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Abstract

We establish various LP estimates for the Schrodinger operator —A + V' on
Riemannian manifolds satisfying the doubling property and a Poincaré inequal-
ity, where A is the Laplace-Beltrami operator and V belongs to a reverse Holder
class. At the end of this paper we apply our result on Lie groups with polynomial

growth.
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1 Introduction

The main goal of this paper is to establish the L?” boundedness for the Riesz trans-
forms V(—=A + V)2, V2(=A + V)2 and related inequalities on certain classes of
Riemannian manifolds. Here, V' is a non-negative, locally integrable function on M.

For the Euclidian case, this subject was studied by many authors under different
conditions on V. We mention the works of Helffer-Nourrigat [32], Guibourg [29], Shen
[48], Sikora [49], Ouhabaz [44] and others.

Recently, Auscher-Ben Ali [3] proved P maximal inequalities for these operators
under less restrictive assumptions. They assumed that V' belongs to some reverse
Holder class RH, (for a definition, see section 2). A natural step further is to extend
the above results to the case of Riemannian manifolds.

For Riemannian manifolds, the LP boundedness of the Riesz transform of —A + V'
was discussed by many authors. We mention Meyer [42], Bakry [9] and Yosida [55].
The most general answer was given by Sikora [49]. Let M satisfying the doubling

property (D) and assume that the heat kernel verifies ||p(z,.)[|2 < m for all

x € M and t > 0. Under these hypotheses, Sikora proved that if V € L, (M), V >0,
then the Riesz transforms of —A + V are L? bounded for 1 < p < 2 and of weak type
(1,1).

Li [38] obtained boundedness results on Nilpotent Lie groups under the restriction
V € RH, and ¢ > £, D being the dimension at infinity of G (see [22]).

Following the method of [3], we obtain new results for p > 2 on complete Rie-
mannian manifolds satisfying the doubling property (D), a Poincaré inequality (P,)
and taking V' in some RH,. For manifolds of polynomial type we obtain additional
results. This includes Nilpotent Lie groups.

Let us summarize the content of this paper. Let M be a complete Riemannian
manifold satisfying the doubling property (D) and admitting a Poincaré inequality
(P,). First we obtain the range of p for the following maximal inequality valid for
ue CP(M):

|Aully + [Val, S (=4 + V)l 1)

The starting step is the following L' inequality for u € C5°(M),
[Aully + [[Vully < 3[[(=A + V)ull, (2)

which holds for any non-negative potential V' € L] (M). This allows us to define

loc

—A +V as an operator on L'(M) with domain D;(A) N'Dy (V).



For larger range of p, we assume that V' € L] (M) and —A +V is a priori defined
on Cg°. The validity of () can be obtained if one imposes for the potential V' to be

more regular:

Theorem 1.1. Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold satisfying (D) and (Ps).
Consider V.€ RH, for some 1 < q < oo. Then there is € > 0 depending only on V'
such that (@) holds for 1 <p < q+e.

This new result for Riemannian manifolds is an extension of the one of Li [38] on
Nilpotent Lie groups settings obtained under the restriction ¢ > %.

The second purpose of our work is to establish some L? estimates for the square
root of —A + V. Notice that we always have the identity

1 1 e
Val 5+ 1VEulls = (A + V)Zul3,  ue C3°(M). (3)
The weak type (1, 1) inequality proved by Sikora [49)] is satisfied under our hypotheses:
1 1
[Vl [[100 + [VZ2ull100 S (A + V)2ully. (4)
Interpolating (B]) and (@), we obtain
[Vul l, + [[V2ull, S (A +V)2ul, (5)

when 1 < p < 2and u € C§°(M). Here, || ||p.c0 is the norm in the Lorentz space LP>
and < is the comparison in the sense of norms.

It remains to find good assumptions on V' and M to obtain () for some/all 2 <
p < 0o. Recall before the following result

Proposition 1.2. ([j]) Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold satysfying (D)
and (Py). Then there exists py > 2 such that the Riesz transform T = V(—A)~z
L? bounded for 1 < p < py.
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We now let py = sup {p €]2, 00[; V(=A) "2 is L? bounded } We obtain the fol-

lowing theorem.

Theorem 1.3. Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold. Let V € RH, for some
g >1and e >0 such that V € RH,,..

1. Assume that M satisfies (D) and (Py). Then for all w € C§°(M),
HVul llp S 1(=A+V)2ull,  for 1< p < inf(p, 2(g+e)); (6)
IViuly SI=A+V)rul,  for1<p<2g+e). (7)

2. Assume that M is of polynomial type and admits (Py). Suppose that D < py,
where D is the dimension at infinity and that % <qg<B.

a. If ¢ < D, then (@) holds for 1 < p < inf(¢} +€,po), (¢} = DD—fq).
b. If ¢ > D, then (@) holds for 1 < p < py.



Some remarks concerning this theorem:

1. Note that point 1. is true without any additional assumption on the volume
growth of balls other than (D). Our assumption that M is of polynomial type
in point 2. —which is stronger than the doubling property (see section 2)— is
used only to improve the L? boundedness of V(—A + V)’% when % <q<?B.

We do not need it to prove L? estimates for V2(—A + V)" z.

2. If ¢ > £ then we can replace ¢ in point 2. by any ¢’ < & since V' € RHy (see
Proposition [Z11] in section 2).

3. If po < D and g > g, then (@) holds for 1 < p < py and that is why we assumed
D < pgy in point 2..

4. Finally the parameter ¢ depends on the self-improvement of the reverse Holder
condition (see Theorem [Z.IT]in section 2).

We establish also a converse theorem which is a crucial step in proving Theorem
[l

Theorem 1.4. Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold satisfying (D) and (B)
for some 1 <1 < 2. Consider V € RH, for some ¢ > 1. Then

I(=A+V)2ulliee S | [Vaul i+ Vel for every u e C°(M) 8)

and
[(=A+V)zull, S |Vul |, + IV2ull,  for every ue Cg°(M) 9)

and [ < p < 2.

Using the interpolation result of [§], we remark that () follows directly from (&)
and the the L? estimate (3.

Remark 1.5. The estimate (3) always holds in the range p > 2. This follows from
the fact that (A) holds for 1 < p < 2 and that (3) for p implies [@) for p', where p is
the conjugate exponent of p.

In the following corollaries we give examples of manifolds satisfying our hypotheses
and to which we can apply the theorems above.

Corollary 1.6. Let M be a complete n-Riemannian manifold with non-negative Ricci
curvature. Then Theorem [, part 1. of Theorem and Theorem hold with
po = 00. Moreover, if M satisfies the mazimal volume growth p(B) > cr™ for all balls
B of radius r > 0 then part 2. of Theorem [1.3 also holds.

Proof. Tt suffices to note that in this case M satisfies (D) with logeCy = n, (P;) —see
Proposition below—, that the Riesz transform is LP bounded for 1 < p < oo [9]

and that M has at most an Euclidean volume growth, that is u(B) < Cr™ for any
ball B of radius r > 0 ~Theorem 3.9 in [14]. O



Corollary 1.7. Let C(N) = R* x N be a conical manifold with compact basis N of
dimension n — 1 > 1. Then Theorem [L1, Theorem and Theorem hold with
d= D =n, py = po(A1) > n where A\ is the first positive eigenvalue of the Laplacian
on N.

Proof. Note that such a manifold is of polynomial type n
C™h" < u(B) < Cr"

for all ball B of C(N) of radius r > 0 (Proposition 1.3, [40]). C'(N) admits (P,) [20],
and even (Py) using the methods in [28]. For the L” boundedness of the Riesz trans-

form it was proved by Li [39] that pg = oo when \; > n—1 and py = —F—2—— >n

VT

when \; <n — 1. O
Our main tools to prove these theorems are:
e the fact that V' belongs to a Reverse Holder class;
e an improved Fefferman-Phong inequality;
e a Calder6n-Zygmund decomposition;
e reverse Holder inequalities involving the weak solution of —Au + Vu = 0;
e complex interpolation;

e the boundedness of the Riesz potential when M satisfies u(B(x,7)) > Cr* for
all 7 > 0.

Many arguments follow those of [3] —with additional technical problems due to the
geometry of the Riemannian manifold— but those for the Fefferman-Phong inequality
require some sophistication. This Fefferman-Phong inequality with respect to balls
is new even in the Euclidean case. In [3], this inequality was proved with respect to
cubes instead of balls which greatly simplifies the proof.

We end this introduction with a plan of the paper. In section 2, we recall the
definitions of the doubling property, Poincaré inequality, reverse Holder classes and
homogeneous Sobolev spaces associated to a potential V. Section 3 is devoted to
define the Schrédinger operator. In section 4 we give the principal tools to prove the
theorems mentioned above. We establish an improved Fefferman-Phong inequality,
make a Calderon-Zygmund decomposition, give estimates for positive subharmonic
functions. We prove Theorem [L. 1] in section 5. We handle the proof of Theorem [L3]
part 1. in section 6. Section 7 is concerned with the proof of Theorem [[L4l In section
8, we give different estimates for the weak solution of —Au + Vu = 0 and complete
the proof of item 2. of Theorem Finally, in section 9, we apply our result on Lie
groups with polynomial growth.

