arxXiv:1306.4373v1 [math.DG] 18 Jun 2013

The Yamabe problem on Dirichlet spaces

Kazuo Akutagawa Gilles Carron
Tokyo Institute of Technology  Université de Nantes

Rafe Mazzed
Stanford University

May, 2013

1 Introduction

This article is a successor to our previous paper [3] andirmoss the theme of
generalizing the Yamabe problem to various classes of Eingpaces. In that ear-
lier paper we considered this problem on ‘almost smooth'ricieheasure spaces
which satisfy a small set of additional structural hypodsesAs part of this, we
defined the local Yamabe invariaik (), [¢g]), which is a generalization of the
quantity Y’ (S™) which plays a key role in the standard Yamabe problem, and the
established solvability of the Yamabe problem for any naetron the smooth lo-
cus of one of these spaces provided it satisfies < Y (M, [g]) < Yz(M, [g]). As
the main application there, we find Yamabe minimizers oragetratified spaces
with iterated edge metrics.

In the present article we consider this problem in a more gésetting, on the
class ofDirichlet spaceswhich satisfy a few additional structural properties. Our
main results here again concern tieneralized Aubin inequalityn particular its
role in establishingexistenceof minimizing solutions for the Yamabe energy, and
we also consider theegularity for (not necessarily minimizing) critical points of
this energy.

Let us begin by recalling the standard Yamabe problem. @enghe func-
tional

bl = oS
O|g(M)(n 2)/n
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on the space\V1 (M) of all Riemannian metrics on the compact (smooth) manifold
M™ with n > 3. Here, Scaly, du, and Vol (M) are the scalar curvature, vol-
ume form and volume of)M, g). This is called the (normalized) Einstein-Hilbert
functional, and its critical points are the Einstein metion /.

This functional is unbounded both above and below, so it ésaaable to
search for critical points using a max-min scheme. Conglieguantity

Y(M,C):= glrel(t;E(ﬁ),

the infimum of £ on any conformal clas§' = [g] := {€*/-g | f € C>°(M)}. This
is called theramabe invariantor Yamabe constamtr conformal Yamabe invariahnt
of C'. We then define

Y(M):= sup inf E(g) = sup Y (M,C),
cec(M) 9€C CeC(M)
whereC (M) is the space of all conformal classesah This is called théramabe
invariant (or o-invariant or smooth Yamabe invarianof M, see([19],[31].

The Yamabe problernoncerns the first part of this, namely whether it is possi-
ble to find a metric which minimizek in a given conformal clas§'. Such a metric
has constant scalar curvature, and conversely, any corssi@ar curvature metric
is at least a critical point foE in its conformal class. The second step, showing
that one can find a metrig which attains the max-min, so thatis Einstein (and
E(g) = Y(M)) is significantly more difficult. We refer to [23], [5]. [4] fosome
significant progress here.

It is now well known, through successive work of Yamabe, Tmgdr, Aubin
and Schoen, sek [24],/[7] for details, that each confornassel’ contains a min-
imizer g of E restricted to that conformal class, called tY&mabe metriof that
class, and

Scalg = Y (M, C) - Volg(M)=%/™ .

When studying sequences of Yamabe metyicsatisfying certain geometric
non-collapsing assumptions, and wiitig;) — Y (M), one is led to consider limit
spaces which argiemannian orbifold¢or Riemannian multi-foldgnanifolds with
conic singularities simple edge spaceand more generaterated edge spacgs
This makes it natural to study the Yamabe problem directhtrmse and more
general singular spaces, ¢fl [1]] [2]] [3]..]20], [37].

In our previous paper_|3] we consider the Yamabe problem owrapact
metric-measure spacé/, d, 1) which has a compatible smooth Riemannian met-
ric g on an open dense subset; we call thisbnost smootimetric-measure space.
Assuming also that this space is Ahlfansregular, satisfies a Sobolev inequal-
ity, and with certain growth conditions dtal,, but without specific information
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about the singular set af/, we define thdocal Yamabe invariant; (M, d, u).
Roughly speaking, this is the infimum of the Yamabe invasariteach of the tan-
gent cones ta\/. When M is smooth,Y;(M, [¢]) equals the Euclidean Yamabe
invariantY (R™), or equivalently, the Yamabe invariaht(S™, [go]) of the round
sphere(S™, go). Aubin’s inequality[6] states thafy” (5™, [go]) is the supremum
of the set of values of the Yamabe invariants over all compamioth conformal
n-manifolds:

Y(M,C) <Y(S", [g]) forevery (M,C).

