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Riesz transforms of the Hodge-de Rham
Laplacian on Riemannian manifolds

Jocelyn Magniez

Let M be a complete non-compact Riemannian manifold satisfying the doubling
volume property. Let A be the Hodge-de Rham Laplacian acting on 1-differential

forms. According to the Bochner formula, A = V*V + R, — R_ where R, and R_

are respectively the positive and negative part of the Ricci curvature and V is the
1

Levi-Civita connection. We study the boundedness of the Riesz transform d*(z) 2
from LP(A'T*M) to LP(M) and of the Riesz transform d(X)_% from LP(A'T*M)
to LP(A*T*M). We prove that, if the heat kernel on functions p;(x,y) satisfies a
Gaussian upper bound and if the neg_a)tive part R_ of the Ricci curvature is e-sub-
critical for some e € [0,1), then d*(A)~2 is bounded from LP(A'T*M) to LP(M)
and d(K)_% is bounded from LP(A'T*M) to LP(A*T*M) for p € (pf, 2] where py > 2
depends on € and on a constant appearing in the doubling volume property. A
duality argument gives the boundedness of the Riesz transform d(A)~z from LP(M)
to LP(AYT*M) for p € [2,py) where A is the non-negative Laplace-Beltrami operator.
We also give a condition on R_ to be e-sub-critical under both analytic and geometric
assumptions.

1 Introduction and main results

Let (M, g) be a complete non-compact Riemannian manifold of dimension N, where
g denotes a Riemannian metric on M ; that is, g is a family of smoothly varying
positive definite inner products g, on the tangent space T, M for each x € M. Let p
and p be the Riemannian distance and measure associated with g respectively. We
suppose that M satisfies the doubling volume property, that is, there exists constants
C, D > 0 such that

v(x, M) < CNPo(x,r), Yo € M,Vr >0,V > 1, (D)
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where v(x,r) = pu(B(x,r)) denotes the volume of the ball B(x,r) of center x and
radius . We also say that M is of homogeneous type. This property is equivalent
to the existence of a constant C' > 0 such that

v(x,2r) < Cv(x,r), Yo € M,Vr > 0.

Let A be the non-negative Laplace-Beltrami operator and let p,(z,y) be the heat
kernel of M, that is, the kernel of the semigroup (e7*2);5¢ acting on L2(M). We say
that the heat kernel p,(z,y) satisfies a Gaussian upper bound if there exist constants
¢, C' > 0 such that

p*(z,y)

exp(—c ),Vt > 0,Vz,y € M. (G)

C
pe(z,y) < RO

Let d(A)_% be the Riesz transform of the operator A where d denotes the exterior
derivative on M. Since we have by integration by parts

Id flla = [|A% f]l2,Vf € CZ(M),

the Riesz transform d(A)~2 extends to a bounded operator from L2(M) to L2(AYT* M),
where A'T* M denotes the space of 1-forms on M. An interesting question is whether
d(A)~2 can be extended to a bounded operator from LP(M) to LP(AYT* M) for p # 2.
This problem has attracted attention in recent years. We recall some known results.

It was proved by Coulhon and Duong [13] that under the assumptions (D)) and (G)),
the Riesz transform d(A)~2 is of weak-type (1,1) and then bounded from LP(M) to
LP(A'T*M) for all p € (1,2]. In addition, they gave an example of a complete non-
compact Riemannian manifold satisfying (D) and (G)) for which d(A)_% is unbounded
from LP(M) to LP(A'T*M) for p > 2. This manifold consists into two copies of
R? glued together around the unit circle. See also the article of Carron, Coulhon
and Hassell [12] for further results on manifolds with Euclidean ends or the article
of Guillarmou and Hassell [20] for complete non-compact and asymptotically conic
Riemannian manifolds.

The counter-example in [I3] shows that additional assumptions are needed to treat
the case p > 2. In 2003, Coulhon and Duong [14] proved that if the manifold M
satisfies @ (@) and the heat kernel pj(z,y) associated with the Hodge-de Rham

Laplacian A acting on 1-forms satisfies a Gaussian upper bound, then the Riesz
transform d(A)~2 is bounded from LP(M) to LP(AYT*M) for all p € (1,00). The



proof is based on duality arguments and on the following estimate of the gradient of
the heat kernel of M
p2(

C @,
|vxpt(I7y)| < me_c t y),VI,y € M,Vt > 0,

which is a consequence of the relative Eaber—Krahn inequalities satisfied by M and
—tX

the Gaussian estimates satisfied by e

In 1987, Bakry [5] proved that if the Ricci curvature is non-negative on M, then the
Riesz transform d(A)~2 is bounded from LP(M) to LP(A'T*M) for all p € (1,00).
The proof uses probabilistic techniques and the domination

-
le T2 w| < e B wl, YVt > 0,Yw € C°(A'T*M).

In this particular setting, (G)) is satisfied, and hence the heat kernel ﬁ(m, y) satisfies
a Gaussian upper bound too. Thus the result of Bakry can be recovered using the
arguments of Coulhon and Duong [I4]. Note that the result of Bakry does not
contredict the counter-example of Coulhon and Duong since the gluing of two copies
of R? creates some negative curvature.

In 2004, Sikora [25] improved the previous result of Coulhon and Duong showing
that if the manifold M satisfies (D) and the estimate

C

v(z, V1)

then the Riesz transform d(A)~2 is bounded from LP(M) to LP(A'T*M) for all
p € [2,00). The proof is based on the method of the wave equation.

121 (z, )||2> < .Vt >0,Yz € M,

Auscher, Coulhon, Duong and Hofmann [4] characterized the boundedness of the
Riesz transform d(A)~z from LP(M) to LP(AYT*M) for p > 2 in terms of LP —
L? estimates of the gradient of the heat semigroup when the Riemannian manifold
M satisfies Li-Yau estimates. More precisely, they proved that if p,(z,y) satisfies
both Gaussian upper and lower bounds, then d(A)~z is bounded from LP(M) to
LP(AYT*M) for p € [2,po) if and only if ||d e *2,_, < % for p in the same interval.

Inspired by [I4], Devyver [I7] proved a boundedness result for the Riesz transform
d(A)_% in the setting of Riemannian manifolds satisfying a global Sobolev inequality
of dimension N with an additional assumption that balls of great radius have a
polynomial volume growth. It is known in this setting that both (DI) and (G]) are
satisfied. He assumed that the negative part R_ of the Ricci curvature satisfies the
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condition R_ € L2 "N L™ for some 7 > 0 and that there is no harmonic 1-form
on M. Under these assumptions, he showed that ﬁ(:v, y) satisfies a Gaussian upper
bound which implies the boundedness of the Riesz transform d(A)~2 from LP(M)
to LP(A'T*M) for all p € (1,00). Without the assumption on harmonic 1-forms,
it is also proved in [I7] that d(A)~2 is bounded from LP(M) to LP(AYT*M) for all
pe (1,N).