Acknowledgements. The two authors would like to thank their Ph.D advisor P.
Auscher for proposing this joint work and for the useful discussions and advice on the
topic of the paper.



2 Preliminaries

Let M denote a complete non-compact Riemannian manifold. We write p for the
geodesic distance, p for the Riemannian measure on M, V for the Riemannian gradi-
ent, A for the Laplace-Beltrami operator, | - | for the length on the tangent space (for-
getting the subscript z for simplicity) and ||-||,, for the norm on LP(M, 1), 1 < p < 4o0.

2.1 The doubling property and Poincaré inequality

Definition 2.1 (Doubling property). Let M be a Riemannian manifold. Denote by
B(x,r) the open ball of center x € M and radius v > 0. One says that M satisfies the
doubling property (D) if there exists a constant Cy > 0, such that for allz € M, r > 0

we have
w(B(z, 2r)) < Caqu(B(z,1)). (D)

Lemma 2.2. Let M be a Riemannian manifold satisfying (D) and let s = logCy.
Then for all z, y € M and § > 1

u(B(z,0R)) < CO°u(B(x, R)) (10)

and
d(z,y)
R

w(B(y, B) < C(1+ “2 2y (B, R)). (11)

We have also the following lemma:

Lemma 2.3. Let M be a Riemannian manifold satisfying (D). Then for o € M,
ro > 0, we have
pBEr) |,
p(B(wo,70)) To
whenever x € B(xg, 1) and r < 1q.

Theorem 2.4 (Maximal theorem). ([I7]]) Let M be a Riemannian manifold satisfying
(D). Denote by M the uncentered Hardy-Littlewood mazimal function over open balls
of X defined by

Mf(x) = sup |fls

B:xeB

where fg ::][Efdu = ﬁ/Efd,u. Then
1op({z: Mf(z) > A}) < § [, | fldp for every X > 0;

2. |[Mfllp < Cullfllps for 1 < p < 0.

Definition 2.5. A Riemannian manifold M is of polynomial type if there is ¢, C' > 0
such that
clrd < p(B(x,r)) < crt (L))

forallz e M andr <1 and
CP < pu(B(z,r)) < CrP (LUL)

forallz e M andr > 1.



We call d the local dimension and D the dimension at infinity. Note that if M

is of polynomial type then it satisfies (D) with s = max(d, D). Moreover, for every
A € [min(d, D), max(d, D)],
W B(w,r)) > cer® (L)

forallz € M and r > 0.

Definition 2.6 (Poincaré inequality). Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold,
1 <1 < oo. We say that M admits a Poincaré inequality (P,) if there ezists a
constant C > 0 such that, for every function f € C§°(M), and every ball B of M of
radius r > 0, we have

(fr- fBVdu)% <or(f IVflldu)%- (P

Remark 2.7. Note that if (P,) holds for all f € C§°, then it holds for all f € VVpl,lOc
forp =1 (see [31], [35]).

The following result from Keith-Zhong [35] improves the exponent in the Poincaré
inequality.

Lemma 2.8. Let (X,d,p) be a complete metric-measure space satisfying (D) and
admitting a Poincaré inequality (P,), for some 1 <1 < oo. Then there ezists ¢ > 0
such that (X,d, p) admits (B,) for every p > 1 —e.

Proposition 2.9. Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold M with non-negative
Ricci curvature. Then M satisfies (D) (with Cy = 2") and admits a Poincaré inequal-
ity (P1).

Proof. Indeed if the Ricci curvature is non-negative that is there exists a > 0 such
that R;. > —a®g, a result by Gromov [I5] shows that

u(B(x,2r)) < 2"u(B(x,r)) for allz € M, r > 0.

Here n means the topologic dimension.
On the other hand, Buser’s inequality [12] gives us

/|u—uB\d/,L§c(n)'r’/ |Vu|dp.
B B

Thus we get (D) and (P;) (see also [45]). O

2.2 Reverse Holder classes

Definition 2.10. Let M be a Riemannian manifold. A weight w is a non-negative lo-
cally integrable function on M. The reverse Hélder classes are defined in the following
way: w € RH,, 1 < q< oo, if

1. wdp is a doubling measure;



2. there exists a constant C' such that for every ball B C M

(f wqdﬂ)é < f wan 12)

The endpoint ¢ = oo s given by the condition: w € RH., whenever, wdu is
doubling and for any ball B,

w(zx) < C][ w  forp—ae x€B. (13)
B

On R", the condition wdu doubling is superfluous. It could be the same on a
Riemannian manifold.

Proposition 2.11. ([53], [26])
1. RH, C RH, C RH), for1 <p <gq < oco.
2. Ifwe RH,, 1 < q < oo, then there erists ¢ < p < oo such that w € RH,.

3. We say that w € A, for 1 < p < oo if there is a constant C such that for every

ball B C M )
1 p=
(][ wd,u) (][ wl—r)d/,c) <C.
B B

Forp=1, w € Ay if there is a constant C' such that for every ball B C M

][ wdp < Cw(y)  for p—a.ey € B.
B

We let Ao = U<peoo Ap- Then Ao = U,y BH,-

Proposition 2.12. (see section 11 in [3], [33]) Let V be a non-negative measurable
function. Then the following properties are equivalent:

1. VeA,.
2. For allr €]0,1[, V" € RH..

3. There ezists r €]0,1[, V" € RH..
We end this subsection with the following lemma:

Lemma 2.13. Let G be an open subset of an homogeneous space (X, d,p) and let
F(G) be the set of metric balls contained in G. Suppose that for some 0 < q¢ < p and

non-negative f € L} ., there is a constant A > 1 and 1 < oy < oy, such that

(][ fpd,u)p <A <][ fqdu)q VB : o,B € F(G).
B ooB

Then for any 0 <r < q and 1 < o < o' < g|, there exists a constant A’ > 1 such that

T

(]{3 fpdu)% < A (]{IB frdu) 1 VB : o'B € F(Q).



2.3 Homogeneous Sobolev spaces associated to a weight V'

Definition 2.14. ([8) Let M be a Riemannian manifold, V € A,. Consider for

1 < p < o0, the vector space Wply of distributions f such that |V f| and Vf € LP.

p
loc*®

It is well known that the elements of W;V are in L We equip W;V with the semsi

norm

1£lhir, = 191+ 1V 1

In fact, this expression is a norm since V € A yields V' > 0 u — a.e.

Definition 2.15. We denote W;o,v the space of all Lipschitz functions f on M with
IV flloe < o0.

Proposition 2.16. ([§/) Assume that M satisfies (D) and admits a Poincaré inequal-
ity (Ps) for some 1 < s < oo and that V' € A. Then, for s < p < oo, W;},v is a
Banach space.

Proposition 2.17. Under the same hypotheses as in Proposition 214, the Sobolev
space Wply is reflexive for s < p < 0o.

Proof. The Banach space Wz}y is isometric to a closed subspace of LP(M,R x T*M)
which is reflexive. The isometry is given by the linear operator 7" : Wpl,V — LP(M,R x

T*M) such that T'f = (V f, Vf) by definition of the norm of Wply and Proposition
O

Theorem 2.18. ([8]) Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold satisfying (D). Let
V € RH, for some 1 < q < oo and assume that M admits a Poincaré inequality (P))
for some 1 < [ < q. Then, for 1 < p; < p < ps < q, with p > 1, Wply s a real
interpolation space between W, |, and W\ /.

3 Definition of Schrodinger operator

Let V be a non-negative, locally integrable function on M. Consider the sesquilinear
form

Qu,v) = / (Vu - Vu+ Vun)du
with domain )
V=D(Q)=W] , ={f € L*(M); |Vf| & Ve L*(M)}
equipped with the norm

1£lv = LA+ IV A5+ V2 £13)z.

Clearly Q(.,.) is a positive, symmetric closed form. It follows that there exists a
unique positive self-adjoint operator, which we call H = —A 4+ V | such that

(Hu,v) = Q(u,v) VYueDH), Yve.

9



When V =0, H = —A is the Laplace-Beltrami operator. Note that C§°(M) is dense
in V (see the Appendix in [§]).

The Beurling-Deny theory holds on M, which means that ¢(H +¢) ! is a positivity-
preserving contraction on LP(M) for all 1 < p < oo and € > 0. Moreover, if V' €
L} (M) such that 0 < V' <V and H' is the corresponding operator then one has for

loc

any € > 0 and forany fe€ P, 1 <p<oo, f>0
O0<(H+e) 'f<(H +¢)7'f

It is equivalent to a pointwise comparision of the kernels of resolvents. In particular,
if VV is bounded from below by some positive constant € > 0, then H~! is bounded on
L? for 1 < p < oo and is dominated by (—A + ¢)™! (see Ouhabaz [44]).

Let V be the closure of C5°(M) under the semi-norm

1£lly = (1IV A2+ 1VE £12) 2.

