arXiv:2105.09024v1 [math.AP] 19 May 2021

SOME FUNCTIONAL PROPERTIES ON CARTAN-HADAMARD MANIFOLDS OF VERY NEGATIVE CURVATURE

LUDOVICO MARINI* AND GIONA VERONELLI

Abstract. In this paper we consider Cartan-Hadamard manifolds (i.e. simply connected of non-positive sectional curvature) whose negative Ricci curvature grows polynomially at infinity. We show that a number of functional properties, which typically hold when the curvature is bounded, remain true in this setting. These include the characterization of Sobolev spaces on manifolds, the so-called Caldéron-Zygmund inequalities and the L^p-positivity preserving property, i.e. u ∈ L^p & (−Δ + 1)u ≥ 0 ⇒ u ≥ 0. The main tool is a new class of first and second order Hardy-type inequalities on Cartan-Hadamard manifolds with a polynomial upper bound on the curvature.

In the last part of the manuscript we prove the L^p-positivity preserving property, p ∈ [1, +∞], on manifolds with subquadratic negative part of the Ricci curvature. This generalizes an idea of B. Güneysu and gives a new proof of a well-known condition for the stochastic completeness due to P. Hsu.

1. Introduction

A major task for geometric analysts consists in determining under which assumptions, and to what extent, certain properties typical of the Euclidean space have their counterparts on a given complete, non-compact Riemannian manifold. The properties one is interested in include for instance certain functional inequalities, the behavior of solutions of PDEs, the characterization of some functional spaces, spectral properties, and so on. A common set of assumptions which ensure that the manifold M at hand is in a sense “similar” to the the Euclidean space (locally, but uniformly) is a constant lower bound on the Ricci curvature, or |Ric|∈ L^∞ together with a positive lower bound on the injectivity radius. In this spirit, we consider the following problems.

A. On a Riemannian manifold (M, g) one disposes of several, a priori different, definitions for the Sobolev space of order k ∈ N and integrability class p ∈ [1, +∞]. For instance, one can define W^{k,p}(M) as the space of L^p-functions whose covariant (distributional) derivatives are in L^p up to the order k: (1.1) W^{k,p}(M) := {f ∈ L^p(M) : ∇^j f ∈ L^p(M), j = 0, . . . k}. This turns out to be a Banach space once endowed with the usual norm ‖u‖_W k,p := k∑ j=0 ‖∇^j u‖_Lp . Thanks to a generalized Meyers-Serrin-type theorem, [17], if p ∈ [1, +∞) this space can be characterized as the closure of W^{k,p}(M) ∩ C^∞(M) with respect to ‖·‖_W k,p , which is quite useful in applications. Alternatively, one can define the space W^{k,p}_0 (M) as the closure of compactly supported smooth functions C^∞_0 (M) with respect to the Sobolev norm ‖·‖_W k,p ,

(1.2) W^{k,p}_0 := C^∞_0 (M)^{‖·‖W k,p} .

Finally, for even orders one can consider H^{2m,p}(M) as the space of L^p functions whose iterations of the (distributional) Laplace-Beltrami operator are in L^p up to order m, i.e., (1.3) H^{2m,p}(M) := {f ∈ L^p(M) : Δ^j f ∈ L^p(M), j = 0, . . . m}, Date: May 24, 2021. 1

endowed with the norm: ‖u‖_H2m,p := m∑ j=0 ‖Δ^j u‖_Lp . In the Euclidean setting, M = R^n, and on closed manifolds, the three spaces coincide. On an arbitrary Riemannian manifold one always has W^{1,p}(M) = W^{1,p}_0 (M), [1], whereas k = 2 is the first non-trivial order where in general one can only conclude that

W^{2,p}_0 (M) ⊆ W^{2,p}(M) ⊆ H^{2,p}(M).

Nonetheless, if |Ric|∈ L^∞ and the injectivity radius does not vanishes, it is actually possible to prove that W^{2,p}_0 (M) = W^{2,p}(M) = H^{2,p}(M), see [21, 24]. See also [42] for a detailed introduction to the problem. Both proofs rely on a computation in a harmonic coordinate system which, together with a covering argument, allows to reduce the Riemannian problem to the Euclidean setting. It is worth noticing that the result is also true for higher order k if we require also that |∇^j Ric|∈ L^∞ for j = 0, . . . , k − 2. In the Hilbert case (p = 2), where a Bochner formula is available, a lower bound on Ricci curvature is actually enough, [2].

B. The second problem we consider is the existence of W^{2,p} regularity estimates for the solutions of the Poisson equation on a Riemannian manifold (M, g); see [38] for a nice recent survey on the topic. More specifically, we are interested in a-priori L^p-Hessian estimates of the form (1.4) ‖∇^2φ‖_Lp ≤ C [‖Δφ‖_Lp +‖φ‖_Lp ] ∀φ ∈ C^∞_0 (M) where C > 0 is a positive constant. Here p ∈ (1, +∞) and ∇^2φ denotes the Hessian of φ, i.e., the second order covariant derivative. Such inequalities, known in literature as L^p- Calderón-Zygmund (CZ(p)) inequalities, were first established in a work by A. Calderón and A. Zygmund, [7], in the Euclidean setting, where in fact one has the stronger ‖∇^2φ‖_Lp ≤ C‖Δφ‖_Lp ∀φ ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n). Note that the limit cases CZ(1) and CZ(+∞) have been left out as they fail even in the Euclidean space, [36, 10]. It turn out that the validity of a CZ(p) inequality on a Riemannian manifold implies the equality of the three Sobolev spaces defined in (A), for details we refer to [42, Remark 2.1] or Remark 5.5 below. As a matter of fact, one can ensure the validity of (1.4) under the same assumptions of |Ric|∈ L^∞ and non-vanishing injectivity radius, [21, Theorem C]. Furthermore, if p = 2 a lower bound on Ricci curvature is enough, [21, Theorem B]. C. Finally, we consider a positivity property for the solutions of −Δu+u ≥ 0 on a complete Riemannian manifold. Note that in this paper −Δ has non-negative spectrum.

Definition 1.1. A complete Riemannian manifold (M, g) is said to be L^p-positivity preserving, p ∈ [1, +∞], if the following implication holds true for every u ∈ L^p(M)

(1.5) (−Δ + 1)u ≥ 0 as a distribution ⇒ u ≥ 0.

Recall that (−Δ + 1)u ≥ 0 in the sense of distributions if the following inequality holds ∫ M u(−Δ + 1)ϕdV_g ≥ 0 ∀ϕ ∈ C^∞_0 (M), ϕ ≥ 0. This definition was introduced by B. Güneysu in [20]. When p = +∞, the L^∞-positivity preserving property implies stochastic completeness while the L^2 case, yields the essential self-adjointness of the Schrödinger operator −Δ + V : C^∞_0 (M) → L^2(M) for any nonnegative L^2_{loc} potential V . This latter implication and the fact that −Δ + V is known to be essentially self-adjoint in L^2(M) for L^2_{loc} non-negative potentials [6, 23], lead M. Braverman, O. Milatovic and M. Shubin to propose the following conjecture, [6, Conjecture P].

Conjecture (BMS-conjecture). If (M, g) is geodesically complete, then M is L^2-positivity preserving.

In the Euclidean case, the L^2-positivity preserving was proved by T. Kato using the fact that −Δ + 1 : S^′(R^n) → S^′(R^n) induces an isomorphism on the space of tempered distributions whose inverse is positivity preserving, see [30]. In the Riemannian setting, even though the BMS conjecture is still open in its full generality, one can prove that if Ric is bounded form below, then M is L^p-positivity preserving on the whole scale p ∈ [1, +∞], [20, Theorem XIV.31]. For a complete introduction to the topic we refer to the survey [19] as well as [20, Section XIV.5], [6, Appendix B] or [18].

Some of the aforementioned results can be slightly improved by allowing a small explosion on the non-negative part of Ric. For instance, the equivalence of the Sobolev spaces W^{2,p}(M) = W^{2,p}_0 (M), p ∈ [1, ∞), still holds if we allow |Ric|≤ br^2 with a small decay of the injectivity radius, while to prove that W^{2,2}(M) = W^{2,2}_0 (M) and the L^p-positivity preserving property Ric ≥ −br^2 is enough. For reference on the first problem see [28, 29, 26], for the second one see [20, p. 95, Section XIV.C] for p ∈ [2, ∞) and Theorem 6.8 below for the whole range p ∈ [1, +∞]. Nevertheless, the above results fail in general if we drop the curvature (and injectivity) assumptions and allow the bound on |Ric| to grow very fast at ∞. Counterexamples with very unbounded curvature have been found in [42, 26] for (A) and in [21, 33, 37, 34] for (B) while, to the best of our knowledge, the BMS conjecture remains open in its full generality. Note that the above counterexamples are characterized by an oscillatory behavior of the Ricci curvature which diverges in the negative and positive part in [21, 33, 42] and in the positive part only in [34, 26, 37].

In this paper we show that several of the above properties still hold if one allows the curvature to become increasingly negative at infinity, possibly very fast, but in a controlled way. In particular, we consider a Cartan-Hadamard manifold (M, g) (i.e. a simply-connected complete Riemannian manifold of non-positive sectional curvature) and assume that the Ricci curvature of M, Ric, is controlled both from above and below polynomially at infinity. Namely,

(1.6) − b r^β (x) ≤ Ric(x) ≤ −a r^α(x),

outside a compact set, where r(x) is the Riemannian distance of x from a fixed reference point o ∈ M and a and b are positive constants. Then, for suitable choices of the exponents 0 ≤ α ≤ β we are able to prove the following results.

Theorem I. Let (M, g) be a Cartan-Hadamard manifold satisfying (1.6) for some a, b > 0.

(a) If α ≥ 0 and β = 2α + 2, then W^{2,p}_0 (M) = W^{2,p}(M) for every p ∈ (1, +∞). (b) If α = β ≥ 0, then the L^2-Calderón-Zygmund inequality (i.e., (1.4) with p = 2) holds on M.

(c) If α ≥ 0 and β = α + 2, then M is L^p-positivity preserving for all p ∈ [2, +∞). In particular, the BMS conjecture is satisfied for this class of manifolds.

