r + v^r∂_vθ N^θ) (N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ)^2 q_u sinh r f dvol_{TxM}(v). We make use of the decay of the velocity support of the distribution together with (39), (41), and (42), to obtain |F_1| ≲ ∫ | | N^θqu N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ | |f + | | sinh rv^θN^θE N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ ∂_vθ sinh r (q_u E )| |f dvolT_xM(v) + ∫ | sinh rv^θN^θN^r| (N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ)^2 q_uf dvol_{TxM}(v) + e^{−αt}‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} ≲ e^{−αt}‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} . Integrating by parts the second term F_2, we have

F_2 = ∫ sinh rv^θN^rE N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ q_u E ∂_vr f dvol_{TxM}(v) = − ∫ sinh rv^θ∂_vr N^r N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ q_uf + sinh rv^θN^rE N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ ∂_vr ( q_u E ) f dvol_{TxM}(v) + ∫ N^r sinh rv^θ(∂_vr N^r sinh rv^θ + N^θ + v^r∂_vr N^θ) (N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ)^2 q_uf dvol_{TxM}(v) − ∫ sinh rv^θN^r∂_vr E N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ q_u E ∂_vr f dvol_{TxM}(v). We make use of the decay of the velocity support of the distribution together with (39), (41), and (42), to obtain |F_2| ≲ ∫ | | | sinh rv^θN^rE N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ ∂_vr ( q_u E )| |f + |N^θN^r sinh rv^θq_u| (N^r sinh rv^θ + v^rN^θ)^2 f dvol_{TxM}(v) + ‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} e^{αt} ≲ e^{−αt}‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} . Using the same arguments for the first term of B_2 and applying the estimates derived for F_1 and F_2, we obtain |B_2| ≤ | | ∫ 1 e^{∫ t}0^{qudτ} sinh rv^θ N^θv^r + sinh rv^θN^r Uf dvol_{TxM}(v) | | + |F_1| + |F_2|

≲ 1 e^{3αt} ‖Uf_0‖_L∞_{x,v} + 1 e^{αt} ‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} ≲ 1 e^{αt} ‖f_0‖_W 1,∞_{x,v} .

Finally, we obtain that the radial derivative of the spatial density ∂_rρ(f) is bounded above by |∂_rρ(f)| ≤ |A_2| + |B_2| ≲ ‖f_0‖_W 1,∞_{x,v} e^{−αt}. □ Appendix A. Proof of (non-optimal) decay for Vlasov fields supported on D_α

Finally, we obtain a non-optimal decay estimate for Vlasov fields on a non-trapping asymptotically hyperbolic manifold supported on D_α. The following proposition follows by using Rauch comparison theorem and the hyperbolic law of cosines.

Proposition A.0.1. Let α > 0. Let (M, g) be asymptotically hyperbolic and non-trapping. Let f_0 be an initial data for the Vlasov equation on (M, g) that is compactly supported on D_α. Then, for every ϵ > 0, there exists C_ϵ ≥ 0, such that the spatial density induced by the corresponding Vlasov field f satisfies |ρ(f)(t, x)| ≤ C_ϵ exp (α(n − 1)(1 − ϵ)t) ‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} , for every t ≥ 0 and every x ∈ M.

Proof. Fix δ > 0 and choose r sufficiently large such that the sectional curvatures of Φ^∗g in H^n \ B(r) lies in [−1 − δ, −1 + δ], or equivalently, that the same holds for the sectional curvatures of g in M \ K_r. We assume that supp(f_0) ⊂ ^K_r and we set D = diam( ^K_r). It suffices to prove the estimate when x is at distance at least 3D from K_r (see Lemma 4.2.1). In order to bound ρ(f)(t, x) we will estimate vol_{TxM} Ω(x, t). Firstly, note that if v ∈ Ω(t, x), then ϕ_t(x, −v) ∈ ^K_r, and |v|_g ≥ α. In particular, if v_1, v_2 ∈ Ω(t, x), then d(ϕ_t(x, −v_1), ϕ_t(x, −v_2)) ≤ D. By the triangle inequality we obtain (44) d(ϕ_{t−2D/|v1|g} (x, −v_1), ϕ_{t−2D/|v2|g} (x, −v_2)) ≤ 5D. Note that the geodesic triangle with vertices x, ϕ_{t−2D/|v1|g} (x, −v_1), and ϕ_{t−2D/|v2|g} (x, −v_2) is contained in M \ K_r, where the sectional curvature is bounded between −1 − δ and −1 + δ. It follows from inequality (44), the Rauch comparison theorem and the hyperbolic law of cosines that the angle between v_1 and v_2 is smaller than Ce^{−α√1−δt}, for some constant C that depends on the support of f_0 and δ, but it is independent of t and x. We conclude that vol_{TxM} Ω(x, t) ≤ C^′e^{−α(n−1)√1−δt}, and therefore |ρ(f)(t, x)| ≤ ‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} vol_{TxM} Ω(x, t) ≤ C^′‖f_0‖_L∞_{x,v} e^{−α(n−1)} √ 1−δt, for some constant C^′ = C^′(δ, f_0) independent of t and x. □

References

[And11] H. Andréasson. The Einstein–Vlasov System/Kinetic Theory. Living Rev. Relativity, 14, 2011. [Ano67] D. V. Anosov. Geodesic flows on closed Riemannian manifolds of negative curvature. Trudy Mat. Inst. Steklov., 90:209, 1967.

[BC99] H. Bahouri and J-Y. Chemin. Équations d’ondes quasilinéaires et estimations de Strichartz. Amer. J. Math., 121(6):1337–1377, 1999.

[BD85] C. Bardos and P. Degond. Global existence for the Vlasov–Poisson equation in 3 space variables with small initial data. Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire, 2(2):101–118, 1985.

