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ABSTRACT. The aim of this work is to study the continuity and compactness of the operators W 1,q(Ω; V0,
V1) → Lq0(Ω; V2) and W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1) → Lq1(∂Ω; W) in weighted Sobolev spaces. To study additional
properties of these Sobolev spaces, we will also study the equation:

−div(V1∇u) + V0u = λV2τu+ V2f0 in Ω,

V1
∂u

∂ν
= W1f1 on ∂Ω,

where Ω is an open subset of a Riemannian manifold, λ is a real number, f0 ∈ L1(Ω; V0), f1 ∈ L1(∂Ω; W),
τ is a function that changes sign, and Vi, W, W1 are weight functions satisfying suitable conditions. We aim to
obtain existence results similar to those for the case where the data are given in L2(Ω; V0) and L2(∂Ω; W).
For the case where f0 = 0 and f1 = 0, we are also interested in studying the limit ess supΩ\Ωm

|u| → 0,
where Ωm is a sequence of open sets such that Ωm ⊂ Ωm+1.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Weighted Sobolev spaces are utilized as solution spaces for degenerate elliptic equations, leading to
extensive research in this area. Authors such as Kufner [38], Triebel [56], and Schmeisser & Triebel
[53], among others, have contributed significantly to the study of weighted Sobolev and related function
spaces.

In the study of partial differential equations in a domain Σ ⊂ Rn, it is often useful to know that
embeddings of the Sobolev space Wm,q(Σ) into the Lebesgue space Lq0(Σ) are compact. For example,
for nonlinear equations of variational form, such a compactness property is often used to show that
the energy functional for this equation satisfies the Palais-Smale condition. When Σ is unbounded, the
compactness of the embedding generally fails. For suitable weight functions where compact embeddings
can be obtained, see, e.g., [1, 29, 39].

In this paper, we provide an existence result for problems with the form:
−div(V1∇u) + V0u = λV2τu+ V2f0 in Ω,

V1
∂u

∂ν
= W1f1 on ∂Ω,

(1.1)

where Ω is an open subset of a noncompact Riemannian manifold M without boundary such that Ω̄ is a
smooth manifold with boundary ∂Ω. Additionally, ν is the outward unit normal vector to ∂Ω, λ is a real
number, f0 ∈ L1(Ω; V0), f1 ∈ L1(Ω; W), τ : M → R is a function that changes sign, and Vi, W, W1 are
weight functions satisfying suitable conditions.

To achieve this objective, we will study the problem:
−div(V1∇u) + V0u = λV2τu in Ω,

V1
∂u

∂ν
= 0 on ∂Ω.

(1.2)

We are also interested in knowing under what conditions the solutions to this problem are bounded, and

lim
m→∞

ess sup
Ω\D̄m

|u| = 0, (1.3)
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2 JUAN A. APAZA

where Dm, m ∈ N, is an increasing sequence of open bounded domains in M such that M = ∪mDm,
D̄m ⊂ Dm+1, and Dm ∩ Ω have Lipschitz boundary for all m ∈ N.

Concerned with the problem of the discreteness of the spectrum of ∆M, it is well known that when
M is a compact Riemannian manifold, or when M is an open subset of Rn with finite measure and
a sufficiently regular boundary, the spectrum is discrete. However, the spectrum of ∆M need not be
discrete in general. Special situations, which are not included in this standard framework, have been
considered in the literature. For instance, conditions for the discreteness of the spectrum of the Lapla-
cian on noncompact complete Riemannian manifolds with a peculiar structure are the subject of several
contributions, including [7, 12, 16, 25, 26, 35].

Cianchi & Maz’ya [20], for a noncompact Riemannian manifold Mn with n ≥ 2 and Hn(M) <∞,
prove that the embedding W 1,2(M) → L2(M) is compact if and only if

lim
s→0

s

µM(s)
= 0

holds, which in turn is equivalent to the spectrum of ∆M being discrete. Here, the isocapacitary func-
tion µM : [0,Hn(M)/2] → [0,∞] is given by µM(s) := inf{C(E,G) | E and G are measurable
subsets of M such that E ⊂ G ⊂ M and s ≤ Hn(E), Hn(G) ≤ Hn(M)/2}, and C(E,G) :=
inf{

´
M |∇u|2dx | u ∈ W 1,2(M), u ≥ 1 in E and u ≤ 0 in M\G (up to a set of standard capacity

zero)}.
Furthermore, Cianchi & Maz’ya [19] prove that if Hn(M) <∞,ˆ

0

ds
µM(s)

<∞,

then for any eigenvalue γ of ∆M,

∥u∥L∞(M) ≤ C(µM, γ)∥u∥L2(M)

for every eigenfunction u of the Laplacian on M associated with γ.
For a complete Riemannian manifold M0 and a Schrödinger operator −∆M0 +m acting on Lq(M0),

Ouhabaz [45] studies related problems on the spectrum of −∆M0 + m concerning the positivity of the
L2 spectral lower bound inf σ(−∆M0 +m). He proves that if M0 satisfies L2-Poincaré inequalities (for
some R > 0), that is,ˆ

B(p,r)
|u− uB(p,r)|2dvg ≤ C(R)r2

ˆ
B(p,r)

|∇u|2dvg ∀u ∈ C∞(B(p, r)), p ∈ M0, 0 < r ≤ R,

and a local doubling property, then inf σ(−∆M0 +m) > 0, provided that m satisfies the mean condition

inf
p∈M0

1

|B(p, r)|

ˆ
B(p,r)

mdvg > 0,

for some r > 0. Ouhabaz also show that this condition is necessary under some additional geometrical
assumptions on M0.

If Σ0 is a bounded domain in Rn with a smooth boundary ∂Σ0, the eigenvalue problem{−∆u = λu in Σ0,

u = 0 on ∂Σ0,

possesses an infinite sequence of positive eigenvalues:

0 < λ1 < λ2 ≤ · · ·λk ≤ · · · ; λk → ∞, as k → ∞
with finite multiplicity. The same properties also hold for the following problem:{−∆u+ a0(x)u = λm(x)u in Σ0,

u = 0 on ∂Σ0,

where a0 and m are positive and sufficiently smooth on Σ̄0. For a detailed study on the existence of
principal eigenvalues for second-order differential operators that are not necessarily in divergence form,
refer to Fleckinger, Hernández, & Thélin [28], where results are obtained regarding the multiplicity of
principal eigenvalues in both variational and general cases.
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Existence of eigenvalues with positive eigenfunctions is important in the context of nonlinear problems
where positive solutions are of interest. This is particularly relevant in many areas such as reaction-
diffusion systems in population dynamics, chemical reactions, combustion, etc. (see [54]).

The classical reference for this theory is the book by Courant & Hilbert [21], where the theory is
developed for continuous coefficients and also applies to bounded coefficients. The variational charac-
terization of the eigenvalues establishes their continuous and monotone dependence with respect to both
the coefficients and the domain Σ0. The main tool employed in this context is the abstract theory of
linear compact self-adjoint operators in Hilbert spaces.

This theory can be extended to the case of unbounded coefficients and also when a0 changes sign in
Σ0. If a0 > 0 in Σ0, with m, a0 ∈ Lr(Σ0) for r > N/2 and m > 0 (or m < 0) on a subdomain of
positive measure, then there exists exactly one principal eigenvalue λ+1 > 0 (or λ−1 < 0), with a positive
eigenfunction; see [23, 13, 58].

Regarding elliptic problems involving L1 or measure data, the main mathematical difficulty consists
in the fact that the classical variational formulation is not possible. Existence results have been obtained
using a non-variational framework for these problems. The first approach is due to Stampacchia [55],
who obtained solutions with a duality method. However, a limitation of this approach is that it applies
only to linear equations. In [9], Boccardo and Gallouët have developed a method based on the approx-
imation of the data by smoother functions. Applications of these two methods in the study of several
types of elliptic problems with Dirichlet boundary conditions and L1 or measure data may be found in
[11, 43, 44, 49, 50].

In this work, we first extend the results of Pflüger [47] to the case of noncompact Riemannian mani-
folds. Under certain conditions on the weight functions, we will achieve continuity and compactness of
embeddings and traces in W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1). For this, we will additionally assume conditions on the ge-
ometry of Ω (see (U1) - (U4) below). For different conditions on the geometry of Ω and on the weights,
see, e.g., [3] for a study of Sobolev-Slobodeckii and Besel potential spaces in singular manifolds.

We will find a sequence of eigenvalues of problem (1.2) using the technique from Allegreto [2]. The
challenge here is to obtain the limit (1.3) since the domain Ω is unbounded. For other studies on Fredholm
properties of elliptic operators on noncompact manifolds, see Lockhart & McOwen [42] and Lockhart
[41].

Following the approaches of Bocea & Redulescu [10] and Orsina [44], we will then seek weak solu-
tions of problem (1.1) that admit L1 data, after having studied problem (1.2).

In the sequel for simplicity we write Γ = ∂Ω. We assume that there exists a locally finite covering of
M with open subsets Uk,i, Ûk,i ⊂M , (k, i) ∈ {0, 1} × N, having the following properties:

(U1) Ω̄ ⊂ (∪iU0,i) ∪ (∪jU1,j), ∪iÛ0,i ⊂ Ω, Γ ⊂ ∪jU1,j , M = ∪(k,i)∈{0,1}×NÛk,i, and Uk,i ⊂ Ûk,i,
for all (k, i) ∈ {0, 1} × N.

(U2) There exist 0 < rk,i < r̂k,i and charts ψk,i : B(0, r̂k,i) ⊂ Rn → Ûk,i ⊂ M , for (k, i) ∈
{0, 1} ×N, such that: (a) ψk,i : B(0, rk,i) → Uk,i, (k, i) ∈ {0, 1} ×N, are diffeomorphism; (b)
ψ1,j(B(0, r̂1,j) ∩ {xn > 0}) ⊂ Ω and ψ1,j(B(0, r̂1,j) ∩ {xn = 0}) = Û1,j ∩ Γ, for i, j ∈ N;
(c) ψΓ,1,j : B(0, r̂1,j) ∩ {xn = 0} → Û1,j ∩ Γ, j ∈ N, defined by ψΓ,1,j(x1, . . . , xn−1) =
ψ1,j(x1, . . . , xn−1, 0), are charts of Γ.

(U3) There is a global constant R1 > 0 such that
∑

k,i χÛk,i ≤ R1 in M .

(U4) There is a constant R2 > 0 such that (supx∈B(0,r̂1,j)

|z|δRn
=1

|d(ψ1,j)xz|g)(sup (p,v)∈TÛ1,j
|v|g=1

|d(ψ−1
1,j )pv|δRn )

≤ R2 and (supÛ1,j
det[gab])(supÛ1,j

det[gab]) ≤ R2
2, for j ∈ N, where δRn is the Euclidean

metric, [gab] := [gab]
−1 and gab = g(dψ1,jea, dψ1,jeb).

The number R1 is related to the Besicovitch Covering Theorem, see [24, 33]. Examples of coverings
that satisfy condition (U4) can be found in Rn and in the hyperbolic ball Bn.

Let Vi, i = 0, . . . , 3, and W be weights onM , i.e., locally integrable functions onM such that Vi, W > 0
almost everywhere on M . We will also assume that W is continuous and that all weights are bounded
from above and from below by positive constants on each compact subset of M .

We assume that there exist positive, continuous functions bi, i = 1, 2, 3, defined on M , and a constant
Kq > 0, such that for some fixed m∗ ∈ N:
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If (k, i) ∈ {0, 1} × N and ψk,i(0) ∈ Dm∗ , then

(W1) R
q
k,i(p)V1(p) ≤ KqV0(p) for a.e. p ∈ Ûk,i. And r̂−qk,i∥dψk,i∥

−1V1(p) ≤ KqV0(p) for a.e. p ∈
Ûk,i.

(W2) V2(p) ≤ b2(ψk,i(0)) and ∥dψk,i∥b1(ψk,i(0)) ≤ V1(p) for a.e. p ∈ Ûk,i.
If j ∈ N and ψ1,j(0) ∈ Dm∗ , then

(W3) W(p) ≤ b3(ψ1,j(0)) and ∥dψ1,j∥b1(ψ1,j(0)) ≤ V1(p) for a.e. p ∈ Û1,j .
Here, Rk,i :=

∑
(a,b)∈{0,1}×N ∥d(ψ−1

a,b )∥(r̂a,b − ra,b)
−1χÛa,b∩Ûk,i , ∥d(ψk,i)∥ := sup{|d(ψk,i)xz|g | x ∈

B(0, r̂k,i), |z|δRn = 1}, and ∥d(ψ−1
k,i )∥ := sup{|d(ψ−1

k,i )pv|δRn | (p, v) ∈ TÛk,i, |v|g = 1}.
We define

Bmq,q0 := sup
(k,i)∈{0,1}×N
ψk,i(0)∈Dm

b
1/q0
2 (ψk,i(0))

b
1/q
1 (ψk,i(0))

∥Gk,i∥
1
q0 ∥G−1

k,i∥
1
q r̂

n
q0

−n
q
+1

k,i ,

where ∥Gk,i∥ := supÛk,i{
√
det[gab]} and ∥G−1

k,i∥ := supÛk,i{
√
det[gab]}.

Our first main result are Propositions 1.1 and 1.2. For simplicity, we write Ωm := Dm ∩ Ω, Ωm :=
Ω\Ω̄m, Γm := Dm ∩ Γ, and Γm := Γ\Γ̄m.

Proposition 1.1. Assume that (U1) - (U4), (W1) and (W2) are verified. Suppose 1 ≤ q < n and nq/(n −
q) ≥ q0 ≥ q.

(i) If limm→∞ Bmq,q0 <∞, then W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1) → Lq0(Ω; V2) is continuous.
(ii) If limm→∞ Bmq,q0 = 0, then W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1) → Lq0(Ω; V2) is compact.

Set

BmΓ,q,q0 := sup
j∈N

ψ1,j(0)∈Γm

b
1/q1
3 (ψ1,j(0))

b
1/q
1 (ψ1,j(0))

∥GΓ,1,j∥
1
q1 ∥G−1

1,j∥
1
q r̂

n−1
q1

−n
q
+1

1,j ,

where ∥GΓ,1,j∥ := supΓ{
√

det[gΓ,ab]} and gΓ,ab := g(dψΓ,1,jea, dψΓ,1,jeb).