Remark 1.2. Note that in (a) and (c) we only require the radial Ricci curvature to satisfy (1.6) while in (b) we need (1.6) to hold in the sense of quadratic forms. Naturally, if one substitutes Ric in (1.6) with the sectional curvature, the results still hold and are actually somewhat easier to prove. This is due to the fact that in the proof we use a Laplace comparison theorem for Ricci bounded from above which holds on Cartan-Hadamard manifolds; see Subsection 2.2 and Remark 2.2.

Remark 1.3. An additional property that extends from the Euclidean setting to the case of Riemannian manifolds with Ricci curvature bounded form below and non-vanishing injectivity radius is the validity of an L^p-Sobolev inequality of the form (1.7) ‖φ‖_Lq_{(M)}≤ C(‖∇φ‖_Lp_{(M)}+‖φ‖_Lp_{(M)}), ∀φ ∈ C^∞_c (M), where 1 ≤ p ≤ n, q = np/(n − p), and C > 0. For reference see [24, Theorem 3.2]. Also in this case there are known counterexamples if one drops the curvature assumptions [24, Proposition 3.4]. On Cartan-Hadamard manifolds, however, the Sobolev inequality (1.7) is satisfied without further curvature assumptions as a consequence of the isoperimetric inequality, [25].

Unlike the case of manifolds with lower bounded Ricci curvature, it is impossible to obtain Theorem I (c) for p = ∞. Indeed, as observed by B. Güneysu in [18], the L^∞-positivity preserving property implies the stochastic completeness of the manifold at hand. See also Remark 6.4 below. It turns out that Cartan-Hadamard manifolds satisfying Ric ≤ −ar^α for α > 2 are not stochastically complete; see Theorem 6.5 below. Conversely, one can prove that

Theorem II. Let (M, g) be a complete Riemannian manifold satisfying −λ^2(r(x)) ≤ Ric(x) ∀x ∈ M \ B_{R0} , with λ given by λ(t) = αt k∏ j=0 log^{[j]}(t)

where α > 0, k ∈ N and log^{[j]}(t) stands for the j-th iterated logarithm. Then M is L^ppositivity preserving for any p ∈ [1, ∞].

As a corollary of the p = ∞ case, we get in particular that a manifold at hand is stochastically complete. This gives a new proof of a celebrated condition for the stochastic completeness due to P. Hsu, [27]. See Remark 6.9.

Beyond their obvious topological triviality, the Cartan-Hadamard manifolds we consider in Theorem I have also quite strong metrical properties. On the one hand, the lower bound −br^β (x) for the Ricci curvature implies a Laplacian comparison, i.e, an upper control on Δr. This, in turn, permits to construct suitable Hessian and Laplacian cut-off functions. Namely, one gets the existence of a family of smooth cutoffs {χ_R} ∈ C^∞_0 (M) with R >> 1 such that

(1) χ_R ≡ 1 on B_R and χ_R ≡ 0 on M \ B_{2R}; (2) |∇χ_R|≤^{C1}_R ;

(3) |∇^2χ_R|≤ C_2R^{β2 −1}, with C_1, C_2 > 0 (see Lemma 4.2). Most of the strategies proposed in previous literature to approach the density problem or the L^p-positivity preservation are precisely based on the existence of suitable cut-off functions which have bounded covariant derivatives up to the second order, for instance in the subquadratic case. Conversely, the control that we get on |∇^2χ_R| under our assumptions is not strong enough to allow us to obtain Theorem I (a) and (c) by this strategy alone. The reason is essentially that, when β > 2, the sole lower bound Ric ≥ −br^β cannot guarantee that for any function f (1.8) f ∈ W^{2,p} =⇒ |∇^2χ_R|f ∈ L^p. Instead, assuming also that Ric ≤ −ar^α, one gets (1.9) f ∈ W^{2,p} =⇒ (r^αf) ∈ L^p, see Theorem 3.6. This latter relation, combined with the properties of the Hessian cut-off functions, yields (1.8).

To obtain (1.9), we exploit the validity on Ω ⊂ M of certain Hardy-type inequalities (obtained elaborating on ideas by L. D’Ambrosio and S. Dipierro, [9]) of the form ∫ Ω |∇G|^p |G|^p (− log G)^{βp}|f|^pdV_g ≤ ( p p − 1 )_p ∫ Ω (− log G)^{βp}|∇f|^pdV_g ∀f ∈ C^∞_0 (Ω), where G ∈ C^∞(Ω) satisfies

(i) −Δ_pG ≥ 0 on Ω; (ii) 0 ≤ G ≤ c < 1;

and p ∈ (1, +∞), see Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 3.6. Using a Laplacian comparison for Cartan-Hadamard manifolds, it turns out that an appropriate choice for G is the Green function for the p-Laplacian of the model manifold ~M whose (radial) Ricci curvature is precisely −ar^α.

In order to prove Theorem I (b) a further ingredient is needed. Using a special conformal deformation of M based on the distance function, see [28], we prove first the validity of the disturbed infinitesimal Calderón-Zygmund inequality

‖∇^2φ‖_L2 ≤ A_1(ε) [‖Δφ‖_L2 +‖φ‖_L2 ] + A_2ε^2‖r^β φ‖_L2 ∀φ ∈ C^∞_0 (M).

when Ric ≥ −b r^β ; see Theorem 5.1. Then, one can conclude using again the Hardy-type inequalities.

We conclude this introduction with some words on the novelty of our proof in Theorem II. Following the strategy adopted in [6, Appendix B] and [20, Theorem XIV.31], a key step in the proof of the L^p-positivity preserving is to show that for a given ψ ∈ C^∞_c , there exists a positive solution v ∈ C^∞ ∩ W^{1,q} (M) of −Δv + v = ψ, with 1/q = 1 − 1/p. While standard elliptic regularity theory ensures that v ∈ L^q(M) (and hence Δv ∈ L^q(M)), the fact that ∇v ∈ L^q(M) is non-trivial. When q ∈ (1, 2] (i.e. p ∈ [2, ∞)) it is a consequence of the L^q-gradient estimates ‖∇v‖_Lq ≤ C(‖v‖_Lq +‖Δv‖_Lq ), [8]. However, these estimates are not known a priori for q > 2 when the negative part of Ric is unbounded. Instead, we use a version of Li-Yau gradient estimates, [4], to prove that |∇v|(x) ≤ λ(r(x))v(x) outside a compact set. Hence, ∇v is “almost” in L^q, which is enough to our purpose.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we construct and estimate the Green function for the p-Laplacian, G_p, on a model manifold with radial Ricci curvature −ar^α. Then, using a Laplacian comparison for Cartan-Hadamard manifolds, we show that this function is p-superharmonic on a Cartan-Hadamard manifold whose Ricci curvature is bounded from above by −ar^α. Section 3 is devoted the proof of the Hardy-type inequalities whose weight is given in terms of G_p. In Section 4, 5 and 6 we prove respectively part (a), (b) and (c) of Theorem I. In Section 6 we also prove Theorem II.

Notational warning. Throughout the paper, C will denote a real positive constant whose value can change from line to line. Whenever appropriate, we will explicit its dependency on other constant or parameters.

2. Estimates on Cartan-Hadamard manifolds

The goal of this section is to obtain asymptotic estimates for several geometric objects on Cartan-Hadamard manifolds whose (radial) Ricci curvature is bounded form above by −ar^α. 2.1. Model manifold case. We begin by studying the geometry of model manifolds with prescribed Ricci curvature. By direct computation we obtain asymptotic estimates for the p-Green function and the Laplacian of the Riemannian distance.

Let ( ~M, ~g) = [0, +∞) ×_j S^{n−1} be a model manifold in the sense of E. R. Greene and H. Wu [15], that is, [0, +∞) × S^{n−1} endowed with the metric

~g = dt^2 + j^2(t)dθ^2,

where dθ^2 is the standard metric on S^{n−1} and j ∈ C^∞((0, +∞)) such that j > 0 on (0, +∞), j(0) = 0, j^′(0) = 1 and j^{(2k)}(0) = 0 for k ∈ N. Denote with ~∇, ~Δ and ~Ric the covariant derivative, Laplacian and Ricci tensor of ( ~M, ~g) respectively, similarly ~r(x) is the Riemannian distance from the pole o (so that ~r(t, θ) = t).

Suppose ( ~M, ~g) satisfies ~Ric_o(x) = −(n − 1)A^2~r^α(x),

where A > 0, α ≥ 0 and ~Ric_o denotes Ricci curvature in the radial direction ~∇~r. Since on model manifolds ~Ric_o(x) = −(n − 1) j^{′′}(~r(x)) j(~r(x)) , j needs to solve

(2.1) { j^{′′}(t) − A^2t^αj(t) = 0 j(0) = 0, j^′(0) = 1 for t ∈ [0, +∞). By classical ODE theory we have

(2.2) j(t) = D √ tI_ν ( 2Aνt^{1/2ν} ) , ν = 1 α + 2 , where D is a positive constant and I_ν (t) is the modified Bessel function of the first kind and order ν, i.e., a positive solution of the Bessel equation t^2I^{′′}_ν (t) + tI^′_ν (t) − (t^2 + ν^2)I_ν (t) = 0, see for reference [5] and [32]. Note that, since I_ν (t) ∼ t^ν Γ(ν + 1) t → 0 then j(t) ∼ D (2νA)^ν Γ(ν + 1) t t → 0, hence, D =^{Γ(ν+1)}_{(2νA)ν} .

