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THE KAZDAN-WARNER EQUATION ON
CANONICALLY COMPACTIFIABLE GRAPHS

MATTHIAS KELLER AND MICHAEL SCHWARZ

ABSTRACT. We study the Kazdan-Warner equation on canonically
compactifiable graphs. These graphs are distinguished as analytic
properties of Laplacians on these graphs carry a strong resemblance
to Laplacians on open pre-compact manifolds.

1. INTRODUCTION

In recent years various topics in the analysis on graphs received a lot
of attention. While the main focus was put so far mainly on the study
of linear equations such as the heat equation, the Poisson equation
or fundamental topics in spectral theory, see e.g. [BHLT15, BHYT5]
BKW15, DLM™03, [Foll4, [Goll4, HJL15, HL17, HKI14, KL12, KPPl
Miin13|, [Woj, Web10], there is an upcoming interest in non-linear prob-
lems. On the one hand this concerns non-linear operators such as the
p-Laplacian, [HM15, [KM16, Mug13], and on the other hand non-linear
equations such as the Kazdan-Warner equation [GLY16l [Gel7].

A major goal is often to unveil the analogies in the continuum, i.e.,
Riemannian manifolds, and the discrete setting, i.e. graphs. The
deeper reason of these analogies stems from the fact that both the
Laplacian in the continuum and in the discrete are generators of so
called Dirichlet forms or from another perspective they are generators
of certain Markov processes, see [FOT1I]. A major challenge in the
discrete is often to find the correct geometric notions to even formulate
analogous statements.

The Kazdan-Warner equation arises from the basic geometric ques-
tion which functions are potential curvatures of 2-dimensional mani-
folds. Kazdan and Warner studied this question on compact manifolds
[KW74a| and on open manifolds that are diffeomorphic to an open set
in a compact manifold [KW74b|. From there on there is an enormous
amount of work on this topic and we refer here only to [CLI3| [DJLW97|

Compactness in the discrete setting is obviously equivalent to finite-
ness of the graph. For this case a very satisfying answer was found
by Grigor’yan/Lin/Yang [GLY16|, see also [Gel7]. On the other hand
it is not a priori clear what are graph analogues to pre-compact open
manifolds. This is the starting point of our paper. We propose a class
called canonically compactifiable graphs. These infinite graphs were

recently introduced in [GHK™15|, see also [KLSW17|, and the analysis
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of Laplacians on these graphs resembles a lot of features from the anal-
ysis of Laplacians on bounded domains or pre-compact open manifolds
with sufficiently nice boundaries. For example the Dirichlet problem
on the Royden boundary is uniquely solvable and the spectrum of the
Laplacian is purely discrete in the case of finite measure. Here, for
the Kazdan-Warner equation, we prove analogous results as in the fi-
nite case for canonically compactifiable graphs, and, indeed, our results
include finite graphs as a special case.

Let us recall the original geometric motivation of the Kazdan-Warner
equation. This traces back to an equation on a 2-dimensional Rie-
mannian manifold M with finite volume and two conformal metrics ¢
and g = e¢?*¢¢g for some smooth function ¢. Specifically denoting the
corresponding Gaussian curvatures by K and K this gives rise to the
equation

Ayp =K — Ke??,

with the Laplace-Beltrami operator A, with respect to the metric g.
Provided there is a solution ¢ to the equation A, = K — K with K
being the averaged curvature and letting u = 2(¢ — 1) this translates
into the equation

Aju=2K — (2K e*)e.

Hence, the question whether a prescribed function K is a curvature
function under a conformal transformation is equivalent to the ques-
tion whether the equation above has a solution u. Of course, from
the geometric picture one already expects certain restrictions on K
depending on K as for example that K is positive somewhere when
K > 0 or that K changes sign if K # 0 in the flat case K = 0 (at least
when M is compact).