Proposition 1.2. Assume that (U1) - (U4), (W1) and (W3) are verified. Suppose 1 ≤ q < n and (n −
1)q/(n− q) ≥ q1 ≥ q.

(i) If limm→∞ BmΓ,q,q0 < ∞, then there exists a continuous trace operator W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1) →
Lq1(Γ; W).

(ii) If limm→∞ BmΓ,q,q0 = 0, then the trace operator W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1) → Lq1(Γ; W) is compact.

In Corollaries 3.7 and 3.9, we additionally obtain results analogous to Propositions 1.1 and 1.2 for the
case of weighted Sobolev spaces W 1,q(TM ; V0, V1) for the tangent bundle.

Corollary 1.3. Let q ∈ R+ 7→ qV ∈ R+ and q ∈ R+ 7→ qW ∈ R+ be functions satisfying nq/(n− q) ≥
qV > q and (n− 1)q/(n− q) ≥ qW > q if 1 ≤ q < n. Suppose that n ≥ 3 and (U1) - (U4), (W1), and (W2)
are verified for every q ∈ [1, n). Assume further that limm→∞ Bmq,qV < ∞ and limm→∞ BmΓ,q,qW < ∞.
Then there exist constants CqV > 0 and CqW > 0 such that:

∥u∥qV,Ω,V2 ≤ CqV∥u∥1,q,Ω,V0,V1 , (1.4)

∥u∥qW,Γ,W ≤ CqW∥u∥1,q,Ω,V0,V1 , (1.5)

for all u ∈W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1)

Other conditions that guarantee the continuity of the embeddings are given as follows:

Remark 1.4. See [46]. Let (Mn
1 , g), n ≥ 2, be a Riemannian manifold endowed with weight functions

ρ and w on M1. Assume there exist constants c1 > 0, c2 ∈ R, c3 > 1, and c4, c > 0 such that ∀p ∈ M1,
∀p1 ∈ B(p, cρ(p)):

(a) ip(g) ≥ c1ρ(p), where ip(g) is the injectivity radius at p.
(b) Ricp(g) ≥ c2ρ(p)

−2gp.
(c) (1/c3)ρ(p) ≤ ρ(p1) ≤ c3ρ(p).
(d) (1/c4)w(p) ≤ w(p1) ≤ c4w(p).
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Then there exists a continuous embedding

W q
1,w(M1) → Lq

∗
w (M1), q∗ :=

nq

n− q
,

where 1 ≤ q < n and W q
1,w(M1) is the Banach space completion of {u ∈ C∞(M1) | ∥u∥W q

1,w
< ∞},

and the norm used is ∥u∥W q
1,w

:=
(´

M1
|wu|qρ−ndvg +

´
M1

|wρ∇u|qρ−ndvg
)1/q

.
For the case of manifolds Euclidean at infinity, see also [17, Weighted Sobolev spaces].

We now assume the following:

(W4) R
q
k,i(p)V1(p) ≤ KqV2(p) for a.e. p ∈ Ûk,i, and

´
Ûk,i

V2dvg ≤ K3 for every (k, i) ∈ {0, 1} × N.

For weights V and W, for simplicity we write dV = Vdvg, dW = Wdσg, V(U) =
´
U Vdvg, W(U ∩ Γ) =´

U∩Γ Wdσg, for every measurable set U ⊂M .

Theorem 1.5. We assume the hypotheses of Corollary 1.3 hold. Suppose V1 ∈ C1(M), τ ∈ L2V/(2V−2)(Ω;
V2) ∩ L∞(Ω), and {τ > 0} and {τ < 0} do not have empty interiors. Then there exist infinitely many
eigenvalues · · · ≤ λ−2 ≤ λ−1 < 0 < λ+1 ≤ λ+2 ≤ · · · of (1.2). For a weak solution u ∈ W 1,2(Ω; V0, V1)

of (1.2), if, in addition, (W4) holds, then u ∈ L∞(Ω). Moreover, if u ∈W 1,2
0 (Ω̄; V0, V1), (1.3) is satisfied.

For some conditions that guarantee u ∈ W 2,2(Ω; V0, V1, V3), see Proposition 4.6 and Remark 4.7 in
Section 4.

We now consider an elliptic problem with L1 data. Additionally, we introduce a continuous weight
function, denoted by W1, and a positive continuous function b4, both defined on M , such that:

(W5) [∥dψk,i∥(r̂k,i−rk,i)+1]V2(p) ≤ K3V0(p), [∥dψ1,i∥(r̂1,i−r1,i)+1]W1(p) ≤ K3W(p), b4(ψk,i(0)) ≤
V0(p), for a.e. p ∈ Ûk,i,

∥G−1
k,i∥

b1(ψk,i(0))∥dψk,i∥(r̂k,i − rk,i)n
≤ K3 and

∥G−1
k,i∥

b4(ψk,i(0))(r̂k,i − rk,i)n
≤ K3,

for every (k, i) ∈ {0, 1} × N.

Compare this condition to those used by Brown & Opic [14], where continuous and compact embed-
dings of the weighted Sobolev space into spaces of weighted continuous and Hölder-continuous functions
for domains in Euclidean spaces are studied.

Furthermore, we assume that:

(H1) (i) Vi(Ω) <∞, i = 0, 1, 2, and V1 ∈ C1(M).
(ii) There is 1 < σ < n/(n− 1) such that σ

σ−1 ≤
(

σV
σV−1

)
V
, ((i−1)σ)V
((i−1)σ)V−(i−1) ≤

(
(iσ)V

(iσ)V−i

)
V
, and

(kσ)V ≥ 2k, where k ∈ N, 2k ≤ n < 2(k + 1), and i = 2, . . . , k.
(iii) There is 1 < q2 < n/(n− 1) such that

lim
m→∞

sup
∥u∥1,q2,Ω,V0,V1≤1

∥u∥1,Ωm,V0 = 0.

FIGURE 1.
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Example 1.6. Define Ω := {x ∈ Rn | |(xd+1, . . . , xn)| ≤ ρ(|(x1, . . . , xd)|)} (see Figure 1), where
ρ : [0,∞) → R+ ∈ C∞ with ρ bounded, and C−1 ≤ |ρ′| ≤ C on [0,∞) for some positive constant.
Also, d ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1} with n − d − 1 > 0. Define Vi(x) = (1 + |x|)αi , i = 0, 1, 2, where
α0 ≥ 0 ≥ α2 ≥ α1 > −n, and α0 > α2 + n/2. For an appropriate function ρ that decays to infinity,
we have Vi(Ω) <∞, i = 0, 1, 2. Define

qV =
q(n+ α2)

n− q + α0
for 1 < q < n.

With these hypotheses, we have limm→∞ Bmq,qV < ∞, where Dm = {x ∈ Rn | |x| < m}. And also,
conditions in (H1) are verified. In these types of domains, for a study of quasilinear elliptic equations
with Robin boundary conditions and L1 data, we can refer to [6], where the solutions are in weighted
Sobolev spaces.

Let f0 ∈ L1(Ω; V0) and f1 ∈ L1(Γ; W). Let (f0,j) ⊂ L2(Ω, V0) and (f1,j) ⊂ L2(Γ, W) be sequences
such that f0,j → f0 strongly in L1(Ω, V0) and f1,j → f1 strongly in L1(Γ, W). Let uj be the variational
solution of (1.1) corresponding to f0 and f1 (see Appendix B). We shall prove that (uj) converges weakly
in each space W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1), where 1 ≤ q < n/(n − 1), to a solution u (called a solution obtained
by approximation) of (1.1) which does not depend on the choice of the approximating sequences (f0,j)
and (f1,j). More precisely, we shall show that this limit is a solution of our problem in the sense of the
following

Definition 1.7. A function u ∈ ∩1≤q< n
n−1

W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1) is a solution of (1.1) provided that
ˆ
Ω
g(∇u,∇v)dV1 +

ˆ
Ω
uvdV0 = λ

ˆ
Ω
τuvdV2 +

ˆ
Ω
fvdV2 +

ˆ
Γ
f1vdW1, (1.6)

for all v ∈ ∪q>nW 1,q(Ω; V0, V1).

Theorem 1.8. Assume that (W5), (H1), and the hypotheses of Corollary 1.3 are satisfied. Suppose τ ∈
L∞(Ω), and {τ > 0} and {τ < 0} do not have an empty interior. Additionally, let f0 ∈ L1(Ω; V0) and
f1 ∈ L1(Γ; W1). Under these conditions:

(i) If λ is not an eigenvalue of (1.2), then (1.1) has a solution u obtained by approximation.
(ii) Suppose (W4) holds. If λ is an eigenvalue of equation (1.2), then equation (1.1) has a solution u

obtained by approximation if and only ifˆ
Ω
f0vdV2 +

ˆ
Γ
f1vdW1 = 0,

for all v ∈ Eλ := {u ∈W 1,2(Ω; V0, V1) | u solves (1.2)}.

Next, we proceed to find an estimate of the first eigenvalue λ1(Ω) of problem (1.2):
−div(V1∇ϕΩ) + V0ϕΩ = λ1(Ω)V2τϕΩ in Ω,

V1
∂ϕΩ
∂ν

= 0 on Γ,

where τ ≥ δ in Ω for some δ > 0, ϕΩ ∈ W 1,2(Ω; V0, V1), and
´
Ω τϕ

2
ΩdV2 = 1. For this objective, we

will additionally consider an open set N such that Ω̄ ⊂ N and M\N̄ ̸= ∅. We will denote by {λi(N)}
the infinite sequence of eigenvalues of{−div(V1∇κi) + V0κi = λi(N)V2τκi in N,

κi = 0 on ∂N,

where τ ≥ δ in N , κi ∈W 1,2(N ; V0, V1), and
´
N τκ

2
i dV2 = 1.

We also denote by {λ±i (M)} the double sequence of eigenvalues of

−div(V1∇ϕ±i ) + V0ϕ
±
i = λ±i (M)V2τϕ

±
i in M, (1.7)

where {τ < 0} ∩ (M\N̄) has nonempty interior, · · · ≤ λ−2 (M) ≤ λ−1 (M) < 0 < λ+1 (M) ≤ λ+2 (M) ≤
· · · , ϕ±i ∈W 1,2(M ; V0, V1), and

´
M τϕ±i dV2 = sign(λ±i (M))1.
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We will use the Dirichlet capacity of M\N , see [8, 22]:

Cap±(M\N) := inf

{ˆ
M
u2dV0 +

ˆ
M

|∇u|2dV1 | u ∈W 1,2(M ; V0, V1), u− ϕ±1 = 0 in M\N
}
.

Motivated by this definition of capacity, we define:

Definition 1.9. Let ℓ ∈ (0, 1) and ν̄ be an extension of ν in some neighborhood of Γ. Define FΩ :=
{U ⊂ Ω | U is an open, bounded set },

A :=
{
u ∈W 1,2(N ; V0, V1) ∩W 2,2

loc (Ω̄) | ∥u− κ1∥W 2,2(U) ≤ ∥ϕΩ∥W 2,2(U)∀U ∈ FΩ,ˆ
N\Ω

τ(u− κ1)
2dV2 ≤ ℓ and g(∇(u− κ1), ν̄)|Γ = 0

}
,

and

Cν(Γ) := inf
u∈A

{ˆ
N
u2dV0 +

ˆ
N
|∇u|2dV1

}
.

We prove the following theorem.

Theorem 1.10. Suppose the hypotheses of Corollary 1.3 hold, τ ∈ L2V/(2V−2)(Ω, V2)∩L∞(Ω), τ ≥ δ >
0 in N , and {τ < 0} ∩ (M\N̄) has nonempty interior. Assume further that V1 ∈ C1(M), V2(Ω) < ∞
and Cν(Γ) > 0.

(i) Let ϕ ∈ W 1,2(M ; V0, V1) be any extension of ϕΩ ∈ W 1,2(Ω; V0, V1) such that suppϕ ⊂ N and´
N\Ω τϕ

2dV2 ≤ ℓ, then
∥ϕ∥21,2,M,V0,V1 − λ1(N) ≥ Cν(Γ)

λ2(N)− λ1(N)

λ2(N) + λ1(N)
,

λ1(N)− Λ1 ≥ C(M\N)
Λ2 − Λ1

Λ2 + Λ1
,

where
Λ1 = |λ−1 (M)|, Λ2 = λ+1 (M), |λ−1 (M)| ≤ λ+1 (M) ≤ |λ−2 (M)|, C(M\N) = Cap−(M\N),

Λ1 = |λ−1 (M)|, Λ2 = |λ−2 (M)|, |λ−1 (M)| ≤ |λ−2 (M)| ≤ λ+1 (M), C(M\N) = Cap−(M\N),

Λ1 = λ+1 (M), Λ2 = |λ−1 (M)|, λ+1 (M) ≤ |λ−1 (M)| ≤ λ+2 (M), C(M\N) = Cap+(M\N),

Λ1 = λ+1 (M), Λ2 = λ+2 (M), λ+1 (M) ≤ λ+2 (M) ≤ |λ−1 (M)|, C(M\N) = Cap+(M\N).

(1.8)

(ii) Suppose that

Cν(Γ) <
λ1(N)

16
(1− ℓ)2 and Cap±(M\N) <

min{|λ−1 (M)|, λ+1 (M)}
16

. (1.9)

Then
λ1(Ω)− λ1(N) ≤ 16

7(1− ℓ)

[
λ1(N)ℓ+

9

2

√
λ1(N) Cν(Γ)

]
,

λ1(N)− |λ±1 (M)| ≤ 4

7

[
17 +

|λ±1 (M)|
min{|λ−1 (M)|, λ+1 (M)}

]√
|λ±1 (M)|

√
Cap±(M\N).