Using the following asymptotic

(2.3) I_ν (t) ∼ e^t √ 2πt t → +∞, we have

(2.4) j(t) ∼ D_0t^{− α4} exp ( 2A α + 2 t^{1+ α2} ) t → +∞, D_0 = D √ 4νπA . Since vol(∂B_t) = ω_nj(t)^{n−1} where ω_n is the volume of the Euclidean n-dimensional unit ball, (2.4) implies that ( 1 vol(∂B_t) ) 1_{p−1} ∈ L^1(+∞), ∀p > 1. By [41, Corollary 5.2] we deduce that ( ~M, ~g) is p-hyperbolic, that is, there exists a symmetric positive Green function for the p-Laplacian. Specifically, the positive p-Green function with pole o ∈ ~M is a radial function given by

(2.5) G_p(x) = G_p(t) := ∫_{+∞} t ( 1 j(s) ) n−1_{p−1} ds, x = (t, θ) ∈ (0, +∞) × S^{n−1}. Using (2.4) we obtain

(2.6) ∂_tG_p(t) ∼ −D_1t^{α4 n−1p−1} exp ( −A 2 α + 2 n − 1 p − 1 t^{1+ α2} ) t → +∞, and (2.7) G_p(t) ∼ D_2t^{α4} (^{n−1p−1 −2}) exp ( −A 2 α + 2 n − 1 p − 1 t^{1+ α2} ) t → +∞, where D_1, D_2 are positive constants depending on D, α, n and p. Note that ∂_tG_p(t) < 0 for all t > 0.

Next, we compute the Laplacian of the Riemannian distance given by ~Δ~r = (n − 1) j^′(~r) j(~r) . By a simple computation we have j^′(t) j(t) = 1 2t + At^{α2} I^′_ν ( 2Aνt^{1/2ν} ) I_ν ( 2Aνt^{1/2ν} ) . Using the recurrence relation 2I^′_ν (t) = I_{ν+1}(t) + I_{ν−1}(t) and (2.3), we conclude that I^′_ν ∼ I_ν therefore

(2.8) j^′(t) j(t) ∼ At^{α2} t → +∞.

Finally, using (2.4) once again we deduce

(2.9) ∫_t 0 j^{n−1}(s)ds ∼ D_3t^{− α4 (n+1)} exp ( 2A α + 2

(n − 1)t^{1+ α2} )

for some positive constant D_3, so that

(2.10) ∫_t 0 j^{n−1}(s)ds j^{(n−1)}(t)

∼ D_4t^{− α2} .

2.2. Comparison results for Cartan-Hadamard manifolds. Next, we relate via the Laplacian comparison the above estimates to a Cartan-Hadamard manifold with a suitable bound on the Ricci curvature.

Let (M, g) be a Cartan-Hadamard manifold of dimension n ≥ 2 with a fixed pole o ∈ M and suppose that (2.11) Ric_o(x) ≤ −2(n − 1)^2A^2r^α(x) ∀x ∈ M \ B_{R0} for some A, R_0 > 0 and α ≥ 0, here r(x) denotes the Riemannian distance from the pole. Let ( ^M, ^g) be the model manifold of radial Ricci curvature ^Ric_o(x̂) = −2(n − 1)^3A^2^r^α(x̂),

that is, ( ^M, ^g) = [0, +∞) ×_{^j} S^{n−1} where ^j(t) = ^D √ tI_ν ( 2 ^Aνt^{1/2ν} ) , ν = 1 α + 2 , ^A = √ 2(n − 1)A. Since Ric_o(x) ≤ 1 n − 1 ^Ric_o(x̂),

for all x ∈ M \ B_{R0} and x̂ ∈ ^M with r(x) = r̂(x̂), by [43, Theorem 2.15] and estimate (2.8) we have Δr ≥ ^j^′(r) ^j(r) ∼ ^Ar^{α2} = √ 2(n − 1)Ar^{α2} r → +∞. It follows that ^j^′(r) ^j(r) ∼ √ 2(n − 1) j^′(r) j(r) where j is as in (2.2). In particular, if r >> 1 is large enough we can assume that Δr ≥ ^j^′(r) ^j(r) ≥ (n − 1) j^′(r) j(r) . Note here that ~Δ~r = (n − 1) j^′(~r) j(~r) is the Laplacian of the Riemannian distance on the model ( ~M, ~g) = [0, +∞) ×_j S^{n−1} considered in Section 2.1. In summary, we have the following comparison result. Proposition 2.1. Let (M, g) be a Cartan-Hadamard manifold of dimension n ≥ 2 with Ric_o(x) ≤ −2(n − 1)^2A^2r^α(x) ∀x ∈ M \ B_{R0} for some A, R_0 > 0, α ≥ 0. Let j be as in (2.2), i.e., j is the warping function of ( ~M, ~g) = [0, +∞) ×_j S^{n−1}, model manifold of radial Ricci curvature ~Ric_o(~x) = −(n − 1)A^2~r^α(~x). Then, if r(x) >> 1 we have

(2.12) Δr ≥ (n − 1) j^′(r) j(r) .

Remark 2.2. The slightly uncommon bound we require in (2.11) is due to the fact that we make use of a Laplacian comparison result for Cartan-Hadamard manifolds which is different from the classical one and holds with an upper bound for the Ricci curvature instead of an upper bound for the sectional curvature. Note also that the constant 2 in (2.11) is quite arbitrary: one could replace it with any constant strictly greater than 1.

We begin with the following lemma.

Lemma 2.3. Let (M, g) be a Cartan-Hadamard manifold and suppose that (2.13) Δr ≥ ϕ(r) on Ω ⊆ M, for some ϕ ∈ C^0((0, +∞)) and Ω open. Let v ∈ C^2(R) nonnegative and define u(x) = v(r(x)) for x ∈ Ω. If v^′ < 0, then for all p > 1 we have (2.14) Δ_pu ≤ |v^′|^{p−2}(v^′ϕ(r) + (p − 1)v^{′′}), on Ω \ {o}. Proof. Since (M, g) is Cartan-Hadamard, then r ∈ C^∞(M \ {o}) so that u ∈ C^2(M \ {o}). Suppose v^′ < 0, then

Δ_pu = div(|∇u|^{p−2}∇u) = div(|v^′|^{p−2}v^′∇r) = |v^′|^{p−2}(v^′Δr + (p − 1)v^{′′}) ≤ |v^′|^{p−2}(v^′ϕ(r) + (p − 1)v^{′′}), on Ω \ {o}. □ Remark 2.4. Although it is not relevant to our work, we observe that if v^′ > 0, then (2.14) holds with the opposite sign.

Combining Lemma 2.3 with Proposition 2.1 we obtain a comparison result for radial p-harmonic functions.

Proposition 2.5. Let (M, g) be a Cartan-Hadamard manifold satisfying (2.11) and let ( ~M, ~g) be the model manifold as in Section 2.1. Let v ∈ C^2(R) non-negative with v^′ < 0 and define u(x) = v(r(x)) and ~u(~x) = v(~r(~x)). Then Δ_pu(x) ≤ ~Δ_p ~u(~x) for all x ∈ M and ~x ∈ ~M such that r(x) = ~r(~x) >> 1. Proof. By Proposition 2.1, if r(x) >> 1, then Δr ≥ (n − 1)j^′(r)/j(r), hence Δ_pu(x) ≤ |v^′(r(x))|^{p−2} [ v^′(r(x))(m − 1) j^′(r(x)) j(r(x) + (p − 1)v^{′′}(r(x)) ] = ~Δ_p ~u(~x). □ In particular if we take v(t) = G_p(t) as in (2.5), since G_p defines the p-Green function on ( ~M, ~g) we conclude that G_p(x) is p-superharmonic on (M, g) provided that r(x) >> 1.

3. Hardy inequalities via Green function estimates We now turn to the study of a class of functional inequalities on Riemannian manifolds which go under the name of Hardy or Rellich-type inequalities. These inequalities have an interest of their own and are extensively studied in literature, especially in the case of Cartan-Hadamard manifolds. See [3, 9, 11, 12, 31, 35, 44] among others. With the help of a result by L. D’Ambrosio and S. Dipierro, [9], we establish a new Hardy-type inequality on complete Riemannian manifolds possessing a non negative p-superharmonic function G. Theorem 3.1. Let (M, g) be a complete Riemannian manifold and Ω ⊆ M open. Fix p > 1 and let G ∈ C^∞(Ω) such that

(i) −Δ_pG ≥ 0 on Ω; (ii) 0 ≤ G ≤ c < 1.

Then, for any β ≥ 0,

(3.1) ∫ Ω |∇G|^p |G|^p (− log G)^{βp}|f|^pdV_g ≤ ( p p − 1 )_p ∫ Ω (− log G)^{βp}|∇f|^pdV_g ∀f ∈ C^∞_0 (Ω).

Proof. Let δ > 0 such that G_δ := G + δ < 1 and define h := − |∇G_δ|^{p−2}∇G_δ G^{p−1}_δ (− log G_δ )^{βp}, A_h := (p − 1) |∇G_δ |^p G^p_δ (− log G_δ )^{βp}.

Since G ∈ C^∞(Ω) and G_δ ≥ δ we have |h|, A_h ∈ L^1_{loc}(Ω), furthermore, |h|^p A^{p−1}_h = (p − 1)^{1−p}(− log G_δ)^{βp} ∈ L^1_{loc}(Ω).

Next, we estimate

div(h) = −

(− log G_δ)^{βp} G^{p−1}_δ Δ_pG_δ + (p − 1) |∇G_δ |^p G^p_δ (− log G_δ )^{βp} + βp |∇G_δ |^p G^p_δ (− log G_δ)^{βp−1} ≥ (p − 1) |∇G_δ |^p G^p_δ (− log G_δ )^{βp} = A_h.

Thanks to [9, Lemma 2.10] we have ∫ Ω |∇G_δ |^p |G_δ |^p (− log G_δ )^{βp}|f|^pdV_g ≤ ( p p − 1 )_p ∫ Ω (− log G_δ )^{βp}|∇f|^pdV_g ∀f ∈ C^∞_0 (Ω). Since − log G_δ ≤ − log G and ∇G_δ = ∇G, letting δ → 0 and using Fatou’s lemma yields (3.1). □

Remark 3.2. It is worth noticing that the results of Theorem 3.1 still hold even under more relaxed regularity assumptions. Notably, it suffices to have G ∈ W^{1,p}_{loc} (Ω) and −Δ_pG ≥ 0 weakly on Ω to have the validity of (3.1). Assumption (ii) still needs to hold although it is always satisfied in applications.