Although there are already several very promising notions of cur-
vatures proposed on graphs, see e.g. [BHL™15, [BP01l, BP06l [EM12]
For03, Mun13, [KPP17, (01109, [OII07, Wis03], it still seems to be out
of reach to study this problem in terms of one of these curvature no-
tions. However, looking at this equation from an analytic perspective
is interesting in its own right. This reduces to the study of an equation

Lu = —c+ he®

where L is the graph Laplacian, c is a constant, A is a function, and w is
a function in the domain of L, see Section [2] for the precise definitions.

As stated above we study this equation on so called canonically com-
pactifiable graphs and under the assumption that the graph has finite
measure. One way of characterizing canonically compactifiable graphs
is that functions of finite energy are already bounded, see |[GHK™15]
(while for this work it is sufficent that all finite energy functions in ¢
are bounded).
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Our results can be summarized as follows in dependence of the sign
of ¢ and where h denotes the average of h:

¢ =0 : There exists a solution if and only if h < 0 and h changes sign.

¢ > 0 : There exists a solution if and only if A is positive somewhere.

¢ < 0 : If there exists a solution then A < 0 and if A < 0 then there is
—00 < ¢(h) < 0 such that there is a solution for ¢(h) < ¢ < 0.

We only assume h # 0 to be square summable. Moreover, we con-
sider the so-called Neumann-Laplacian which is the self-adjoint oper-
ator associated to the quadratic form on all /2--functions of finite en-
ergy. Solutions are then requested to be in the operator domain of the
Neumann-Laplacian. So, we are indeed talking about strong solutions
of the equation. From this it is clear that while the basic ideas of our
proofs owe to |[GLY16|, they need substantially more care on the oper-
ator theoretic level. Furthermore, in contrast to the case of manifolds
we do not have a theory of elliptic regularity in the discrete case and
no chain rule.

The paper is structured as follows. In the next section we introduce
the setting and in particular canonically compactifiable graphs. We
furthermore provide basic tools such as a Sobolev embedding theorem,
a Poincaré inequality and a Trudinger Moser inequality. In Section [3]
we characterize existence of solutions in the case ¢ = 0 and in Section @]
we study the case ¢ > 0. Finally, in Section Bl we give a necessary and
sufficient criterion on the existence of solutions in the case ¢ < 0.

In this paper C' denotes an arbitrary positive constant which might
change from line to line. If we want to indicate that a constant C'
depends on a parameter 5 we write C' = C(3).

Note added: After this work was completed we learned about the
recent preprint of Ge/Jiang [GJ17]. This paper studies the Kazdan-
Warner equation on infinite graphs, however with different geometric
assumptions on the graph and on the function h. It seems that these
assumptions are independent from the assumptions of this paper and
the techniques used there are totally different from ours.

2. THE LAPLACIAN ON CANONICALLY COMPACTIFIABLE GRAPHS

In this section we introduce canonically compactifiable graphs over
discrete measure spaces. These graphs, which can be seen as discrete
analogues to open pre-compact manifolds, were studied systematically
in [GHK™15|, see also [KLSWT5|. The definition is here slightly weak-
ened by taking also a finite measure into consideration. We then in-
troduce several tools that are needed for the proof. The availability
of these tools such as the Sobolev embedding theorem, a Poincaré in-
equality and a Trudinger Moser inequality, which hold trivially in the
finite setting, see [GLY16], owes here to the assumption on the graph
being canonically compactifiable and of finite measure.
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Let X be a countabld] set. A symmetric function b : X x X — [0, c0)
that vanishes on the diagonal and satisfies

Zb(az,y) < 00

yeX

for every x € X is called a graph on X.

A graph is called connected if for every z,y € X there are xy,...,x, €
X such that b(x,z1) > 0,b(z1,22) > 0,...,b(x,,y) > 0. We equip the
set X with the discrete topology, so that every measure m on (the
Borel-o-field of) X is given by a function, also denoted by m, from X
to [0, 00], via m(A) := > ., m(x). Throughout this paper we assume
that m(xz) > 0 for all x € X and that m is a finite measure,

m(X) < oo,
and call (X, m) a finite discrete measure space. Given a measure m on

X we define (X, m) as the space of real valued functions on X which
are p-square-summable with respect to m, 1 < p < oo and ¢>°(X) the

space of bounded functions. Denote the corresponding norm || - ||, by
1/p
11l = (j{:|f($)V”"($)>
zeX

Furthermore, we denote the dual pairing of /7 and ¢? for p,q € [1, o0]
with 1/p+1/¢=1by (-,-).