In this article, we study the boundedness of the Riesz transform d(A)~2 from LP(M)
to LP(A'T*M) for p > 2 assuming M satisfies the doubling volume property (D)) and
pi(x,y) satisfies a Gaussian upper bound (Gl). Before stating our results, we recall

the Bochner formula A = V*V + R, — R_=: H— R_, where R, (resp. R_) is the
positive part (resp. negative part) of the Ricci curvature and V denotes the Levi-
Civita connection on M. This formula allows us to consider the Hodge-de Rham
Laplacian as a "generalized" Schrodinger operator acting on 1-forms. We then make
a standard assumption on the negative part R_ ; namely, we suppose that R_ is
e-sub critical, which means that for a certain € € [0,1)

0 < (R.w,w) < e(Hw,w),Yw € C(A'T*M). (S-C)

For further information on condition (S-Cl), see the article of Coulhon and Zhang
[15] and the references therein.
Under these assumptions, we prove the following results.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that (D), (G) and (S-A) are satisfied. Then the Riesz
transform d*(K)_% is bounded from LP(AYT*M) to LP(M) and the Riesz trans-
form d(z)_% is bounded from LP(AYT*M) to LP(A*T*M) for all p € (p), 2] where,
Py = (%), if D>2andpy=1if D <2.

Here and throughout this paper, pj, denotes the conjugate of py.

Concerning the Riesz transform on functions, we have the following result.

Corollary 1.2. Assume that (D), (G) and (S-A) are satisfied. Then the Riesz
1

transform d(A)~2 is bounded from LP(M) to LP(AYT*M) for all p € (1,po) where,

P = v o D> 2 and po = +o0 if D < 2.

In particular, the Riesz transform d(A)™2 is bounded from LP(M) to LP(AT*M) for

allpe (1,22) if D> 2 and all p € (1,400) if D < 2.

In these results, the constant D is as in (D)) and € is as in (S=C)). Of course, we take
the smallest possible D and e for which (D)) and (S-C)) are satisfied. The operator



d denotes the exterior derivative acting from the space of 1-forms to the space of 2-
forms or from the space of functions to the space of 1-forms according to the context.
The operator d* denotes the L?-adjoint of the exterior derivative d, the latter acting
from the space of functions to the space of 1-forms.

%
Proof of Corollary[1.2. According to the commutation formula Ad = dA, we see

that the adjoint operator of d*(A )~z is exactly d(A)~2. Then Corollary is an
immediate consequence of Theorem [1.1] O

Before stating our next result, we set
— — —
Kerp(?)(A) ={weD(h):Vne AT M), (w, An) =0},
%
where D( b ) is the domain of the closed sesquilinear form b whose associated operator

is H (see the next section for the definition of ). We prove the following.

Theorem 1.3. Assume that both (D) and (G) are satisfied. In addition, suppose
that for some ry,ro > 2

R? R?

i P T O 0
O ot vimll, VB ol Vi, VE
and
Kerpe (R) = {0}, @)
Then there exists € € [0,1) such that the Riesz transform d(A)~2 is bounded from
LP(M) to LP(A'T*M) for all p € (1,py) where, py = % if D > 2 and
=400 if D < 2.

In particular, the Riesz transform d(A)™2 is bounded from LP(M) to LP(AYT*M) for
allpe (1,£%) if D> 2 and all p € (1,+00) if D < 2.

We emphasize that in Theorem [I.7] Corollary 1.2] and Theorem [1.3] neither
a global Sobolev-type inequality nor any estimates on Vyp,(x,y) or ||pi(z,y)|| are
assumed.
Condition (IJ) was introduced by Assaad and Ouhabaz [2]. Note that if v(z,r) ~ r,
then () means that R_ € L2 LT for some n > 0. In addition, we show that
if the quantity

AT

1 1
1B o =

R?
o( VT |,

dt
\/’
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1
is small enough, then R_ is e-sub-critical for some € € [0,1) depending on ||R2 ||,
and on the constants appearing in (D)) and (G).

Condition (2) was also considered by Devyver [I7]. Under our assumptions, the space
K erD(?)(A) is precisely the space of L? harmonic 1-forms. See the last section for
more details.

The proof of Theorem [I.T] uses similar technics as in Assaad and Ouhabaz [2] where
the Riesz transforms E)f Schrodinger operators —A + V' are studied for signed poten-
tials. In our setting, A = V*V + R, — R_ can be seen as a "generalized" Schrodinger
operator. However the arguments from [2] need substantial modifications, since our
Schrodinger operator is a vector-valued operator. In particular we cannot use any
sub-Markovian property, as is used in [2].

In Section 2, we discuss some preliminaries which are necessary for the main proofs.
I_n> Section 3, we prove that under the assumptions (D), (G)) and (S=CJ), the operator

A generates a uniformly bounded C°-semigroup on LF(A'T*M) for all p € (p}, po)
where pg is as in Theorem [I.1l Section 4 is devoted to the proof of Theorem [1.1]
Here we use the results of Section 3. In the last section we prove Theorem [1.3];
one of the main ingredient is to prove that if the manifold M satisfies condition (),
then R_ satisfies (S-CJ) if and only if condition (2)) is satisfied. Here the constant e
appearing in (S=C)) is the L?-L? norm of the operator H:R_H 2.

2 Preliminaries

For all x € M we denote by < .,. >, the inner product in the tangent space T, M, in
the cotangent space T*M or in the tensor product T;M ® T*M. By (.,.) we denote
the inner product in the Lebesgue space L?(M) of functions, in the Lebesgue space
L*(A'T*M) of 1-forms or in the Lebesgue space L*(A*T*M) of 2-forms. By |.[|,
we denote the usual norm in LP(M), LP(A'T*M) or LP(A*T*M) and by ||.||,—, the
norm of operators from L to L9 (according to the context). The spaces C5°(M) and
CS°(A'T* M) denote respectively the space of smooth functions and smooth 1-forms
with compact support on M. We denote by d the exterior derivative on M and d*
its L2-adjoint operator. According to the context, the operator d acts from the space
of functions on M to A'T*M or from A'T*M to A°T*M. If E is a subset of M, xg
denotes the indicator function of E.

For w,n € AYT*M and for x € M, we denote by w(x) ® n(z) the tensor product
of the linear forms w(x) and n(z). The inner product on the cotangent space T M



induces an inner product on each tensor product 7 M ® T*M given by

<wi(z) @m(z), w2 () @ M) >p = < wi(x), wa(x) >2< Mi(2), M2(2) >0,

for all wy,ws,ni,m2 € AYT*M and x € M.

We consider A the non-negative Laplace-Beltrami operator acting on L?(M) and
pi(z,y) the heat kernel of M, that is, the integral kernel of the semigroup e~*2.

%
We consider the Hodge-de Rham Laplacian A = d*d + dd* acting on L?(A'T*M).

%
The Bochner formula says that A = V*V + R, — R_, where R, (resp. R_) is the
positive part (resp. negative part) of the Ricci curvature and V denotes the Levi-
Civita connection on M. It allows us to look at A as a "generalized" Schrédinger
operator with signed vector potential R, — R_.

We define the self-adjoint operator H = V*V + R, on L*(A'T*M) using the method
of sesquilinear forms. That is, for all w,n € CS°(AYT*M), we set

Bl = [ < Ve@), V@) > dut [ < Ri@w@), ) >, du

[t

and D(B) = Ce (AT 17

ﬁ
where [lwl|p = \/b (w,w) + [lw][3.