Let us observe that if ∪(k,i)∈{0,1}×Nψk,i(B(0, rk,i + δ−1(r̂k,i − rk,i)) ⊂ N for some δ ≥ 1, then by
Proposition 3.2, ∥ϕ∥21,2,N,V0,V1 ≤ max{(1 + R2)(1 + δ2K2), 1 + R3

2}λ1(Ω) for ϕ = EϕΩ.
This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we gather preliminary definitions and results, which

are used several times in the paper. In Section 3, we study the operators W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1) → Lq0(Ω; V2)
and W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1) → Lq1(∂Ω; W) in weighted Sobolev spaces. We show that under certain conditions
on the weight functions Vi and W, these operators are continuous or compact. In Section 4, as an applica-
tion of the results from the previous section, we will study the existence of the eigenvalues of the elliptic
problem (1.2) with Neumann boundary conditions and τ changing sign. Additionally, we will examine
the behavior at infinity of its associated eigenfunctions. In Section 5, using the spectrum associated with
problem (1.2), we provide an existence result for a linear eigenvalue problem (1.1) with an indefinite
weight and data in L1. Our approach is not variational and uses the notion of a solution obtained by
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approximation. In Section 6, the objective is to compare the first eigenvalue λ1(Ω) of (1.2), for the case
τ |Ω ≥ δ > 0, with the eigenvalue λ±1 (M) of (1.7). For this, we will introduce a parameter motivated by
the Dirichlet capacity.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let (M, g) be a smooth Riemannian manifold. For k integer, and u : M → R smooth, we denote by
∇ku the kth covariant derivative of u, and |∇ku| the norm of ∇ku defined in a local chart by

|∇ku|2 = gi1j1 · · · gi1jk(∇ku)i1...ik(∇
ku)j1...jk .

Recall that (∇u)i = ∂iu, while

(∇2u)ij = ∂iju− Γkij∂ku. (2.1)

Now we define W k,q(M ; V0, . . . , Vk) and W k,q(Ω̄; V0, . . . , Vk), k = 1, 2, following [34, 57, 32, 37].
Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension n. Let U be and open set on M and q ≥ 1, define

Lq(U ; Vi) := {u : U → R | u is measurable function and
ˆ
U
|u|qdVi <∞},

where i = 0, 1, 2.
We denote

Ck,q(M ; V0, . . . , Vk) := {u ∈ Ck(M) |
k∑
i=0

ˆ
M

|∇iu|qdVi <∞} for k = 1, 2,

C∞
0 (Ω̄) := {u ∈ C∞(Ω) | there is ū ∈ C∞

0 (M) such that u = ū|Ω},
Lqloc(Ω̄) := {u : Ω → R | u ∈ Lq(U) for any open bounded set U ⊂ Ω}.

Recall that V0 and V1 are bounded from above on compact subset of M .

Definition 2.1.

(i) The Sobolev space W k,q(M ; V0, . . . , Vk), k = 1, 2, is the completion of Ck,q(M ; V0, . . . , Vk)
with respect the norm

∥u∥k,q,M,V0,...,Vk :=

(
k∑
i=0

ˆ
M

|∇iu|qdVi

) 1
q

.

(ii) The Sobolev space W k,q
0 (Ω̄; V0, . . . , Vk), k = 1, 2, is the completion of Ck,q0 (Ω̄) with respect the

norm

∥u∥k,q,Ω,V0,...,Vk :=

(
k∑
i=0

ˆ
Ω
|∇iu|qdVi

) 1
q

.

(iii) The Sobolev space W k,q
0 (Ω; V0, . . . , Vk), k = 1, 2, is the completion of Ck,q0 (Ω) with respect the

norm ∥u∥k,q,Ω,V0,...,Vk .

Definition 2.2. We say that u ∈W 1,2(Ω; V0, V1) is a weak solution of (1.2) if
ˆ
Ω
g(∇u,∇v)dV1 +

ˆ
Ω
uvdV0 = λ

ˆ
Ω
τuvdV2,

for all v ∈W 1,2(Ω; V0, V1).
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2.1. Weighted Sobolev space for the tangent bundle. For the following definitions, we will follow
[3, 4, 36, 46]. Let V be a weight function on M . Given an open set U ⊂ M and q ≥ 1, the Lebesgue
space Lq(TU ; V) is the Banch space of all (equivalence classes of measurable) vector fields v : U → TU
such that

∥v∥q,TU,V :=
(ˆ

U
|v|qdV

)1/q

<∞.

By Ck(TM), k ∈ N ∪ {∞}, we mean the set of all Ck vector fields. We denote

Ck,q(TM ; V0, V1) := {v ∈ Ck(TM) |
ˆ
M

|v|qdV0 +
ˆ
M

∥∇v∥qgdV1 <∞},

where ∥∇v∥g(p) = sup{|∇Xv|(p) | X ∈ TpM, |X| ≤ 1}. Here, we will always assume that the
connection ∇ is compatible with g.

The weighted Sobolev Space W 1,q(TM ; V0, V1) is the completion of C1,q(TM, V0, V1) with respect
the norm

∥u∥1,q,TM,V0,V1 :=

(ˆ
M

|u|qdV0 +
ˆ
M

∥∇u∥qgdV1

)1/q

.

We have the

Lemma 2.3. Let v ∈ C1(TM). Then, away from the zero set of v,

|∇|v|| ≤ ∥∇v∥g on M. (2.2)

Proof. From

|∇|v|2|2 = g(∇|v|2,∇|v|2) = ∇∇|v|2g(v, v) = 2g(∇∇|v|2v, v) ≤ 2∥∇v∥g|∇|v|2||v|,

we can conclude (2.2). □

Using this result, we have:

Lemma 2.4. Let v ∈ C1(T Ω̄) be such that supp |v| ⊂ Û1,j for some j ∈ N, then
ˆ
Û1,j∩Γ

|v|qdσg ≤ q∥ψ1,j∥∥GΓ,1,j∥∥G−1
1,j∥

(ˆ
Û1,j

|v|qdvg +
ˆ
Û1,j

∥∇v∥qgdvg

)
.

Proof. Follows from the arguments in some of the references [15, 27]; see also [40, 31]. □

Set

Lqloc(TΩΓ; W) := {v : Γ → TΩ | v is a measurable vector field andˆ
V
|v|qdW <∞ for any open bounded set V ⊂ Γ}.

Recall that V0, V1 and W are bounded from above and from below by positive constants on each compact
subset of M . By Lemma 2.4, we can define the trace operator:

T :W 1,q(TΩ; V0, V1) → Lqloc(TΩΓ; W),

satisfying T v = v on Γ for any v ∈ C1(T Ω̄).

3. EMBEDDINGS OF WEIGHTED SOBOLEV SPACES

To prove Propositions 1.1 and 1.2, we will need an extension operator, which is given in Proposition
3.2.

Lemma 3.1. Let (k, i) ∈ {0, 1}×N and δ ≥ 1. There exists a smooth function ζ : Ûk,i → [0, 1] such that
ζ = 1 in Uk,i, supp ζ ⊂ ψk,i(B(0, rk,i + δ−1(r̂k,i − rk,i)), and |∇ζ|g ≤ C(n)∥d(ψ−1

k,i )∥δ(r̂k,i − rk,i)
−1

in Ûk,i.
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Proof. There exists a smooth function ζ0 : B(0, r̂k,i) ⊂ Rn → [0, 1] such that ζ0 = 1 in B(0, rk,i +
δ−1(r̂k,i − rk,i)), supp ζ0 ⊂ B(0, r̂k,i), and |∇ζ0|δRn ≤ C1(n)δ(r̂k,i − rk,i)

−1.
Then ζ = ζ0 ◦ψ−1

k,i : Ûk,i → [0, 1] satisfied ζ = 1 in Uk,i, supp ζ ⊂ ψk,i(B(0, rk,i+ δ
−1(r̂k,i− rk,i)),

and
|∇ζ|g ≤ ∥d(ψ−1

k,i )∥|∇ζ0|δRn ≤ C1∥d(ψ−1
k,i )∥δ(r̂k,i − rk,i)

−1 in Ûk,i.

Which prove the lemma. □

Proposition 3.2. Assume (U1)-(U4) is verified for q ≥ 1, and the weight functions V0, V1 satisfy the
condition (W1). Let δ ≥ 1. There exists a bounded linear extension operator

E :W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1) →W 1,q(M ; V0, V1)

satisfying Eu = u a.e. in Ω, supp Eu ⊂ ∪(k,i)∈{0,1}×Nψk,i(B(0, rk,i + δ−1(r̂k,i − rk,i)), and

∥Eu∥1,q,M,V0,V1 ≤ C(n, q)

[
(1 + R2)(1 + δqKq)

ˆ
Ω
|u|qdV0 + (1 + R1+q

2 )

ˆ
Ω
|∇u|qdV1

] 1
q

. (3.1)

Proof. Using Lemma 3.1, there exist a partition of unity {ζk,i : M → [0, 1]}(k,i)∈{0,1}×N ⊂ C∞(M)

subordinate to {Ûk,i}(k,i)∈{0,1}×N such that supp ζk,i ⊂ ψk,i(B(0, rk,i+ δ
−1(r̂k,i− rk,i)),

∑
k,i ζk,i = 1

on Ω, and |∇ζk,i|g ≤ C1(n)δRk,i in Ûk,i.
Define f : Rn → Rn by f(x) = (x1, x2, . . . , |xn|). Let u ∈ W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1), for (k, i) ∈ {0, 1} × N

we define the functions ūk,i by

ū0,i := uζ0,i in Û0,i

ū1,j(p) := (u ◦ ψ1,j ◦ f ◦ ψ−1
1,j )(p)ζ1,j(p) if p ∈ Û1,j .

By (U4), we haveˆ
M

|ū1,j |qdV0 =
ˆ
ψ1,j(B(0,r̂1,j)∩{xn>0})

|ū1,j |qdV0 +
ˆ
ψ1,j(B(0,r̂1,j)∩{xn<0})

|ū1,j |qdV0

≤ (1 + R2)

ˆ
Û1,j

|u|qdV0. (3.2)

Furthermore, from the inequality |a+ b| ≤ 2q−1(|a|q + |b|q), (U4), and (W1),ˆ
M

|∇ū1,j |qdV1 =
ˆ
ψ1,j(B(0,r̂1,j)∩{xn>0})

|∇ū1,j |qdV1 +
ˆ
ψ1,j(B(0,r̂1,j)∩{xn<0})

|∇ū1,j |qdV1

≤
ˆ
ψ1,j(B(0,r̂1,j)∩{xn>0})

2q−1(|ζ1,j∇u|q + |u∇ζ1,j |q)dV1

+

ˆ
ψ1,j(B(0,r̂1,j)∩{xn>0})

2q−1R2(|R2ζ1,j∇u|q + |u∇ζ1,j |q)dV1

≤ C2(n, q)

[
δqKq(1 + R2)

ˆ
Û1,j

|u|qdV0 + (1 + R1+q
2 )

ˆ
Û1,j

|∇u|qdV1

]
. (3.3)

Hence, the operator E :W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1) →W 1,q(M ; V0, V1), defined by

Eu =
∑

(k,i)∈{0,1}×N

ūk,i,

is linear. Also, by (U3), (3.2), and (3.3), we obtain the estimate (3.1). □

Now we will define the extension operator for weighted Sobolev spaces for the tangent bundle.

Corollary 3.3. Assume (U1)-(U4) is verified for q ≥ 1, and the weight functions V0, V1 satisfy the
condition (W1). Let δ ≥ 1. There exists a bounded linear extension operator

ET :W 1,q(TΩ; V0, V1) →W 1,q(TM ; V0, V1)
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satisfying ETu = u a.e. in Ω, supp ETu ⊂ ∪(k,i)∈{0,1}×Nψk,i(B(0, rk,i + δ−1(r̂k,i − rk,i)), and

∥ET v∥1,q,TM,V0,V1 ≤ c(n, q)

[
(1 + R2)(1 + δqKq)

ˆ
Ω
|v|qdV0 + (1 + R1+q

2 )

ˆ
Ω
∥∇v∥qgdV1

] 1
q

.

Proof. The proof follows the same argument as the proof of Proposition 3.2, while also considering

v = aj∂j and ∇Xv = X(aj)∂j + aj∇X∂j in Ûk,i,

where aj ∈W 1,q(Ûk,i; V0, V1), j = 1, . . . , n, and X is a vector field. □

To obtain the extension operator under other hypotheses, we have the following remarks:

Remark 3.4. See [48]. Let M3 be a Riemannian manifold of dimension n ≥ 2, r > 0 and H,K ≥ 0.
An open subset U ⊂ M3 is called (r,H,K)-regular if

(a) Ū ̸= M3 is a connected smooth manifold with (smooth) boundary ∂U .
(b) For any q1 ∈ ∂U , there is a point q ∈ M3\U such that B(q, r) ⊂ M3\U and B(q, r) ∩ ∂U =

{q1}.
(c) For any q1 ∈ ∂U , there is a point q ∈ U such that B(q, r) ⊂ U and B(q, r) ∩ ∂U = {q1};
(d) The second fundamental form II with respect to the inward pointing normal of ∂U satisfies

−H ≤ II ≤ H .
(e) the sectional curvature satisfies Sec ≤ K on the tubular neighborhood T (∂U, r) of ∂U .

Fix K,H ≥ 0 and a complete Riemannian manifold M3n with n ≥ 2. There exists r0 = r0(K,H) >
0 such that for any r ∈ (0, r0], there exists C(r,K,H) > 0 and an extension operator EU : H1(U) →
H1(M3) satisfying

∥EU∥ ≤ C(K,H, r)

for any open (r,H,K)-regular subset U .

Remark 3.5. See [18]. An open set Ω0 ⊂ Rn, n ≥ 2, is an (ϵ, δ) domain if for all x, y ∈ Ω0 with
|x− y| < δ, there exists a rectifiable curve γ connecting x and y such that γ lies in Ω0 and

ℓ(γ) <
|x− y|
ϵ

, d(z) >
ϵ|x− z||y − z|

|x− y|
∀z ∈ γ.

Here, ℓ(γ) is the length of γ, and d(z) is the distance between z and the boundary of Ω0. Let us
decompose Ω0 = ∪Ω0,α into connected components and define

rad(Ω0) := inf
α

inf
x∈Ω0,α

sup
y∈Ω0,α

|x− y|.

Let Ω0 be an (ϵ, δ) domain with rad(Ω0) > 0. If 1 ≤ q < ∞ and w ∈ Aq (the class of Muckenhoupt
weights), then there exists an extension operator E on Ω0 such that

∥Eu∥W 1,q(Rn;w) ≤ C∥u∥W 1,q(Ω0;w) ∀u ∈W 1,q(Rn;w),

where ∥u∥W 1,q(Ω0;w) :=
(´

Ω0
|u|qwdx+

´
Ω0

|∇u|qwdx
)1/q

and C = C(ϵ, δ, k, w, p, n, rad(Ω0)) > 0.
Furthermore, ∥E∥ → ∞ as either rad(Ω0) → 0, ϵ→ 0, or δ → 0.