Once we have the quite general (3.1), we return to our setting, that is, (M, g) is a Cartan- Hadamard manifold satisfying the Ricci upper bound (2.11). Under such curvature assumptions one easily gets that (M, g) is a p-hyperbolic manifold, i.e., there exists a symmetric positive Green kernel for the p-Laplacian. Namely, if G_p(x) is the p-Green function with pole o ∈ M, it satisfies Δ_pG_p(x) = 0 for all x ≠ o and, thus, can be used as weight in Theorem 3.1. Our interest is then to look for asymptotic estimates for the p-Green function of (M, g) and its gradient so to better control growth at infinity of the weights in (3.1). One possibility is to use Li-Yau type estimates which are ensured under several lower bounds on Ricci. These, however, are not sufficient because it provides only an upper bound on ∇ log G_p.

Thus, instead of using the p-Green function of (M, g) directly, we use the p-Green function of the model manifold ( ~M, ~g) constructed in Section 2.1 which is p-superharmonic outside a large enough compact set and whose estimates are already available.

Notice also that G_p(x) → 0 as r(x) → +∞, hence, G_p(x) distant form 1 provided that r(x) >> 1 In other words, G_p(x) is a suitable weight in Theorem 3.1 as long as r(x) >> 1. Proposition 3.3. Let (M, g) be a Cartan-Hadamard manifold satisfying (2.11).

For p > 1 and β ≥ 0 there exists a compact K containing the pole such that

(3.2) ∫ Ω |∇G_p|^p |G_p|^p (− log G_p)^{βp}|f|^pdV_g ≤ ( p p − 1 )_p ∫ Ω (− log G_p)^{βp}|∇f|^pdV_g , for all f ∈ C^∞_0 (Ω) where Ω = M \ K.

Using estimates (2.6) and (2.7) we deduce

(3.3) |∇G_p| |G_p| (r(x)) ∼ D_5r(x)^{α2} ,

(3.4) (− log G_p(r(x))) ∼ D_6r(x)^{1+ α2} so that (3.5) |log G_p|^β = O(|∇ log G_p|) provided that β ≤^α_{2+α} .

Note that Proposition 3.3 requires f to be smooth and compactly supported in Ω. Both assumptions, however, can be weakened as long as the support of f is far away from the pole o.

Theorem 3.4. Let (M, g) be a Cartan-Hadamard manifold satisfying (2.11). For p > 1 and 0 ≤ β ≤^α_{α+2} there exists a compact K containing the pole such that

(3.6) ∫ M |∇G_p|^p |G_p|^p (− log G_p)^{βp}|f|^pdV_g ≤ ( p p − 1 )_p ∫ M (− log G_p)^{βp}|∇f|^pdV_g , for all f ∈ W^{1,p}(M) with supp(f) ∩ K = ∅.

Proof. We proceed by steps, gradually weakening the assumptions on f. Step 1 We begin by considering f ∈ W^{1,p}(M) compactly supported in Ω = M \ K so that f ∈ W^{1,p}_0 (Ω), i.e., there exists u_n ∈ C^∞_0 (Ω) such that u_n → f in W^{1,p} norm. Note that supp(u_n) and supp(f) are all contained in a compact Ω^′ ⊂ Ω. Then, by (3.2) we have

(3.7) ∫ M |∇G_p|^p |G_p|^p (− log G_p)^{βp}|u_n|^pdV_g ≤ ( p p − 1 )_p ∫ M (− log G_p)^{βp}|∇u_n|^pdV_g . Note that | | | | ∫ M (− log G_p)^{βp}(|∇u_n|^p−|∇f|^p)dV_g | | | | ≤ sup_{Ω′} (− log G^p)^{βp} ∫ M ||∇u_n|^p−|∇f|^p|dV_g , so that ∫ M (− log G_p)^{βp}|∇u_n|^pdV_g → ∫ M (− log G_p)^{βp}|∇f|^pdV_g . Similarly ∫ M |∇G_p|^p |G_p|^p (− log G_p)^{βp}|u_n|^pdV_g → ∫ M |∇G_p|^p |G_p|^p (− log G_p)^{βp}|f|^pdV_g . Hence, passing to the limit in (3.7) we obtain the validity of (3.6) for all f ∈ W^{1,p}(M) compactly supported in Ω.

Step 2 Next, let f ∈ W^{1,p}(M) such that supp(f) ∩ K = ∅ and consider a family of cutoffs χ_R ∈ C^∞(M) such that χ ≡ 1 on B_R, χ_R ≡ 0 outside B_{2R} and |∇χ_R|≤ C uniformly on R. Such a family exists on any complete Riemannian manifold, see [13]. Consider fχ_R ∈ W^{1,p}(M), clearly supp(fχ_R) ⊆ M \ K is compact. Then, by Step 1 (with β = 0) we have ∫ M |∇G_p|^p |G_p|^p |f|^p|χ_R|^pdV_g ≤ ( p p − 1 )_p 2^{p−1} (∫ M |f|^p|∇χ_R|^pdV_g + ∫ M |∇f|^p|χ_R|^pdV_g )

≤ ( p p − 1 )_p 2^{p−1} (∫ M |∇f|^pdV_g + ∫ B_{2R} \B_R |f|^pdV_g ) . Note that the LHS converges to ∫ M |∇ log G_p|^p|f|^pdV_g by monotone convergence, on the other hand ∫ B_{2R}\B_R |f| pdV_g → 0 since f ∈ L^p(M). We conclude that

(3.8) ∫ M |∇ log G_p|^p|f|^pdV_g ≤ ( p p − 1 )_p 2^{p−1} ∫ M |∇f|^pdV_g for all f ∈ W^{1,p}(M) with supp ∩K = ∅.

Step 3 Using Step 2, we now prove the more general (3.6) under the assumptions that f ∈ W^{1,p}(M) and supp(f) ∩ K = ∅. Indeed, let χ_R ∈ C^∞(M) be as in Step 2 so that fχ_R is compactly supported in M \ K, by Step 1 we have ∫ M |∇ log G_p|^p(− log G_p)^{βp}|f|^p|χ_R|^pdV_g ≤ ( p p − 1 )_p 2^{p−1} (∫ M (− log G_p)^{βp}|f|^p|∇χ_R|^pdV_g + ∫ M (− log G_p)^{βp}|∇f|^p|χ_R|^pdV_g ) .

Here, we reason as in Step 2. The only difference is the following estimate which is a consequence of (3.5) and (3.8): ∫ M (− log G_p)^{βp}|f|^pdV_g ≤ C ∫ M |∇ log G_p|^p|f|^pdV_g ≤ C ( p p − 1 )_p 2^{p−1} ∫ M |∇f|^pdV_g where C > 0. Since |∇f|∈ L^p(M) we are still able to conclude that ∫ B_{2R}\B_R (− log Gp) βp|f|^pdV_g → 0 as R → +∞. □ If we require f ∈ W^{2,p}(M) and apply (3.6) twice, we obtain the following second order Hardy-type inequality.

Theorem 3.5. Let (M, g) be a Cartan-Hadamard manifold satisfying (2.11). For p > 1 and 0 ≤ β ≤^α_{2+α} there exists a compact K containing the pole such that

(3.9) ∫ M |∇G_p|^p |G_p|^p (− log G_p)^{βp}|f|^pdV_g ≤ C ∫ M |∇^2f|^pdV_g , for all f ∈ W^{2,p}(M) such that supp(f) ∩ K = ∅, where and C = C(p, K) > 0.

Proof. Using Theorem 3.4 and (3.5) we have ∫ M |∇G_p|^p |G_p|^p (− log G_p)^{βp}|f|^pdV_g ≤ C ∫ M |∇ log G_p|^p|∇f|^pdV_g . Since |∇f|∈ W^{1,p}(M) with supp(|∇f|) ∩ K = ∅ we apply (3.6) with β = 0 to |∇f| and conclude using Kato’s inequality |∇|∇f||≤ |∇^2f|. □

Note that inequality (3.9) is more of a second-order Hardy-type inequality rather then a proper Rellich inequality. The reason being that the RHS is estimated with the L^p-norm of the Hessian rather than the Laplacian of f. The optimal value for β in (3.9) is β =^α_{2+α} , in this case we have: |∇G_p| |G_p| (− log G_p)^{α2+α} ∼ D_7r(x)^α

which is the fastest growth we are able to control via (3.9). Finally we observe that no assumption on the support of f is needed as long as the weight has support distant from the pole. This is the kind of control needed for applications.

Theorem 3.6. Let (M, g) be a Cartan-Hadamard manifold satisfying (2.11). For p > 1 and K as in Theorem 3.5, let ω ≥ 0 be a measurable function such that supp(ω) ∩ K = ∅ and ω(x) = O(r^α(x)) on M, then W^{2,p}(M) → L^p(M, ω^pdV_g ).

Proof. In order to extend the support of f, we need to remove the possible problems around the pole. To do so, let K^′ a compact set such that K ⊆ K^′ ⊆ M \ supp(ω), let φ ∈ C^∞(M) be a cutoff function such that φ ≡ 0 on K and φ ≡ 1 outside of K^′. Note that |∇φ| and |∇^2φ| are uniformly bounded and that fφ ∈ W^{2,p}(M) with supp(fφ) ∩ K = ∅, then by Theorem 3.5 we have ∫ M ω^p|f|^pdV_g = ∫ Ω ω^p|fφ|^pdV_g ≤ C^′ ∫ M |∇G_p|^p |G_p|^p (− log G_p)^{α2+α p}|φf|^pdV_g ≤ C ∫ Ω |∇^2(φf)|^pdV_g ≤ C ∫ Ω |∇^2f|^pdV_g + C ∫ Ω |∇φ|^p|∇f|^pdV_g + C ∫ Ω |∇^2φ|^p|f|^pdV_g ≤ C‖f‖^p_{W 2,p(M)}. □ As a direct consequence, if we have a family of weights {ω_R} whose growth is suitably controlled and whose supports vanish at +∞ then ‖ω_Rf‖_Lp → 0.

Corollary 3.7. Let p > 1 and (M, g) as in Theorem 3.6. Let f ∈ W^{2,p}(M) and {ω_R} ⊆ C^∞(M) non-negative such that supp(ω_R) ⊆ M \ B_R with R >> 1 and ω_R(x) ≤ Cr^α(x), then ∫ M ω^p_R|f|^pdV_g → 0 as R → +∞.