We say that R_ is e-sub-critical if for a certain constant 0 < e < 1
0 < (R.w,w) < e(Hw,w),Yw € C(A'T*M). (S-C)

%
Under the assumption (S-Cl), we define the self-adjoint operator A = V*V+R, —R_
on L?(AYT*M) as the operator associated with the form

Tl =B lwn) = [ < R@@)n@) > du
D(a) = D(1)

It is well known by the KLMN theorem (see [23], Theorem 1.19, p.12) that @ is a
closed form, bounded from below. Therefore it has an associated self-adjoint operator
which is H — R_.

%
In order to use the technics in [2], we need first to prove that the semigroup (e='2 )0
is uniformly bounded on LP(A'T*M) for all p € (pj, 2].
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3 L? theory of the heat semigroup on forms

—
To study the boundedness of the semigroup (e7'2);>q on LP(A'T*M) for p # 2,
we use perturbation arguments as in [22], where Liskevich and Semenov studied
semigroups associated with Schrodinger operators with negative potentials. The
main result of this section is the following.
Theorem 3. 1 Suppose that the assumptions (D)), (G) and (S=Q) are satisfied. Then

the operator A V*V + R, — R_ generates a uniformly bounded C°-semigroup on

LP(AYT*M) for all p € (p),po) where py = W if D > 2 and py = +oo if
D <2.

To demonstrate Theorem [3.1] we proceed in two steps. The ﬁrst step consists in
proving the result for p in the smaller range [p}, p1] where p; = \/7 ; we do this in
Proposition [3.3] with the help of Lemma [3.2] below. The second step consists in
extending this interval using interpolation between the estimates of Proposition [3.5]
and Proposition [3.6]

We begin with the following lemma.
Lemma 3.2. Let p > 1. For any suitable w € AYT*M and for every x € M

< V(wlw"™)(2), Vw (@) >, > % < V(wlwF (@), Viwlw|* ) (z) >, .
(3)

Remark 1. In the previous statement, "suitable" means that the calculations make

sense with such a w. For instance, a form w € C{°(AYT™* M) is suitable.

Proof. To make the calculations simpler, for every z € M, we work in a synchronous
frame. That is we choose an orthonormal frame {X;}; to have the Christoffel symbols
% (z) = 0 at x (see for instance [I8] p.93 or [24] p.70,73 for more details). In what
follows, we use properties satisfied by the Levi-Civita connection V, which can be
found in [24] p.64-66.

Considering {0'}; the orthonormal frame of 1-forms dual to {X;};, we write for a
1-form w, w(y) = Zfz(y Zw, ) for all y in a neighborhood of x. With this

choice of local coordinates we have at z, |w(z Z fi(x)* and V6" = 0 for all i.

Then, when w(x) # 0, we obtain

V(wh(@) = =——=— (4)



We recall that we have an inner product in each tensor product 7)) M @7 M satisfying

<wi(®) @ m(e),wa() @ m(2) >2 = < wi(w),wo(r) > < Mm(2),M2(2) >0 (5)
for all wi,ws, N1, m2 € AYT*M and o € M. In particular for all w,n € A'T*M and

reM
w(z) @ ()]s = |w(w)|[n(2)]e- (6)

To avoid dividing by 0, one can replace |w(x)|, by |w(x)|se = /Zf, > 4 ¢ for

some € > (0, make the calculations and let € tend to 0. For SlIIlpllClty, we ignore this
step and make the calculations formally.

We first deal with the RHS of (3). Using (4]) and (@), we have
< V(' (@), VwwT ) (@) >,

= @i Vute) + (G = Diw@li(Chi@dhila) © w()
= @) Vel + (G = D@ A @ @k (e )
=Yl < Valo). (DA Vi) @ ) >
Now noticing that (9@')- is an orthonormal basis of T M and using () yield
< Vw(zx Zfz Ydfi(x)) @ w(z) >, :<dej ) @67, ( Zfz Ydfi(x)) @ w(z) >,
-2 Fe) < d5lo). o) >
IZfz )i

Then we obtain

< V(wlwlF ) (@), V(wlw]E ) (2) >,

2
= @)l V@ + (7 = D@k @i

Using the equality |Vw(x)|, = Z |dfi(z)|? at @, a simple calculation gives for all i

|Zfz )dfi(x Zfz |dfz |2+2Zfz x) < dfi(z), dfj(x) >,
= lw(@)EIVw(@) 2 = fi@)?dfi(@)[3 + 2 filz) f;(x) < dfi(x), df;(x) >, .
1 jF#i 1<j



Thus for all ¢
\Zfz Vdfi(2) 5 = |w(@) [} Vw ()3 = Y1 fiz)df;(x) = fi(x)dfi(x)5. (7)

1<j

Finally we obtain
< V(wlw" (@), V(wlw" ) (@) >,

2

= T w(@)2IVe@)2 - (5 = Dlw@)k™ Y1 fi@)df (2) - fi(@)dfi(@)2.

1<J

Let us deal with the LHS of (B]) now. We write
< V(w|w[P7?)(z), Vw(z) >, = Y < V(w|w|P?)(z), Vw(z) >
Using again (§)), we observe that for all 4, j with ¢ # j, < Vw;(z), Vw,(z) >,= 0.
Thus, using ({]), we obtain that for all ¢
< V(wilw7?)(2), Vw(z) >
= |w(@) ;% Vewi(@)[3 + (p = 2)lw(z)[” 42]’} ) < dfj(z) @ wi(x), Vw(z) >, .

From (B]) again, we deduce that for all 7, j
< dfj(2) ®wi(@), Vw(z) >, = fi(z) < dfj(z) @ 0" dek ® 0" >,

:fz(x) <df2( )’dfj( ) x -

Hence for all ¢

< V(wilw[P~?)(x), Vw(z) >,

= |w(z) 22 Vwi(z) 2 + (p — 2)|w(z) [~ 4Zfz ) < dfi(x),dfj(r) >, .
As we did before to obtain (), we find

< V(w|w|P~?) (), Vw(z) >,
=3 < Vel ) a), Visla) >

= (= Dw@) [ Ve(@)z — (0 = 2)lw@) 27D | fi(2)df;(z) — fi)dfi(2)].

1<j
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To conclude we calculate

L p=2 —i wlw|2 M (x wlw|2 M (x
F<V(Wlw\ )(2), Vw(z) >4 p2<V( w[Z7)(@), V(wlw]27)(@) >,

:<i<%_1>_§—2) DS fiw)dfy (@) — () dfi(a) 2

1<j

:% DS falw)dfs () — fi(@)dfi(o)

This proves the lemma.
O

o
We are now able to prove that the semigroup (e~*2);s is uniformly bounded on
LP(A'T*M) for some p # 2 under the assumption (S=CJ).