3.1. Compact embedding. The proof of our embedding theorems is based on the following lemma.

Lemma 3.6.
(i) Assume that

W 1,q(Ωm; V0, V1) → Lq0(Ωm; V2) is compact for every m, (3.4)

lim
m→∞

sup
∥u∥1,q,Ω,V0,V1≤1

∥u∥q0,Ωm,V2 = 0. (3.5)

Then W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1) → Lq0(Ω; V2) is compact. On the other hand, if W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1) →
Lq0(Ω; V2) is compact, then (3.5) holds.
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(ii) If

W 1,q(Ωm; V0, V1) → Lq0(Ωm; V2) is continuous for every m, (3.6)

lim
m→∞

sup
∥u∥1,q,Ω,V0,V1≤1

∥u∥q0,Ωm,V2 <∞. (3.7)

Then W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1) → Lq0(Ω; V2) is continuous. If W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1) → Lq0(Ω; V2) is continu-
ous, then (3.7) holds.

Proof. (i) Notice that (3.5) is equivalent to the statement that to every ϵ > 0 there exists anm0, such that

∥u∥q0q0,Ω,V2 ≤ ϵ∥u∥q01,q,Ω,V0,V1 + ∥u∥q0q0,Ωm0 ,V2
∀u ∈W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1). (3.8)

Now let uj be a bounded sequence in W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1), ∥uj∥1,q,Ω,V0,V1 ≤ C1 and let ϵ > 0 be given.
From (3.8) and (3.4) it follows that there is a subsequence which is a Cauchy sequence in Lq0(Ωm0 ; V2).
Therefore, we can find mϵ such that for every i, j ≥ mϵ

∥uj − ui∥q0q0,Ω,V2 ≤ ϵ∥uj − ui∥q01,q,Ω,V0,V1 + ∥uj − ui∥q0q0,Ωm0 ,V2

≤ (2q0Cq01 + 1)ϵ.

Consequently, uj contains a Cauchy sequence in Lq0(Ω; V2). Hence W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1) → Lq0(Ω; V2) is
compact.

Now, let W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1) → Lq0(Ω; V2) be compact and assume that (3.8) does not hold. Then there
exist an ϵ > 0 and a scquence (uj) in W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1), such that

∥uj∥q0q0,Ω,V2 > ϵ∥uj∥q01,q,Ω,V0,V1 + ∥uj∥q0q0,Ωj ,V2 .

Write ũj = uj/∥uj∥q01,q,Ω,V0,V1 , hence

∥ũj∥q0q0,Ω,V2 > ϵ+ ∥ũj∥q0q0,Ωj ,V2 . (3.9)

Since ũj is bounded in W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1), there is a subsequence converging to ũ in Lq0(Ω; V2). Now
taking the limit in (3.9), we get

∥ũ∥q0q0,Ω,V2 ≥ ϵ+ ∥ũ∥q0q0,Ω,V2 ,
which is a contradiction.

(ii) The second part of Lemma 3.6 can be proved in a similar way to (i). □

Proof of Proposition 1.1. We have

∥v∥q0,B(0,1) ≤ C1∥v∥1,q,B(0,1), ∀v ∈W 1,q(B(0, 1)),

where B(0, 1) ⊂ Rn and C1 = C1(q, q0, n,B(0, 1)) > 0.
Let u ∈W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1). By Proposition 3.2,

∥ū∥1,q,M,V0,V1 ≤ C2∥u∥1,q,Ω,V0,V1 , (3.10)

where ū = Eu ∈W 1,q(M ; V0, V1) and C2 = C2(n, q,R2,Kq) > 0.
Let ψk,i(0) ∈ Dm, m ≥ m∗. Then,(ˆ

Ûk,i

|ū|q0dvg

) 1
q0

=

(ˆ
B(0,r̂k,i)

|ū ◦ ψk,i|q0
√

det[gab]dx

) 1
q0

≤ C1∥Gk,i∥
1
q0 r̂

n
q0
k,i

(ˆ
B(0,1)

|ū ◦ ψk,i(r̂k,iy)|qdy

) 1
q

≤ C1∥Gk,i∥
1
q0 ∥G−1

k,i∥
1
q r̂

n
q0
k,i

(
r̂−nk,i

ˆ
Ûk,i

|ū|qdvg + r̂−n+qk,i ∥dψk,i∥
ˆ
Ûk,i

|∇ū|qdvg

) 1
q

.
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From (W2) and (W1), we getˆ
Ûk,i

|ū|q0dV2 ≤
[
b

1
q0
2 (ψk,i(0))C1∥Gk,i∥

1
q0 ∥G−1

k,i∥
1
q r̂

n
q0

−n
q
+1

k,i

]q0

·

(
r̂−qk,i

ˆ
Ûk,i

|ū|qdvg + ∥dψk,i∥
ˆ
Ûk,i

|∇ū|qdvg

) q0
q

≤ Cq01

[
b
1/q0
2 (ψk,i(0))

b
1/q
1 (ψk,i(0))

∥Gk,i∥
1
q0 ∥G−1

k,i∥
1
q r̂

n
q0

−n
q
+1

k,i

]q0

·

(
r̂−qk,i∥dψk,i∥

−1
B(0,r̂k,i)

ˆ
Ûk,i

|ū|qdV1 +
ˆ
Ûk,i

|∇ū|qdV1

) q0
q

≤ Cq01 (Bmq,q0)
q0

(
Kq

ˆ
Ûk,i

|ū|qdV0 +
ˆ
Ûk,i

|∇ū|qdV1

) q0
q

.

From (U3),

∥ū∥q0q0,Dm,V2 ≤ Cq01 (Bmq,q0)
q0

∑
k,i

Kq

ˆ
Ûk,i

|ū|qdV0 +
ˆ
Ûk,i

|∇ū|qdV1


q0
q

≤ Cq01 (Bmq,q0)
q0 [R1(Kq + 1)]

q0
q ∥ū∥q01,q,M,V0,V1

.

By (3.10)

∥u∥q0,Ωm,V2 ≤ C2C1Bmq,q0 [R1(Kq + 1)]
1
q ∥u∥1,q,Ω,V0,V1 . (3.11)

Recall that Vi and W are bounded from above and from below by positive constants on each compact
subset of M . Therefore the proof of the proposition follow from Lemma 3.6 and (3.11). □

Using Lemma 2.3 and the argument from the proof of Proposition 1.1 (as in the proof of [46, Propo-
sition 3.6]), we have the

Corollary 3.7. Assume that (U1) - (U4), (W1) and (W2) are verified. Suppose 1 ≤ q < n and nq/(n−q) ≥
q0 ≥ q.

(i) If limm→∞ Bmq,q0 <∞, then W 1,q(TΩ; V0, V1) → Lq0(TΩ; V2) is continuous.
(ii) If limm→∞ Bmq,q0 = 0, then W 1,q(TΩ; V0, V1) → Lq0(TΩ; V2) is compact.

3.2. Compact traces. Proceeding similarly to Lemma 3.6, we have the

Lemma 3.8.
(i) Assume that

W 1,q(Ωm; V0, V1) → Lq1(Γm; W) is compact for every m, (3.12)

lim
m→∞

sup
∥u∥1,q,Ω,V0,V1≤1

∥u∥q1,Γm,W = 0. (3.13)

Then W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1) → Lq1(Γ; W) is compact. On the other hand, if the trace operator is
compact, then (3.13) holds.

(ii) If

W 1,q(Ωm; V0, V1) → Lq1(Γm; W) is continuous for every m, (3.14)

lim
m→∞

sup
∥u∥1,q,Ω,V0,V1≤1

∥u∥q1,Γm,W <∞. (3.15)

ThenW 1,q(Ω; V0, V1) → Lq1(Γ; W) is continuous. If the trace operator is continuous, then (3.15)
holds.
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Proof of Proposition 1.2. We have

∥v∥q1,B(0,1)∩{xn=0} ≤ c1∥v∥1,q,B(0,1), ∀v ∈W 1,q(B(0, 1)),

where B(0, 1) ⊂ Rn and c1 = c1(q, q1, n,B(0, 1)) > 0.
Let u ∈W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1). By Proposition 3.2,

∥ū∥1,q,M,V0,V1 ≤ c2∥u∥1,q,Ω,V0,V1 , (3.16)

where ū = Eu ∈W 1,q(M ; V0, V1) and c2 = c2(n, q,R2,Kq) > 0.
Let ψ1,j(0) ∈ Γm, m ≥ m∗. Then,(ˆ

Û1,j∩Γ
|u|q1dσg

) 1
q1

=

(ˆ
B(0,r̂1,j)∩{xn=0}

|u ◦ ψ1,j |q1
√

det[gΓ,ab]dσ

) 1
q1

≤ c1∥GΓ,1,j∥
1
q1 r̂

n−1
q1

1,j

(ˆ
B(0,1)

|ū ◦ ψ1,j(r̂1,jy)|qdy

) 1
q

≤ c1∥GΓ,1,j∥
1
q1 ∥G−1

1,j∥
1
q r̂

n−1
q1

1,j

(
r̂−n1,j

ˆ
Û1,j

|ū|qdvg + r̂−n+q1,j ∥dψ1,j∥
ˆ
Û1,j

|∇ū|qdvg

) 1
q

,

Proceeding similarly the proof of Proposition 1.1, from (W2) and (W3), we get

ˆ
Γ
|u|q1dW ≤ cq11 (BmΓ,q,q0)

q1

(
Kq

ˆ
Û1,j

|ū|qdV0 +
ˆ
Û1,j

|∇ū|qdV1

) q1
q

.

From (U3),

∥u∥q1q1,Γm,W ≤ cq11 (BmΓ,q,q0)
q1

∑
j

Kq

ˆ
Û1,j

|ū|qdV0 +
ˆ
Û1,j

|∇ū|qdV1


q1
q

≤ cq11 (BmΓ,q,q0)
q1 [R1(Kq + 1)]

q1
q ∥ū∥q11,q,M,V0,V1

.

By (3.10)

∥u∥q1,Γm,W ≤ c2c1BmΓ,q,q0 [R1(Kq + 1)]
1
q ∥u∥1,q,Ω,V0,V1 . (3.17)

Recall that Vi and W are bounded from above and from below by positive constants on each compact
subset of M . Therefore the proof of the proposition follow from Lemma 3.8 and (3.17). □

Following the proof of Proposition 1.2 and using Lemma 3.2 (as in the proof of [46, Proposition 3.6]),
we have the

Corollary 3.9. Assume that (U1) - (U4), (W1) and (W3) are verified. Suppose 1 ≤ q < n and (n −
1)q/(n− q) ≥ q1 ≥ q.

(i) If limm→∞ BmΓ,q,q0 < ∞, then there exists a continuous trace operator W 1,q(TΩ; V0, V1) →
Lq1(TΩΓ; W).

(ii) If limm→∞ BmΓ,q,q0 = 0, then the trace operator W 1,q(TΩ; V0, V1) → Lq1(TΩΓ; W) is compact.

4. PRINCIPAL EIGENVALUES FOR INDEFINITE WEIGHT

Before proving Theorem 1.5, we will prove the preliminary results Proposition 4.3 - 4.5.

4.1. Elliptic estimates. Similarly to Lemma 3.1 we have the

Lemma 4.1. Suppose 0 < r < R ≤ r̂1,j and j ∈ N fixed. There exist a smooth function ζ : Û1,j → [0, 1]

such that ζ = 1 in ψ1,j(B(0, r)), supp ζ ⊂ ψ1,j(B(0, R)), and |∇ζ|g ≤ C1(n)∥d(ψ−1
1,j )∥(R − r)−1 in

Û1,j .



WEIGHTED SOBOLEV SPACES AND AN EIGENVALUE PROBLEM 15

For h ∈ R and t ∈ (0, r̂1,j). We define,

Q[u, v] :=

ˆ
Ω
g(∇u,∇v)dV1 +

ˆ
Ω
uvdV0,

Ψ(h, t) :=

√ˆ
U(h,t)

u2hdV2 +
ˆ
UΓ(h,t)

u2hdW,

where u, v ∈W 1,2(Ω; V0, V1),

uh := (u− h)+,

U(h, t) := {q ∈ ψ1,j(B(0, t) ∩ {xn > 0}) | u(q) > h},
UΓ(h, t) := {q ∈ ψ1,j(B(0, t) ∩ {xn = 0}) | u(q) > h}.

The proof of the next lemma will be given in the appendix.

Lemma 4.2. Suppose R2
1,j(p)V1(p) ≤ K2V2(p) for a.e. p ∈ Û1,j . Assume that c2, f ∈ Lq2(Û1,j∩Ω; V2),

and c3, f1 ∈ Lq3(Û1,j ∩ Γ; W) for some q2, q3 > max{2V/(2V − 2), 2W/(2W − 2)}. Suppose

Q[u, vh] +

ˆ
Û1,j∩Ω

c2uvhdV2 +
ˆ
Û1,j∩Γ

c3uvhdW ≤
ˆ
Û1,j∩Ω

fvhdV2 +
ˆ
Û1,j∩Γ

f1vhdW, (4.1)

for all h ≥ 0, where vh = uhζ
2 and ζ is given in Lemma 4.1.

There exist ϵ = ϵ(q2, q3, 2V, 2W) > 0 and C2 = C2(n, C2V , C2W , 2V, 2W, q2, q3) > 0 such that if

h2 > h1

≥ C2max
{
∥c2∥q22V/[q2(2V−2)−2V]

q2,Û1,j∩Ω,V2
, ∥c3∥q32W/[q3(2W−2)−2W]

q3,Γ∩Û1,j ,W
, 1
}
max{∥u+∥2,Û1,j∩Ω,V2 , ∥u

+∥2,Û1,j∩Γ,W},

then
Ψ(h2, r)

≤ C3

[
r̂1,j − r1,j

(R− r)(h2 − h1)ϵ
+

∥f∥q2,Û1,j∩Ω,V2 + ∥f1∥q3,Û1,j∩Γ,W + h2

(h2 − h1)1+ϵ

]
Ψ1+ϵ(h1, R),

(4.2)

where C3 = C3(n, C2V , C2W , 2V, 2W, q2, q3,K2) > 0.