Assume that M satisfies (D) and (P,). By Fefferman-Phong inequality —Lemma [A.T]
in section 4 below-, there is a continuous inclusion V € L2 _ if V is not identically 0,
which is assumed from now on, hence, this is a norm. Let f € V'. Then, there exists
a unique u € V such that

/ Vu-Vo+Vuv = (f,v) YveC;(M). (14)

In particular, —Awu + Vu = f holds in the distributional sense. We can obtain u for
a nice f by the next lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that M satisfies (D) and (P,). Consider f € Cg°(M)NL*(M).
For e >0, let uc = (H + €)~*f € D(H). Then (u) is a bounded sequence in V which
converges strongly to H='f.

Proof. The proof is analogous to the proof of Lemma 3.1 in [3]. O

Remark 3.2. Assume that M satisfies (D) and (Py). The continuity of the inclusion
Y C L2 (M) has two further consequences. First, we have that L M), the space
of compactly supported L* functions on M, is continuously contained in V' N L3(M).
Second, (u.) has a subsequence converging to u almost everywhere.

comp(

Finally as H is self-adjoint, it has a unique square root which we denote H 3,
Hz is deﬁned as the unique maximal-accretive operator such that H:Hz2 = H. We
have that Hz is self-adjoint with domain V and for all u € C§°(M), ||Hz2u|2 =
| [Vul| |2+ ||V 2ul2. This allows us to extend Hz from V into L2(M). If S denotes
this extension, then we have S*S = H where S*: L?(M) — V' is the adjoint of S.

4 Principal tools

We gather in these section the main tools that we need to prove our theorems. Some
of them are of independent interest.

10



4.1 An improved Fefferman-Phong inequality

Lemma 4.1. Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold satisfying (D). Let w € A,
and 1 < p < co. Assume that M admits also a Poincaré inequality (P,). Then there
is a constant C' > 0 depending only on the A, constant of w, p and the constants in
(D), (P,), such that for every ball B of radius R > 0 and u € W}

p,loc
C RP
[ vup -+ alupyip > L) [ (15)
B B

where mg(x) = x for v <1 and mg(x) = 2 for z > 1.

Proof. Since M admits a (P,) Poincaré inequality, we have

[ 1vupinz i [ [ jute) = ulPdu(a)ints).
/B wluldp = / / ©)Pdp()dp(y)

/(\Vu|p+w|u|p)d/,c > [min(C’Rp,w)]B/ lu|Pdp.
B B

This and

lead easily to

Now we use that w € A,. There exists ¢ > 0, independent of B, such that
E ={z € B:w(z) > cwp} satisfies (E) > 1p(B). Hence

min(CR™?,w)]p > - min(CR?,ewp) > Cmin(R P, wp).

N —

This proves the desired inequality when RPwpg < 1.

Assume now RPwpg > 1. We say that a ball B of radius R is of type 1 if RPwpg < 1
and of type 2 if not. Take 9, ¢ > 0 such that 20 < ¢ < 1. We consider a maximal
covering of (1—¢)B by balls (B}); := (B(z},dR)); such that the balls 1 B} are pairwise
disjoint. By (D) there exists N independent of § and R such that >, ;1p1 < N. Since
20 < €, we have B} C B for all i € I. Denote Gy the union of all balls B} of type
land Gy = {z € M : d(z,G;) < edR}. Set Fy = (1 — ¢§)B — Gy. This time we
consider a maximal covering of E; by balls (B2); := (B(22,6%R)); such that the balls
%B} are pairwise disjoint. Therefore with the same N one has ), 12 < N. Let G
be the union of all balls B2 of type 1 and Gy = {z € M : d(z,G; U G,) < ed?R},
Ey = (1 — e0?)B — Gy. We iterate this process. Note that the Gj’s are pairwise
disjoint (from 26 < ¢€). We claim then that p(B — J; G;) = 0. Indeed, for almost
r € B, wp converges to w(z) whenever r(B’) — 0 and x € B’. Take such an x and
assume that « ¢ (J; G;. Then, for every j there exists ] such that 2 € B(z], ' R)
and (§'R)P Wyl sipy = 1o This is a contradiction since (87 R)P Wyl sigy — 0 When

j — oo. Note also that there exists 0 < A < 1 such that for all j, k and ball Bi of

type 1, '
(6 R)Pwyy > A, (16)

11



Indeed, let Bi be of type 1. There exists B{_l such that x{c € Blj_1 and Blj_1 must
be of type 2 because z] ¢ G;_,. Hence B!  B(z]~',67(1 + 6 1)R). Since wdp is
doubling, we get
w(BI™Y) <w (B(a] ', 8 (1+67Y)R))
<C'(1+6") w (B, 8 R))
, d(z]™' xl)
SCP(1467)7 (14 L2
<cr+sy s B

< C(1+ 671 w(B))

)" w(BY)

where s' = logsC” and C" is the doubling constant of wdyu. On the other hand, since
dp is doubling

u(BI7) = CTH (1 +0) 7 u(B(a] ¢ (14 0)R))
> C M1+ 6) " u(B)).
Since Blj*1 is of type 2, we obtain
(6" R)Pwpy > C" 2071 (1 +071) 72 (14 6)70"(¢ ' R)Pw(B] )
> O 207 14677 (14 6) 70",

Thus we get (I8) with A = C"2C~1(1 +6-1)"2'(1 + §)~*6”. From all these facts we
deduce that

1
Javarsupinz 5 S [ (9uP - ulup)dn

; B
J, k:Bjof type 1 k

1 . i P\ —
205 X (R ) [ juPds

j,k:Biof type 1

C .
>4 i py-P p
2~ E (0" R) /leul dp
J, k:Bjof type 1 k
C, . (RY\ .,
> NAmjm (ﬁ) R p/B |ulPd .

We used Fefferman-Phong inequality in the second estimate, (IG) in the penultimate
one, and that the Bj of type 1 cover B up to a p1— null set in the last one. It remains

p .
to estimate min; (%) from below with R; = ¢/R. Let 1 < o < oo be such that
J

w € A, —the Muckenhoupt class—. Then for any ball B and measurable subset E of

B we have
() =e (i)

Applying this to £ = Bi and B we obtain
(R)p _ RPwp Ypj

R.)]  Rw,. w
jB], VB

R;

12



b (0B
= B(u(B)>

- s(a—=1)
Z C’Rpr (%)

where we used Lemma [Z3] This yields minj(}%)p > C(Rrwp)? with 8 = T

The lemma is proved.

4.2 Calder6n-Zygmund decomposition

We now proceed to establish the following Calderon-Zygmund decomposition:

Proposition 4.2. Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold satisfying (D) and (P,)
for somel <1 <2 Letl <p<2, VeEeA, f€ le% and o« > 0. Then, one can
p7

find a collection of balls (B;), functions g and b; satisfying the following properties:

f=g+Yh (17)

Vgl ll2 +[V2glla < Ca' 2 ([ [V f] I, + IV2 )7, (18)
supp b; C B; and / (IVbi|" + |V%bz~|l + R b|Ndp < Calu(By), (19)
S u(B) < Ca? [ (V4P + VAP (20)

M

1, <N, (21)
2

where N depends only on the doubling constant, and C' on the doubling constant, p, [
and the A constant of V. Here, R; denotes the radius of B; and gradients are taken
in the distributional sense on M.

Remark 4.3. The function g is Lipschitz with Lipschitz constant controlled by Cao.

Proof of Proposition[J.3 Let Q be the open set {x € M; M(|Vf|'+|Vzf|')(z) > a'}.
If Q2 is empty, then set g = f and b; = 0. Otherwise, the maximal theorem —Theorem
2.4 yields

W) < Ca? /M (VFP + [VEFP)da.

In particular 2 # M as u(M) = co. Let F' be the complement of Q2. Since 2 is an
open set distinct of M, let (B;) be a Whitney decomposition of Q ([I8]). That is, the

balls B; are pairwise disjoint and there is two constants C > C > 1, depending only
on the metric, such that

13



1. @ = |, B; with B, = C,B; are contained in  and the balls (B;); have the
bounded overlap property;

2. i =1r(B;) = %d(zi, F) and z; is the center of B;;

3. each ball B; = CyB; intersects F' (Cy = 4C4 works).
For z € Q, denote I, = {i : © € B;}. By the bounded overlap property of the balls B;,
we have that I, < N. Fixing j € I, and using the properties of the B;’s, we easily
see that %ri <r; < 3r; for all ¢ € I,. In particular, B; C 7B; for all i € I,.

Condition (2I)) is nothing but the bounded overlap property of the B;’s and (20)
follows from (2I)) and (£2). We remark that since V' € A.,, Proposition yields

Vie As. Applying Lemma 1], we obtain

[T+ 1VE s = Cmin(v ), 77 [\t 22

i

We declare B; of type 1if (V2)p, > R and of type 2 if (V2)p < R
Let us now define the functions b;. Let (x;) be a partition of unity on € associated
to the covering (B;) so that for each i, y; is a C' function supported in B; with

||Xi||oo + RZH |VX2| ||oo < (. Set

b, — fxi, if B; is of type 1,
' (f = fB,)xi, if B;is of type 2.