As in the smooth case, we can define the Yamabe inva¥ight, d, ;1) of a com-
pact metric-measure spac®/, d, 1), and it is not hard to show that the analogous
Aubin-type inequality

Y(M,d,p) <Yy(M,d, ) (1.1)

is still valid. This local Yamabe invariant contains mucHioimation about the
metric near the singular points @f/. In [3], we showed that i{ M, d, 1) is al-
most smooth and satisfies the extra conditions noted abadef & (M, d, u) <
Yy(M,d, 1), then the energy attains its minimum in that conformal class. We
also proved that solutions of the Yamabe equatior{fafyd, 1) are bounded and
uniformly positive.

We generalize this yet further here and consider a Yamateeqiyoblem on a
so-called Dirichlet spacéM, i, £), i.e. a finite measure spa¢é/, 1) equipped
with a Dirichlet form& on L?(M, 11), with the scalar curvature replaced by a po-
tential V. Assuming a few other conditions on the space and potemt@blefine
a Yamabe invariant’ (V) of (M, u, &, V), and then consider the corresponding
Yamabe-type problem. After proving the generalizationJofl}, we show that if
this inequality is strict, then (again under certain addiéil assumptions), this gen-
eralized Yamabe problem admits a minimizer. We also proeebibundedness,
uniform positivity and Holder continuity of more generallstions of the associ-
ated Yamabe equation.

This paper is organized as follow$2 reviews the necessary terminology and
defines the generalized Yamabe problem on a Dirichlet spadg we establish
the Aubin inequality and prove existence of minimizers ef gfeneralized Yamabe
problem;§4 contains proofs of the regularity results for solutionghe Yamabe
type equation; finally, irR4, we present some examples of this generalized Yamabe
problem.
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2 A generalized Yamabe problem

We begin by presenting some terminology which allows us sepbe generalized
Yamabe problem on a Dirichlet space.

2.1 Dirichlet spaces

We first review some classical facts about Dirichlet spafdés;is a comprehensive
reference for this material, but see alsol[28, page 20¢]jpmBich is sufficient
for what we do here.

Let (M, i) be a finite measure space, and consider a nonnegative clpsed s
metric bilinear form¢& defined on a dense subspaP¢f) C L2?(M,pu); thus
£ :D(E) x D(E) — RF. We refer to this simply as elosed symmetric forran
L?(M, 11), and identify€ with the corresponding quadratic forfiip, ¢). Because
this quadratic form is semibounded, the Friedrichs extengrocedure determines
a selfadjoint operatof.: D(L) — L?(M, 1), with domainD(L) consisting of all
functionsv € D(&) such that

E(v,9)| < Cllolz2 forevery ¢ € D(&).

for some constant’ (depending o and&, but noty). This is the generator &.
A closed symmetric form oh?(M, ) is called aDirichlet formif its generatorL
is subMarkoviani.e. provided the semigroup ** satisfies

0<v<l=0<etv<1.
According to the Beurling-Deny criteria, this is equivalémthe following:
i) veDE)=|v| € D) and E(|v]) < E(v)
i) veD(E)andv > 0= v; :=inf{v,1} € D(E) and E(v1) < E(v).
A triple (M, u, £) with all these properties is calledzrichlet space

2.2 The Sobolev inequality

Suppose that)M, u, £) is a Dirichlet space for which a Sobolev inequality holds.
This means that there exigt> 2 and A, B > 0 such that

A||v||i% < AE(v) + B|v|j3.  for v € D(E). (2.1)

Following Nash[[27], the heat semi—grOL{p‘tL} ~o then necessarily satisfies an
ultracontractive estimate: there exists a constastich

C
He_tLHL1—>L°° < ek 0<t<l. (2.2)
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It is now known, through work of Varopoulos [36], that (2.1)da(2.2) are in fact
equivalent.

It is straightforward to show thaf (2.1) implies the followji compactness re-
sult, seel[3, Proposition 1.6]:

Proposition 2.1. If (2.3)holds, then the inclusion
D(E) —s L2 (M)

is compact for any € (v, o).

2.3 Schibdinger operators

A nonnegative measurable functid¥ is said to beelatively form boundedvith
respect tc€ if there exists some constait > 0 such that

/ Woldu < D(E(w) + |[v]%) for v € D(E):
M

similarly, W is infinitesimally form boundedavith respect tof if for any e > 0
there exists:(¢) such that :

/ Woldp < e E(v) + c(e—:)/ v2dp  for v e D(E).
M M

SinceD(€) — L2(M) is compact,WW is infinitesimally form bounded with
respect tc€ if and only if the operatofL + 1)‘%W(L + 1)‘% is compact on’2.