Proposition 4.3. Suppose R2
1,j(p)V1(p) ≤ K2V2(p) for a.e. p ∈ Û1,j . Assume that c2, f ∈ Lq2(Û1,j ∩

Ω; V2), and c3, f1 ∈ Lq3(Û1,j ∩ Γ; W) for some q2, q3 > max{2V/(2V − 2), 2W/(2W − 2)}. Suppose

Q[u, vh] +

ˆ
Ω
c2uvhdV2 +

ˆ
Γ
c3uvhdW ≤

ˆ
Ω
fvhdV2 +

ˆ
Γ
f1vhdW,

for all h ≥ 0, vh = uhζ
2 and ζ ∈ C∞

0 (Û1,j). Then

ess sup
U1,j∩Ω

u+ + ess sup
U1,j∩Γ

u+

≤ C
(
1 + max

{
∥c2∥q22V/[q2(2V−2)−2V]

q2,Û1,j∩Ω,V2
, ∥c3∥q32W/[q3(2W−2)−2W]

q3,Û1,j∩Γ,W

})
· (∥u+∥2,Û1,j∩Ω,V2 + ∥u+∥2,Û1,j∩Γ,W)

+ C(∥f∥q2,Û1,j∩Ω,V2 + ∥f1∥q3,Û1,j∩Γ,W),

where C = C(n, C2V , C2W , 2V, 2W, q2, q3,K2) > 0.

Proof. We carry out the iteration. Define for i ∈ N ∪ {0},

hi := h0 + h

(
1− 1

2i

)
≤ h0 + h and Ri := r1,j +

1

2i
(r̂1,j − r1,j).

where

h0 = C2max
{
∥c2∥q22V/[q2(2V−2)−2V]

q2,Û1,j∩Ω,V2
, ∥c3∥q32W/[q3(2W−2)−2W]

q3,Γ∩Û1,j ,W
, 1
}
max{∥u+∥2,Û1,j∩Ω,V2 , ∥u

+∥2,Û1,j∩Γ,W},

C2 is given Lemma 4.2, and h > 0 will be determined later.
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We have

hi − hi−1 =
h

2i
and Ri−1 −Ri =

r̂1,j − r1,j
2i

.

Hence, from (4.2),

Ψ(hi, Ri)

≤ C3

[
2i +

2i(∥f∥q2,Û1,j∩Ω,V2 + ∥f1∥q3,Û1,j∩Γ,W + h0 + h)

h

]
2ϵi

hϵ
Ψ1+ϵ(hi−1, Ri−1)

≤ 2C3(∥f∥q2,Û1,j∩Ω,V2 + ∥f1∥q3,Û1,j∩Γ,W + h0 + h)
2(1+ϵ)i

h1+ϵ
Ψ1+ϵ(hi−1, Ri−1), (4.3)

Next we prove inductively for any i ∈ N ∪ {0},

Ψ(hi, Ri) ≤
Ψ(h0, R0)

γi
for some γ > 1, (4.4)

if h is sufficiently large. It is true for i = 0. Suppose it is true for i− 1. We have

Ψ1+ϵ(hi−1, Ri−1) ≤
(
Ψ(h0, R0)

γi−1

)1+ϵ

=
Ψϵ(h0, R0)

γiϵ−(1+ϵ)

Ψ(h0, R0)

γi
. (4.5)

Then, by (4.3) and (4.5), we obtain

Ψ(hi, Ri)

≤ 2C3γ
1+ϵ

∥f∥q2,Û1,j∩Ω,V2 + ∥f1∥q3,Û1,j∩Γ,W + h0 + h

h1+ϵ
Ψϵ(h0, R0)

2i(1+ϵ)

γiϵ
Ψ(h0, R0)

γi
.

Choose γ first such that γϵ = 21+ϵ. Note γ > 1. Next, we need

2C3γ
1+ϵ

(
Ψ(h0, R0)

h

)ϵ ∥f∥q2,Û1,j∩Ω,V2 + ∥f1∥q3,Û1,j∩Γ,W + h0 + h

h
≤ 1.

Therefore, we choose

h = C(∥f∥q2,Û1,j∩Ω,V2 + ∥f1∥q3,Û1,j∩Γ,W + h0 +Ψ(h0, R0)),

for C = C(n, C2V , C2W , 2V, 2W, q2, q3,K2) > 0 large. Which prove (4.4).
Taking i→ ∞ in (4.4), we conclude

Ψ(h0 + h, r1,j) = 0.

Hence, we have

ess sup
U1,j∩Ω

u+ + ess sup
U1,j∩Γ

u+

≤ 2(C + 1)(∥f∥q2,Û1,j∩Ω,V2 + ∥f1∥q3,Û1,j∩Γ,W + h0 +Ψ(h0, R0))

≤ 2(C + 1)(∥f∥q2,Û1,j∩Ω,V2 + ∥f1∥q3,Û1,j∩Γ,W

+ C2max
{
∥c2∥q22V/[q2(2V−2)−2V]

q2,Û1,j ,V2
, ∥c3∥q32W/[q3(2W−2)−2W]

q3,Γ∩Û1,j ,W
, 1
}

·max{∥u+∥2,Û1,j∩Ω,V2 , ∥u
+∥2,Û1,j∩Γ,W}

+ ∥u+∥2,Û1,j∩Ω,V2 + ∥u+∥2,Û1,j∩Γ,W).

This finishes the proof. □

Similarly, we can show that:

Proposition 4.4. Suppose R2
1,j(p)V1(p) ≤ K2V2(p) for a.e. p ∈ Û1,j . Assume that c2, f ∈ Lq2(Û1,j ∩

Ω; V2) for some q2 > 2V/(2V − 2). Suppose

Q[u, vh] +

ˆ
Ω
c2uvhdV2 ≤

ˆ
Ω
fvhdV2,
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for all h ≥ 0, vh = uhζ
2 and ζ ∈ C∞

0 (Û1,j). Then

ess sup
U1,j∩Ω

u+ ≤ C
(
1 + ∥c2∥q22V/[q2(2V−2)−2V]

q2,Û1,j∩Ω,V2

)
∥u+∥2,Û1,j∩Ω,V2 + C∥f∥q2,Û1,j∩Ω,V2 ,

where C = C(n, C2V , 2V, q2,K2) > 0.

Proposition 4.5. Suppose R2
0,i(p)V1(p) ≤ K2V2(p) for a.e. p ∈ Û0,i. Assume that c2, f ∈ Lq2(Û0,i; V2),

for some q2 > 2V/(2V − 2). Suppose

Q[u, vh] +

ˆ
Ω
c2uvhdV2 ≤

ˆ
Ω
fvhdV2,

for all h ≥ 0, vh = uhζ
2 and ζ ∈ C∞

0 (Û0,i). Then

ess sup
U0,i

u+ ≤ C
(
1 + ∥c2∥q22V/[q2(2V−2)−2V]

q2,Û0,i,V2

)
∥u+∥2,Û0,i,V2

+ C∥f∥q2,Û0,i,V2
,

where C = C(n, C2V , 2V, q2,K2) > 0.

4.2. Proof of Theorem 1.5. Steep 1. For all u ∈ L2(Ω; V2), there exists a unique solution A0u ∈
W 1,2(Ω; V0, V1) ⊂ L2V(Ω; V2) such that:

(τu, v)V2 = Q[A0u, v] ∀v ∈W 1,2(Ω; V0, V1),

where (·, ·)V2 denotes the inner product associated with ∥·∥2,Ω,V2 . We have the operatorA :W 1,2(Ω; V0, V1) →
W 1,2(Ω; V0, V1) defined by Au := A0u is symmetric.

Steep 2. A is compact.

Indeed, suppose first that supp τ ⊂ Ωm for some m ∈ N. Then

∥Aui −Auj∥21,2,Ω,V0,V1 ≤ ∥τ∥L∞(Ωm)∥ui − uj∥2V/(2V−1),Ωm,V2∥Aui −Auj∥2V,Ωm,V2 .

From (1.4),
∥Aui −Auj∥1,2,Ω,V0,V1 ≤ C2V∥τ∥L∞(Ω)∥ui − uj∥2V/(2V−1),Ωm,V2 .

Hence, A is compact. This is because V0 and V1 are bounded from above and below by positive constants
on each compact subset of M . Consequently, W 1,2(Ωm; V0, V1) → L2V/(2V−1)(Ωm; V2) is compact.

In general, set

τm(p) :=

{
τ(p) if p ∈ Ωm,

0 if p ∈ Ω\Ωm,

and let Am : W 1,2(Ω; V0, V1) → W 1,2(Ω; V0, V1), defined by (τmu, v)V2 = Q[Amu, v], for u, v ∈
W 1,2(Ω; V0, V1). Then

∥Amu−Au∥21,2,Ω,V0,V1 ≤ ∥τm − τ∥2V/(2V−2),Ω,V2∥u∥2V,Ω,V2∥Amu−Au∥2V,Ω,V2 .

From (1.4),
∥Amu−Au∥1,2,Ω,V0,V1 ≤ C∥τm − τ∥2V/(2V−2),Ω,V2∥u∥2V,Ω,V2 .

We conclude A is compact.
Therefore there exist infinitely many eigenvalues · · · ≤ λ−2 ≤ λ−1 < 0 < λ+1 ≤ λ+2 ≤ · · · of

−div(V1∇u) + V0u = λV2τu in Ω,

V1
∂u

∂ν
= 0 on Γ,

Also, u ∈W 2,2
loc (Ω̄) and as consequence of Propositions 4.4 and 4.5, we have u ∈ L∞

loc(Ω̄).

Steep 3. If (W4) holds, we show that u ∈ L∞(Ω). Moreover, if u ∈W 1,2
0 (Ω̄; V0, V1), then

lim
m→∞

ess sup
Ωm

|u| = 0. (4.6)
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Let q2 > 2V/(2V− 2). From Propositions 4.4 and 4.5, we have there is a constant C1 = C1(n, C2V , 2V,
q2,K2) > 0 such that

ess sup
U1,j∩Ω

|u| ≤ C1

(
1 + ∥λτ∥q22V/[q2(2V−2)−2V]

q2,Û1,j∩Ω,V2

)
∥u∥2,Û1,j∩Ω,V2 ,

ess sup
U0,i

|u| ≤ C1

(
1 + ∥λτ∥q22V/[q2(2V−2)−2V]

q2,Û0,i,V2

)
∥u∥2,Û0,i,V2

,

for all i, j ∈ N.
Let ϵ > 0. Since u ∈W 1,2

0 (Ω̄; V0, V1), we have there exist ζ ∈ C∞
0 (M) such that ∥ζ−u∥1,2,Ω,V0,V1 <

ϵ. Let m0 ∈ N such that supp ζ ⊂ Dm0 . If Û1,j ∩Ω, Û0,i ⊂ Ω\Dm0 , from (W4), (1.4) and (1.5), we have

ess sup
U1,j∩Ω

|u| ≤ C1

[
1 + (∥λτ∥q2L∞(Ω)K3)

2V/[q2(2V−2)−2V]
]

K
2V−2
2V

3 ∥u∥2V,Û1,j∩Ω,V2

≤ C1

[
1 + (∥λτ∥q2L∞(Ω)K3)

2V/[q2(2V−2)−2V]
]

· K
2V−2
2V

3 (∥u− ζ∥2V,Û1,j∩Ω,V2 + ∥ζ∥2V,Û1,j∩Ω,V2)

≤ C1

[
1 + (∥λτ∥q2L∞(Ω)K3)

2V/[q2(2V−2)−2V]
]
C2VK

2V−2
2V

3 ϵ

and

ess sup
U0,i

|u| ≤ C1

[
1 + (∥λτ∥q2L∞(Ω)K3)

2V/[q2(2V−2)−2V]
]
C2VK

2V−2
2V

3 ϵ.

Therefore
lim
m→∞

ess sup
Ωm

|u| = 0.

With this, we conclude the proof of Theorem 1.5.

Proposition 4.6. Assume the hypotheses of Corollary 1.3 hold. Suppose V1 ∈ C1(M), τ ∈ L2V/(2V−2)(Ω;
V2) ∩ L∞(Ω), and {τ > 0} and {τ < 0} do not have empty interiors. Assume that r̂k,i − rk,i < 1 and
gab(y)xaxb ≥ θ|x|2 for all x ∈ Rn and y ∈ B(0, r̂k,i), for some θ > 0. If u is a weak solution of (1.2),
we have the estimateˆ

Uk,i

|∇2u|2dV3 ≤ C(n)

[
(C1 + C2)

ˆ
Ûk,i

u2dV0 + C3

ˆ
Ûk,i

|∇u|2dV1

]
,

where

C1 =

[
∥λτV2∥L∞(Ûk,i)

+ ∥V0∥L∞(Ûk,i)

r̂k,i − rk,i

]2 ∥V3∥L∞(Ûk,i)

infÛk,i
V0(infÛk,i

V1)2
R2
4R3/2

6

θ2
,

C2 =
R2
4R2

5R1/2
6

θ

∥V3∥L∞(Ûk,i)

infÛk,i
V1

,

C3 =

[
1 +

∥
√
det[gab]∥L∞(Ûk,i)

max{R7,R8}
θ infÛk,i

V1(r̂k,i − rk,i)

]2
R2
4R1/2

6 ∥V3∥L∞(Ûk,i)

θ(infÛk,i
V1) infÛk,i

V0
,

R4 := supa,b ∥gab∥L∞(Ûk,i)
, R5 = supa,b,c ∥Γc

ab∥L∞(Ûk,i)
(Γc

ab are the Christoffel symbols), R6 :=

(supÛk,i det[gab])(supÛk,i det[g
ab]), R7 := supa,b ∥V1

√
det[gcd]g

ab∥L∞(Ûk,i)
, and R8 :=

supa,b ∥∇δRn (V1
√
det[gcd]g

ab)∥L∞(Ûk,i)
.

Proof. Using a chart ψ1,j : B(0, r̂1,j) → Û1,j , by (2.1), we have

|∇2u|2 = gabgcd
(
uxaxcuxbxd − Γmacuxmuxbxd − Γmbduxmuxaxc + ΓmacΓ

ℓ
bduxmuxℓ

)
, (4.7)

where, for simplicity, we are writing u(x) = u ◦ ψ1,j(x) for x ∈ B(0, r̂1,j) ∩ {xn > 0}.
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For every function f : B(0, r̂1,j) ∩ {xn ≥ 0} → R, we define f̄(x) := f(x1, . . . , xn−1, |xn|) for
x ∈ B(0, r̂1,j). Henceˆ

B(0,r̂1,j)
P cdūxcvxddx+

ˆ
B(0,r̂1,j)

Q̄ūvdx = 0, ∀v ∈ H1(B(0, r̂1,j)),

where P cd = V1
√

det[gab]g
cd and Q =

√
det[gab](V0 − λτV2).