If B; is of type 2, then it is a direct consequence of the Poincaré inequality (F,;) that
/ (IVb|' + R b)Y dp < C/ IV f['dp.
Bi Bi
As f= |V flldp < o'u(B;) we get the desired inequality in (I8). For V2b; we have
1 1
| s = [ VA = fa)ldn
Bi Bi

sc(/ |V5f|’dﬂ+/ |v5fBi|ldn)
Bl‘ Bi

< O (VA au(B) + OOV 5)a(f1)nn(B)

ol u(By) + <|Vf|l + |V%f|l)B_ u(Bi))

3

<C

VR

< Ca'u(B;).
We used that B; N F' # (), Jensen’s inequality and (22), noting that B; is of type 2.
If B, is of type 1,

/ Rbl'dp < / e / (VA1 + IVE .
B;

B; B;

14



As the same integral but on B; is controlled by o'u(B;) we get [, R;'|bil'du <
Calp(B;). Since Vb; = x;V f + fVx; we obtain the same bound for fB |Vb;|'dp. Not-

ing that B;NF # 0 and B; is of type 1, we easily deduce that fBi Vab|! < Calu(B;).
Set g = f — > b; where the sum is over both types of balls and is locally finite by
2T). It is clear that g = f on FF'= M\ Q and g =>_2 fg,x; on £, where > 7 means
that we are summing over cubes of type j. Let us prove (IT).
First, by the differentiation theorem, V%| f| < « almost everywhere on F'. Next,
since V € A, implies V2 € RH2 we have Vg, < C((V3)g )% Therefore

[ viefau< 32 /V|fB|2<OZ( Vhalfal) u(B,).

Now, by construction of the type 2 balls and the L! version of Fefferman-Phong in-
equality,
L
(Vo)p|fol < CUVFI' + V2 f]')5, < Cal.

It comes that
[ ViFau< 032 ot (s < ot [ (94 VE

Combining the estimates on F' and €2, we obtain the desired bound for [, V|g|*dp.
We finish the proof by estimating || |Vg| ||« and || [Vg] ||;. Observe that g is a locally
integrable function on M. Indeed, let ¢ € L., with compact support. Since d(z, F') >
R; for x € supp b;, we obtain

[ wttelan< ([ 322 an) sup (ate Fyjota).

zeM

1 b;|!
[ By < oy ||du
< COu(B ?/|Vf|du

< Cau(B;).

If B; is of type 2

We used the Holder inequality, (P,) and that B; N F # (), ¢’ being the conjugate of q.

If B; is of type 1,

|bi] |6
—du < u(B;

Hence /Z ;|| oldp < Ca,u(Qﬁ sup (d(x, F)|g0(x)|> Since f € L}, we conclude

xeM

that g € L}, Thus Vg = Vf — > Vb;. Tt follows from the L' estimates on Vb; and
the bounded overlap property that

|

(Bi).

SN+ IVEFI)-
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As g = f — > b;, the same estimate holds for || [Vg| ||;. Next, a computation of the
sum »_ Vb; leads us to

Vg =1p(VI) =D fVxi—> > (f = fs) Vxi.

Set hz = ZZ (f — fBz) VXZ and h = hl +h2 Then

Vg=(VHlF =Y 'fVxi— (h—h) = (V lp+ > 'f5Vxi— h.

By definition of F' and the differentiation theorem, |Vg| is bounded by « almost ev-
erywhere on F. By already seen arguments for type 1 balls, |fp,| < CaR;. Therefore,
IS 1, Vxil < CY ' 1ga < CNa. It remains to control ||h]|.. For this, note
first that h vanishes on F' and is locally finite on 2. Then fix z € . Observe that
> Vxi(xz) = 0 and by definition of I, the sum reduces i € I,. For all i € I, we have
|f(z) — fB,| < Cr;a. Hence, we have for all j € I,

Y (f@) = fe)Vxlx) = > (f@) = fo)Vxil@) = Y _(fs, = f5) V().

i 1€l 1€l

We claim that |fp, — fp,| < Crja with C independent of 7, j € I, and z € Q. Indeed,
we use that B; and B; are contained in 7B;, Poincaré inequality (F,), the comparability
of r; and r;, and that B; N F # (). Since I, has cardinal bounded by N, we are done.

We conclude that ||h]|o < Ca and interpolating || |[Vg| ||; and || [V¢] ||oo, We finish
therefore the proof. O

Proposition 4.4. Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold satisfying (D). LetV €
A. Moreover assume that M admits a Poincaré inequality (P,) for some 1 <p < 2.

Then, Lip(M) N W21 N W El is dense in lel.
p,V2

Proof. Theorem [Z8 proves that M admits a Poincaré inequality (P,) for some 1 <[ <
p. Let f € VV1 o . For every n € N*| consider the Calderon-Zygmund decomposition

of Pr0p051t10n with o = n. Take a compact K of M. We have

f_gnldﬂz/ blldu
/K| | Kﬂ(UiB¢)|; |
- b;|'d
/U.m.'; on
A1 4
<C F ldu +C / d
% / = Il 4o g yap 3 [ By

< C'sup(d(z, F,) Z/ \Vf‘l‘i‘“/ f1Ddp

reK

< Csup(d(z, F1)) Zn w(B

zeK

L Lip(M) is the set of all Lipschitz functions on M.
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< OnP(| IV FE+ V2SI

Letting n — oo, we get that [, |f — gn|'dw — 0. Hence (f — g,) converges to 0 when
n — oo in the distributional sense.
Let us check that (V2 (f — gn)), is bounded in L. Indeed,

/M|v%<f—gn>|pdus/Qn|v%f|pdﬂ+22/ﬂn V| [P
< [ Wi 3 (halfal) wie)

< [ VAPt Crrpis)
< CIVFNE+ [V FR).

Similarly,
/ IVf—Vg,|[Pdu = / IVf—Vgu|Pdu < C/ IV f|Pdu + CnPu($2,) < C.
M Qn Qn

Thus, (Vf — Vg,), is bounded in L. So (f — gn)n is bounded in WIV%. Since
. p7

le% is reflexive —Proposition 217, there exists a subsequence, which we denote
p7

also by (f — gn)n, converging weakly in le% to a function hA. The uniqueness of
p7
the limit in the distributional sense yields h = 0. By Mazur’s Lemma, we find a

sequence (h,,) of convex combinations of (f — g,) such that h, = >/, anr(f — g),

ang > 0, >7_ any = 1, that converges to 0 in lel. Since Vh, = Vf — VI, and
p,V2

Vah, = Va(f —1,) with [, = 327 a,xgk, we obtain I, — f in W' , and the

n—00 p,V2

proposition follows on noting that g,, hence [, also belongs to Lip(M) N W;V% O

4.3 Estimates for subharmonic functions

Fix an open set Q C M. A subharmonic function on 2 is a function v € L}, (Q) such
that Av > 0in D'(Q).

Lemma 4.5. Let M be a Riemannian manifold satisfying (D) and (P,). Let R > 0
and xo be a point such that a neighborhood of B(xy,4R) is contained in M. Suppose
that f is a non-negative subharmonic function defined on this neighborhood. Then,
there is a constant C' > 0 independent of f, xo, R such that

aup f<x>sc(][ f?(y)du<y>)§ (23)
z€B(x0,R) B(z0,4R)

It readily follows from Lemma[Z13 that for allr >0, 1 <n < 4, there is C' > 0 such
that

T

L swec(f o rem) o
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Proof. In [41], Theorem 7.1, this lemma is stated for Riemannian manifolds with
non-negative Ricci curvature. The proof relies on the following properties of the man-
ifold. First, the Harnack inequality for non-negative harmonic functions which holds
for complete Riemannian manifolds satisfying (D) and (P) (see [27]). Secondly, the
Poincaré inequality (P,). Finally, the Caccioppoli inequality for non-negative sub-
harmonic functions —Lemma 7.1 in [4I]- which is valid on any complete Riemannian
manifold. We then get this lemma under the hypotheses (D) and (). O

Other forms of the mean value inequality for subharmonic functions still hold if the
volume form is replaced by a weighted measure of Muckenhoupt type. More precisely,

Lemma 4.6. Consider a complete Riemannian manifold M satisfying (D) and (Ps).
Let V € Ay and f a non-negative subharmonic function defined on a neighborhood
of B(x9,4R), 0 < s < 00 and 1 < n < 4. Then for some C depending on the Ay
constant of V', s (and independent of f and xy, R), we have

o o)
su )< | ———— Vid .
xEB(J:I()),R) f< ) N (V(B(%JIR)) B(zo,nR) f a

Here V(E) = [,Vdu. As A, weights have the doubling property we have
VB(womRr) ~ VB(xo,r) and the inequality above is the same as

Vo) ( sup f*) < C(V f*) Blagmr)- (25)
B(:Bo,R)

Proof. Since V € A, there is t < oo such that V' € A;. Hence for any non-negative
measurable function g we have

1 t
I o) . E— Vg'd
IPannf = <v<B<xo,nR>> /BWR) I “)
1 1
= C((Vg")Baonr) " (VBwonr)
Applying ([24) with r = 7 yields

F(@) < C((FD peomm)” < C ((VF) bamm)

w |

(VB@omm))
O

Corollary 4.7. Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold satisfying (D) and (Py).
Let V € RH, for somel <r <o0,0<s<ooandl <n<4. Then there is C > 0
depending only on the RH, constant of V', s such that for any ball B(zo, R) and any
non-negative subharmonic function defined on a neighborhood of B(xy,4R) we have

(((st>r>B(xo7R)); < C(‘/fS)B(JCoJZR)'
Proof. We have

=S =

(V) ) Beor)” <C((V)Bwur)" sup [* < CViuor sup [° < C(VI*)p@onr)-

B(zo,R) B(zo,R)

The second inequality uses the RH, condition on V' and the last inequality is ([25]). O
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5 Maximal inequalities

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem [Tl Let 1 < ¢ < co and V € RH,.
The following lemma is classical in an Euclidean setting [25], [34] (see also [3]).