Proposition 3.3. Suppose that the nega@e part R_ of the Ricci curvature satisfies

the assumption [S=Q). Then the operator A generates a C°-semigroup of contractions

on LP(A'T*M) for all p € [p}, p1] where p1 = — 21—5'

Proof. We consider n € C°(A'T*M) and set w; = e tAn for all t > 0. Taking

the inner product of both sides of the equation —% = Awt with |w|P~%w; and
integrating over M yield

1d
— il = (R, for]P2r)

— /M < Veou(@), V(P 2un)(@) >0 dp+ (Ry — R Yo, w2
Since we have by linearity of R, (z) and R_(x)
((Ry = RO)wy, lwn|P"2w) = ((Ry = Ro)(Jwil 5 wp), |5 ~ter) |

the previous lemma and the the assumption (S-C)) yield

1d 4(p—1) 1 p_
14 tup_( - —e) L () 2

Then for all p € [ 70—, =7=]

1d
a2 0

11



Therefore ||w:, < ||wollp, that is,
%
le™nll, < llnll,, V0 € CGE(AMT* M),
and we conclude by a usual density argument. O

Actually, as in [22] and [2], we can obtain a better interval than [p), p;] by interpo-
lation arguments and prove Theorem [3.1] . The ideas of this proof are the same as
in [2]. However we give some details which we adapt to our setting.

Lemma 3.4. Let q be such that 2 < g < oo and %D < 2. Then for all x € M,
t>0andwe D(A)

C —1
< + Vt||Az )
||><B<x,«z>wr|q_v(x’ i (llwllz + VI A%w]),)

Proof. We recall that H denotes the operator V*V + R, and that we have the
domination |e " w| < e7*®|w| for any w € C(AYT*M) (see [6] p.171,172). Since we
assume (G), the heat kernel p!’(z,y) associated to the semigroup (e~*#);>( satisfies
a Gaussian upper bound

p*(z,y)
¢

C
Ipf (z, y)|| < NERY exp(—c ), ¥t > 0,Va,y € M. (8)

From (8) and the doubling volume property (D), it is not difficult to show that for
allz e Mand 0 < s <t

C t\ T
s ()F ;
el < 7 )
Indeed for x € M, y € B(x,/t) and 0 < s < ¢, the inclusion of balls
B(z,Vt) C By, vVt + pl(z,y)) C B(y,2v1)

and the doubling volume property yield

SIS

oV 2 (L) 0ty V) (10)

S

In addition (8) implies that for all z € M, y € B(x,v/t), w € L*(A'T*M) and
0<s<t

o0 < [ - exp(- Do) duto)
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Writing v(y, v/3) = v(y, v/3)2v(y, /5)2, then using (I0) and the Holder inequality,
leads to

1
P2 (y,2) 2

\xm,ﬁ)(y)e—%@)\SL(E)T(/MGXI’(‘QC : )dmz)) el (1)

v(z, 1)z \s v(y,V/3)

We use a standard decomposition of M into annuli to obtain

/M exp(—Qsz(Z’ 2) ) < Z/ exp(—2ck?)dp(z)

kv/s<p(y,z)<(k+1)\/s
<Zexp —2ck*)v(y, (k + 1)v/s).

Then the doubling volume property (DI implies

[ exp(-2” L)z < oy, V) (12)

s
We deduce (@) from (1)) and (I2]).
Now since the semigroup (e~*#);>¢ is bounded on L*(A'T*M), it follows by interpo-

lation that

D1 _1

C t\272)
—sH
VD€ _ <7(—) , 13
||XB( V1) 2 v(x,\/f)%_% s (13)

for all 2 < ¢ < co. Note that since the semigroup (e ~*#);> is analytic on L?(A'T* M),
we have for all w € L?(AYT*M) and all s > 0

1 C
[Hze™ wl; < %HWHZ (14)
Then writing for all w € D(d)
t t .
w=eHy +/ He*Hyds = e Hy +/ e s [re3H [z, ds,
0 0

and using (I3) and (I4]), we obtain

¢
ol VT

IXBEvawlle <

(lella + 9 12w, [ 548G -Das).
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The convergence of the last integral is ensured for ¢ such that %D < 2 and we then
have for such ¢

1
IXpevo@lls < — (lwll2 + VEI H2w]l2) . (15)

v(z, V)2~

_>
To conclude the proof, we need to have the estimate (IH) with the operator A
instead of H. This is a consequence of the assumption (S-C|) since we have for all

1 =
w € CE(NT™M), | H2w|} < T— || A%w]3. O
— €

Remark 2. Lemma [3.4]also follows from [10], Proposition 2.3.1 since the heat kernel
of H satisfies a Gaussian estimate.

A key result to obtain Theorem [3.1]is the following proposition.

Proposition 3.5. We consider2 < p < p; and q such that1 < g < 0o and %D < 2.
Then for all x € M and t > 0

2
R C \/? P
e g K ————— |max | 1,4/ — .

||XB(x,\/Z) lp—pg < oz, \/E)%—p—lq S

Proof. Combining Lemma [3.4], Proposition [3.3] and following the proof of Propo-
sition 2.2 from [2] lead to the desired result. O

Following the ideas in [2], the last property we need to check is that the semigroup
%
(e7'2);50 satisfies the Davies-Gaffney estimates (also called L2-L? off-diagonal es-

timates in [2]). This is the purpose of the next proposition. Its proof is based on
the well-known Davies’ perturbation method. Another proof can be found in [25],

Theorem 6.

Proposition 3.6. Let E, F be two closed subsets of M. For any n € L*(A*T*M)
with support in E

A _P2(EF)
le™ 2 nllr2my < e 2 |nll.

Proof. We choose a constant o > 0 and a bounded Lipschitz function ¢ such that

— =
|Vé(x)|, <1 for almost every x € M. We define the operator A, = e Ae™*? with
the sesquilinear form

ao(u,v) = d (e *%u, ), D(a)) = D(a).

14



Note that since ¢ is bounded then e**¢u € D(@) for all u € D(@).
For w € D(d), we have

((Xa + a2)w,w)
= | < V(e w)(@), V(e w)(@) >0 dp+ (Re = Bow,w) + a?llwl}
= /M < e @Vu(z) — e OIV(1) @ w(z),
@ Vw(z) + @V (z) @ w(z) >, du
+((Ry = Ro)w,w) + o||wlf3
= Rl — 0 [ Vo) ) Bt — (R, ) + 0?2
> 0.

%
The last inequality follows from the fact that the operator A is non-negative and
N 2
|IVo(z)| < 1 for almost every z € M. As a consequence, the operator A, + «
is positive and self-adjoint on L2(A'T*M) and then —(A, + o?) generates a C°-
semigroup of contractions on L?(AYT*M). Therefore for all n € L?(AYT*M)

—
—tAq

2
le™* Senll2 < e nll2.

Now we consider £ and F two closed subsets of M, n € L*(A'T*M) with support
—
in £ and ¢ (z) := min(p(x, E), k) for k € N. Since e®®*n = 7, we have e '?n =
—
e~%ke~tAap Thus we obtain

—amin(p(E,F),k

— N a2
le " nlp2e) < e e 1]

p(E,F)
2 -

To end the proof, let k tends to infinity and set o =

Finally we give the proof of Theorem [B.11

Proof of Theorem[31. For x € M, t > 0 and k € N, we denote by A(z, v, k) the
annulus B(x, (k + 1)v/t) \ B(x, kv/t). Noticing that

X X
||XB(m,\/Z)‘3 ! XA(m,\/Z,k)Hp—PQ < ||XB(m,\/Z)6 ' lp—pas

and using Proposition [3.5] we obtain the estimate

—tz <
||XB(m,\ﬂ)6 XA(gc,\/Z,k)HP—IJQ—

15



for all p € [2,p1) and ¢ such that 1 < ¢ < 0o and %D < 2. Interpolating (I6]) with
the Davies-Gaffney estimate of Proposition yields

e vt S X a i llrs € —— O
B(x,\/t) A(z,Vt,k) — U(l’, \/%) % )

3=

forallr € [2,p;) and all s € (2,p1go) where gy = +o0 if D < 2 and g = 525 if D > 2.