Following the argument in [27, Interior H2-regularity], we have the estimate
ˆ
B(0,r1,j)

|ūxaxb |
2dx ≤ c(n)

(
c1

ˆ
B(0,r̂1,j)

ū2dx+ c2

ˆ
B(0,r̂1,j)

|∇ū|2dx

)
, (4.8)

where

c1 =

[
∥
√
det[gab]∥L∞(B(0,r̂1,j))(∥τV2

√
det[gab]∥L∞(B(0,r̂1,j)) + ∥V0

√
det[gab]∥L∞(B(0,r̂1,j)))

θ(r̂1,j − r1,j) infB(0,r̂1,j) V1

]2
,

c2 =

[
1 +

∥
√
det[gab]∥L∞(B(0,r̂1,j)) max{c3, c4}
θ(r̂1,j − r1,j) infB(0,r̂1,j) V1

]2
,

c3 = supc,d ∥V1
√

det[gab]gcd∥L∞(B(0,r̂1,j)), and c4 = supc,d ∥∇(V1
√

det[gab]gcd)∥L∞(B(0,r̂1,j)).
Employing (4.7) and (4.8), we conclude the proof of Theorem 1.5 4.6. □

The following remark shows possible conditions that limit Ri, i = 4, . . . , 8, along M .

Remark 4.7. See [51, Theorem 2.5] for more details. See also [52]. Let (Mn
2 , g), n ≥ 2, be a Riemann-

ian manifold with boundary ∂M2. To given c > 0, k ∈ N, and dimension n, there exist R1, R2, R3 > 0
and c1 > 0 such that the following holds:

(a) If p ∈ ∂M2, 0 < r1 ≤ R1, 0 < r2 ≤ R2, and κp : B(0, r1) × [0, r2) → M2 is a normal
boundary chart, and if |∇iR| ≤ c and |∇̄il| ≤ c for i = 0, . . . , k on the image of κp, then in
these coordinates we get

|Dαgij | ≤ c1 and |Dαgij | ≤ c1 whenever |α| ≤ k.

Here, R is the curvature and l the second fundamental form tensor. ∇ is the Levi-Civita connec-
tion of M2, and ∇̄ is the one of ∂M2.

(b) If, on the other hand,

|Dαgij | ≤ c and |Dαgij | ≤ c for |α| ≤ k + 2,

then, on the image of κp,

|∇iR| ≤ c1 and |∇̄il| ≤ c1 for i = 0, . . . , k.

5. EIGENVALUE PROBLEM WITH L1-DATA

We begin with the following auxiliary result. Then we will proceed to prove Theorem 1.8.

Lemma 5.1. Assume n < q. Then there exists a constant C = C(n, q,K3) > 0, such that

∥u∥L∞(Ûk,i∩Ω) ≤ C[∥dψk,i∥(r̂k,i − rk,i) + 1]∥u∥1,q,Ûk,i∩Ω,V0,V1 ∀u ∈W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1). (5.1)

Proof. Let u ∈W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1). Using Proposition 3.2, we write ū = Eu.

Steep 1. For x ∈ B(0, rk,i), we have the estimate: 
B(x,r̂k,i−|x|)

|ū ◦ ψk,i(y)− ū ◦ ψk,i(x)|dy

≤ C1(n)∥dψk,i∥
ˆ
B(x,r̂k,i−|x|)

|∇ū| ◦ ψk,i(y)
|y − x|n−1

dy.
(5.2)
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The proof follows the same argument of [27, Morrey’s inequality].

Steep 2. We apply inequality (5.2) as follows:

|ū ◦ ψk,i(x)| ≤
 
B(x,r̂k,i−|x|)

|ū ◦ ψk,i(x)− ū ◦ ψk,i(y)|dy +
 
B(x,r̂k,i−|x|)

|ū ◦ ψk,i(y)|dy

≤ C1∥dψk,i∥
ˆ
B(x,r̂k,i−|x|)

|∇ū| ◦ ψk,i(y)
|x− y|n−1

dy

+ C2(n)(r̂k,i − |x|)−n
ˆ
B(x,r̂k,i−|x|)

|ū ◦ ψk,i(y)|dy

≤ C1∥dψk,i∥

(ˆ
B(x,r̂k,i−|x|)

(|∇ū| ◦ ψk,i(y))qdy

) 1
q
(ˆ

B(x,r̂k,i−|x|)
|x− y|−

(n−1)q
q−1 dy

) q−1
q

+ C3(n)(r̂k,i − |x|)−
n
q

(ˆ
B(x,r̂k,i−|x|)

|ū ◦ ψk,i(y)|qdy

) 1
q

≤ C4(n, q)∥dψk,i∥(r̂k,i − |x|)
q−n
q

(ˆ
B(x,r̂k,i−|x|)

(|∇ū| ◦ ψk,i(y))qdy

) 1
q

+ C3(r̂k,i − |x|)−
n
q

(ˆ
B(x,r̂k,i−|x|)

|ū ◦ ψk,i(y)|qdy

) 1
q

≤ C4∥dψk,i∥∥G−1
k,i∥

1
q (r̂k,i − |x|)

q−n
q

(ˆ
Ûk,i

|∇ū|qdvg

) 1
q

+ C3∥G−1
k,i∥

1
q (r̂k,i − |x|)−

n
q

(ˆ
Ûk,i

|ū|qdvg

) 1
q

From (W2) and (W5),

|ū ◦ ψk,i(x)|

≤ C4∥dψk,i∥1−
1
q b

− 1
q

1 (ψk,i(0))∥G−1
k,i∥

1
q (r̂k,i − rk,i)

q−n
q

(ˆ
Ûk,i

|∇ū|qdV1

) 1
q

+ C3∥G−1
k,i∥

1
q (r̂k,i − rk,i)

−n
q

(ˆ
Ûk,i

|ū|qdvg

) 1
q

≤ C4K
1
q

3 ∥dψk,i∥(r̂k,i − rk,i)

(ˆ
Ûk,i

|∇ū|qdV1

) 1
q

+ C3K
1
q

3

(ˆ
Ûk,i

|ū|qdV0

) 1
q

.

This conclude the proof of Lemma 5.1. □

5.1. Proof of Theorem 1.8 (i). Steep 1. We first prove that

(uj) is bounded in L1(Ω; V0). (5.3)
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Indeed, if not, one can suppose (passing eventually to a subsequence) that ∥uj∥1,Ω,V0 → ∞. Set
vj =

uj
∥uj∥1,Ω,V0

. Then, vj ∈W 1,2(Ω; V0, V1), ∥vj∥1,Ω,V0 = 1, and
−div(V1∇vj) + V0vj = λV2τvj + V2

f0,j
∥uj∥1,Ω,V0

in Ω,

V1
∂vj
∂ν

= W1
f1,j

∥uj∥1,Ω,V0
on Γ,

(5.4)

Claim 5.2. The sequence (vj) is bounded in W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1) for every 1 ≤ q < n/(n− 1).

Proof. We also remark that if 1 ≤ q < n/(n− 1), then its conjugate exponent q′ > n. Hence

∥vj∥1,q,Ω,V0,V1 = sup
T∈(W1,q(Ω;V0,V1))

∗
∥T∥≤1

⟨T, vj⟩

= sup
∥w∥1,q′,Ω,V0,V1≤1

ˆ
Ω
g(∇vj ,∇w)dV1 +

ˆ
Ω
vjwdV0

= sup
∥w∥1,q′,Ω,V0,V1≤1

λ

ˆ
Ω
τvjwdV2 +

ˆ
Ω

f0,j
∥uj∥1,Ω,V0

wdV2 +
ˆ
Γ

f1,j
∥uj∥1,Γ,W

wdW1.

From (5.1), (W5), and (U3),

C1∥vj∥1,q,Ω,V0,V1

≤ |λ|∥τ∥L∞(Ω)

ˆ
Ω
|vj |dV0 +

ˆ
Ω

f0,j
∥uj∥1,Ω,V0

dV0 +
ˆ
Γ

f1,j
∥uj∥1,Ω,V0

dW.

where C1 = C1(n, q,K3,R1) > 0. Therefore (vj) is bounded. □

Let v̂j ∈W 1,2(Ω; V0, V1) be a weak solution of the problem
−div(V1∇v̂j) + V0v̂j = λV2τvj in Ω,

V1
∂v̂j
∂ν

= 0 on Γ,
(5.5)

We will now split the proof of (5.3) into two cases.

Case n = 3. From the hypotheses of Lemma 1.8, we have that there is σ ∈ (1, 3/2) such that σV ≥ 2.
It follows by Claim 5.2 and (1.4) that (vj) is bounded in LσV(Ω; V2).

If σV > 2. From (5.5), (1.4), and Hölder inequality,

∥v̂j∥21,2,Ω,V0,V1 ≤ |λ|∥τ∥σV/(σV−2),Ω,V2∥v̂j∥σV,Ω,V2∥vj∥σV,Ω,V2
≤ CσV |λ|∥τ∥σV/(σV−2),Ω,V2∥v̂j∥1,σ,Ω,V0,V1∥vj∥σV,Ω,V2
≤ C2∥v̂j∥1,2,Ω,V0,V1∥vj∥σV,Ω,V2 ,

(5.6)

where C2 = C2(CσV , |λ|, ∥τ∥σV/(σV−2),Ω,V2 , V0(Ω), V1(Ω), σ) > 0.
If σV = 2. Then

∥v̂j∥21,2,Ω,V0,V1 ≤ |λ|∥τ∥L∞(Ω)∥v̂j∥σV,Ω,V2∥vj∥σV,Ω,V2
≤ C3∥v̂j∥1,2,Ω,V0,V1∥vj∥σV,Ω,V2 ,

(5.7)

where C3 = C3(CσV , |λ|, ∥τ∥L∞(Ω), V0(Ω), V1(Ω), σ) > 0.
From (5.6) and (5.7), we conclude that v̂j is bounded in W 1,2(Ω; V0, V1).
On the other hand,

−div[V1∇(vj − v̂j)] + V0(vj − v̂j) = V2
f0,j

∥uj∥1,Ω,V0
in Ω,

V1
∂(vj − v̂j)

∂ν
= W1

f1,j
∥uj∥1,Ω,V0

on Γ,

(5.8)
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It follows by an argument similar to that applied in the proof of Claim 5.2 that (vj − v̂j) is bounded
in W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1) for every 1 ≤ q < n/(n− 1) = 3/2. So, by reflexivity (and since W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1) ⊂
W 1,1(Ω; V0, V1) if q > 1), it converges weakly (up to a subsequence) in W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1) for all 1 ≤ q <
n/(n− 1).

Passing eventually again to a subsequence, one may suppose that

vj ⇀ v in W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1). (5.9)

Therefore, by (5.8),
v̂j ⇀ v in W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1). (5.10)

Using (5.6) and (5.7), this (weak) convergence is also valid in W 1,2(Ω; V0, V1), and furthermore,
v ∈ W 1,2(Ω; V0, V1). Now, by (5.9) and (5.10), it follows that one can pass to the limit in (5.5) as
j → ∞. Hence 

−div(V1∇v) + V0v = λV2τv in Ω,

V1
∂v

∂ν
= 0 on Γ,

(5.11)

Then, since λ is not an eigenvalue, v = 0. We have obtained that vj → 0 (up to a subsequence) weakly
in W 1,q2(Ω; V0, V1), where q2 ∈ (1, n/(n− 1)) is given in (H1),

We have V0 and V1 bounded from above and below by positive constants on each open set Ωm. Also,
W 1,q2(Ωm) → Lq2(Ωm) is compact. Then we can assume that vj → 0 a.e. in Ω. Then, using (H1),
by the Vitali convergence theorem, we conclude vj → 0 in L1(Ω; V0), which is a contradiction, since
∥vj∥1,Ω,V0 = 1. This shows that our assertion (5.3) is true.

Case n ≥ 4. Set v̂(1)j = v̂j and, for each integer k ≥ 2, let v̂(k)j be the unique solution of the problem
−div(V1∇v̂(k)j ) + V0v̂

(k)
j = λV2τ v̂

(k−1)
j in Ω,

V1
∂v̂

(k)
j

∂ν
= 0 on Γ.

Let 1 < σ < n/(n − 1), where σ is given in (H1). We denote σ(0)⋆ := σ, and for each integer
1 ≤ i < n/σ,

σ(i)⋆ :=
(iσ)V
i

.

Claim 5.3. The sequence (v̂
(1)
j ) is bounded in W 1,σ(1)⋆

(Ω; V0, V1).

Proof. We have

∥v̂(1)j ∥1,σ(1)⋆,Ω,V1,V0

= sup{
ˆ
Ω
g(∇v̂(1)j ,∇w)dV1 +

ˆ
Ω
v̂
(1)
j wdV0 | ∥w∥1,(σ(1)⋆)′,Ω,V0,V1

≤ 1}

= sup{
ˆ
Ω
λτ v̂

(1)
j wdV2 | ∥w∥1,(σ(1)⋆)′,Ω,V0,V1

≤ 1}

≤ |λ|∥τ∥L∞(Ω) sup{∥v̂
(1)
j ∥σ(0)⋆,Ω,V2

∥w∥(σ(0)⋆)′,Ω,V2
| ∥w∥1,(σ(1)⋆)′,Ω,V0,V1

≤ 1}.

Using Claim 5.2, W 1,(σ(1)⋆)′(Ω; V0, V1) → L((σ(1)⋆)′)V(Ω; V2), and (σ(0)⋆)′ ≤ ((σ(1)⋆)′)V (see (H1)),
we conclude the proof of the claim. □

By the same arguments as those used in the proof of Claim 5.3, one can show that (v̂(k)j ) is bounded

in W 1,σ(k)⋆
(Ω; V0, V1) with σ(k)⋆ ≥ 2. Thus, by applying the idea used in the case n = 3, we conclude

the proof of (5.3).

Steep 2. Since (uj) ⊂ W 1,2(Ω; V0, V1) is bounded in L1(Ω; V0), applying the arguments done in the
proof of Claim 5.2 and we find that (uj) is bounded in each space W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1), 1 ≤ q < n/(n− 1).
So, there exists u ∈ ∩1≤q<n/(n−1)W

1,q(Ω; V0, V1) such that, up to a subsequence, un ⇀ u weakly in
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W 1,q(Ω; V0, V1) for all 1 ≤ q < n/(n − 1), which means that u is a solution by approximation of the
problem (1.1).