Lemma 5.1. Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold. We assume that V €
L} (M) is not identically 0. Let u € C5°(M). Then

loc

[ Viuldi< [ (-804 Vuld
M M

/ |Au|du§2/ [(—A + V)uldp.
M M

Proof. Let us prove the estimate for V|u|. Take p, : R — R a sequence of C'! functions
such that |p,| < C, pl,(t) > 0 and p,(t) — sign(t) for every t € R. Using the Lebesgue
convergence theorem we see that

—/ sign(u)Audp = —lim/ pn(w)Audp = lim/ |Vulp,(u)dp > 0.
M "M "JM

If —Au+Vu=f, we get

/MV|u|du§/Msign(u)(—A+V)udu:/Mfsz'gn(u)dug/M|f|d,u.

This gives the desired estimation for V|u|.
The estimate for Au follows from that of Vu since —Au+ Vu = f. O

Let Dy(H)={u€ L}, ;Vue L, (—A+V)uec L'}. One can easily check that
Cge is dense in Dy (H) ([13] for a proof in the Euclidean parabolic case) thanks to
the Kato inequality on manifolds (|[I1], Theorem 5.6). Thus the above estimates for
J V]u| and [|Au] still holds for any u € D;(H). Lemma 5.1l shows that Di(H) =
{ue L, ; Aue L' Vu e L'} equipped with the topology defined by the semi-norms

loc
for L ., ||Aul|; and ||[Vu|;. We have therefore obtained

Theorem 5.2. The operator H™' a priori defined on L (M) ~the set of compactly
supported bounded functions defined on M~ extends to a bounded operator from L*(M)
into Dy(H). Denoting again H~' this extension, V H™1 is a positivity-preserving
contraction on L*(M) and 1AH™" is a contraction on L*(M).

Proposition 5.3. Assume that M satisfies (D) and (P,). Let f € L'(M). There is
uniqueness of solutions for the equation —Au + Vu = f in the class L'(M)NDy(H).
In particular, if u € C§°(M) and f = —Au+ Vu, thenu= H'f.

Proof. Assume —Au + Vu = 0, then for € > 0 we have —Au 4+ Vu + eu = eu. As
u € LY(M), we can write |u| < (—A+¢€)"(eJu|) = (e 'A+1)"!|u|. Using the upper
bound of the kernel of (—e *A + 1)~! which follows from (D) and (P), and taking
limits when € — 0 we get u = 0. 0
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Corollary 5.4. Assume (D) and (Py). Then equation ([3) holds.

Proof. If v € Cg°(M) and f = —Au+ Vu, then Vu=VH ' f and Au=AH'f by
the proposition above. Applying Theorem we get ||[Vull; < || — Au+ Vull; and
|Aully <2|| — Au+ Vul;. O

We now give the following criterion for L” boundedness:

Theorem 5.5. ([7/) Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold satisfying (D). Let
1 <pg < qo < o0. Suppose that T is a bounded sublinear operator on L (M). Assume
that there exist constants cg > a; > 1, C > 0 such that

(firsms <c{(f rmms + e} (26)

for any ball B, x € B and all f € L§°(M) with support in M \ ay B, where S is a
positive operator. Let po < p < qo. If S is bounded on LP(M), then, there is a constant
C such that

11l < ClI
for all f € LF(M).

Note that the space Ly°(M) can be replaced by C§°(M).
Now we use the L' estimate and Theorem to get

Theorem 5.6. Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold satisfying (D) and (Ps).
Consider V. € RH,, with ¢ > 1. Then, there exists r > q, such that VH™' and
AH™' defined on L'(M) by Theorem [5.2 extend to LP(M) bounded operators for all
l<p<r.

Proof. By difference, it suffices to prove the theorem for V H . We know that this is
a bounded operator on L!(M). Let r be given by the self-improvement of the reverse
Holder condition of V. Fix a ball B and let f € L*(M) with compact support
contained in M \ 4B. Then u = H 'f is well-defined in V and is a weak solution
of —Au + Vu = 0 in 4B. Since |u|? is subharmonic (cf section 8.1), we can apply
Corollary 77 with V, f = |u? and s = 3. Thus (26) holds with 7' = VH™!, py = 1,
g =71r,5=0,a, =2 and as = 4. Hence, Theorem asserts that T = VH ! is
bounded on LP(M) for 1 < p <. O

Proof of Theorem [I.I] Let u € C§°(M) and f = —Au + Vu. Proposition 53]
shows that v = H~'f. Since V € RH,, Theorem shows that VH~! and AH!
have bounded extensions on LP(M) for 1 < p < g+ € for some € > 0 depending on V.
This means that |[|[Vul|, + [[Aul|, < ||f|l, which is the desired result.

6 Complex interpolation

We shall use complex interpolation to obtain item 1. of Theorem This method
is based on the boundedness of imaginary powers of H and of the Laplace-Beltrami
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operator. Then we use Stein’s interpolation theorem to prove the boundedness of
VH™2 and V2H 2 on LP(M) for 1 < p < 2(q + ¢€) and therefore obtain item 1. of
Theorem [L.3]

Let y € R, the operator H% is defined via spectral theory. One has

[H"Y [z = 1.
Theorem 6.1. Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold satisfying (D) and assume
that the heat kernel verifies the following upper bound: for all x € M andt > 0
C
u(B(z, V1)

Let V be a non-negative locally integrable function on M. Then for all v € R, H” has
a bounded extension on LP(M), 1 < p < oo, and for fized p its operator norm does
not exceed C(68,p)e’ for some 6 > 0.

pie(z,x) < (27)

Remark 6.2. The operator norm is far from optimal but sufficient for us.

Proof of Theorem [61. For V = 0, this follows from the universal multiplier theorem
for Markovien semi groups (Corollary 4, p.121 in [52]). However, the following proof
works for all V. Indeed, the remark after Theorem 3.1 in [24] applies to H: H
has a bounded holomorphic functional calculus on L?(M) in any sector |argz| < 0,
0 < 6 < 7 and the kernel h(z,y) of e7* has a Gaussian upper bound. This follows
from the domination of e " by ¢4, (D) and Z1). We have
C d?(z,)
he(x < —— €
S B )
for every t > 0, z, y € M.
Thus a variant of Theorem 3.1 in [24] (see page 104 there) shows that H has a
bounded holomorphic functional calculus on LP(M) in any sector |argz| < p, § <
p <7 for 1 < p < oco. This implies

”HMHIHP < C(p,p) sup ‘ZM‘ < Cp,ueh'“'

largz|<p
U

Lemma 6.3. The space D = R(H)NLY(M)NL>(M) is dense in LP(M) for1 <p <
00.

Proof. Same proof as that of Lemma 6.2 in [3]. O

Proposition 6.4. Assume that M satisfies (D) and (Py). Let V. € RH, for some
1 <q<oo. Then, for 0 < a < 1, there exists € > 0 such that the operators A*H ™,
VEAH=® are bounded on LP(M) for 1 <p < éq +e.

Proof. From Theorem B, we have that A" and H” are LP(M) bounded for 1 <
p < oo and v € R. Moreover, Theorem [T asserts that AH ! and VH ! are L?(M)

bounded for 1 < p < g+¢ for some € > 0. It follows from Stein’s interpolation theorem
[50] that A“H =% V*H~ are bounded on LP(M) for 1 < p < L(q+ €) (see [3] for

«

details). O
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We can now prove item 1. of Theorem [.3l Fix 1 < p < 2(¢+e€). Let u € C§°(M).
Since u € V, f = H2u is well-defined. We assume that f € LP(M), otherwise there is
nothing to prove. Applying Proposition to V2, it comes that ||V%u||p < Gyl fllp-
The LP(M) boundedness of the Riesz transform which holds for all 1 < p < py
with po > 2 on a complete Riemannian manifold satisfying (D) and (P) and again
Proposition yield

11V4] [+ < C)|A2H 2 f[|, < C' ()|l

for 1 < p < inf(py,2(q + €)) and finishes the proof.