If V is areal-valued integrable function dd and its nonpositive pafit_ :=
sup{0, —V'} is relatively form bounded with respect & we define the quadratic
form

Ev(v) =E@W) + /M Vordu

on the domairD(&y) = {v € D(E) : [,, Vv du < oo}. As beforefy is densely
defined, closed and semibounded, so we can define the seifiaaiperatorl. + V'
by the Friedrichs procedure.

2.4 The generalized Yamabe problem

Let V' be integrable and suppose that is relatively form bounded; suppose too
that the Dirichlet spacéM, i, £) satisfies the Sobolev inequalify (R.1). We then
define theyamabe invarianassociate to the operatr+ V :

Y (V) = intf {Ev(v) ;0 € D(E) and ||ol] 2, = 1} .
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Note that[[2.11) implies immediately that
Y (V) > —Dmax{A, B} .
We wish to whether there existse D(Ey ) such that
Ev(u) =Y (V) and HuHL% =1.

Since
Ev(|ul) < Ev(u),

we can always assume that any such minimizer must be nomregathis mini-
mizer must satisfy the Euler-Lagrange equation

Ev(u,p) = Y(V)/ u%ggodu forevery ¢ € D(€) . (2.3)
M

Note that by the Sobolev and Hoélder inequalities, the rigtrtd side is finite.

3 Existence of minimizers

3.1 Existence theorem

Theorem 3.1. Let (M, u, £) be a Dirichlet space with Sobolev inequal@.1) for
somer > 2 and positive constantd, B. LetV be an integrable function whose
nonpositive part’_ is infinitesimally form bounded with respectfo Assume that

Y(V) < (3.1)

| =

Then there exists € D(£) such that
Ev(v) =Y (V) and H’UHL% =1.

Remark 3.2. The hypothesi@@.1)can be rephrased in terms of tbptimal Sobolev
constantA,,:;. This is, by definition, the smallest constant such that fare
A > A,py there existsB > 0 such that the Sobolev inequalif@.1) holds with that
choice ofA and B. We also write

1
Ao = o
P a(é)

where
a(é) = lim Y(¢),

t—o00
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i.e. the limit of the Yamabe invariants associated to thestaont potentiald” = t¢.
Another characterization is that

2

_1
2

Aopt = t—ljllloo H (ﬁ + t)

2v
L2—Lv—2

Proof. Using the infinitesimal form boundednesslaf, we see that ifA > A then
there exists a positive constaBtsuch that :

s < A&y (v) + Bljv|?, forall v e D). (3.2)

-

2
(Y
ol

ChooseA > A so thatﬁY(V) < 1. Since the embeddin®(€y) — L? is
compact, we can find a minimizing sequengec D(Ey) andu € D(Ey) such
that

a) ug — uweakly inD(Ey);
b) w, — u strongly inL?;

C) uy — ua.e.;

D el 2, = 1.
By d),
Ev(ug —u) = Ey(ug) — Ev(u) + ey, where th e =0.
—00

We now appeal to a very useful result of Brezis and Lieb [114 axe grateful
to E. Hebey for pointing us to this), which gives

2 2 2
hmomw;-wW—mv;)zmw;.
l Lv—2 Lv—2 Lv—2

2v

Hence, settind = |ju|| ", , then
Lv-2

2v
lim [Jug —ul|” 3, =1—1.
l Lv—2

Now apply the Sobolev inequalityy (3.2) to — » and pass to the limit — oo to
get

2
v

(1-D)'"% <AY(V) — A&y (u).



On the other hand, by definition,
Ev(u) > Y (V)2

S0 putting these together and recalling the choicd gfelds

~

<AY (V) < L

NI

(1—-1)'"% + Ay (V)I'~
This forcesl = 1, henceu # 0, and sinceY’ (V') > &y (u), we conclude that is
a minimizer for&y. O
3.2 On the optimal Sobolev constant

We now turn to a more careful discussion of the optimal SobotenstantA,
introduced in Remark 3.2. We assume henceforth Afias acompact topological
spaceandyu is aRadon measureand moreover, that the Dirichlet spacedgular
andstrongly local These last two conditions are:

e (Regularity)D(£) N C°(M) is dense in botD(£) with & -norm andC®(M)
with uniform norm:;

e (Strong locality) ifu,v € D(E) and if u is constant in a neighborhood of
supp(v), then€&(u,v) = 0.