Denote by C'(X) the space of real valued functions. We define a
quadratic form Q : C(X) — [0, 00] via

Q)= 5 3 b )(ula) — uly))*
z,yeX
Let _ _
D:={ueC(X)|Q(u) < oco}.
Via polarization @ gives rise to a semi-inner product on D also de-
noted by @ It is easy to see that @ is Markovian, i.e.

QOVuAl) <Q), ueD.

By Fatou’s lemma @ is lower semi-continuous and, therefore, the re-
striction @ of @ to
D(Q) := DN £*(X,m)
is closed and, hence, a Dirichlet form which is often referred to as the
Dirichlet form with Neumann boundary conditions or the Neumann
form. We denote the form norm by
1/2

Il = (QC)+1-12) "

Here, countable means finite or countably infinite, although we are of course
mainly interested in the countably infinite case
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Furthermore, we let Q(f) := oo for f € £2(X,m) \ D(Q).
There is a self-adjoint operator, the Neumann Laplacian, L in corre-
spondence with () given by

D(L) = {u € D(Q) [there is f € (*(X,m) such that
Q(u,v) = (f,v) holds for every v € D(Q)},

Lu = f.
From this definition it is clear that the constant functions are in D(L)
in the case of finite measure. It turns out, [HKLW12|, by the virtue of
Green’s formula L acts as

LS by (ule) —u(y),  ue D(D).

() -

Lu(z) =

The goal of this paper is to study the so called Kazdan-Warner equa-
tion for functions v € D(L)

Lu = —c+ he",

for some given function h € *(X,m), h # 0, and a constant c. We will
study this equation on what we call canonically compactifiable graphs
over (X, m).

Definition 2.1. A connected graph b over a finite discrete measure
space (X, m) is called canonically compactifiable if

D(Q) € =(X).

Remark 2.2. The notion of canonically compactifiable graphs b over
a discrete set X (instead of a measure space (X, m)) was introduced in

I[GHK*15| via the condition
D C (=(X).

For these graphs the Royden compactification (which arises as space of
maximal ideals of the commutiative Banach-algebra of D closed with
respect to || - ||) turns out to have particular nice properties. For
example the Dirichlet problem with respect to the Royden boundary is
uniquely solvable. Furthermore, various results in |[GHKT15| suggest

that canonically compactifiable stand in parallel to bounded domains
in R4,

Next, we present two embedding results.

Proposition 2.3. Let b be a connected, canonically compactifiable graph
over (X, m) with m(X) < co. Then, there is a C > 0 such that

ulloo < Cllullg,  w e D(Q).
Proof. The statement follows from the closed graph theorem. O
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Proposition 2.4 (Sobolev Embedding, Theorem 5.1, Corollary 5.2
I[GHK™15]). Let b be a connected, canonically compactifiable graph over
(X, m) with m(X) < co. Then, (D(Q),| - |lq) embeds compactly into
(*(X,m). In particular, the operator L has purely discrete spectrum.

Proof. For the semigroup e **, ¢t > 0, of L we have by the definition of
canonically compactifiable graphs and finiteness of the measure m

e ™A (X,m) C D(L) C D(Q) C (X)) C #(X,m).

Thus, e * can be viewed as an operator from ¢*(X,m) to £*(X)
composed with the embedding ¢(*°(X) — ¢*(X,m) and is, therefore,
a Hilbert-Schmidt operator by the factorization principle, see [Sto94].
However, compactness of e % is equivalent to the compactness of the
embedding of D(Q) into ¢*(X,m) which is equivalent to discreteness
of the spectrum of L. O

Proposition 2.5. Let b be a connected, canonically compactifiable graph
over (X, m) with m(X) < co. Then, ker(L) = span{1}. Furthermore,
L from {1}* to {1}* is invertible.