Remark 6.5. This interpolation argument also gives us a proof of the LP(M) bound-
edness of VH™' and ViH 2 for 1 < p <2 for all non zero Ve L} (M).

7 Proof of Theorem 1.4

The proof is similar to that of item 2. of Theorem 1.2 in [3] with some modifications.

We write it for the sake of completeness. Denote H = —A+V. Assume that 1 <[ < 2.
. : .

Let f € Lip(M) N W'llv% N Wzlv%' We use the following resolution of H2:

Hef = c/ He V1 fat
0

in the distributional sense. It suffices to obtain the result for the truncated integrals
fER ... with bounds independent of €, R, and then to let € \, 0 and R  oco. For the

truncated integrals, all the calculations are justified. We thus consider that H 2 is one
of the truncated integrals but we still write the limits as 0 and 400 to simplify the
exposition. As f does not belong to C§°(M), we have to give a meaning to He 2 f
for t > 0. Take 7, a smooth function on M, 0 <17, < 1,7 =1 on a ball B of radius
r >0, n, = 0 outside 2B and || [Vn,| |l < £. For ¢ € C5°(M),

/ fHe " odp = = lim / nefHe "Hodp
M TS M
:/ anf.VetQHgodujL/ IV, Ve P ody
M M

+/ nef Ve " Hody
M
=1, +1I.+1II,.

2z
We used Fubini and Stokes theorems. Note that [, |Vxht(x,y)\ze“fd G y)d,u(x) <
m. This is due to the Gaussian upper estimate of the kernel h; of et/

and that of 0;h; under (D) and (P) (see [19], Lemma 2.3, for the heat kernel p,
of e7*2). Since |Vf| € L*(M) then I, — [,, Vf.Ve *Hodu. Since f is Lipschitz,

& (2.y) 1
I, — 0. We have also [, |h(z,y)?e" ¢ du(z) < m and Vaf € L*(M).
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Thus 11, — [,, fVe " odu. This proves that He " f is defined as a distribution
by

(He "M f o) = / VIVe P ody +/ Ve fVee " Hopdy,
M M
Therefore, integrating in ¢ yields
1 1 1 1
(Ha2f, ) =(Vf, VH 2¢) + (V2 f H 2p).

We return to the proof of Theorem [L4 Apply the Calderén-Zygmund decompo-
sition of Lemma 2 to f at height o and write f =g+ > . b;.
For g, we have

g N O (g < 2 2 4 Vg|?
u({x e M;|Hzg(z)| > 3}) <5 /|H glidu < — /(IVgl + Vigl)du
C 1
< [ws VA

We used a similar argument as above to compute Hzg (see [4]) and the L? estimate
follows. For the last inequality we used (I8)) of the Calderén-Zygmund decomposition
and that [ < 2.

The argument to estimate H3b; will use the Gaussian upper bound of h;. As
we mentioned above, under our assumptions we have the Gaussian upper bound for
the kernel of e and by analyticity for He *#. As b, is supported in a ball and
integrable He ©“Hp, is defined by the convergent integral Jor 5202 (2, y)bi(y)dp(y).
Let r; = 27 if 28 < R; < 2" (R, is the radius of B;) and set T; = [ He H dt and

U= [~ He ™H dt. 1t is enough to estimate
T

A=y ({x € M;\ZTib@-(xﬂ > %})

B:u({zeM; >g}).

A< s ({0 UT S to

and

}:m@@)

First,

)

>g}),

2

and by @0), (U, Bo) < & [(IVfI' + [V2f[')dp.

For the other term, we have
1 xEM\UE; > 2 <£/ Zhi
- 3 ~ a?

i

ZTibi(fE)
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with h; = 15,).|Tibi|. To estimate the L? norm, we dualize against u € L*(M) with

[l = 1:
o0

/M;hz‘zzz&j

i =2
where

A= [ Tldde, C(B) =2 BB
G;(Bi)

By Minkowski integral inequality, for some appropriate positive constants C c,
i s
1T304l L2(c; (B,) S/O [He bl 2 (8, dt-

By the well-known Gaussian upper bounds for the kernels of tHe *# ¢ > 0, valid
since we have (D) and (P,)

2 C cd? (z,y)
He U Hp, (2 </ ——¢ 2 |bi(y)|d .
| @< | B0 5:v)ldu(y)

Now y € supp b;, that is B;, and = € C;(B;), hence one may replace d(z,y) by 2/r; in
the Gaussian term since r; ~ R;. Also if x; denotes the center of B;, we have

p(B(ait)) _ w(Blwi,t) p(B(wi, i) f(Bly, 13))

w(B(y,t))  pu(B(wi,ri)) p(Bly,r:)) p(Bly,t))

By (D) and Lemma 23 as ¢t < r;, we have

M(B(xlat)) ﬁ s
W(BG.0) = )

Using the estimate (I9), ||b;||1 < caR;u(B;), and w(B;) ~ u(B(xz;,1;)), it comes that

[He " Mhy(a)| < R (Q>Se_ct#/ |bi|dp
tzu(B(xiat)) t B;

Cri Ti 2s 704].1"1-2
=P <?> c o

Thus

e ey < S (2) e @ ue B
Plugging this estimate inside the integral, we get

T30l 220y 80y < Cave™ ¥ (2741 B;)3.
Now remark that for any y € B; and any j > 2,

(1

J

ul? : ul? 2 sG+1),, (R\A ul? L
- ') < ([, 1) < @B (M)
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Applying Holder inequality, one obtains
Aij < Ca29e™ u(By) (M(|ul”) () *

Averaging over B; yields

Ay < Ca2e / (M(uf2) (1)) * dpu(y).

B;

Summing over 7 > 2 and 1, it follows that

1 S < € [ 55,0 (MU W)* )
Using finite overlap (2I)) of the balls B; and Kolmogorov’s inequality, one obtains
[ 1Yt < e Nap( B P
Hence
1 ({x e M\ JB:
by (1) and (20).

It remains to handle the term B. Using functional calculus for H one can compute
U; as r; "(r2H) with 1 the holomorphic function on the sector | arg z | < 5 given by

ZTibi(x)

« C 1
> g}) <culUB) < (951 + VEfau

It is easy to show that |¢)(2)] < C|z|2e~, uniformly on subsectors |argz | < p < 3
The (P)) Poincaré inequality gives us if B; is of type 2

bl < CR! [ V5'dp < CRlalu(B).
B;

If B; is of type 1
bi = (b; — (bs), B, + (bi) B, 15, (28)

Therefore using the type 1 property of B; and also ([28) yield

/Bi\bi|ldu§2”(/\b—( 'y (B \][bdm)

< CRUu(B)™ / Vbild + cmmﬁﬁ AV + [VE f)du

< CRUu( / IV fl'dp + Cu(B )RI/B(\VfVHV F1)dg
< Co'Riu(By).
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Hence ||b;||} < Ca! RLu(B;). We invoke the estimate

S w@H)B S (zw) : (29)

kEZ keZ !

Indeed, by duality, this is equivalent to the Littlewood-Paley inequality

(le(4kH)ﬁl2) S 118l

keZ p

This is a consequence of the Gaussian estimates for the kernels of e7*# ¢ > 0 (this
was first proved in [5] using the vector-valued version of the work in [23]. See [2] or
[6] for a more general argument in this spirit or [36] for an abstract proof relying on
functional calculus). To apply (29), observe that the definitions of r; and U; yield

ZUb => yp@H

kEZ

Z_

Ty
i,r;=2k

with

Using the bounded overlap property (2II), one has that

keZ

l
|
ZW <c [(xLha
! U

Using R; ~ 1y,

/(Z ‘bl| )dp < Co/Zu

Hence, by (20))

7 ({x € M;| > Ubi(x)| >

Thus, we have obtained

}) <OSu(B, <o [Vt + Vs

1 C 1
u(fo € arslmi @) > o) < S [ (971 +VEfan

for all f € Lip(M) ﬂWl L ﬂWl . Moreover, using the density argument of Proposi-
tion we extend H 3 to a bounded operator acting from VVllv% to L. We already

have ) )
[Hz flla < [ [Vf] 2+ [V
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Since V € A, implies Vi € RH, —Proposition 212, we see from Corollary 2.1§] that
1 1
1E2 fllp < Cy (11941l + IVE 1) (30)

foralll <p<2and fe W},
Ifl =1, we take 1 < p < 2. There exists ¢ > 0 such that 1 < 1+ ¢ < p. The same
argument works replacing [ =1 by 1 + e.