These conditions guarantee the existence of a bilinear thrnthe so-calledhe
energy measurdrom D(E) x D(E) to the set of Radon measures bh such that

E(u,v) :/ dvy(u,v) for u,v € D(E).
M
If the energy measure is absolutely continuous with resfeet:, Bakry and

Emery [8] call this bilinear form thearré du champThe energy measure is deter-
mined by the identity

£(du, u) — %5(¢,u2) - / dy(uu) for ue D(E)andp € D(E)N CO(M).
M
The energy measure satisfies the Leibniz and chain rules:
dy(uv, w) = udy(v,w) + vdy(u,w) for u,v,w € D(E)

dy(f(u),v) = f'(u)dy(u,v) for u,v € D(E), andf € Lip(R).



A regular, strongly local Dirichlet spaceV/, i1, £) has an intrinsic pseudo-
distance defined by

d(z,y) =sup {u(z) —u(y) :u e DE)N CO(M) and dy(u,u) < du};

the comparisory(u, u) < du here means that there exists a functjort 1 such
thatdy(u,w) = fdpu.

If this pseudo-distance is compatible with the topologyAéf then for any
y € M, the functionr, = d(y, -) satisfiesdy(r,,r,) < du [33]. If U is open in
M, we define

S(U) = inf {S(U) : HUHLUQTV2 =1 and suppu C U} ,

Y(U) = mf{gv(u) ull 2, =1 and suppu U} .
We now adapt the proof of [3, Proposition 1.4], using cutaffshese distance
functions, to obtain
Proposition 3.3. Let (M, u,£) be a regular, strongly local Dirichlet form with

intrinsic distance compatible with the topology/af. Then

Aopt = sup lim Ay (B(z, 1)),
zeM T™™\0

where B(x,r) denotes the metric ball of radiuscentered ap. If Ay, is finite,
then

1
Aopt = Ea where Sy := xlél]&ll\‘IHOS(B(ﬂj,T‘)) :

Moreover, if|V| is infinitesimally form bounded with respectdpthen

=Y,:= inf limY (B .
Se=Y, Jnf lim (B(z,1))

4 Regularity of solutions

In this section, we now prove various facts about regulaftyolutions (which are
not necessarily minimizers) of this generalized Yamabeatign. Note that this
equation can be rewritten as

Lu=Wu, where W =-V+ Y(V)uv;12 . 4.1

Some of our results will follow from regularity results foolations of this linear
equation.



4.1 Boundedness
4.1.1 General results

Proposition 4.1. Let (M, 1, £) be a Dirichlet space with Sobolev inequal{@.).
Let W be a nonnegative measurable function with € L4 for someq > v/2.
Assume that € D(&) is a nonnegative function satisfying

Lu < Wu. (4.2)
Thenu € L°°, and moreover,
[ulloo < Cllull2,

where the constar@ depends only ofiiV||z«, n, ¢ and the constants, B.

This follows from the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality [18je proofis in[12],
but for the sake of completeness, we sketch the proof hereths w

Proof. The inequality[(4.R) means that for all nonnegative D(&),
q(u, ) < / Wugpdp.
M
The Sobolev inequality implies that

_ C
He tLHL1—>L°° < e for t € (0,1),

and hence by interpolation, if < r < s, then

le™*]

< for t € (0,1). (4.3)

L"—Ls

( _

ts )

3=
w [

Clearly,
Le ™ty = ey < e W,

and hence

1 1
u=e Ltu+ / e iudt < ety + / e LW dt.
0 0

Now introduce

1
T(f)=eLf +/O e LW f at.
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From (22) and[{413), it follows that if € L* with { < 2 — 1, thenTf € L*.
Indeed, ifr is determined by~ = s~ 4+ ¢~!, then

1
wwmmgwmp+éufﬂ

Lr— Lo HWHLq ”f”LS dt

1 —5(142)
S@WW+A(RQqSHWMﬁNEﬁ
< OO+ W)l flle -

A similar argument shows that if

1 2 1
fel® with —>———,
S v o q
then L1 1 9
TfelL forr>land —>-+4-——.
T S q 14
Hence, fromu, € L?, we obtain that, € L in a finite number of steps. O

Remark 4.2. Itis easy to show usin@.)that if W e Lz, then|W| is relatively
form bounded with respect t Indeed, ifv € D(E), then
2 2
Wl < Wil 1671

< Wl 5 [AE(v) + Bllv||Z.] -

Moreover, decomposingV| = inf{|W|, \} + W?, then for every € D(€),
[ Wl < AN £+ [A+ BIWA ] Lol

This proves the infinitesimal form boundedness sinag._, ., ||WA\|L% =0.