Remark 3.8. Note that if we assume lower regularity in f, namely, f ∈ W^{1,p}(M) we are still able to control ‖ωf‖_Lp_{(M)} as long as ω(x) ≤ Cr^{α2} (x). The strategy here is the same of Theorem 3.6 but instead of the second order Hardy (3.9) we use the Hardy-type inequality (3.6) with β = 0. Similarly, if we take a family of weights {ω_R} such that ω_R(x) ≤ Cr^{α2} (x) and supp(ω_R) ⊆ M \ B_R, we are still able to conclude that ‖ω_Rf‖_Lp → 0.

4. Density in W^{2,p}

In the following section, we apply the estimates developed in Section 3 to the density problem of smooth and compactly supported functions in the Sobolev space W^{2,p}(M). To this aim, we construct via the Riemannian distance a family of smooth cutoff functions {χ_R} which we control up to the second covariant derivative. On arbitrary Riemannian manifolds there are two obstacles to this construction: the Riemannian distance might fail to be smooth on M \ {o} and, while |∇r| is always bounded, |∇^2r| might grow uncontrollably. In the case of Cartan-Hadamard manifolds, however, both difficulties can be overcome. Indeed, the cut locus of M is empty which implies smoothness of the Riemannian distance. Furthermore, a lower bound on the radial Ricci curvature allows to control the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of ∇^2r.

Lemma 4.1. Let (M, g) be a Cartan-Hadamard manifold satisfying

(4.1) Ric_o(x) ≥ −(n − 1)B^2r^β (x) ∀x ∈ M \ B_{R0} , for some B, R_0 > 0 and β ≥ 0. Then, there exist R_1 > R_0 and C > 0 such that (4.2) |∇^2r|(x) ≤ Cr^{β2} (x) ∀x ∈ M \ B_{R1} . Proof. By the Hessian comparison theorem ([40, Theorem 2.3]), the Hessian of the Riemannian distance, ∇^2r, has non negative eigenvalues at every point in M \ B_{R0} and in particular |∇^2r|≤ Δr on M \ B_{R0} . Then, by Laplacian comparison we conclude that |∇^2r|≤ (n − 1) j^′(r) j(r) , where j is smooth solution of { j^{′′}(t) − B^2t^β j(t) = 0 j(0) = 0, j^′(0) = 1

on [0, +∞). With similar estimates as in Section 2.1 we get^{j′ (t)}_{j(t)} ∼ Bt^{β2} for t → +∞, in particular, there exist some R_1 > R_0 and some positive constant ~C, depending on B, β, R_1 such that j^′(t) j(t) ≤ ~Ct^{β2} for t ≥ R_1. It follows that |∇^2r|(x) ≤ (n − 1) j^′(r(x)) j(r(x)) ≤ Cr^{β2} (x), for all x ∈ M \ B_{R1} , where C = C(B, β, R_1, n). □

Once we have second order estimates on the Riemannian distance, we obtain {χ_R} by composing with a sequence of real cutoffs.

Lemma 4.2. Let (M, g) be a Cartan Hadamard manifold satisfying (4.1), then, there exists a family of smooth cutoffs {χ_R} ∈ C^∞_0 (M) with R >> 1 such that

(1) χ_R ≡ 1 on B_R and χ_R ≡ 0 on M \ B_{2R}; (2) |∇χ_R|≤^{C1}_R ;

(3) |∇^2χ_R|≤ C_2R^{β2 −1}, with C_1, C_2 > 0.

Proof. Fix ϕ : R → [0, 1] a smooth function such that ϕ ≡ 1 on (−∞, 1] and ϕ ≡ 0 on [2, +∞), and let a > 0 such that |ϕ^′|+|ϕ^{′′}|≤ a uniformly on R. For R >> 1 (it suffices R ≥ R_1, with R_1 as in Lemma 4.1), let

ϕ_R(t) := ϕ ( t R )

so that |ϕ^′_R|≤ a R , |ϕ^{′′}_R|≤ a R^2 . Then, define χ_R(x) := ϕ_R ∘ r(x), we have χ_R ≡ 1 on B_R and χ_R ≡ 0 on M \ B_{2R}. Furthermore, |∇χ_R| ≤ |ϕ^′_R(r(x))||∇r(x)|≤ C_1 R |∇^2χ_R| ≤ |ϕ^′_R(r(x))||∇^2 r(x)|+|ϕ^{′′}_R(r(x))||∇r(x)|^2 ≤ C_2R^{β2 −1}, where C_1, C_2 depend on a and the constant C of Lemma 4.1. □

Remark 4.3. The above construction of the Hessian cutoffs is not the only possible one. It is worth noticing that the family {χ_R} can be constructed on Riemannian manifolds without any topological restrictions as long as one of the following assumptions holds:

(a) |Ric|(x) ≤ B^2r^β (x) and inj(x) ≥ i_0r^{− β2} (x) > 0 (b) |Sect|(x) ≤ B^2r^β (x), for some B, i_0 > 0 and β ≥ 0. In this setting, although the Riemannian distance might loose smoothness, it is possible to construct a distance-like function H ∈ C^∞(M) such that (i) C^{−2}r(x) ≤ H(x) ≤ max{r(x), 1}; (ii) |∇H(x)|≤ 1; (iii) |∇^2H(x)|≤ C max{r^{β2} (x), 1}, for some C > 1, see [29, Theorem 1.2]. Then, one defines χ_R = ϕ_R ∘ H(x) where ϕ_R is a family of real cutoffs in a similar fashion of Lemma 4.2.

We can now prove the density of smooth compactly supported functions in the Sobolev space W^{2,p}, namely (a) of Theorem I. To obtain this we assume a double bound on the radial Ricci curvature. The bound from below allows the construction of the smooth cutoff functions while the bound from above ensures the validity of the functional estimates in Section 3.

Theorem 4.4. Let (M, g) be a Cartan-Hadamard manifold with a fixed pole o ∈ M. Suppose that

−(n − 1)B^2r^{2α+2}(x) ≤ Ric_o(x) ≤ −2(n − 1)^2A^2r^α(x), ∀x ∈ M \ B_{R0} for some A, B, R_0 > 0 and α ≥ 0. Then W^{2,p}_0 (M) = W^{2,p}(M) for all p > 1.

Proof. Since C^∞(M) ∩ W^{2,p}(M) is dense in W^{2,p}(M) (see [17]), it suffices to show that C^∞_0 (M) is dense in C^∞(M) ∩ W^{2,p}(M) with respect to the W^{2,p} norm. To this goal, take f ∈ C^∞(M) ∩ W^{2,p}(M) and consider a family of cutoffs {χ_R} ⊆ C^∞(M) as in Lemma 4.2. Define f_R := χ_Rf ∈ C^∞_0 (M) and observe that ‖(f_R − f)‖_Lp = ‖(χ_R − 1)f‖_Lp (4.3) ‖∇(f_R − f)‖_Lp ≤ ‖f∇χ_R‖_Lp +‖(χ_R − 1)∇f‖_Lp (4.4) ‖∇^2(f_R − f)‖_Lp ≤ 2‖|∇f||∇χ_R|‖_Lp +‖(χ_R − 1)∇^2f‖_Lp +‖f∇^2χ_R‖_Lp . (4.5)

Since ∇χ_R and (χ_R − 1) are uniformly bounded and supported in M \ B_R, f ∈ W^{2,p}(M) implies that the RHS of (4.3), (4.4), and (4.5) except the last term, vanish as R → +∞. We only need to show that ||f∇^2χ_R||_Lp → 0 as R → 0. To see this, it is sufficient to observe that |∇^2χ_R|≤ Cr^α and supp(χ_R) ⊆ M \ B_R, then by Corollary 3.7 we conclude the proof. □

Remark 4.5. When p = 1 our strategy to construct Hardy-type inequalities fails. Note for instance that the constant in (3.1) and subsequent derived inequalities explodes as p → 1. Nevertheless, we expect the result to hold even when p = 1.

5. An L^2-Calderón-Zygmund inequality As a further application of the tools developed in Section 3, we prove the validity of a L^2-Calderón-Zygmund inequality on Cartan-Hadamard manifolds with bounds on Ricci curvature. In the spirit of [28], we first prove a weighted CZ(2) inequality which holds under lower bound on Ricci curvature.

Theorem 5.1. Let (M, g) be a Cartan-Hadamard manifold with a fixed pole o ∈ M. Suppose that Ric(x) ≥ −(n − 1)B^2r^β (x) ∀x ∈ M \ B_{R0} in the sense of quadratic forms for some B, R_0 and β ≥ 0. Then, for every ε > 0 there exists a constant A_1 = A_1(ε) > 0 such that (5.1) ‖∇^2φ‖_L2 ≤ A_1 [‖Δφ‖_L2 +‖φ‖_L2 ] + A_2ε^2‖r^β φ‖_L2 ∀φ ∈ C^∞_0 (M). Here A_2 is a fixed positive constant independent of ε.