8 Proof of point 2. of Theorem

We first give some estimates for the weak solutions of —Au + Vu = 0. Then we
proceed to a reduction and then give the proof of point 2. of Theorem L3l

8.1 Estimates for weak solutions

Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold satisfying (D) and (FP2). Let B = B(x¢, R)
denotes a ball of radius R > 0 and u a weak solution of —Awu+ Vu = 0 in a neighbor-
hood of B(zg,4R). By a weak solution of —Au + Vu = 0 in an open set {2, we mean
we LL,(Q) with Vzu, Vu € L2 () and the equation holds in the distribution sense
on €. Remark that under the Poincaré inequality (/%) if u is a weak solution, then
u € L7 (). Tt should be observed that if u is a weak solution in Q of —Au+ Vu =0

then

Alul* = 2V |ul* + 2|Vul? (31)
since Alul? = 2(Au,u) + 2|Vul? (see [I0]). In particular, |u|?* is a non-negative sub-
harmonic function in . Hence the lemmas in subsection 3 of section 4 apply to |u|?.
In particular

S

sup [u] < C(r) (([ul") Bao,ur)) (32)

B(zo,R)
holds for any 0 < r < oo and 1 < A < 4. We have also shown a mean value inequality
against arbitrary A., weights.
We state some further estimates that are interesting in their own right assuming
V € A,. By splitting real and imaginary parts, we may suppose u real-valued. All
constants are independent of B and u but they may depend on the constants in the
A condition or the RH, condition of V' when assumed, on the doubling constant Cy

w(B) T \s
w(Bo) = C(m)

and the Poincaré inequality (P,). Let s be any real number such that
whenever B = B(x,r), © € By, r < 1y (s = log,Cy works).

The proofs of the next 3 lemmas are as in [3], we skip them.

Lemma 8.1. For alll1 <A< X <4 and k > 0, there is a constant C' such that

()30 < gy s
and o
(|Vul® + V]u|*)s < m(wup + Vu|?) x5
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Lemma 8.2. Forall1 <\ <4, k>0, there is a constant C' such that

¢
(14 R*Vp)*

Lemma 8.3. Forall1l < X <4, k>0 and max(s,2) < r < oo, there is a constant C
such that o

(1+ R*Vp)*

The main tools to prove these lemmas are the improved Fefferman-Phong inequal-
ity of Lemma [4.1] the Caccioppoli type inequality which holds on complete Rieman-
nian manifolds, Poincaré inequality, subharmonicity of |u|?, Lemma 6 and the Mor-
rey embedding theorem with exponent a = 1 — > ([3I], Theorem 5.1, p. 23) to prove
Lemma

For the remaining lemmas, we moreover assume that M is of polynomial type:
every ball B of radius r > 0 satisfies

wu(B) > cr, (Ly)

(RVE)*(lul*)s < (VIul*)rz-

(RVi)*(|uf?) 5 < (IVul") 3

and

w(B) < Cr? (Us)
with 0 = dif r <1and 0 = D for r > 1 and d < D. Note that if (L,) holds then
o > n where n is the topological dimension of M (see [47]). Recall that under (L,)
and (U,), s = D works and that p(B(z,r)) > cr* for all 7 > 0 with any \ € [d, D].
We also recall that the exponent p, is that appearing in Proposition

Lemma 8.4. Assume V € RH,. Let B be a ball of radius R >0 and 0 =d if R <1
and o =D if R>1. Set ¢ = ¢ if ¢& < po (qi = é — 1) and G arbitrary in |2, po[ if
not. Then for all k > 0 there is a constant C' = C(c) independent of B such that

((19u"5)" < o ggagrge ((Va + VIuP)an)

Lemma 8.5. Assume V € RH, with g < q < B. Let B be a ball of radius R > 0
ando =dif R<1lando =D if R>1. Set q=q. if ¢ < po and q arbitrary in
12q, po| if not. Then, there is a constant C' = C(o) such that

((IVul)5)7 < C ((IVul*)up)?,

We give the proofs of Lemma and since they are not exactly the same as
the one in the Euclidean case. Before the proof of Lemma 8.4 we need the following
theorem for the boundedness of the Riesz potential.

Theorem 8.6. ([16]) Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold satisfying (D) and
(P). Moreover, assume that M satisfies

w(B) > er (L)

1
2

Q=

for every x € M and r > 0. Then (—A)_% is LP — LP* bounded with 1 < p, p* < oo
and p* = /\)‘—z), that is,

I(~A)~2 f

pr < C(p, )‘)”pr
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Proof. In [16], Chen proves this theorem for Riemannian manifolds with non-negative
Ricci curvature. His proof still works under our hypotheses. The properties that he
used for these manifolds are first the lower and upper gaussian estimates for the heat
kernel which holds on Riemmanian manifolds satisfying (D) and (P,). Secondly, he
applied an argument from the proof of the L? — LP" boundedness of the Riesz potential
in the Euclidean case ([51], Chapter V, Theorem 1) which remains true since we have

(D), (Py) and (Ly) with A\ > n = dim M. O
Proof of Lemma[8]] First note that if ¢ < 02—;’2 then ¢ < 2 and the conclusion (useless
for us) follows by a mere Holder inequality. Henceforth, we assume g > 02—:2 Also,

by Lemma [R], it suffices to obtain the estimate with & = 0. Let us assume pu = 4
for simplicity of the argument. Let v be the harmonic function on 4B with v = u on
0(4B) and set w = u — v on 4B. Since w = 0 on 0(4B), the fact that an harmonic
function minimises Dirichlet integral among functions with the same boundary implies

o 1vep)?t <o vt

By the elliptic estimate for the harmonic function v ([4], Theorem 2.1), we have for

P <Dpo
(f 1vop)P < otf (vop)* <] [vup)?, (53)

Let 1 < v < A < 4 and n be a smooth non-negative function, bounded by 1, equal
to 1 on vB with support contained in AB and whose gradient is bounded by %. As
Aw = Au = Vu on 4B, we have

A(wn) = Vun+ Vw - Vi + div(wVn) on M.
It comes that

V(wn)(@) = V(=A)7(=A) (wn)(x)
= V(=A)"2(=A) "2 (=Vun)(x) + V(=A)"2(=A) "2 (- Vw.Vn)(z)
+ V(=A) ! (—div(wVn))(z)

I+1IT+ 111

Let us begin with

NI
M

111 = V(= A)"}(~A) div(~wVn)(x) = (V(~A)"3)(V(~A)"3)* (~wVn) ()

Let ' be a smooth function, bounded by 1, equal to 1 on AB with support contained in

1

N B with N < 4 and whose gradient is bounded by <. The Riesz transform V(—A)~2
is LP(M) bounded for 1 < p < py. By duality, (V(—A)"2)* is LP(M) bounded for
Py < p < 0o. Hence for 2 < p < p,

( / umpdu)”sc( / |wn’\p|Vn\pdu)
M M
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C , o
sﬁ(/ IV(wn)lp*dﬂ) |
M

We used the Sobolev inequality which holds under (D), (P) and p(B(z,7)) > cr? for
all r > 0 with p,, < p defined by p., = & that is (p.)* = p (see [4T]). We use the

1

L7 — L% boundedness of the Riesz potential (—A)~2 and the L? boundedness of the
Riesz transform V(—A)*% for 1 < p < pg to get the estimates for IT and I. First for
I1, we have for all 2 < p < pg

(/Mw\pdu)%sc( (-8) 5T wr). TP )
S (f wira) -
<S ([ 9 du)
=S ([ 1wtpean)™

Now, it remains to look at I. Take p = ¢} if ¢i < po and if not any 2 < p < py. It
follows that

(/ |f|pdﬂ) <o [ wara)™ < cum (f i) s
AB uB

since p,, < ¢ in the two cases. Using the RH, condition on V', we obtain

([ 1traw? < cuB) f vausupll (34)

uB

Now, if A\ < v < 4, the subharmonicity of |u|* and Lemma L8] yield

][ Vdu sup |u| < C’][ Vdu (][ |u|2d,u)%
AB AB vB vB

1

It follows from Lemma and (U,) that ([, IPdp)? < Cu(B %( .5 VulPdp)®.

Therefore, we showed that
- :
p*du) +Cu(B)r (][ V|u|2du)
4B

(] wtmpa)” =S ([ 9

We repeat the same process and after a finite iteration (K = (0[5 — %] + 1) times),

MI»—‘

2
using (U,) we get

1 2 .
(][ |Vw|qd,u) <C ( \Vw\Qd,u) +C (][ V|u|2d/,c) :
B 4B 4B

We derive therefore the desired inequality for Vu from the estimates obtained for Vo
and Vw. O
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Proof of Lemma(8.4 Since V € RH, and q > %, we may assume q > % by self-
improvement. Let c =dif R <1and o =D if R > 1. We apply the same arguments
as in the proof of the previous lemma. The only difference is that since 2¢ > s = D,
we use Lemma with £ = 0, r = 2¢, and s = D instead of Lemma in the

estimate for the term I. We then obtain

(f 1var)t <e(f [vupr) (3)

where p = ¢ if ¢} < po and if not we take any 2 < p < py. Since 2¢ < py, if we take
p = {4 €]2q,po| in ([BI) we can apply Lemma T3] and improve the exponent 2¢ to 2.