Since the semigroup (e‘tz)tzo is analytic on L*(AT*M) and uniformly bounded on
LP(AYT*M) for all p € [p}, p1], Proposition 3.12 in [23] ensures that it is analytic on
Lp(ng *M) for all p € (p},p1). Therefore applying [7] Theorem 1.1, we deduce that

(e7t2);50 is bounded analytic on LP(AYT*M) for all p € [2,p1q0) = [2,p0). The case
p € (pg, 2] is obtained by a usual duality argument. O

4 Proof of Theorem 1.1

_>
We start with the following LP-L? off-diagonal estimates for the semigroup (e );>o,
which are consequences of the results of the previous section.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that (D)), (G) and (S=0) are satisfied. Then for all r,t > 0,
z,y € M and all p € (py, po), ¢ € [P, po)

Ié]
, L C roWt PR BE) B
mHMMMemmmﬂmws—————(mmeﬁ—a)e e

U(SL’,’/‘)%_% t r
_odrt ; B
. R Ce 3 2+t
i) (€ e g < ———— [ max(——, —— ,
( ) ||XCJ( ) XB(z, )Hp q U(I,T)%_% ( \/1_5 2]4_17,)

where C;(x,r) = B(x,27"r) \ B(z,2/r) and 8 > 0 depends on p and q.

Proof. We first treat the case p > 2.
We recall that from Proposition B.6], we have for £/ and F' two closed subsets of M

p2(E,F)

%
Ixre B xpllae <e %, (17)

and from Theorem [B.1], we have for all p € (pf, po)

le™ 2 lp-p < C. (18)

16



Using the Riesz-Thorin interpolation theorem from (I7) and (I8]) implies the LP-LP

off-diagonal estimate
P2 (B, F)

ﬁ
Ixpe™ S xpllp—p < Ce™ 7, (19)

for all £ > 0 and p € (p), po). Taking p € [2,p1) and using interpolation from (I9)
and Proposition yield

Y

B
X ¢ _22B@r).By.)
IXB@me tAXB(yJ’)Hp—pu < —— 371 [maX(L )] e=c" I
v(x, )

Sl -

3 =
Q=

|5

for p € [2,p1) and v € [1,00) f D < 2 0or u € [1,
non-negative constant depending on p and wu.

If D <2, we have the L?-L? off-diagonal estimate for all ¢ € [2, +00).

If D > 2, we can deduce, by a composition argument, L?-L? off-diagonal estimates
for ¢ € [2,pg) from L2 LP and LP-LP* off-diagonal estimates with p € [2,p;) and

u € |1, %). More precisely, we obtain

) if D > 2. Here (3 is a

)

-2

Y

B
||XB(x,r)e_tXXB(y,r)||p—pu < L lmaX(L, ﬁ)] 6_Cp2(B(cc,rt),B(y,r))
v(z,r)r" Vi

B =
Q=

for all 2 <p <q < po.
The case py < p < g < 2 is obtained by duality and composition arguments. More
precisely, we obtain

%
||XB(x,r)e_tAXB(y,r)Hp—pu < — 1 1 |Mma

v(x,r)r ’

l X( r ﬁ)re_CPQ(B(z,rg,B(y,r))

for all pj < p < q < po, which is (7). The reader can find more details in [2] Theorem
2.6.

Now we prove (ii). Writing
— —
XCj(:v,r)e_tAXB(m,r) = XCj(m,r)XB(m,2j+1r)€_tAXB(m,2j+1T)XB(9c,r)7

it is obvious that
K X
||XCj(x,r)6 XB(m,r) ||p—q S ||XB($,2j+17“)6 XB(m,2j+1r) ||p—q- (20)

Then (7) implies

Ixeseme Ex sy < — [ max( VEOL
i (x,r z,r)|lp—q = \/Z ’23""17’



Using interpolation from (I9) and (21I), we deduce that

oty i 17 PCieneen

Vi ’2j+1r) ¢ ‘ )

max (

|| e A <
XCj (z,7) XB(z,r) ||p q =
'U(.l?, r

S~—
3=
Q=

and (i7) follows.
]

— —
In the sequel we prove that the operators d*e *® and de *® satisfies LP-L? off-
diagonal estimates for all p € (pj, 2]. We need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. For any suitable w and for every x € M
(i) |dw(z)]e < 2|Vw(z)ls,
(it) |d"w ()], < VNIV (@),

Proof. As we did in the proof of Lemma [3.2] for every x € M, we work in a syn-
chronous frame to have an orthonormal basis (6%); of T*M such that V8 = 0 at
x. We recall that we have an inner product in each tensor product T M & 1M
satisfying

< wi(x) @m(x),wa () @ ma(r) >0 = <wi(2), wa(w) >o< (@), 12(2) >ay (22)

for all wy, wo, N1, m2 € AYT*M and x € M.
If w(x) = f(x)0" for a certain 4, using (22), we have

|dw(@)|3 = |df (2) A O[3 =D 0 f(2)67 NO'[;
j=1
_Zaf VOf(2) < @0 —0 267, 0F 20 — 0 206" >
= 22 (0 f(x))* = 2(8i f(x))*.
Since Y (9;f(x))* = |df (z)|2 at z, we obtain for w(z) = f(z)¢’
J
|dw(z)|; = 2(|df (2)[7 — (0:f(2))?). (23)
Now taking n(x) = g(z)¢’ for j # i, we have
< dw(x),d Zakf 10g(z) < 0F 20 -0 2050267 — 07 20" >,,

18



which, by (22), yields

< dw(x), dn(z) >, = —28-f(:£)0,~g(1’). (24)
Thus, in the general case, writing w( Z fi(z)0" = > w;(x) and using (23) and
([24), we obtain i
|dw (z Z |dw; ()2 + Y < dw;i(z), dw;(z) >,
i#]
—2Z|df2 — (0 fi(x —2§8f2 )0ifi ()
i#j
T - Z(é’jfi( 9+ S + 20
2,7
IﬂVWWN?—EX@ﬂ@ﬁ+&E(D +MVw<Mx
<AVl
which gives ). To prove i), we notice that d*w 28 fi(x) at = (see for

instance [24] p.19). Hence using the Cauchy-Schwarz mequahty and the previous
calculations, we have

d*w(z)l; < N (0ifi(x))?

=N (va(x)li - e - DO + @fj(:r))z)
< N|Vw(z)|?.

We will need the following L?-L? off-diagonal estimate.