Proof. Let R_1 be the constant of Lemma 4.1 and let h : R → [1, +∞) be a smooth function such that h(t) ≡ 1 for t ≤ R_1, and h(t) = t − a for some a > 0 and t ≥ 2R_1 and |h^′(t)|≤ 1 for all t. Define H(x) := h(r(x)) so that (i) max{C^{−1}r(x), 1} ≤ H(x) ≤ max{Cr(x), 1}; (ii) |∇H(x)|≤ 1; (iii) |∇^2H(x)|≤ Cr^{β2} (x) for some C > 1. Consider on (M, g) the following conformal deformation:

g̃ := e^{2ϕ}g, where ϕ := β 2 log H. Note that M remains complete also with respect to g̃. In this proof we denote with ~∇^2, ~∇, ~Δ, ~Ric the Hessian, gradient, Laplacian and Ricci tensor with respect to ~g. Moreover, let ~L2 = L2(M, dV_{g̃} ). Since |∇ϕ|≤ β 2 , |∇^2ϕ|≤ β max{Cr^{β2} (x), 1}, we immediately get that ~Ric is bounded from below by some constant ~C depending on β, B, C and n, see (25) in [28]. Thanks to [21, Proposition 4.5], this implies the validity on (M, ~g) of the following infinitesimal CZ(2) inequality: for every ε > 0

(5.2) ‖ ~∇^2u‖^2_{~L2} ≤ ~Cε2 2 ‖u‖^2_{~L2} + ( 1 + ~C2 2ε^2 ) ‖ ~Δu‖^2_{~L2} ∀u ∈ C^∞_0 (M). Throughout the rest of the proof, we denote with A_i real positive constants depending on β, B, n, C and, possibly, ε. By standard estimates (see [28, Section 8.3]) we get | ~∇^2u|^2dV_{~g} ≥ e^{(n−4)ϕ} { 1 2 |∇^2u|^2−A_3|∇u|^2−|Δu|^2 } dV_g , (5.3) | ~Δu|^2dV_{~g} ≤ e^{(n−4)ϕ} { |Δu|^2+A_4|∇u|^2 } dV_g . (5.4) Inserting (5.3) and (5.4) in (5.2) yields

(5.5) ‖H^{β4 (n−4)}|∇^2u|‖^2_L2 ≤ ~Cε^2‖H^{β4 n}u‖^2_L2 +A_5‖H^{β4 (n−4)}Δu‖^2_L2 +A_6‖H^{β4 (n−4)}|∇u|‖^2_L2 .

Note here that A_5 and A_6 depend also on ε. For φ ∈ C^∞_0 (M) we take u = H^{−(n−4) β4} φ ∈ C^∞_0 (M). By straightforward computations we obtain

H^{(n−4) β4} ∇u = − (n − 4) β 4 ∇H H φ + ∇φ, H^{(n−4) β4} ∇^2u =∇^2φ − (n − 4) β 4 ( ∇H H ⊗ ∇φ + ∇φ ⊗ ∇H H )

+ φ { −(n − 4) β 4 ∇^2H H + (n − 4) β 4 [ (n − 4) β 4 + 1 ] ∇H H ⊗ ∇H H } , H^{(n−4) β4} Δu =Δφ − (n − 4) β 4 g ( ∇H H , ∇φ )

+ φ { −(n − 4) β 4 ∇^2H H + (n − 4) β 4 [ (n − 4) β 4 + 1 ] g ( ∇H H , ∇H H )} . Since |∇H| |H| ≤ 1 |∇^2H| |H| ≤ C^2r^{β2 −1},

we have H^{(n−4) β4} |∇u|≤A_7|φ|+|∇φ|; H^{(n−4) β4} |∇^2u|≥|∇^2φ|−A_7|∇φ|−A_8H^{β2 −1}|φ|; H^{(n−4) β4} |Δu|≤|Δφ|+A_7|∇φ|+A_8H^{β2 −1}|φ|. Using these estimates in (5.5) yields

(5.6) ‖∇^2φ‖^2_L2 ≤ ~Cε^2‖H^βφ‖^2_L2 +A_9‖∇φ‖^2_L2 +A_5‖Δu‖^2_L2 +A_{10}‖H^{β2 −1}φ‖^2_L2 .

By the divergence theorem and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we also have ‖∇φ‖^2_L2 = ∫ M |∇φ|^2dV_g = − ∫ M φΔφdV_g ≤ 2‖φ‖^2_L2 +2‖Δφ‖^2_L2 . Moreover, since H^{β2 −1} = o(H^β ) as r(x) → +∞, for all ε > 0 there exists some constant C_ε > 0 such that H^{β2 −1} ≤ ε √ ~C A_{10}

H^β + C_ε,

hence, A_{10}‖H^{β2 −1}φ‖^2_{L2} ≤ ε^2 ~C‖H^βφ‖^2_{L2} +C^2_ε ‖φ‖^2_{L2} . Using these latter estimates, (5.6) becomes

(5.7) ‖∇^2φ‖^2_L2 ≤ A^2_1 [ ‖Δφ‖^2_L2 +‖φ‖^2_L2 ] + ~Cε^2‖H^βφ‖^2_L2

Finally, since H(x) ≤ max{Cr(x), 1} we have ∫ M H^{2β} φ^2dV_g ≤ ∫ r≤1 φ^2dV_g + C^{2β} ∫ r≥1 r^{2β} φ^2dV_g = ‖φ‖_L2 +C^{2β} ‖r^β φ‖_L2 .

which gives (5.1) □

Remark 5.2. Note that in Theorem 5.1 we require a bound on Ricci in the sense of quadratic forms, that is Ric(X, X)(x) ≥ −(n − 1)B^2r^β (x)g(X, X) for any X ∈ T_xM. This is a stronger assumption than the previous bounds on radial Ricci curvature and is necessary to ensure the validity of (5.2).

If we also assume also an upper bound on the Ricci curvature, using the second order Hardy-type inequality (3.9) we can estimate the last term on (5.1) thus proving (b) of Theorem I.

Theorem 5.3. Let (M, g) be a Cartan-Hadamard manifold with a fixed pole o ∈ M. Suppose that

(5.8) − (n − 1)B^2r^α(x) ≤ Ric(x) ≤ −2(n − 1)^2A^2r^α(x) ∀x ∈ M \ B_{R0}

for some constants B > √ 2(n − 1)A > 0 and some α ≥ 0. Then, the following L^2-Calderón- Zygmund inequality holds on M:

(5.9) ‖∇^2φ‖_L2 ≤ C (‖Δφ‖_L2 +‖φ‖_L2 )

for all φ ∈ C^∞_0 (M).

Proof. By Theorem 5.1 we have the validity of (5.1), thus, we only need to estimate the weighted term ‖r^β φ‖^2_{L2} . Let K be a compact large enough (see Theorem 3.6), then

‖r^β φ‖^2_L2 = ∫ M r^{2β} φ^2dV_g ≤ max_K r^{2β} ∫ K φ^2dV_g + ∫ M\K r^{2β} φ^2dV_g .

Thanks to Theorem 3.6 we have∫ M\K r^{2β} φ^2dV_g ≤ C^′ ∫ M |∇^2φ|^2dV_g , so that ‖∇^2φ‖_L2 ≤ A^′ (‖Δφ‖_L2 +‖φ‖_L2 ) + A^{′′}ε^2 ( ‖φ‖^2_L2 +‖∇^2φ‖^2_L2 ) . Since ε can be made arbitrarily small and A^{′′} is a fixed constant this last estimate yields (5.9). □

Remark 5.4. It would be interesting to obtain a CZ(p) estimate also in the general case p ∈ (1, +∞). To do this, however, one would need an infinitesimal CZ(p) estimate similar to (5.2) which, to the best of our knowledge, is not known when p ≠ 2.

Remark 5.5. The validity of an L^2-Calderón-Zygmund inequality directly implies the density of C^∞_0 (M) in W^{2,2}(M). The observation is due to S. Pigola and goes as follows. Let φ ∈ W^{2,2}(M) ⊆ H^{2,2}(M), thanks to a result by O. Milatovic [22, Appendix A], there exists a sequence of functions {φ_k} ⊆ C^∞_0 (M) such that φ_k → φ in H^{2,2}(M). It follows that {φ_k} is Cauchy in H^{2,2}(M), using (5.9) and the validity on (M, g) of an L^2-gradient estimate (see [21, Proposition 3.10b]) we deduce that {φ_k} is Cauchy also in W^{2,2}(M). By completeness we have φ_k → φ in W^{2,2}(M), however, φ = φ thanks to the continuous embedding W^{2,2}(M) ⊆ H^{2,2}(M). See also [42, Remark 2.1]. As a result, Theorem 5.3 provides an alternative proof of Theorem 4.4, although under heavier assumptions.

The above observation also implies the following corollary.

Corollary 5.6. Let (M, g) be a Cartan-Hadamard manifold as in Theorem 5.3, then

W^{2,2}_0 (M) = W^{2,2}(M) = H^{2,2}(M).

6. L^p-positivity preserving and the BMS conjecture

This last section is devoted to the study of the L^p-positivity preserving property, and BMS conjecture, on a certain class of manifolds. Following [6, Theorem B.1], we first prove.

Lemma 6.1. Let ϕ ∈ C^∞_0 (M), ϕ ≥ 0, then there exists a unique v ∈ C^∞(M) ∩ L^p(M) ∀p ∈ [1, +∞], v > 0, such that (6.1) (−Δ + 1)v = ϕ.

Proof. Let {Ω_k} be an exhaustion of M by relatively compact, open sets of smooth boundary satisfying Ω_1 ⋐ Ω_2 ⋐ · · · ⋐ Ω_k ⋐ Ω_{k+1} ⋐ · · · , that is, Ω_k is relatively compact in Ω_{k+1} for all k ∈ N. Furthermore, assume Ω_1 is large enough so that supp(ϕ) ⊆ Ω_1. Then let v_k be a smooth solution of the following Dirichlet problem:

(6.2) { (−Δ + 1)v_k = ϕ on Ω_k v_k = 0 on ∂Ω_k.

By the strong maximum principle ([14, Theorem 3.5]), we immediately get v_k > 0 in the interior of Ω_k and v_{k+1} ≥ v_k for all k, hence, {v_k} is a monotone increasing sequence of functions and thus admits a (possibly infinite) pointwise limit

0 < v(x) = lim_{k→+∞} v_k(x).