[BFJ^+21] L. Bigorgne, D. Fajman, J. Joudioux, J. Smulevici, and M. Thaller. Asymptotic stability of Minkowski space-time with non-compactly supported massless Vlasov matter. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 242(1):1–147, 2021.

[BGT04] N. Burq, P. Gérard, and N. Tzvetkov. Strichartz inequalities and the nonlinear Schrödinger equation on compact manifolds. Amer. J. Math., 126(3):569–605, 2004.

[BT11] J. Binney and S. Tremaine. Galactic Dynamics: Second Edition. Princeton Series in Astrophysics. Princeton University Press, 2011.

[BVRVR23] L. Bigorgne, A. Velozo Ruiz, and R. Velozo Ruiz. Modified scattering of small data solutions to the Vlasov–Poisson system with a trapping potential. arXiv: 2310.17424, 2023.

[CK02] C. Cercignani and G. M. Kremer. The relativistic Boltzmann equation: theory and applications, volume 22 of Progress in Mathematical Physics. Birkhäuser Verlag, Basel, 2002.

[CP96] F. Castella and B. Perthame. Estimations de Strichartz pour les équations de transport cinétique. C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Sér. I Math., 322(6):535–540, 1996.

[Dia12] F. Diacu. Relative equilibria of the curved N-body problem, volume 1 of Atlantis Studies in Dynamical Systems. Atlantis Press, Paris, 2012.

[Dia14] F. Diacu. Relative equilibria in the 3-dimensional curved n-body problem. Mem. Amer. Math. Soc., 228(1071):vi+80, 2014.

[DILS16] F. Diacu, S. Ibrahim, C. Lind, and S. Shen. The Vlasov–Poisson system for stellar dynamics in spaces of constant curvature. Comm. Math. Phys., 346(3):839–875, 2016.

[Dua22] X. Duan. Sharp decay estimates for the Vlasov–Poisson and Vlasov–Yukawa systems with small data. Kinet. Relat. Models, 15(1):119–146, 2022.

[FJS17] D. Fajman, J. Joudioux, and J. Smulevici. A vector field method for relativistic transport equations with applications. Anal. PDE, 10(7):1539–1612, 2017.

[FJS21] D. Fajman, J. Joudioux, and J. Smulevici. The stability of the Minkowski space for the Einstein– Vlasov system. Anal. PDE, 14(2):425–531, 2021.

[Gla96] R. T. Glassey. The Cauchy problem in kinetic theory. Society for Industrial and Applied Mathematics (SIAM), Philadelphia, PA, 1996.

[Hin21] P. Hintz. Normally hyperbolic trapping on asymptotically stationary spacetimes. Probab. Math. Phys., 2(1):71–126, 2021.

[HK90] S. Hurder and A. Katok. Differentiability, rigidity and Godbillon-Vey classes for Anosov flows. Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math., (72):5–61, 1990.

[Hop48] E. Hopf. Closed surfaces without conjugate points. Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. U.S.A., 34:47–51, 1948. [HPS77] M. W. Hirsch, C. C. Pugh, and M. Shub. Invariant manifolds. Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Vol. 583. Springer-Verlag, Berlin-New York, 1977.

[KH95] A. Katok and B. Hasselblatt. Introduction to the modern theory of dynamical systems, volume 54 of Encyclopedia of Mathematics and its Applications. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1995. With a supplementary chapter by Katok and Leonardo Mendoza.

[LP81] E. M. Lifshitz and L. P. Pitaevskiĭ. Course of theoretical physics [“Landau-Lifshits”]. Vol. 10. Pergamon International Library of Science, Technology, Engineering and Social Studies. Pergamon Press, Oxford-Elmsford, N.Y., 1981. Translated from the Russian by J. B. Sykes and R. N. Franklin.

[LT20] H. Lindblad and M. Taylor. Global stability of Minkowski space for the Einstein–Vlasov system in the harmonic gauge. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 235(1):517–633, 2020.

[Pat99] G. P. Paternain. Geodesic flows, volume 180 of Progress in Mathematics. Birkhäuser Boston, Inc., Boston, MA, 1999.

[PSU23] G. P. Paternain, M. Salo, and G. Uhlmann. Geometric inverse problems—with emphasis on two dimensions, volume 204 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2023. With a foreword by A. Vasy.

[Sal06] D. Salort. Weighted dispersion and Strichartz estimates for the Liouville equation in 1D. Asymptot. Anal., 47(1-2):85–94, 2006.

[Sal07] D. Salort. Dispersion and Strichartz estimates for the Liouville equation. J. Differential Equations, 233(2):543–584, 2007.

[Smu16] J. Smulevici. Small data solutions of the Vlasov–Poisson system and the vector field method. Ann. PDE, 2(2):Art. 11, 55, 2016.

[Tay17] M. Taylor. The global nonlinear stability of Minkowski space for the massless Einstein–Vlasov system. Ann. PDE, 3(1):Art. 9, 177, 2017.

[Tol79] R. C. Tolman. The principles of statistical mechanics. Dover Publications, Inc., New York, 1979. Reprint of the 1938 original.

[VRVR23] A. Velozo Ruiz and R. Velozo Ruiz. Small data solutions for the Vlasov–Poisson system with a trapping potential. arXiv: 2304.12017, 2023.

Facultad de matemática, Pontificia Universidad Católica de Chile, Avenida Vicuña Mackenna 4860, Santiago, Chile.

Email address: apvelozo@mat.uc.cl

Laboratory Jacques-Louis Lions (LJLL), University Pierre and Marie Curie (Paris 6), 4 place Jussieu, 75252 Paris, France.

Department of Mathematics, University of Toronto, 40 St. George Street, Toronto, ON, Canada.

Email address: renato.velozo.ruiz@utoronto.ca