Proposition 4.3. Assume that (S-A) is satisfied. Let E, F be two closed subsets of
M. For any n € L*(AYT*M) with support in E we have

R C
Ve ™ 20 o) < —ze°

Vit

19



- —
Proof. As in the proof of Proposition3.6] we set A, = e* Ae~* where a > 0 is
a constant and ¢ is a bounded Lipschitz function such that |Ve¢(z)|, <1 for almost
every x € M. Using the assumption (§=C)), we obtain for w € D()

(Bt 0®orw) = [l = 0 [ [V9(0) Elola) B = (R, + 072
> | H2w|f} - o?|lw]l} — (R-w,w) + o?|wll3
> (1 - || H2wll
> (1= ¢)[Vwl3.
We recall that from the proof of Proposition [3.6] one has for n € L*(A'T*M)

— x a2
le™ 2 enlls < e inll2. (25)

%
Lemma [4.4] below ensures_)that the operator A, + 202 is sectorial. As a conse-
quence the semigroup (e~*(2at20%))_ is analytic on the sector ¥ = {z € C,z #
0,|arg(z)] < § — Arctan(v)} (where 7 is the constant appearing in (29) below) and

||e‘z(za+2°‘2)]|2,2 < 1forall z € ¥ (see [23] Theorem 1.53, 1.54). A classical argument
using the Cauchy formula implies that for all £ > 0

— e C
||(Aa + 2a2)6—t(Aa+2a2)H2_2 < ?’ (26)
where the constant C' does not depend on . We notice that for every w € D(?)
— —
(Mo +20%)w,w) > (K4 +aP)w,w) > (1-¢)||Vwl3. (27)

Then setting w = e‘t(zﬁmz)n for n € L2(AYT*M) and ¢t > 0, we deduce from (25),
[26) and (27) that

N C N 2 C
ve—t(Aa+2a2) < = e—t(Aa+2a ) < ’\v/t > 0. 28
I 2 < \/EII Nz < \/Ellnllz (28)
As we did in the proof of Proposition 3.6l let E and F' two closed subsets of M,

n € L*(A'T*M) with support in E and ¢x(x) := min(p(x, E), k) for k € N. Since
— —
ek =1, we have e t8n = e~*%¢e~*Aay. Then we obtain

— — —
ve—tAn — _ae—a¢kv¢k ® e—tAan + €_a¢kV€_tAa77.

20



Since |V ()], < 1 for almost every z € M, we deduce from (25) and (28) that

X

—amin o c —amln a?
IxFVe CEDB ], + —= PEEB 2],

Vi

p(E,F)
4t

2 < ae

Now letting k tends to infinity and setting o = , we finally obtain

¢ p(E, F)

Ve Bl < —(1+
VAW

C _.o <E P)
< — 712,
\/_

p(EF)

Je~ 7]l

which is the desired result.

In the following lemma, we study sectoriality. Then we need to work with complex
valued 1-forms. This is achieved as usual by introducing the complex Hilbert spaces

L2X(A'T*M) & iL2(A'T*M) and D(@) @ iD(a).

%
Lemma 4.4. Under the assumption (S=Q), the operator A, +2a? is sectorial. That
is there exists a constant y > 0 such that for all w € D(A, + 2a?)

Im((B o + 202w, w)| < 7 Re((Ra + 202w, w) (29)

Proof. We consider w € D(@)®iD(d). Since |Vé(z)|, < 1 for almost every = € M,

we have
al(w,w) =T (@,w) +a [ < Vo), Vo) © @) >, du
—a [ < V(@) (@), Vale) >, du—a? [ [Vo(a)lulw(@) 2
> @ (w,w) + 2alm [ < Vo(@) @ w(a), Vola) > dn) — o],
Therefore we deduce that
Re(@ (w,w) + 20*|[w]}}) > T (w, ) (30)

Re(ag(w,w) + 2% |wl3) = o||w]f3. (31)
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Furthermore, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the assumption ([S-C)) yield
Tm(@ ) + 202 wlB)| = [2aTm (| < Vo(a) © w(w), Vul@) >, du)|
M
<20 [ [w(@)]u| V() ]o| Ve o) ad

< 20|wllaf[ Vel
1
< 2afjw] HH%!Iz

<2a,/ —llwll@ @2 (w,w)

< B (ww) + @l

Using (B0) and (31), we deduce that there exists a constant C, such that
[Im(@g(w, w) + 20°||w]l3)| < CeRe(@d(w, w) + 202 |lw]3),
%
which means that A, + 2a? is sectorial. (see [23] Proposition 1.27) O

An immediate consequence of Lemma and Proposition [4.3]is the following
result.

Corollary 4.5. Assume that (S=Q) is satisfied. Let E, F be two closed subsets of M.
For any n € L2(AYT*M) with support in E
C _.e 2(B.r)

%
i) ||de 2 < —e" ,
(i) | M2y < 7 1712

. . iR C .o <E F)
(ii) |d*e 2|2y < %6 [[7]]2-

—
We are now able to prove LP-L? off-diagonal estimates for the operators d*e™** and
de 2,

Theorem 4.6. Suppose that (D)), (Gl) and (S-0) are satisfied. Then for all r,t > 0,
z,y € M and all p € (pf, 2]

i 8
e Ce roAt .
ende B Y |l <—<max —,—) 218 32
||XCJ(7) XB(r) llp-2 < tU(I,T)%_% (\/% 7‘) (32)
_oMrt B
e Ce roA\t .
(e d e Bl <—<maX —,—) 236, 33
||XCJ(7) XB(JHP 2> tU(I,T)%_% (\/1_5 7‘) (33)

where Cj(x,r) = B(z, 2" r)\ B(x,27r) and 8 > 0 depends on p.
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Proof. We only prove (B2)) since (33)) can be obtained in the same manner. By
Corollary[4.5] we have for all x,z € M and r,t > 0

_ P2B@).B(z.r))
t

XB Z,T XB Z7 2— 2

In addition by Theorem[4.1] we have for all y,z € M, r,t > 0 and p € (p}, 2]

C _ 2 (B.r).B(zn)
e f :

—tz <
IXBemne = XBwmnllp—2 < 11
v(z,r)r 2

o R _tN _tRN . " .
Then writing de '® = de”2%e¢~22 and using a composition argument, we obtain

B
C ( r \/Z)> _ PABar) By
e g :

B llp—2 £ —————— | max(—%, —
(y,r) llp \/fv(y,r)%_% \/E ,

For more details on the composition argument see [2] Theorem 3.5.

—
WI'ltlIlg XC’j(x,r)de_tAXB(x,r) = XCj(z,r)XB(x,20+1r) de” 8 XB(z,2it1r)X B(z,r), W€ notice
that

||XB(x,r)d e (34)

— —
||XCj (m,r)d e_tAXB(m,r) ||p—2 S ||XB($,2j+1r)d e_tAXB(x,2j+1r) ||p—2

Then (34) yields

||XC-(:Ur)de_tXXB(:cr)Hp—2S#ll maX( Y 6
- | fo(y,r)» ? Vi v

§
<

—~
F

\_/
S I»—t
l\)l»—‘

Using Corollary[4.5] we have

~ C 4j7‘2
(omd €Y By < —e 7T, 35
IXc; (@) XB(a.r)|l2—2 < NG (35)

Therefore applying the Riesz-Thorin interpolation theorem from (B4) and (BH), we
deduce the result.