Next we prove that v is actually everywhere finite, smooth and belongs to L^p(M) for any p ∈ [1, +∞). To this end, we multiply (6.2) by v^{p−1}_k and integrate over Ω_k ∫ Ω_k

v^{p−1}_k (−Δ + 1)v_kdV_g = ∫ Ω_k v^p_k dV_g − ∫ Ω_k v^{p−1}_k Δv_kdV_g = ∫ Ω_k

v^p_k dV_g + ∫ Ω_k ⟨∇v^{p−1}_k , ∇v_k ⟩dV_g = ∫ Ω_k

v^p_k dV_g + (p − 1) ∫ Ω_k v^{p−2}_k |∇v_k|^2dV_g ≥ ∫ Ω_k v^p_k dV_g . On the other hand, by Hölder’s inequality ∫ Ω_k

v^{p−1}_k (−Δ + 1)v_kdV_g = ∫ Ω_k v^{p−1}_k ϕdV_g ≤ {∫ Ω_k ϕ^pdV_g } 1_p {∫ Ω_k v^p_k dV_g }^{p−1}_p

hence ‖v_k‖_Lp_{(Ωk )}≤ ‖ϕ‖_Lp_{(M)}. Since {v_k} is uniformly bounded in L^p on any compact set, by standard interior regularity we deduce that {v_k} is uniformly bounded in W^{h,p}_{loc} (M) for any order h and p ∈ [1, +∞). As a consequence of Sobolev spaces compact embedding, all the covariant derivatives of {v_k} converge up to a subsequence uniformly on compact sets, i.e., v_k converges in C^∞(M) topology. In particular v is positive, smooth and satisfies (6.1). Moreover, by Fatou’s lemma we also have that v ∈ L^p(M) for any p ∈ [1, +∞). For p = +∞, let x^∗ be such v_k(x^∗) = max_{ΩK} v_k, by the maximum principle we get v_k(x^∗) ≤ ϕ(x^∗) ≤ ‖ϕ‖_L∞_{(M)}, that is, ‖v_k‖_L∞_{(ΩK )}≤ ‖ϕ‖_L∞_{(M)}. Letting k → +∞ we get v ∈ L^∞(M). □

We would like now to extend the above result to the case where (−Δ + 1)v is positive Radon measure. To do so, we first need the following L^q-gradient estimate which is a simple extension of a result by T. Coulhon and X. T. Duong, [8].

Lemma 6.2. Let (M, g) be a complete Riemannian manifold, then for all 1 < q ≤ 2 there exists a constant C > 0 such that (6.3) ‖∇u‖_Lq ≤ C(‖u‖_Lq +‖Δu‖_Lq ) for all u ∈ C^∞(M) ∩ H^{2,q}(M).

Proof. The validity of (6.3) on C^∞_0 (M) is known thanks to a result by T. Coulhon and X. T. Duong [8]. Thanks to a result by O. Milatovic [22, Appendix A], for all u ∈ C^∞(M) ∩ H^{2,q}(M) there exists a sequence of functions {u_k} ⊆ C^∞_0 (M) such that u_k → u with respect to the H^{2,q}(M) norm. Applying (6.3) to the Cauchy differences we deduce that ∇u_k → ∇u in L^q(M). Then we obtain the desired result applying (6.3) to u_k and taking the limit. □

Theorem 6.3. Let (M, g) be a Cartan-Hadamard manifold satisfying

−(n − 1)B^2r^{α+2}(x) ≤ Ric_o(x) ≤ −2(n − 1)^2A^2r^α(x) ∀x ∈ M \ B_{R0}

for some constants B > √ 2(n − 1)A > 0 and some α, R_0 > 0. Then, M is L^p-positivity preserving for all 2 ≤ p < +∞

Proof. Let u ∈ L^p(M) such that (−Δ + 1)u ≥ 0 in the sense of distributions. In order to prove L^p-positivity preserving, we need to show that ∫ M ϕudV_g ≥ 0 ∀ϕ ∈ C^∞_0 (M), ϕ ≥ 0.

By Lemma 6.1, let v ∈ C^∞(M), v > 0 such that (−Δ + 1)v = ϕ and let {χ_R} ∈ C^∞(M) be a family of cutoffs as in Lemma 4.2. Since vχ_R ∈ C^∞_0 (M), vχ_R ≥ 0 we have 0 ≤ ∫ M u(−Δ + 1)(vχ_R)dV_g = ∫ M [−uΔ(vχ_R) + vχ_Ru] dV_g = − ∫ M uχ_RΔvdV_g − ∫ M uvΔχ_RdV_g − ∫ M u⟨∇χ_R, ∇v⟩dV_g + ∫ M uχ_RvdV_g . Recall that v, Δv ∈ L^q (M) for all q ∈ [1, +∞], in particular, this holds for q =^p_{p−1} so that uv ∈ L^1(M) and uΔv ∈ L^1(M). By dominated convergence we conclude that ∫ M uχ_RΔvdV_g → ∫ M uΔvdV_g , ∫ M uχ_RvdV_g → ∫ M uvdV_g for R → +∞. On the other hand, by Lemma 6.2 we have |∇v|∈ L^q(M) so that u∇v ∈ L^1(M), by dominated convergence we conclude that ∫ M u⟨∇χ_R, ∇v⟩dV_g ≤ ∫ M |u||∇v||∇χ_R|dV_g → 0 for R → +∞. Finally, by Holder’s inequality we have | | | | ∫ M uvΔχ_RdV_g | | | | ≤ {∫ M |u|^pdV_g } 1_p {∫ M |vΔχ_R|^q dV_g } 1_q . The lower bound on Ricci implies that |Δχ_R|≤ Cr^{α2} (x) and v ∈ W^{1,q}(M), hence, by Remark 3.8 we have ∫ M |vΔχ_R|^q dV_g → 0 as R → +∞. In conclusion, we have proved that ∫ M ϕudV_g = lim_{R→+∞} ∫ M u(−Δ + 1)(vχ_R)dV_g ≥ 0, hence, u ≥ 0 in the sense of distributions. □

Note that, although Lemma 6.1 holds on the whole L^p scale, the case p = +∞ and 1 ≤ p < 2 have been left out in the previous theorem. The difficulty in these situations is that we generally lack the L^q-gradient estimates where q > 2 is the conjugate exponent of p. On the other hand, an L^1 gradient estimate which corresponds to the case p = +∞ is false even in the Euclidean setting.

Remark 6.4. Recall that the L^∞-positivity preserving property implies stochastic completeness of the manifold at hand. Indeed, (M, g) is stochastically complete if the only nonnegative, bounded C^2 solution of Δu = u is u ≡ 0. We refer to [16, Section 6] for a survey of the equivalent definitions of stochastic completeness. Indeed, if u ∈ C^2(M) ∩ L^∞(M), u ≥ 0 solves Δu = u then −u solves −Δ(−u) − u ≥ 0. By L^∞-positivity preserving we deduce that u ≤ 0 hence u ≡ 0. As a matter of fact, when the Ricci curvature is below a certain critical growth we can prove that (M, g) looses stochastic completeness, hence, the L^∞-positivity preserving property needs to fail.

Theorem 6.5. Let (M, g) be a Cartan-Hadamard manifold satisfying

Ric_o(x) ≤ −2(n − 1)^2A^2r^α(x) ∀x ∈ M \ B_{R0}

with A, α, R_0 > 0. If α > 2, then (M, g) is not stochastically complete.

Proof. Let j be as in (2.2) and define v(t) = ∫_t 0 j^{(1−n)}(s) (∫_s 0 j^{(n−1)}(τ)dτ ) ds then u(x) = v(r(x)) is a C^2 function on M. By (2.10) we have ∫_s 0 j^{n−1}(τ)dτ j^{(n−1)}(s)

∈ L^1(+∞),

hence, u is bounded. Since v^′ ≥ 0, by Proposition 2.1 we have

Δu(x) = v^{′′}(r(x)) + Δr(x)v^′ (r(x)) ≥ v^{′′}(r(x)) + (n − 1) j^′(r(x)) j(r(x)) v^′(r(x)) for r >> 1. By direct computation this implies that Δu ≥ 1 outside a compact set and in particular, there cannot be a sequence of points {x_k} ⊂ M such that u(x_k) converges to sup_M u and Δu(x_k ) < 1/k which is an equivalent formulation of stochastic completeness, see [39]. □

It remains to investigate the subquadratic case. In this setting the cut-off functions constructed in Lemma 4.2 have a much better behavior, namely, the Hessian is uniformly bounded. As a consequence, one can easily avoid the use of the Hardy-type inequality to control the term containing Δχ_R. It turns out that such Laplacian cut-off functions exist on arbitrary complete Riemannian manifolds as long as the Ricci curvature satisfies (6.4) Ric(x) ≥ −λ^2(r(x)) ∀x ∈ M \ B_{R0} . Here λ is a C^∞ function given by

(6.5) λ(t) = αt k∏ j=0 log^{[j]}(t)

for t large enough, where α > 0, k ∈ N and log^{[j]}(t) stands for the j-th iterated logarithm. The following is a joint result of the second author with D. Impera and M. Rimoldi [29, Corollary 4.1], which slightly generalizes [4, Corollary 2.3].

Theorem 6.6. Let (M, g) be a complete Riemannian manifold satisfying (6.4) in the sense of quadratic forms. Then, there exists a family of smooth cut-off functions {χ_R} ⊆ C^∞_0 (M), R > R_0, such that

(1) χ_R ≡ 1 on B_R and χ_R ≡ 0 on M \ B_{γR}; (2) |∇χ_R|≤^{C1}_{λ(R)} ; (3) |Δχ_R|≤ C_2;

where C_1, C_2 > 0, γ > 1 and λ is the function defined in (6.5).

Using these cut-off functions instead of the ones constructed in Lemma 4.2 allows to drop any topological assumptions on M. This was already observed by B. Güneysu in the setting where L^p-gradient estimates are available, i.e. for p ∈ [2, ∞). However, there is no need to use L^p-gradient estimates, since we can use instead a uniform Li-Yau estimate which is a special case of a result by D. Bianchi and A. Setti [4, Theorem 2.8].

Theorem 6.7. Let (M, g) be a complete Riemannian manifold satisfying (6.4) in the sense of quadratic forms. Let R > r > 0 and let γ > 1 and let v : M \ B_r → R be a C^2 function satisfying

(6.6) { v > 0 on M \ B_r Δv = v. Then, there exists a positive constant C = C(n, γ, B) > 0 such that

(6.7) |∇v(x)| λ(R) ≤ Cv(x) ∀x ∈ B_{γR} \ B_R. Using these two results we can prove the following.

Theorem 6.8. Let (M, g) be a complete Riemannian manifold satisfying (6.4) in the sense of quadratic forms. Then M is L^p-positivity preserving for all p ∈ [1, +∞].