Another result of the same nature, which is proved exactly 3], requires
less aboui? but more regularity on the Dirichlet space.

Proposition 4.3. Let (M, i, £) be a regular, strongly local Dirichlet space with
intrinsic distance compatible with the topology/af, and with Sobolev inequality.
Suppose too that the measures Alfors v-regular, i.e., there exist constanis<

¢ < C such that

cr’ < pu(B(z,r)) < Cr” forall z € M andr < diam(M).
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Suppose thatV € L9 for someq > 1 and moreover, for ale € M andr <
diam (M),

/ (W|Tdu < Arv—9e (4.4)
B(z,r)
for some constanta anda € [0,2). If u € D(£), v > 0 and

Lu <Wu,

thenu € L°°.

It is proved in [3] that the Morrey estimate (4.4) impliestthd’| is infinitesi-
mally form bounded with respect t In addition, the Gaussian estimate

C d(z,y)?
~T8 for m,y € M, t e (0,1).

—tL
et (may)ﬁme

is also valid under this hypothesis.

4.1.2 Boundedness of solutions of the Yamabe equation

To apply the results above, we must show that the poteifial (4.1) satisfies one
of these hypotheses. In fact, any solution to this equatemih a betteid.” space,
cf. [35], [16], [2€] :

Proposition 4.4. Let (M, u, £) be a regular, strongly local Dirichlet space with
Sobolev inequality. Suppose tHat is integrable andiV,. is infinitesimally form
bounded with respect t6. If uw € D(E) is a nonnegative solution thu = Wu,
thenu € L9 forall ¢ > 2.

Proof. By assumption oV, for every3 > 0, there are positive constantss
andBg such that

”””i% < AgE_pw, (v) + Bgllv||7. foreveryve D(E).  (4.5)
Define, fora > 1,

1
x® fo<x<a o1,
falz) = _a . 1 (4.6)
r+(a o1 —a o1) ifa o1 <z

This function isC* and convex. Next, fof. > 1, set

(boc,L(‘T) = Lafoz (%) 5
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thus g, (x) = * on [0, a1 L]. If we finally setGo,r(x) = [ ¢, , ()2 dt,
then a laborious computation gives

o?

2 — 1 (¢a,L(x))2, x> 0. (47)

Pa,p(x) <z and Gy p(x) <

By the chain rule, withp = ¢, 1, (u),

E(p) = /N O (0 (0 ) = E(Cori ) ) = /M G ()Wt

2
g/ WG p () di < — / W02 dp.

Using [4.5) with3 = o?/(2a — 1) gives

2 2
1Pa,(W} 20, < B a2 b (w)llz2

2a—1

so that, lettingl. — oo, we conclude
we L2 =y e LPv2® forall a>1.

This completes the proof. O

This all leads to the

Proposition 4.5. Let (M, i, £) be a regular, strongly local Dirichlet space with
Sobolev inequality. Lel be an integrable function with nonpositive paft in-
finitesimally form bounded with respect & If v € D(&y) is a nonnegative
solution to Vo

Lu+Vu=Y(V)ur2,

/ uP dp < oo.
M

Indeed, the assumption thate D(&y) and [2.1) give that72 e L5. Ac-
4
cording to Remark 412, ~-2 is infinitesimally form bounded with respectfo We
4
can thus apply Proposition 4.4 with = —V + Y (V)uv-2.

then for everyp > 2,
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4.2 Positivity of solutions

The argument of [3], see also [18], can be applied verbatioutdramabe equation
when (M, u, €) is a regular, strongly local Dirichlet space with intringiistance
compatible with the topology a#/. Thus any nonnegative solution of this equa-
tion which is strictly positive on some ball is strictly ptigé everywhere, provided
that (2.1) holds andV/| satisfies a Morrey type estimate. However, the Harnack in-
equality need not hold in this generality. In the next subsacwe give a criterion
which ensures Holder continuity of solutions to the lineguationLv = f, and
this implies that ifu. # 0, then it is strictly positive on some ball.

4.3 Higher regularity of solutions

We now turn to questions concerning the modulus of confjrafisolutions of the
equationLu = f. As usual, let(M, u, &) be a regular, strongly local Dirichlet
space with intrinsic distance compatible with the topolofy/. We assume that
the measure is Ahlfors v-regular. and a uniform Poincaré inequality holds. This
means that if- < 1 diam A, then

llv — ’UB”%Q(B) < Crz/( )d’y(v,v) forevery v € D(€),
B(z,2r

whereB = B(z,r) andvp = ﬁ Jgvdu. For a nice review on the Dirichlet
space satisfying these assumptions, seé [29] and also pee d&/] for recent
results.