5.2. Proof of Theorem 1.8 (ii). Let us first assume that (1.1) has a solution u. Choose v ∈ Eλ an
arbitrary eigenfunction of (1.2) associated to the eigenvalue λ. We findˆ

Ω
g(∇u,∇v)dV1 +

ˆ
Ω
uvdV0 = λ

ˆ
Ω
τuvdV2 +

ˆ
Ω
f0vdV2 +

ˆ
Γ
f1vdW1.

Then ˆ
Ω
f0vdV2 +

ˆ
Ω
f1vdW1 = 0. (5.12)

Conversely, assume that f0 ∈ L1(Ω; V0), f1 ∈ L1(Γ; W), and (5.12) holds for every v ∈ Eλ = {u ∈
W 1,2(Ω; V0, V1) | u solves (1.2)}.

Claim 5.4. There exists a sequences (f̃0,j) ⊂ L2(Ω; V0) and (f̃1,j) ⊂ L2(Γ; W) such thatˆ
Ω
f̃0,jvdV2 +

ˆ
Ω
f1vdW1 = 0 ∀v ∈ Eλ, (5.13)

f̃0,j → f0 in L1(Ω; V0) and f̃1,j → f1 in L1(Γ; W). (5.14)

Proof. On L2(Ω; V2)× L2(Γ; W1) we define the norm

∥(u, z)∥V2,W1 :=

ˆ
Ω
u2dV2 +

ˆ
Γ
z2dW1

and by ⟨·, ·⟩V2,W1 it is associated scalar product.
Set Êλ := {(u, z) ∈ L2(Ω; V2) × L2(Γ; W1) | u ∈ Eλ and z = u|Γ}. Let {e1, . . . , en0} be an

orthonormal basis in the finite dimensional space Eλ. By Theorem 1.5 we have ei ∈ L∞(Ω), i =
1, . . . , n0.

We choose sequences (f0,j) ⊂ L2(Ω; V0) and (f1,j) ⊂ L2(Γ; W) such that f0,j = 0 in Ωj , f1,j = 0 in
Γj , f0,j → f0 in L1(Ω; V0), and f1,j → f0 in L1(Γ; W).

Define

f̃0,j := f0,j −
n0∑
i=1

(ˆ
Ω
f0,jeidV2

)
ei and f̃1,j := f1,j −

n0∑
i=1

(ˆ
Γ
f1,jeidW1

)
ei.

Hence (5.13) is verified. Also, since ei ∈ L∞(Ω), then (5.14) holds. □

Therefore, by Proposition B.1(ii), problem (1.1) has a solution uj for corresponding data f̃0,j and f̃1,j ,
such that uj = 0 in Ωj . As in the proof of (i), the sequence (uj) converges to a solution u of problem
(1.1).

6. BEHAVIOR OF THE FIRST EIGENVALUE

6.1. Proof of Theorem 1.10 (i). Steep 1. We prove that:

QN [ϕ, ϕ]− λ1(N) ≥ Cν(Γ)
λ2(N)− λ1(N)

λ2(N) + λ1(N)
. (6.1)

Let ψ = κ1 − ϕ. We have,

Cν(Γ) ≤
ˆ
N
ψ2dV0 +

ˆ
N
|∇ψ|2dV1.

Hence,

Cν(Γ) ≤ λ1(N) +QN [ϕ, ϕ]− 2λ1(N)

ˆ
N
τκ1ϕdV2, (6.2)

where QN [ϕ, ϕ] :=
´
N ϕ

2dV0 +
´
N |∇ϕ|2dV1.
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Using,

ϕ =
∑
i

QN [ϕ, κi]

QN [κi, κi]
κi and ϕ =

∑
i

(τϕ, κi)N,V2κi,

where (τϕ, κi)N,V2 :=
´
N τϕκidV2, we have

QN [ϕ, ϕ] =
∑
i

λi(N)b2i and (τϕ, ϕ)N,V2 =
∑
i

b2i ,

where bi :=
´
N τϕκidV2.

Consequently,

QN [ϕ, ϕ] ≥ λ1(N)b21 + (1− b21)λ2(N),

This implies,
QN [ϕ, ϕ]− λ1(N) ≥ (1− b21)(λ2(N)− λ1(N))

≥ (1− b1)(1 + b1)(λ2(N)− λ1(N)).
(6.3)

By (6.2) and (6.3), we obtain (6.1)

Steep 2. Now, we proceed to prove:

λ1(N)− |λ−1 (M)|

≥ Cap−(M\N)
λ+1 (M)− |λ−1 (M)|
λ+1 (M) + |λ−1 (M)|

if |λ−1 (M )| ≤ λ+1 (M ) ≤ |λ−2 (M )|.
(6.4)

Let ψ± = ϕ±1 ∓ sign(b±1 )κ1, where b±i :=
´
M τϕ±i κ1dV2, i ∈ N. We have,

Cap±(M\N) ≤
ˆ
M

|ψ±|2dV0 +
ˆ
M

|∇ψ±|2dV1.

Hence,

Cap±(M\N) ≤ |λ±1 (M)|+ λ1(N)− 2

∣∣∣∣λ±1 (M)

ˆ
M
τϕ±1 κ1dV2

∣∣∣∣ . (6.5)

Employing

κ1 =
∑
i

QM [κ1, ϕ
−
i ]

QM [ϕ−i , ϕ
−
i ]
ϕ−i +

∑
j

QM [κ1, ϕ
+
j ]

QM [ϕ+j , ϕ
+
j ]
ϕ+j .

We have
QM [κ1, κ1] =

∑
i

|λ−i (M)|(b−i )
2 +

∑
j

|λ+j (M)|(b+j )
2 (6.6)

and
∑

i(b
−
i )

2 +
∑

j(b
+
j )

2 <∞.
Since we can assume that λ1(N) = λ+k (M) and κ1 = ϕ+k for some k, we have

∑
i(b

−
i )

2+
∑

j(b
+
j )

2 ≥
1 and

QM [κ1, κ1] ≥ |λ−1 (M)|(b−1 )
2 +

[
1− (b−1 )

2
]
λ+1 (M).

This implies,
QM [κ1, κ1]− |λ−1 (M)| ≥ [1− (b−1 )

2](λ+1 (M)− |λ−1 (M)|)
≥
(
1− |b−1 |

) (
1 + |b−1 |

)
(λ+1 (M)− |λ−1 (M)|)

(6.7)

By (6.5) and (6.7),

λ1(N)
(
|λ−1 (M)|+ λ+1 (M)

)
− |λ−1 (M)|

(
|λ−1 (M)|+ λ+1 (M)

)
≥ Cap−(M\N)

(
λ+1 (M)− |λ−1 (M)|

)
if |λ−1 (M)| ≤ λ+1 (M) ≤ |λ−2 (M)|.

Which proves (6.4). Similarly we can show the other inequalities related to (1.8).
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6.2. Proof of Theorem 1.10 (ii). From (1.9), we have

µ1 := (1− ℓ)− (λ1(N))−1Cν(Γ)− 2(λ1(N))−1/2(Cν(Γ))
1/2 > 0,

µ2 := 1− Cap±(M\N)

min{|λ−1 (M)|, λ+1 (M)}
− 2|λ±1 (M)|−1/2(Cap±(M\N))1/2 > 0.

(6.8)

Steep 1. One has the inequality

λ1(Ω)− λ1(N) ≤ µ−1
1

[
λ1(N)ℓ+ 2Cν(Γ) + 4(λ1(N))1/2(Cν(Γ))

1/2
]
. (6.9)

Indeed. Let ui ∈ W 1,2(N ; V0, V1) such that 0 < QN [ui, ui] ≤ Cν(Γ) + 1/i, i ∈ N. Denote
ψi := ui − κ1. Then ˆ

N
τψ2

i dV2 =
ˆ
N
τκ21dV2 +

ˆ
N
τu2i dV2 − 2

ˆ
N
τκ1uidV2.

Hence, ∣∣∣∣ˆ
N
τψ2

i dV2 − 1

∣∣∣∣ ≤ (λ1(N))−1(Cν(Γ) + 1/i) + 2(λ1(N))−1/2(Cν(Γ) + 1/i)1/2, (6.10)

since λ1(N) ≤ QN [ui, ui]/(τui, ui)N,V2 .
Also, we have

QN [ψi, ψi] = QN [κ1, κ1]− 2QN [κ1, ui] +QN [ui, ui].

This yields

QΩ[ψi, ψi] ≤ λ1(N) + 2(λ1(N))1/2(Cν(Γ) + 1/i)1/2 + (Cν(Γ) + 1/i) (6.11)

From (6.8), (6.10), (6.11), and λ1(Ω) ≤ QΩ[ψi, ψi]/(τψi, ψi)Ω,V2 , we conclude (6.9).

Steep 2. The following inequality holds:

λ1(N)− |λ±1 (M)|

≤ µ−1
2

[(
1 +

|λ±1 |
min{|λ−1 |, λ

+
1 }

)
Cap±(M\N) + 4|λ±1 (M)|1/2(Cap±(M\N))1/2

]
.

(6.12)

Let u±i ∈W 1,2(M ; V0, V1) such that u±i −ϕ
±
1 = 0 inM\N , and 0 < QM [u±i , u

±
i ] ≤ Cap±(M\N)+

1/i, i ∈ N.
From [23, Lemma 1.1 and 1.2], for all u ∈W 1,2(M ; V0, V1) with QM [u, u] = 1:

1

λ−1 (M)
≤
ˆ
M
τu2dV2 ≤

1

λ+1 (M)
. (6.13)

Denote ψ±
i := u±i − ϕ±1 . Thenˆ

N
τ(ψ±

i )
2dV2 =

ˆ
M
τ(ψ±

i )
2dV2 = sign(λ±1 (M))1 +

ˆ
M
τ(u±i )

2dV2 − 2

ˆ
M
τϕ±1 u

±
i dV2. (6.14)

From (6.13) and |λ±1 (M)(τϕ±1 , u
±
i )M,V2 | = |QM [ϕ±1 , u

±
i ]| ≤

√
QM [ϕ±1 , ϕ

±
1 ]
√

QM [u±i , u
±
i ], we have∣∣∣∣ˆ

N
τ(ψ±

i )
2dV2 − sign(λ±1 (M))1

∣∣∣∣ ≤ max{|λ−1 (M)|−1, |λ+1 (M)|−1}(Cap±(M\N) + 1/i)

+ 2|λ±1 (M)|−1/2(Cap±(M\N) + 1/i)1/2.

(6.15)

Using

QN [ψ
±
i , ψ

±
i ] = QM [ψ±

i , ψ
±
i ] = QM [ϕ±1 , ϕ

±
1 ]− 2QM [ϕ±1 , u

±
i ] +QM [u±i , u

±
i ],
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we obtain

QN [ψ
±
i , ψ

±
i ] ≤ |λ±1 (M)|+ 2|λ±1 (M)|1/2(Cap±(M\N) + 1/i)1/2 + (Cap±(M\N) + 1/i). (6.16)

From (6.8), (6.15), (6.16), and λ1(N) ≤ QN [ψi, ψi]/(τψi, ψi)N,V2 , we conclude (6.12).

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA 4.2

Similarly to Lemma 3.1 we have the

Lemma A.1. Suppose 0 < r < R ≤ r̂1,j and j ∈ N fixed. There exist a smooth function ζ : Û1,j → [0, 1]

such that ζ = 1 in ψ1,j(B(0, r)), supp ζ ⊂ ψ1,j(B(0, R)), and |∇ζ|g ≤ C1(n)∥d(ψ−1
1,j )∥(R − r)−1 in

Û1,j .

We will follow the proof in [30, Theorem 4.1]; see also [5, Lemma A.2].

Claim 1. We haveˆ
Û1,j∩Ω

|∇(uh2ζ)|2dV1

≤ C1(n)

[
(r̂1,j − r1,j)

2

(R− r)2
K2

ˆ
U(h2,R)

u2h2dV2 +
ˆ
Û1,j∩Ω

g(∇u,∇vh2)dV1

]
.

Proof. We haveˆ
Û1,j∩Ω

g(∇u,∇vh2)dV1 =
ˆ
Û1,j∩Ω

(
ζ2g(∇u,∇uh2) + 2uh2ζg(∇u,∇ζ)

)
dV1

≥
ˆ
Û1,j∩Ω

ζ2|∇uh2 |2dV1 −
ˆ
Û1,j∩Ω

2|ζ||∇uh2 ||∇ζ||uh2 |dV1

≥ 1

2

ˆ
Û1,j∩Ω

ζ2|∇uh2 |2dV1 − 2

ˆ
Û1,j∩Ω

|∇ζ|2u2h2dV1.

From Lemma A.1 and (W4), we conclude the claim. □

The inequality (4.1) and the Claim 1 implies
min{1, C1}Q[uh2ζ, uh2ζ]

≤
ˆ
Û1,j∩Ω

|∇(uh2ζ)|2dV1 + C1

ˆ
Û1,j∩Ω

uvh2dV0 ≤ C1

[
(r̂1,j − r1,j)

2

(R− r)2
K2

ˆ
U(h2,R)

u2h2dV0

−
ˆ
Û1,j∩Ω

c2uvh2dV2 −
ˆ
Û1,j∩Γ

c3uvh2dW+
ˆ
Û1,j∩Ω

fvh2dV2 +
ˆ
Û1,j∩Γ

f1vh2dW

]
.

(A.1)

Next, we will estimate the terms on the right-hand side of (A.1).

Claim 2. The following estimates are valid:

(i) One has

−
ˆ
Û1,j∩Γ

c3u(uh2ζ
2)dW

≤ 2C2
2W∥c3∥q3,Û1,j∩Γ,WW({uh2ζ ̸= 0} ∩ Û1,j ∩ Γ)

2W−2
2W

− 1
q3 Q[uh2ζ, uh2ζ]

+ h22∥c3∥q3,Û1,j∩Γ,WW({uh2ζ ̸= 0} ∩ Û1,j ∩ Γ)
1− 1

q3 .

(ii) For all δ > 0,ˆ
Û1,j∩Γ

f1uh2ζ
2dWg

≤ C2W
(
δ−1W({uh2ζ ̸= 0} ∩ Û1,j ∩ Γ)

2(2W−1)
2W

− 2
q3 ∥f1∥2q3,Û1,j∩Γ,W

+ δQ[uh2ζ, uh2ζ]

)
.
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(iii) One has

−
ˆ
Û1,j∩Ω

c2u(uh2ζ
2)dV2

≤ 2C2
2V∥c2∥q2,Û1,j∩Ω,V2V2({uh2ζ ̸= 0})

2V−2
2V

− 1
q2 Q[uh2ζ, uh2ζ]

+ h22∥c2∥q2,Û1,j∩Ω,V2V2({uh2ζ ̸= 0})1−
1
q2 .