Proof. Let u ∈ L^p(M), p ∈ [1, +∞] such that −Δu + u ≥ 0 in the sense of distributions. Take ϕ ∈ C^∞_0 (M), ϕ ≥ 0 we need to show that ∫ M uϕdV_g ≥ 0. To this end we take v ∈ C^∞(M), v > 0 as in Lemma 6.1 such that −Δv + v = ϕ and v, Δv ∈ L^q(M) ∀q ∈ [0, +∞]. Then we proceed as in Theorem 6.3 using the cut-off functions of Theorem 6.6 instead of the one of Lemma 4.2. The proof differs from the one of Theorem 6.3 only in the estimate of the terms containing Δχ_R and ∇χ_R. The former is immediate: since |Δχ_R|≤ C_2 we have |uvΔχ_R|≤ C_2|uv|∈ L^1(M) hence ∫ M uvΔχ_RdV_g → 0 by dominated convergence as R → +∞. For the latter term, we observe that if r > 0 is large enough then Δv = v on M \ B_r and v > 0 , thus, we have the validity of the Li-Yau estimate of Theorem 6.7. Since ∇χ_R is compactly supported in B_{γR} \ B_R, then |u⟨∇χ_R, ∇v⟩|≤ C_2|u| |∇v| λ(R) ≤ CC_2|u||v|∈ L^1(M) ∀x ∈ M. It follows that ∫ M u⟨∇χ_R, ∇v⟩dV_g → 0 as R → +∞ which concludes the proof of the theorem. □

Remark 6.9. As a consequence of the case p = +∞, we immediately get that the manifold at hand is stochastically complete. P. Hsu in [27] proved the stochastic completeness assuming the Ric(x) ≥ −κ(r(x)), where κ is non decreasing and ∫_∞ κ^{−1} = ∞. Keeping also in account that the choice of λ in our result can be slightly generalized, [29, Proposition 1.1], our function λ is essentially the maximal one admissible in order to fulfill ∫_∞ λ^{−1} = ∞.

References

[1] Aubin, T. Espaces de Sobolev sur les variétés riemanniennes. Bull. Sci. Math. (2) 100, 2 (1976), 149– 173.

[2] Bandara, L. Density problems on vector bundles and manifolds. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 142, 8 (2014), 2683–2695.

[3] Berchio, E., Ganguly, D., Grillo, G., and Pinchover, Y. An optimal improvement for the Hardy inequality on the hyperbolic space and related manifolds. Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinburgh Sect. A 150, 4 (2020), 1699–1736.

[4] Bianchi, D., and Setti, A. G. Laplacian cut-offs, porous and fast diffusion on manifolds and other applications. Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 57, 1 (2018), Paper No. 4, 33.

[5] Bianchini, B., Mari, L., and Rigoli, M. On some aspects of oscillation theory and geometry. Mem.

Amer. Math. Soc. 225, 1056 (2013), vi+195.

[6] Braverman, M., Milatovich, O., and Shubin, M. Essential selfadjointness of Schrödinger-type operators on manifolds. Uspekhi Mat. Nauk 57, 4(346) (2002), 3–58.

[7] Calderon, A. P., and Zygmund, A. On the existence of certain singular integrals. Acta Math. 88 (1952), 85–139.

[8] Coulhon, T., and Duong, X. T. Riesz transform and related inequalities on noncompact Riemannian manifolds. Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 56, 12 (2003), 1728–1751.

[9] D’Ambrosio, L., and Dipierro, S. Hardy inequalities on Riemannian manifolds and applications. Ann.

Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire 31, 3 (2014), 449–475.

[10] de Leeuw, K., and Mirkil, H. Majorations dans L_∞ des opérateurs différentiels à coefficients constants. C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris 254 (1962), 2286–2288.

[11] Devyver, B., and Pinchover, Y. Optimal L^p Hardy-type inequalities. Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal.

Non Linéaire 33, 1 (2016), 93–118.

[12] Flynn, J., Lam, N., Lu, G., and Mazumdar, S. Hardy’s identities and inequalities on cartan-hadamard manifolds, 2021. ArXiv Preprint Server – arXiv:2103.12788.

[13] Gaffney, M. P. The conservation property of the heat equation on Riemannian manifolds. Comm.

Pure Appl. Math. 12 (1959), 1–11.

[14] Gilbarg, D., and Trudinger, N. S. Elliptic partial differential equations of second order. Classics in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2001. Reprint of the 1998 edition.

[15] Greene, R. E., and Wu, H. Function theory on manifolds which possess a pole, vol. 699 of Lecture Notes in Mathematics. Springer, Berlin, 1979.

[16] Grigor’yan, A. Analytic and geometric background of recurrence and non-explosion of the Brownian motion on Riemannian manifolds. Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. (N.S.) 36, 2 (1999), 135–249.

[17] Guidetti, D., Güneysu, B., and Pallara, D. L^1-elliptic regularity and H = W on the whole L^p-scale on arbitrary manifolds. Ann. Acad. Sci. Fenn. Math. 42, 1 (2017), 497–521.

[18] Güneysu, B. Sequences of Laplacian cut-off functions. J. Geom. Anal. 26, 1 (2016), 171–184. [19] Güneysu, B. The BMS conjecture. Ulmer Seminare 20 (2017), 97–101.

[20] Güneysu, B. Covariant Schrödinger semigroups on Riemannian manifolds, vol. 264 of Operator Theory: Advances and Applications. Birkhäuser/Springer, Cham, 2017.

[21] Güneysu, B., and Pigola, S. The Calderón-Zygmund inequality and Sobolev spaces on noncompact Riemannian manifolds. Adv. Math. 281 (2015), 353–393.

[22] Güneysu, B., and Pigola, S. L^p-interpolation inequalities and global Sobolev regularity results. Ann.

Mat. Pura Appl. (4) 198, 1 (2019), 83–96. With an appendix by Ognjen Milatovic. [23] Güneysu, B., and Post, O. Path integrals and the essential self-adjointness of differential operators on noncompact manifolds. Math. Z. 275, 1-2 (2013), 331–348.

[24] Hebey, E. Nonlinear analysis on manifolds: Sobolev spaces and inequalities, vol. 5 of Courant Lecture Notes in Mathematics. New York University, Courant Institute of Mathematical Sciences, New York; American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1999.

[25] Hoffman, D., and Spruck, J. Sobolev and isoperimetric inequalities for Riemannian submanifolds.

Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 27 (1974), 715–727.

[26] Honda, S., Mari, L., Rimoldi, M., and Veronelli, G. Density and non-density of C^∞_c → W^{k,p} on complete manifolds with curvature bounds, 2020. To appear in Nonlinear Analysis. ArXiv Preprint Server – arXiv:2011.14630.

[27] Hsu, P. Heat semigroup on a complete Riemannian manifold. Ann. Probab. 17, 3 (1989), 1248–1254. [28] Impera, D., Rimoldi, M., and Veronelli, G. Density Problems for second order Sobolev Spaces and Cut-off Functions on Manifolds With Unbounded Geometry. International Mathematics Research Notices (07 2019). rnz131.

[29] Impera, D., Rimoldi, M., and Veronelli, G. Higher order distance-like functions and sobolev spaces, 2020. ArXiv Preprint Server – arXiv:1908.10951.

[30] Kato, T. Schrödinger operators with singular potentials. Israel J. Math. 13 (1972), 135–148 (1973). [31] Kombe, I., and Özaydin, M. Improved Hardy and Rellich inequalities on Riemannian manifolds. Trans.

Amer. Math. Soc. 361, 12 (2009), 6191–6203.

[32] Lebedev, N. N. Special functions and their applications. Dover Publications, Inc., New York, 1972.

Revised edition, translated from the Russian and edited by Richard A. Silverman, Unabridged and corrected republication.

[33] Li, S. Counterexamples to the L^p-Calderón-Zygmund estimate on open manifolds. Ann. Global Anal.

Geom. 57, 1 (2020), 61–70.

[34] Marini, L., and Veronelli, G. The L^p Calderón-Zygmund inequality on non-compact manifolds of positive curvature, 2020. To appear in Ann. Global Anal. Geom. ArXiv Preprint Server – arXiv:2011.13025.

[35] Nguyen, V. H. New sharp Hardy and Rellich type inequalities on Cartan-Hadamard manifolds and their improvements. Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinburgh Sect. A 150, 6 (2020), 2952–2981.

[36] Ornstein, D. A non-equality for differential operators in the L_1 norm. Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 11 (1962), 40–49.

[37] Philippis, G. D., and nez Zimbrón, J. N. u. The behavior of harmonic functions at singular points of RCD spaces. ArXiv Preprint Server – arXiv:1909.05220, 2019.

[38] Pigola, S. Global Calderón-Zygmund inequalities on complete Riemannian manifolds, 2020. Preprint arXiv:2011.03220.

[39] Pigola, S., Rigoli, M., and Setti, A. G. A remark on the maximum principle and stochastic completeness. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 131, 4 (2003), 1283–1288.

[40] Pigola, S., Rigoli, M., and Setti, A. G. Vanishing and finiteness results in geometric analysis, vol. 266 of Progress in Mathematics. Birkhäuser Verlag, Basel, 2008. A generalization of the Bochner technique.

[41] Troyanov, M. Parabolicity of manifolds. Siberian Adv. Math. 9, 4 (1999), 125–150. [42] Veronelli, G. Sobolev functions without compactly supported approximations, 2020. To appear in Anal. PDE. ArXiv Preprint Server – arXiv:2004.10682.

[43] Xin, Y. Geometry of harmonic maps, vol. 23 of Progress in Nonlinear Differential Equations and their Applications. Birkhäuser Boston, Inc., Boston, MA, 1996.

[44] Yang, Q., Su, D., and Kong, Y. Hardy inequalities on Riemannian manifolds with negative curvature.

Commun. Contemp. Math. 16, 2 (2014), 1350043, 24.

(L. Marini) Dipartimento di Matematica e Applicazioni, Università degli Studi di Milano- Bicocca, Via R. Cozzi 55, I-20125, Milano

Email address, L. Marini - corresponding author: l.marini9@campus.unimib.it

(G. Veronelli) Dipartimento di Matematica ed Applicazioni, Università degli Studi di Milano- Bicocca, Via R. Cozzi 55, I-20125, Milano

Email address, G. Veronelli: giona.veronelli@unimib.it