These assumptions imply that the heat kerndl ekists and satisfies Gaussian
upper bounds, and also that the Sobolev inequality (2.9shalhey also guaran-
tee the elliptic and parabolic Harnack inequality. In pauir, if ~ is a positive
harmonic function or2B := B(x,2r) (soLh = 0 on2B), then

sup h(z) < Cy inf h(z).

2€B z€EB
The Harnack constarity, depends only on the constants in the Ahlfors regularity
condition and the Poincaré inequality. From this, one iotaldlder continuity of
harmonic functions.

Lemma 4.6. Leth € L>°(2B) be a solution of the equatiob~ = 0 on a ball2B.
Then, for allp, ¢ € B(z, ),

sup [h(2)]
z€2B

B
) - nta)] < € (422
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In fact, 5 = log, (ng}) andC' = 2(g2%). The Green function of. is a

symmetric functionG € C°((M x M)\ Diag) such thaGG(x, ) € L'(M) for any
x € M, and in addition, iff € L?, then

D(€) 3 u(z) = . G(z,y)f(y)du(y) foru-aexe M

satisfiesLu = f — fu, where fy;, = Wfodu. Clearly, if Lu = f and
[y wdp =0, thenfy, = 0 and

u(z) = /M G(z,y)f(y)du(y) for u-a.e.x € M.

Proposition 4.7. The Green kerndlr satisfies

|G (2, y)| < forall z,y € M

d(z,y)r—2

andifp,q,y € M withd(p,q) < %d(p, y), then

8
|G(p,y) —G(q,y)| < C <ZE§’Z;> i ;)V_Q .

Theorem 4.8. With all the assumptions as above, suppose frestisfies the Mor-
rey estimate

1
/ |fldp < Arv™¢ foraIIwEM,rgidiamM,
B(z,r)

for someA > 0 anda € [0,2). If u € D() solvesLu = f, thenu is Holder
continuous of ordepr = min{3,2 — a} wheng # 2q; if § = 2a, thenpu need
only satisfy0 < p < min{3,2 — a}.

Proof. For eachz € M, introduce the nondecreasing function

%vwaé()vuw

If p,q € M andp :=d(p,q) < %diamM, then

!Mm—u@ﬂé/

B(p,4p)

!<?(p,y)Hf(y)\du(y)-+!/[ 1Gla 9)|1f ()] du(y)

B(g,4p)

+/ Gp.y) — Cla. )] 1FW)] duly).
M\ B(p,4p)

15



Using the estimates off and integrating by parts,
[ 16wl s W) duty) <
B(p,4p)

e o * 1y(r)
/0 m de(T) = C <41/f27pl/—2 + (V — 2)/0 Tll]/—l dT)

so by the Morrey estimate,

/ IG(p, )| f(y)] duly) < Cp*~™.
B(p,4p

The integral oveiB3(q, 4p) is bounded by” p>~ too.
For the final term,

/ Glo.y) — Cla,w)] 1)) duly)
M\B(p,4p)

: diam M
5 | vp(diam M) _ Vp(r)
<Cp [(diamM)V—QJFB + (v —-2+p0) " 217 dr| .
Since P o 01
1am lam
1
/ Vp(;) dr < A/ —dr
4p rv—2+8 ap roa—2+p
and
1 1 ;
mw lf 2—a< ,8,
diam M 1 . . .
Ap roa—1+p dr < a+2—f (diam M)>—2+8 if f<2-a,
log(diam M/ (4p)) if =2-a,
we conclude that is Holder continuous of order. O

4.4 Conclusion

Theorem 4.9. Let (M, u,E) be a regular, strongly local Dirichlet space with
Sobolev inequality.

i) If V_ € L4 for someq > v/2 and if Y(V) < 1/A, then there exists a
nonnegative bounded functiene D(£) such that

Ev(u) =Y (V) and HuHL% =1.
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i1) The conclusion of i) holds if the intrinsic distance is cotifla with the topol-
ogy of M, if i is Ahlforsv-regular, and ifV_ satisfies the Morrey estimate

@4

ii1) Suppose that the intrinsic distance is compatible with dmokogy of M, u
is Ahlforsv-regular, and|V| satisfies the Morrey inequalitid.4). (Note that
this holds ifVV € L? for somep > v/2.) Assume also thdt\, u, £) satisfies
the Poincaé inequality on any balB = B(x,r) C M, r < %diam M, and
that Y (V) < 1/A. Then the solution in either case i) or case ii) is strictly
positive and Hlder continuous.