O

o

A key result to prove the boundedness of the Riesz transforms d*( A ) z and d(A )_%
is a result in [8] which we state as it is formulated in [3], Theorem 2.1.
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Theorem 4.7. Let p € (1,2]. Suppose that T is a sublinear operator of strong type
(2,2), and let (A,),~o be a family of linear operators acting on L*. Assume that for
Jj > 2 and every ball B = B(z, 1)

(ot = a0rt) <o (s L) o

and for 3 > 1

1 2 2 . 1 , v
<W /cj(x,m'A’”f' ) <90) (U(x’r)/BUI ) : (37)

for all f supported in B. If ¥ := Zg(j)QDj < 00, then T is of weak type (p,p), with
J

a bound depending only on the strong type (2,2) bound of T, p and .

Finally we prove Theorem .11

.1
Proof of Theorem[I.1. We argue as in [2] Theorem 3.6. We set T' = d*(A)~"z and
%
consider the operators A, = I — (I — e""zA)m for some sufficiently large integer m.

The estimate (B7) can be obtained using the estimate

472

402 , ;
ey e E s e < S (max(20, YL
Cj(z,r) B(z,r)llp—¢ = 'U(:L',T’)%_% JE 2y )

which we proved in Theorem [4.1] (see [2] Theorem 3.6).
The estimate (B6) can be obtained using the estimate
R Co—cts
R e e r
XBGn)llp—2 £ ————1 <maX(—,
e tv(m,r)%_% Vi

which we proved in Theorem (see [2] Theorem 3.6).

||XCj(I7T)d*6_

B
)

%
The proof is the same for T = d(X)~z. O

5 Sub-criticality and proof of Theorem [1.3l

The assumption (S-C)) can be understood as a "smallness" condition on the negative
part R_ of the Ricci curvature. But since R_ is a geometric component of the
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manifold M, it would be interesting to have analytic or geometric conditions which
lead to this assumption. This is the purpose of this section.

We recall that Devyver [17] studied the boundedness of the Riesz transform d(A)~2
from LP(M) to LP(A'T*M) where M is a complete non-compact Riemannian mani-
fold satisfying a global Sobolev type inequality

11l 2x, < Clidfll2,Vf € C5°(M).

Assuming R_ € L, he proved that R_ satisfies the assumption (S=C) if and only if
the space
— — —
Ker,D(?)(A) ={weD(h):Vne AT M), (w, An) =0}

is trivial. Here h denotes the sesquilinear form defined for all w,n € C°(AYT*M) by

Bl = [ < V@), V@) > dut [ < Ri(@)e), ) >, du

[

and D(H) = Co(A T A7,

ﬁ
where [[w]| = \/f) (w,w) + ||wl||3. We recall that H denotes its associated operator,
that is, H =V*V + R,.

Assaad and Ouhabaz introduced in [2] the following quantities

N /1 dt /00
= —_— o =
1 0 \/57 2 1

T1
1
for some 71,79 > 2. We set | R2 ||y := a1 + . We are interested in the finiteness
of this norm. It is clear that if the volume is polynomial, that is, cr® < v(z,7r) <

1
Cr¥, then ||R2 |, < oo if and only if R_ € L2~" N L**" for some n > 0. The
latter condition is usually assumed to study the boundedness of Riesz transforms of
Schrodinger operators on LP for p > 2.

ﬁ
\/l_f’

T2

R: R:
v( VAT vl Vi)

We state the main result of this section.

Theorem 5.1. Assume that the manifold M satisfies (D), (G)) and ||R%||Uol < 0.
Then R_ satisfies (S=Q) if and only if Kerp(?)(A) = {0}.
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We can observe that this result is similar to the one of Devyver. However, we do not
assume any global Sobolev inequality. In this context, with the additional assumption
that the balls of great radius has polynomial volume growth, Definition 2.2.2 in [17]
allows R_ € L%; whereas in Theorem [5.1] one needs R_ € L2~ L=+ for some
1 > 0 with the same condition on the volume.

Assuming Theorem [5.1], we are now able to prove Theorem [1.3]

_>
Proof of Theorem[L.3. According to the commutation formula Ad = dA, we see

%
that the adjoint operator of d*(A)~2 is exactly d(A)~2. Then Theorem [L3lis an

immediate consequence of Theorem [5.1] and Theorem 1.1l O
%
b

ﬁ
Let us make a comment on the space K erD(?)(A). We consider w € D( h). Since

X is essentially self-adjoint on C§°(A'T* M) (see [26] Section 2), the condition
~ o0 1
(W>A77):0>V77€CO (ATM)
implies o o
(w,An) =0,Vn € D(A).

- - —
Then w € D(A) and Aw = 0. Therefore K erp(?)(A) is the space of harmonic L?
forms.

The following proposition proves the first part of Theorem [5.1]

Proposition 5._2). Assume that M satisfies (D)), (GQ)) and that R_ satisfies [S=0).
Then Ker,D(?)(A) = {0}.

— —
Proof. Any w in Kerp 5 (A) satisfies for all n € C(A'T*M), (Aw,n) = 0, hence,

by a_)density argument (Aw,w) = 0. If R_ satisfies (S-Cl), we have (Hw,w) <

= (Aw,w) = 0, which yields w € Ker(H?). According to Lemmal5.3l below, we
%

deduce that w = 0. Thus Ker,D(?)(A) = {0}. O

The following result is well-known but we have decided to give its proof for the sake
of completeness.

Lemma 5.3. Assume that (D) and (G) are satisfied. Then Ker(H) = {0}.
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Proof. We consider w € Ker(H), that is w € D(H) and Hw = 0. We then have for
allt >0
ety =w. (38)

Noticing that we have the domination |e " w| < e~**|w| and using ([B8) and (G)), we
obtain for allz € M and ¢ > 0

folile < o [ ety

The Holder inequality yields

p*(x,y)

ol <~ ( / exp(—chw) ez (39)
Using (I2) in (39) leads to

(@)l < —2

< ——|wll2-
Vu(z, Vi)

Since the manifold M is connected, complete, non-compact and satisfies the doubling
volume property (D)), it follows from [19] p.412 that there exists a constant D’ > 0
such that forallz € M and 0 <r < R

o(@R) _ (5)” | (1)

v(z,r) — r

(40)

We obtain from (@) and (I that for all t > 1
C

w(@)]e < Z—=—=—=llwll2:
7 Ju(z, 1)

Letting ¢ tend to infinity, we deduce that for all z € M, |w(z)|, = 0 and then that
Ker(H) = {0}.
U

1
Note that the assumption || R2 ||, < 00 is not necessary in the proof of Proposition
but will be used to prove the converse of Theorem [5.1]

Before giving the other half of the proof of Theorem/[5.1] we need the following two
results.
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Lemma 5.4. Assume that (D) and (Q) are satisfied. Then there exists a constant
C > 0 such that

IR H % l3—2 < C|| R luat
and L1 1
|H™2 R2 |35 < C||R2 ||yar.

1 00 dt
Proof. Writing H —2 = m /0 e tH % and using the Holder inequality, we obtain

1 1
|RZH 2|2
1 3 N it - 3 N dt
= C/ le('v\/g):l e N _'_C/ le('v\/i)é et 7
0 |lv(, Vo) L, Vi Ul vE)72 , o, Vi
1
1 2 1 dt
cof |2 vt
O flo(, V)T, 22 Vit
1 dt

+Cﬂw

R:
v(.,\/f)a

T2

and similarly

1
|H 2R |5,
1
sc/
0

1
R2
v, VI
R?
. 1
2722_2

v —
/1 T2+ U('v \/1_5)5

The assumptions (D)) and (G)) allow us to use Proposition 2.9 in [2] for A. Then
noticing we have the domination |e " w| < e7*2|w|, for all w € C°(AYT* M) leads to
the following estimates

dt

Vit

1

1
e_tHU('7 \/l_f) " 271
r1+2

-2

1

—tH B At
e My, V) i

r2

o(., VO ae |, , < C,V1<p<q< oo,
where C' is a non-negative constant depending on p, ¢, (D)) and (G). By duality

le (., V)71 ,_y < C, V1< p < q< oo.