Thus, we get
(f vu)i <c(f 1vap)’
B 4B

Remark that when ¢ > D, ¢} = oo and therefore we have our lemma for any 2¢ <
P < DPo- O

Q=

8.2 A reduction

It is sufficient to prove the L? boundedness of VH~2 and of V2 H~% for the appropriate
range of p. As we have seen in the introduction, the case 1 < p < 2 does not need
any assumption on V. We henceforth assume p > 2 and V € A_.

By duality, we know that H~2div and H~2V 2 are bounded on LP for 2 < p < 0.
Thus, if VH "2 is also bounded on LP. Tt follows that VH 'div and VH V3 are
bounded on LP.

Reciprocally, if VH~'div and VH-1V2 are bounded on LP, then their adjoints are
bounded on LP'. Thus, if F € C5°(M,TM),

|H 2divF|, = |H2H ‘divF|,
< C(||VH ' divF| |y + |V2 H  divFll,y) < C||F|l,
where the first inequality follows from Theorem [[L4. By duality, we have that VH -

is bounded on LP.
1 1 .
The same treatment can be done on V2 H 2. We have obtained

Lemma 8.7. Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold. If V € Ay and p > 2, the
LP boundedness of VH ™2 is equivalent to that of VH 'div and VH 'V 2, and the L?
boundedness of V2H ™2 is equivalent to that of V2H V2 and V2H 'div.

Hence, to prove point 2. of Theorem [[L3] it suffices the LP boundedness of the
operators: VH 'div, VH V2, V2H V2, V2 H div.
8.3 Proof of point 2. of Theorem

Proposition 8.8. Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold satisfying (D) and (P,).
Assume that V€ RH, for some ¢ > 1. Then for 2 < p < 2(q + €), for some € > 0
depending only on 'V, f € C*(M,C) and F € C3°*(M,TM),

||V5H_1V5f||p < Gl flps ||V§H—1divF||p < Gyl[Fll,-
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Proposition 8.9. Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold of polynomial type
satisfying (P). Let V. € RH, for some g > 1. If ¢}, < po, let p = q},. If ¢} > po, we
take any 2 < p < pg. Then for all f € C(M,C) and F € C3* (M, TM),

_ 1 _ .
IVH 1v2f||p < Cp”f”pa | IVH 1dlvF| ||p < Cp”FHp'

The interest of such a reduction is that this allows us to use properties of weak
solutions of H. Note that Proposition 89 is void if ¢ < 5—52 as q5, < 2. Note also that
qp < 2q exactly when ¢ < %. In this case, this statement yields a smaller range than

the interpolation method in Section 6.

Proof of Proposition[8.8. Fixaball B = B(x, R) and let f € C§°(M) supported away
from 4B. Then u = H-*V2 [ is well defined on M with ||V zulls + || [Vul |2 < || f]-
by construction of H and

/ (Vup + Vu-Vo)du = / V%ﬂpd,u
M M

for all p € LA(M) with [|[V2g|s+] [Ve| ||l2 < oo. In particular, the support condition
on f implies that u is a weak solution of —Au + Vu = 0 in a neighborhood of 45,
hence |u|? is subharmonic there. Let r such that V € RH,. Note that by Proposition
212 V2 € RH,. From Corollary 7 with V2, |u|? and s = 1, we get

(f VHulpan) <¢ f viuldg
B 4B

Thus, (26) holds with 7" = ViH V2, go = 2r, po = 2 and S = 0. By Theorem [5.3)
ViH-'V7 is bounded on L? for 2 < p < 2r.
The argument is the same for V2 H'div. This finishes the proof. O

Proof of Proposition[8.9. We assume ¢ > 5—52, that is ¢}, > 2, otherwise there is

nothing to prove. We consider first the operator VH- Vs,

Assume ¢ < g. Fix a ball B of radius R and let f € C§°(M) supported away

from 4B. Let u = H*IV%f. As before, the support condition on f implies that u is
a weak solution of —Awu + Vu = 0 in a neighborhood of 4B. Thanks to Lemma [R.4]
28) holds with T' = VH- Wz, ¢ = qp < q; if ¢}, < po and if not gy = py — € for
any € >0, and S = <M(|V%H*1V% |2)) * . The maximal theorem ~Theorem B4 and
Proposition B.8 show that S is bounded on LP(M) for 1 < p < 2g. Then Theorem
implies that VH'V2 is bounded on LP(M) for 2 < p < po if ¢}, > po. If ¢}, < po, by
the self-improvement of reverse Holder estimates we can replace ¢ by a slightly larger

value and, therefore we get the LP boundedness of VH-V2 for p <q;.

Assume next that g < g < D and 2q < py. Again, we may as well assume q > g.
In this case ¢}, > 2¢g. Then, Lemma B3l yields, this time, (26) with T = VH_lvé,
Q% = q5 if ¢, < po and if not gy = py — € for any 0 < € < py — 2¢, and S = 0.
Theorem asserts that VH 1V is bounded on L? for 2 < p < po if g, > po and,
by the self-improvement of the RH, condition, it holds for p < ¢, if ¢}, < po.
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Finally, if ¢ > D, then Lemma yields ([26) for any 2 < ¢o < po with T' =
VH-'Wz and S = 0. Theorem shows then that VH V2 is bounded on L? for
2 <p<po.

The argument is the same for VH ~'div and the proof is therefore complete. [

9 Case of Lie groups

Consider G a simply connected Lie group. Assume that G is unimodular and let du
be a fixed Haar measure on G. Let Xi,..., X} be a family of left invariant vector
fields such that the X;’s satisfy a Hormander condition. In this case the Carnot-
Carathéodory metric p is a distance, and the metric space (G, p) is complete and has
the same topology as G as a manifold (see [21I] page 1148). Denote V(1) = u(B(z, 1))
for all z € G. An important result of Guivarc’h [30] says that, either there exists an
integer D such that cr? < V(r) < CrP for all r > 1, or e < V(r) < Ce“" for all
r > 1 with V(r) = p(B(x,r)) = p(B(y,r)), for all z, y € G and r > 0. In the first
case we say that GG has polynomial growth, while in the second case G has exponential
growth. For small r, a result of [43] implies that there exists an integer d such that
erd < V(r) < Crdfor 0 < r < 1. Suppose that G has polynomial growth. Then there
exists C > 0 such that

Cilri<V(r)<Cir?, 0<r<1, (36)

CrlrP <V(r)y<Cow?, 1<r< oo (37)

We say that d is the local dimension of G and D is the dimension at infinity. We
assume that d > 3 and d < D —If G is nilpotent and since G is simply connected, we
have d < D (see [22])—. In particular (D) holds with s = D. Moreover G satisfies a
Poincaré inequality (P;): there exists C' > 0 such that for all ball B of radius r > 0
we have for every smooth function w,

/|u—uB|d,u§Cr/ | Xu|du (Py)
B 2B

1
(see [46], [54]) where |Xu| = (Zle |Xiu|2)2.
For the rest of this section, we consider G a Lie group as above with polynomial
growth and set A = 7% | X2,
Let us check the validity of our approach to obtain Theorem [T, Theorem and
Theorem [L.4] for G. The main tools used to prove those theorems still hold:

e The Riesz transform V(—A)~z is LP bounded for all 1 < p < co. This result
was proved by Alexopoulos [I].

e An improved Fefferman-Phong inequality of type (&) holds on G with g =

p
p+D(a—1)"

e We get a Calderon-Zygmund decomposition analogous to that of Proposition
Thanks to this decomposition, we get the analog of Theorem as in
section 7.
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e Theorem proved in section 6 remains true for Lie groups with polynomial
growth (we use the same proof).

e The argument of complex interpolation (valid on ) allows us to obtain Theorem
part 1.

e Let u a weak solution of —Au + Vu = 0 on G, then u satisfies some mean
values inequalities as in Lemma [£.75] and Corollary .7, We mention that the
analogous of Lemma [0 was proved by Li [37], [38] for nilpotents groups using
estimations for the heat kernel and its first and second derivatives.

e The lemmas in section still hold in our case: G is of polynomial type. The
Sobolev inequality and the Morrey embedding ~with aa =1 — % and 1 — % ¢ N-

hold for any n € [d, D] (see Theorem VIIL.2.10 of [22]). We also have that A~z

is bounded from L? to L7 for any n € [d, D] and p < n (Theorem VIII.2.3 of
[22]). Thus we get similar lemmas to that of section [8.I] this time on a Lie group
G of polynomial growth.

With all these ingredients, we establish the following theorem analog to Theorem

Theorem 9.1. Let G be a simply connected Lie group with polynomial growth and
assume 3 < d < D. Let V € RH, for some ¢ > 1.

1. Then for any smooth function u,
1 1
[Vulllp + [1V2ull, S (A +V)2ull, for 1 <p<2(q+e). (38)

2. Assume q > g. Consider

1
[Vulllp S (A +V)2ul, (39)
for all smooth function wu.

a. if 2 <q< D, (39) holds for 1 <p < ¢}, +e,
b. if ¢ > D, (39) holds for 1 < p < oo .

Remark 9.2. Li [37], [38] proved point 2. of Theorem [l if G is in addition Nilpo-
tent.
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