5 Examples

We now explain how the general results above simplify thgioal proof of the
usual Yamabe problem and then yield a generalization of th&@&nabe problem.

5.1 The Riemannian Yamabe problem

We have already discussed the classical Yamabe problem infieis a compact

. . . . 4
smooth Riemannian manifold, > 3. The metricg = v»—2 ¢ has constant scalar
curvature if and only ifv is a critical point of the Yamabe functional

Jor 1222014112 4 Scal,, f2] dp
Qg(f) - M[ 2 g 92 ] g

2n_ o

(105750

= Volg(M)= ! / Scalydyg for §= fi-2g,
M

The minimizer for this problem always exists. For this case,

o the pair of(M, du,) and€(v) = 220 [ |dv|? dpug, v € WH2(M, dpy),
determine the Dirichlet space;

o L+V = —4(n_1)Ag + Scalg;

n—2

e v =nandY; = Y (5", [go]).

(HereA, = divV.)

The key result, due to Aubiri [6] and Schoen [[30],1[31].][3Zhtss that if
(M, [g]) is not conformal tqS™, [go]), thenY (M, [g]) < Y (S™, [g0]), SO the exis-
tence proof above may be applied.
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5.2 The contact Riemannian Yamabe problem

The second application of our results is to the Yamabe pnolia contact Rie-
mannian manifold. This problem was initially posed for CRmifiglds by Jerison
and Lee, [[211],[[2R], and solved by them for manifolds not CRiegjent to the
standard spher§?™*!. The remaining case was completed by Z.[Lil[25]. This
problem does not seem to have been treated for non-integedislost complex
structures, but we are able to work in that more general gbhtre.

5.2.1 The setting:

Recall from [14], [34] that acontact manifoldis an odd dimensional manifold
M?m+1 with a totally non-integrable hyperplane subbunéllec 7M. Thus, for
eachx € M, there is a nondegenerate bilinear form

Hy, x Hy — TyM/H,, (X,Y) [X,Y] modH,.

When M and H are oriented, one may chooseantact formd € Q(M) with
H = ker 6; in terms of this form, nondegeneracy Hfis equivalent t@ A (d6)™ #
0 everywhere on\/.

A choice off uniquely defines th&eeb vector field € X(M); this is associ-
ated tod by the conditions

6(¢) =1 and L¢6 =0,
(hereL, is the Lie derivative of). Thus
TM =HaRE¢. (5.1)

A contact Riemannian manifol@, g7, J) is a triple, consisting of a contact
form 0, a Riemannian metrig; on H, and a compatible almost complex structure
J onH, i.e. such that

gu(X,Y)=do(JX,Y) foreveryxe M, X,Y € H,.

For any contact form, there always exists a compatible p@ijf;, J), seel[10]. We
can then define thé&/ebster metrigy on M, which is Riemannian, by

9o = Wi + 6%,

wherery : TM — H is the projection associated with the decomposition] (5.1).
By definition,& 1 H with respect tgyy. We also define th€anaka-Webster scalar
curvatureScal,, by

Scalg,, = Scaly, —Ricg, (£,£) +4m.
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The structurgof, ogy, J), whereo € C*°(M), o > 0, is said to be confor-
mally related to(0, gz, J), and the conformal clag8, g5, J] is the set of all such
conformally related structures. Associatedd®d, ogy, J) are its Reeb vector field

1 1
§oo = —<§9 + —JWH(VQQU))
o 20
and Webster metric
9o0 = 0 (T gm) + 020
The contact Riemannian analogue of the conformal Laplasi#tte operator

4 1
—bmAgu + Scalg,, u, by = %’

where
A=Ay, —€o¢

is the horizontal Laplacian, which is defined as follows. &oy functionv, con-
sider the restriction offv to H. This has squareg;-length

|dpo)?(z) = sup |dv(X)|* = |dv]Z, (z) — |€v](z) .
o (XX <1

Integrating this against the volume fow (df)™ gives a quadratic form, anfl ;;
is then determined by

/ dv[20 A (d0)™ = —/ VA0 A (dO)™, v € CO(M).
M M

The distance functiop associated to this quadratic form is the sub-Riemannian
distance

p(z,y) = inf { /1 \é\fm dt : c € C'([0,1], M),
O c(0) =z,¢(1) =y, ¢(t) € Hyy forallt},
If d+ is the energy measure associated to the quadratic form, then
p(z,y) = sup {u(x) — u(y) : u € Lip(M), dy(u,u) <0A(d0)"}.