Since for i = 1,2 we have + = 1 — =2 and L = 22 _ 1 e obtain the desired
i 2 2r; i 2r; 27
result.

O
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As a consequence

1 L 1
Corollary 5.5. The L*-adjoint of the operator RZH"3 is H 3 R2.

We now follow the ideas of Devyver to prove Theorem[5.1]l Even if the two lemmas
below are known, we give their proofs for the sake of completeness. The following
lemma is similar to Lemma 1 in [17].

1 1
Lemma 5.6. Let A denote the sel f—adjoint operator H-2R_H~3 = (R2H~2)*(R2H )
acting on L2(AYT*M). Assume that (D) and (G) are satisfied. Then the operator

H? is an isomorphism from Ker,D(?)(A) to Kerpz(I —A).

%
Proof. We consider w € Kerp(m(A), that is, w € D(H)) such that for all n €
Coo (AT M) .
(w, An) =0.
00 1 . ~ 1 1 . — 1
Let n € C°(A'T*M). We write Anp = Hz2(I — A)Hz=n. Since D(h) = D(Hz=), we
may write

we Kery o (R) <= Ve (AT M), (Hw, (I — A)Hy) = 0.

We claim that Hz(C°(AYT*M)) is dense in L2(A'T*M). Assuming the claim, we
obtain

we Kerpa (R) <= (Hiw, (I—A)) = 0,Yy € L2(AT"M).

(b)
Noticing that I — A is self-adjoint on L*(A'T*M), we deduce that

ﬁ
w € Kerpp(A) < H%weKerLz(I—A).

(h)

Now we prove the claim. We consider u = Hzv € Im(H?) satisfying
(u, H2w) = 0,Yw € C(A'T*M).

Then for all w € C°(A'T*M), we have B)(v,w) = 0. Therefore v € D(H) and
Hv = 0, that is v € Ker(H). Since Ker(H) = {0} (see Lemmal5.3] below), we
obtain v = 0 in D(H) and then u = 0 in Im(H?). This shows that H2 (CS°(AYT*M))
is dense in Im(H?z). Furthermore, Im(H?) is dense in L2(AYT*M) because H? is
self-adjoint and Ker(H2) = {0}. Hence we deduce that Hz(C(A'T*M)) is dense
in L2(A'T* M). O
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The following lemma is similar to Proposition 1.4 and Theorem 1.5 in [11].

1
Lemma 5.7. Assume that the manifold M satisfies (D)), (G) and [|R?||,o < 00.
Then A is a compact operator on L*(A'T*M).

Proof. It follows from the same proof as in Lemmal[5.4] applied to x p(y e R? rather
1
than R2, that we have for all z € M and r > 0

- 1
||XB(I,T’)CREH 2 ||2—2 < CHXB(:L‘,T’)CREHUOl?

where B(x,7)¢ denotes M\ B(x,r). In addition the dominated convergence theorem
applied twice ensures that for all x € M

1
lim ||XB(m,r)CRE||v0l =0.

r—-+00

Therefore we deduce that

1 1
lim XB(m,r)RiH—% - RiH—%a

r—-+00

where the limit is the operator limit in L(L*(A'T*M)).
We recall that the operator limit in the uniform sense of compact operators is com-

pact. Then to prove the lemma, it suffices to show that the operator x B(M)R%H -3
is compact on L2(A'T*M) for all zx € M and r > 0. Since R_ is continuous on M,
R_ e L2 (M) and then there exists ¢ € C5°(M) such that ¢ =1 on B(z,r), ¢ <1
on B(z,7)¢ and

1
X REH 2wy < Cll¢H 2wl|y, Vo € LA(A'T*M),

1
where C' = ma@)HRE ()||. It suffices then to prove that the operator ¢H "2 is
TESUpp

compact on L?*(AYT*M). We recall that we have a compact embedding between the
Sobolev space W2?(AYT*K) and the space L?(AYT* M) for all compact subsets K of

%
M (see [24] p.24, 27, 34). Since ¢ has compact support and Im(H™2) = D(h) C
WL2(AYT* M), we deduce that the operator ¢H "2 is compact on L2(AYT*M).
1 1
We conclude that A = (RZH~2)*(RZH2) is compact on L2(AYT*M). O

We are now able to end the proof of Theorem[5.1]
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_>
Proof of Theorem[5.1l. First we notice that A being positive on L*(A'T* M), we have

for all w € D(H)
(R-w,w) < (Hw, w).

Then for all w € L*(A'T*M)
(Aw,w) = (HT*R_H *w,w) < |lw]}.

Hence
|Alj2—2 < 1. (42)

According to the self-adjointness and the positivity of A, we have
IA||2—2 = max{\; A eigenvalue of A}. (43)
Furthermore, Lemmal5.7 and the Fredholm alternative imply
lis an eigenvalue of A <= Kerp2(I — A) # {0}, (44)
whereas Lemmal5.6] ensures that
Kerp ) (R) = {0} = Kerga(I - A) = {0}. (45)
Therefore we deduce from (42)), ([@3), (44)) and ([@3) that

%
Kerp o (&) = {0} <= [|As 2 < 1.

o

(h)
Since A is self-adjoint on L2(AYT*M), note that

R_ is e-sub-critical <= 30 <e < 1,||Aljs—2 <e.

The result follows.
]

%
The following results aim at removing the assumption Ker - (A) = {0}. However

(%)
1
we need to strengthen the assumption on ||R2||,,;. We start with a proposition.

1
Proposition 5.8. Assume that the manifold M satisfies (D)), (G)) and ||R2||yor < 00.
Then there exists a non-negative constant C' depending on the constants appearing

in (D) and (Q) such that for any w € D(?)

1 — 1
(R-w,w) < C|[R2]1%,; b (w,w) = C||R2[2,,(Hw,w).

vol
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Proof. We have
3012 3Ll 2 3 —12 L2
(Rw,w) = [RZwl; = [[RZH "2 H2w|l; < |RZH 2[5 o[ H2w]]3.
Using Lemmal[5.4] we obtain the desired result. O

An immediate consequence of Proposition [5.8]is the following.

Proposition 5.9. Suppose that the assumptions (D)) and (Gl) are satisfied and that
1
|R2 || is small enough. Then R_ satisfies (S=C).

In the particular case of polynomial volume growth, we then ask ||R_H% _, and
| R—|| x4y to be small enough for some 7 > 0 to have R_ satisfying (S-C). Note that

if M satisfies a global Sobolev inequality, it is easy to prove that R_ satisfies (5=C)
if [|[R_|| y is small enough (without any assumption on the volume growth).

%
Note also that we recover Kerp, 2 (A) = {0} with the assumptions of Proposition
but we did not need to assume it to prove subcriticality.
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