(iv) For all δ > 0,

ˆ
Û1,j∩Ω

fuh2ζ
2dV2

≤ C2V
(
δ−1V2({uh2ζ ̸= 0})

2(2V−1)
2V

− 2
q2 ∥f∥2

q2,Û1,j∩Ω,V2
+ δQ[uh2ζ, uh2ζ]

)
.

Proof. We will start with the following inequalities, which will be used later. Hölder’s inequality and
(1.5) imply

ˆ
Û1,j∩Γ

(uh2ζ)
2dW ≤ W({uh2ζ ̸= 0} ∩ Û1,j ∩ Γ)

1− 2
2W

(ˆ
Û1,j∩Γ

|uh2ζ|2WdW

) 2
2W

≤ C2
2WW({uh2ζ ̸= 0} ∩ Û1,j ∩ Γ)

1− 2
2W Q[uh2ζ, uh2ζ].

(A.2)

On the other hand, by (1.4),

ˆ
Û1,j∩Ω

(uh2ζ)
2dV2 ≤ V2({uh2ζ ̸= 0})1−

2
2V

(ˆ
Û1,j∩Ω

|uh2ζ|2VdV2

) 2
2V

≤ C2
2VV2({uh2ζ ̸= 0})1−

2
2V Q[uh2ζ, uh2ζ].

(A.3)

(i) Since 2/2W + 1/q3 < 1,

−
ˆ
Û1,j∩Γ

c3u(uh2ζ
2)dW = −

ˆ
{uh2ζ ̸=0}∩Û1,j∩Γ

c3(u
2
h2 + h2uh2)ζ

2dW

≤ 2

ˆ
{uh2ζ ̸=0}∩Û1,j∩Γ

|c3|u2h2ζ
2dW+ h22

ˆ
{uh2ζ ̸=0}∩Û1,j∩Γ

|c3|ζ2dW

≤ 2

(ˆ
Û1,j∩Γ

|c3|q3dW

) 1
q3

(ˆ
{uh2ζ ̸=0}∩Û1,j∩Γ

|uh2ζ|2WdW

) 2
2W

· W({uh2ζ ̸= 0} ∩ Û1,j ∩ Γ)
1− 2

2W
− 1
q3

+ h22∥c3∥q3,Û1,j∩Γ,WW({uh2ζ ̸= 0} ∩ Û1,j ∩ Γ)
1− 1

q3

≤ 2C2
2W∥c3∥q3,Û1,j∩Γ,WW({uh2ζ ̸= 0} ∩ Û1,j ∩ Γ)

2W−2
2W

− 1
q3 Q[uh2ζ, uh2ζ]

+ h22∥c3∥q3,Û1,j∩Γ,WW({uh2ζ ̸= 0} ∩ Û1,j ∩ Γ)
1− 1

q3 ,

by (A.2). This conclude the proof of (i).
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(ii) Since 1/q3 + 1/2W < 1 and 0 ≤ ζ ≤ 1,

ˆ
Û1,j∩Γ

f1uh2ζ
2dW

≤

(ˆ
Û1,j∩Γ

|f1|q3dW

) 1
q3

(ˆ
Û1,j∩Γ

|uh2ζ|2WdW

) 1
2W

W({uh2ζ ̸= 0} ∩ Û1,j ∩ Γ)
1− 1

q3
− 1

2W .

By (A.2),

ˆ
Û1,j∩Γ

|f1|uh2ζ2dW

≤ C2W∥f1∥q3,Û1,j∩Γ,W

√
Q[uh2ζ, uh2ζ]W({uh2ζ ̸= 0} ∩ Û1,j ∩ Γ)

2W−1
2W

− 1
q3

≤ C2Wδ−1W({uh2ζ ̸= 0} ∩ Û1,j ∩ Γ)
2(2W−1)

2W
− 2
q3 ∥f1∥2q3,Û1,j∩Γ,W

+ C2WδQ[uh2ζ, uh2ζ].

This proves (ii). The proofs of (iii) and (iv) follow the same lines as in (i) and (ii). □

Let us observe that 1 − 1/q2 ≤ 2(2V − 1)/2V − 2/q2, 1 − 1/q3 ≤ 2(2W − 1)/2W − 2/q3, {uh2ζ ̸=
0} ⊂ U(h2, R), {uh2ζ ̸= 0} ∩ Û1,j ∩ Γ ⊂ UΓ(h2, R), V2(U(h2, R)) ≤ h−1

2

´
U(h2,R) u

+dV2, and

W(UΓ(h2, R)) ≤ h−1
2

´
UΓ(h2,R) u

+dW.
Hence, by (A.1) and Claim 2, there exists a constant N = N(n, C2V , C2W , 2V, 2W, q2, q3) > 0 such that

if

h2 ≥ N max
{
∥c2∥q22V/[q2(2V−2)−2V]

q2,Û1,j∩Ω,V2
, ∥c3∥q32W/[q3(2W−2)−2W]

q3,Γ∩Û1,j ,W
, 1
}
max{∥u+∥2,Û1,j∩Ω,V2 , ∥u

+∥2,Û1,j∩Γ,W},

then

V2(U(h2, R)) < 1, W(UΓ(h2, R)) < 1 (A.4)

and

C2Q[uh2ζ, uh2ζ]

≤ (r̂1,j − r1,j)
2

(R− r)2
K2

ˆ
U(h2,R)

u2h2dV2 + (∥f∥2
q2,Û1,j∩Ω,V2

+ h22)V2({uh2ζ ̸= 0})1−
1
q2

+ (∥f1∥2q3,Û1,j∩Γ,W
+ h22)W({uh2ζ ̸= 0} ∩ Û1,j ∩ Γ)

1− 1
q3 ,

(A.5)

where C2 = C2(n, C2V , C2W) > 0.
From (A.3) and (A.5), we have

C3

ˆ
Û1,j∩Ω

(uh2ζ)
2dV2

≤ (r̂1,j − r1,j)
2

(R− r)2
V2({uh2ζ ̸= 0})1−

2
2V

(ˆ
U(h2,R)

u2h2dV2 +
ˆ
UΓ(h2,R)

u2h2dW

)
+ (∥f∥q2,Û1,j∩Ω,V2 + ∥f1∥q3,Û1,j∩Γ,W + h2)

2

·
(
V2({uh2ζ ̸= 0})1−

2
2V

+1− 1
q2 + V2({uh2ζ ̸= 0})1−

2
2V W({uh2ζ ̸= 0} ∩ Û1,j ∩ Γ)

1− 1
q3

)
.

(A.6)
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and, by (A.2),

C4

ˆ
Û1,j∩Γ

(uh2ζ)
2dW

≤ (r̂1,j − r1,j)
2

(R− r)2
W({uh2ζ ̸= 0} ∩ Û1,j ∩ Γ)

1− 2
2W

(ˆ
U(h2,R)

u2h2dV2 +
ˆ
UΓ(h2,R)

u2h2dW

)
+ (∥f∥q2,Û1,j∩Ω,V2 + ∥f1∥q3,Û1,j∩Γ,W + h2)

2

·
(
W({uh2ζ ̸= 0} ∩ Û1,j ∩ Γ)

1− 2
2W V2({uh2ζ ̸= 0})1−

1
q2

+W({uh2ζ ̸= 0} ∩ Û1,j ∩ Γ)
1− 2

2W
+1− 1

q3

)
,

(A.7)

where Ci = Ci(n, C2V , C2W ,K2) > 0, i = 3, 4.
On the other hand. Set ϵ = min{1−1/q2−2/2W, 1−1/q3−2/2V, 1−1/q2−2/2V, 1−1/q3−2/2W},

by Young’s inequality,

V2({uh2ζ ̸= 0})1−
2
2V W({uh2ζ ̸= 0} ∩ Û1,j ∩ Γ)

1− 1
q3

≤ 1

C5
V2({uh2ζ ̸= 0})1+ϵ + C5 − 1

C5
W({uh2ζ ̸= 0} ∩ Û1,j ∩ Γ)

(
1− 1

q3

)
C5
C5−1 ,

(A.8)

V2({uh2ζ ̸= 0})1−
1
q2 W({uh2ζ ̸= 0} ∩ Û1,j ∩ Γ)

1− 2
2W

≤ C6 − 1

C6
V2({uh2ζ ̸= 0})

(
1− 1

q2

)
C6
C6−1 +

1

C6
W({uh2ζ ̸= 0} ∩ Û1,j ∩ Γ)1+ϵ,

(A.9)

where C5(1− 2/2V) = 1 + ϵ and C6(1− 2/2W) = 1 + ϵ. Observe also that(
1− 1

q3

)
C5

C5 − 1
≥ 1 + ϵ and

(
1− 1

q2

)
C6

C6 − 1
≥ 1 + ϵ.

The inequalities (A.4), (A.6) - (A.9) imply

C7Ψ
2(h2, r) ≤

(r̂1,j − r1,j)
2

(R− r)2
(V2({uh2ζ ̸= 0}) + W({uh2ζ ̸= 0} ∩ Û1,j ∩ Γ))ϵΨ(h2, R)

2

+ (∥f∥q2,Û1,j∩Ω,V2 + ∥f1∥q3,Û1,j∩Γ,W + h2)
2(V2({uh2ζ ̸= 0}) + W({uh2ζ ̸= 0} ∩ Û1,j ∩ Γ))1+ϵ,

(A.10)

where C7 = C7(n, C2V , C2W , 2V, 2W, q2, q3,K2) > 0. Consider (A.10) and the following claim, which is
proved as in [30]:

Claim 3. If h2 > h1, thenˆ
U(h2,R)

u2h2dV2 ≤
ˆ
U(h1,R)

u2h1dV2,
ˆ
UΓ(h2,R)

u2h2dW ≤
ˆ
UΓ(h1,R)

u2h1dW,

V2({uh2ζ ̸= 0}) ≤ 1

(h2 − h1)2

ˆ
U(h1,R)

u2h1dV2,

W({uh2ζ ̸= 0} ∩ Û1,j ∩ Γ) ≤ 1

(h2 − h1)2

ˆ
UΓ(h1,R)

u2h1dW.

Therefore,

C7Ψ
2(h2, r)

≤

[
(r̂1,j − r1,j)

2

(R− r)2(h2 − h1)2ϵ
+

(∥f∥q2,Û1,j∩Ω,V2 + ∥f1∥q3,Û1,j∩Γ,W + h2)
2

(h2 − h1)2(1+ϵ)

]
Ψ2(1+ϵ)(h1, R).

This proves Lemma 4.2.
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APPENDIX B. EXISTENCE OF SOLUTIONS

Recall that Dm, m ∈ N, denote a increasing sequence of open bounded domains in M such that
M = ∪mDm and D̄m ⊂ Dm+1 for allm ∈ N. We write Ωm := Dm∩Ω, Ωm := Ω\Ω̄m, Γm := Dm∩Γ,
and Γm := Γ\Γ̄m.

Let λ ∈ R. Let c ∈ R such that λ(τ + c) ≥ sign(λ)λ∥τ∥L∞(Ωm) and λc > 0. Denote
Lmu := −div(V1u) + V0u+ V2λc in Ωm

Bmu := V1
∂u

∂ν
on Γm

(B.1)

The bilinear form associated to (B.1) is

Qm[u, v] =

ˆ
Ωm

g(∇u,∇v)dV1 +
ˆ
Ωm

uvdV0 + λc

ˆ
Ωm

uvdV2,

where u, v ∈W |Γ := {u ∈W 1,2(Ωm; V0, V1) | uΓm\Γ = 0}.

Proposition B.1. Suppose τ ∈ L∞(Ωm). Write τc := τ + c.
(i) Let λ ∈ R. Precisely one of the following statements holds: either

for each f0 ∈ L2(Ωm; V0) and f1 ∈ L2(Γm; W) there exists a unique
weak solution u ∈WΓ of the problem:{
Lmu = λV2τcu+ V2f0 in Ωm,

Bmu = W1f1 on Γm,

(B.2)

or else 
there exists a weak solution u ∈WΓ, with u ̸≡ 0, of
the problem{
Lmu = λV2τcu in Ωm
Bmu = 0 on Γm.

(B.3)

(ii) The problem (B.2) has a weak solution if and only ifˆ
Ωm

f0vdV2 +
ˆ
Γm

f1vdW1 = 0 ∀v ∈ Eλ,

where Eλ := {u ∈W |Γ | u solves (B.3)}.

Proof. (i) Steep 1. For each f0 ∈ L2(Ωm; V2) and f1 ∈ L2(Γm; W1) there exists a unique function
u ∈WΓ solving

Qm[u, v] =

ˆ
Ωm

f0vdV2 +
ˆ
Γm

f1vdW1 ∀v ∈WΓ. (B.4)

Let us write
u = L−1(f0, f1)

whenever (B.4) holds.
Observe next u ∈W |Γ is a weak solution of (B.2) if and only if

Qm[u, v] =

ˆ
Ωm

λτcuvdV2 +
ˆ
Ωm

f0vdV2 +
ˆ
Γm

f1vdW1 ∀v ∈W |Γ,

that is, if and only if
u = L−1(λτcu+ f0, f1).

We rewrite this equality to read
u−K(u) = h

for
K(u) := λL−1(τcu, 0) and h := L−1(f0, f1).
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Steep 2. In L2(Ωm; V2) we consider the norm

∥u∥τc =
(ˆ

Ωm

τcu
2dV2

) 1
2

.

Since in Ωm we have the estimate

V2 ≤ C1(Ωm, V0, V2)V0. (B.5)

we obtain that K : L2(Ωm; V2) → L2(Ωm; V2) is a bounded, linear, compact operator.
We may consequently apply the Fredholm alternative: either for each h ∈ L2(Ωm, V2) the equation

u−K(u) = h
has a unique solution u ∈ L2(Ωm, V2)

or else  the equation
u−K(u) = 0
has nonzero solutions in L2(Ωm, V2).

Which proves (i).

(ii) We have K is symmetric. Following the argument used in [27, Second Existence Theorem for
weak solutions], we conclude the proof. □
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