Note thatp is compatible with the geodesic distance gy in the sense that

dQQSpSC\/dQQ
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for someC > 0.

Just as in Riemannian geometry, there is a simple confonmasformation
rule for the Tanaka-Webster scalar curvatureo I& uﬁ, a = 2m + 2, then
writing 0 = o0, Ju = o9y, we have

a+2

— bmAgu + Scalg,, u = Scalg, ue-2. (5.2)

Noting that

~ ~

Scalg, 0 A (d9)™ = / (b |drrul® + Scaly,, u?] 6 A (d6)™
M M

and
/ Gy = [ =0 A doym,
M M
we define theontact Yamabe invariardf (M, [0, gi]) by

[y [omldrul* 4+ Scalg, u?] 6 A (d6)™

(Jus 1l 0.7 (aye) ™

Y (M, [0, 9m]) = inf

If this infimum is attained by §om€§, gm ), then the Euler-Lagrange equation for
this functional shows that), 0, g7) has constant Tanaka-Webster scalar curva-
ture.

5.2.2 The Heisenberg group:

The basic model contact Riemannian manifold iskteésenberg group

b = (R*™,60) := [ {(z,9,1) e R™ x R™ xR}, 6 = dt — Y y;da;
j
with metric gg = |dx|? + |dy|? on the horizontal distribution
0 g 0

H = ker 6 :spanR{aTj _ng’(?—yj’ J=1-- ,m}.

It is simple to check thacal,, = 0, while

Y (b, [0, g0]) > 0.

(Sinceb,,, is noncompact, this invariant is the infimum over compactyorted
smooth nonnegative functions.)
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The Heisenberg group satisfies a uniform Poincaré-Wigtinigequality: there
exists a constan®’ > 0 such that on any-ball B, of radiusr > 0,

/ u? Oy N (d@o)m < CT2/ ]dHu]2 Oy N (d@o)m

T T

for allu € L'(B,) with

dgul? € LY(B,) and / w00 A (dfg)™ = 0.

5.2.3 The local Yamabe invariant:

Jerison and Leé [21] posed the problem of showing that onengBR manifold,
the local Yamabe invariant equals the contact Yamabe emwadf the Heisenberg
group in normal CR-coordinates. It turns out that if one U3asboux coordinates
instead, then this is not difficult. Indeed, (8>, 6, g;) be a compact contact
Riemannian manifold. For eaghe M, there exists a diffeomorphism

p: U~ B(1) = {(z,5,t) € R*"1 - p((2,y,1),0) < 1},
whereU is a neighbourhood gf, such that

000 =10, (©*90)p=(g9m)p and ¢*go—gn = O(V2) on U := ¢ ' (B(e)).

Note that the Tanaka-Webtser scalar curvature is assumbed bmunded, hence
the local Yamabe invariant is equal to the local Sobolevriave. The Heisenberg
group has vanishing Tanaka-Webster scalar curvature an&abolev constant
varies continuously when the metric varies in the space afimoous metrics,
hence, we have

Y (U, 10, 9u]) =Y (B(e), [6o, 90]) (1+0 (Ve))
=Y (b, 60, 90]) (1+0 (Ve)) .

Since the Heisenberg group satisfies the Poincaré-Wattimgequality, it is
easy to show that any compact contact Riemannian mar(ifd®: 1, 0, g5 ) satis-
fies a local Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality. There exissifige constants’, R > 0
such that on any balB, C M of radiusr € (0, R),

/ u? O A (dO)™ < CTZ/ |dgrul® 6 A (dO)™
(s B27‘
for anyu € L'(M) with

|dgul* € L' (By,) and / ufA(do)™ =0.

T
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5.2.4 The contact Riemannian Yamabe problem:

The second application of our general result is to the cofR@mmannian Yamabe
problem. This is a generalization of the first main resultesfsbn and Lee.

Theorem 5.1. Let (M?™+1 0, gy) be a compact contact Riemannian manifold.
Assume that

Y (M, [0,91]) <Y (bm, 00, 90]) -

Then there exists a positive functiane C*°(M) such that the Tanaka-Webster
scalar curvature o(u% 0, wm g ) is constant.

In this setting,

o du=0A(doO)m,

o E(v) =D [ 1dgol? 6 A (dO)™

e veDE)={ve L*(M):|dyv|?> € LY (M)},
o L+V =—2DAL 4 Sealy,,

o v=2m+ 2,

o Yo=Y (b, 0o, 90)).

Although our result gives only a positive bounded solutiore D(€), the
hypoelliptic properties of\ g directly show that, € C°.
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