Proof. The first part of the statement carries over from |[GHKT15,
Theorem 7.1]. The second part now follows from the fact that by

the Sobolov embedding above, L has purely discrete spectrum and is,
therefore, bijective on {1}, O

In the case of finite measure m we obviously have
((X) C(X,m) C(X,m),  pe[l,00),

and, hence, for u € (X, m) we can define

W= )
u = u, 1).
m(X) "
Next, we come to a Poincaré-inequality on canonically compactifiable
graphs.

Proposition 2.6 (Poincaré-inequality). Let b be a connected, canon-
ically compactifiable graph over (X, m) with m(X) < oo. Then, there
ts C'> 0 such that

lu =7l < CQu),  ue DQ).

Proof. Suppose there is a sequence (u,) in D(Q) such that @, = 0,
Q(u,) — 0 and |Juy||2 = 1. Since (u,) is bounded with respect to || - ||¢
it contains an ¢2-convergent subsequence by the Sobolev embedding,
Proposition 24l Without loss of generality we assume that (u,) itself is
(*-convergent to a limit u. Obviously, |lul| = 1 and due to the finiteness
of m, we have u = 0 since ¢*-convergence induces £*-convergence (by the
closed graph theorem). Since @) is lower semicontinuous with respect
to £2(X, m)-convergence, we conclude

Q(u) < liminf Q(u,) =0

n—o0
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and, therefore © must be constant. Thus, w = 0 implies u = 0 which
however contradicts ||ulls = 1. Hence the inequality holds for every
u € D(Q) with w = 0. For general u € D(Q) observe that u —u = 0

and Q(u —1u) = Q(u). O
Next, we discuss the following Trudinger-Moser inequality.

Proposition 2.7 (Trudinger-Moser inequality). Let b be a connected,
canonically compactifiable graph over (X, m) with m(X) < oo. Then,
for every 5 € R there is a constant C > 0 such that

(P 1) < m(X)eCIPIew)

for allu € D(Q). In particular, for all f € R there is C = C(5) such
that

(,1) < C(B)
for alluw € D(Q) with Q(u) =1 and u = 0.

Proof. The inequality holds for § < 0 since m(X) < oco. Let g > 0.
By Proposition 2.3 and the Poincaré inequality, Proposition 2.6,

(u(z) —0)* < [lu—7ll%, < Cllu—Tlg = C(Qu) + lu =) < CQ(u).
Hence, the statement follows. O

Next, we show that for canonically compactifiable graphs with finite
measure the form domain is invariant under composition with contin-
uously differentiable functions.

Lemma 2.8. Let b be a connected, canonically compactifiable graph
over (X,m) with m(X) < oco. Let u € D(Q) and f : R — R be
continuously differentiable. Then, fou € D(Q).

Proof. Let u € D(Q) C ¢*(X). Since both f and f’ are continuous,
we get that fou, f’ou & £°°(X) Q EQ(X) Let C = ”f/‘[_”u”w’”u”oo}”io
For any z,y € X we infer by the mean value theorem that there exists
a point & between u(x) and u(y) such that

(fou(@) = fou(y)”=f(&) (ulx) —u(y))’ < Clu(x) — u(y))’
Thus, Q(f o u) < CQ(u) < oo and, hence, fou € D(Q). O

3. THE CASE ¢ =0

Theorem 3.1 (The case ¢ = 0). Let b be a canonically compactifiable
graph over (X, m) such that m(X) < oo and 0 # h € (*(X,m). Then,
there is an w € D(L) with

Lu = he"
if and only if h < 0 and h changes sign.
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Proof. Suppose v € D(L) is a solution. Then, u € ¢*°(X) since the
graph is graph canonically compactifiable and, hence, he* € (2(X,m).
Furthermore, m(X) < oo also implies 1 € D(Q) and as u is a solution,
we obtain

(he",1) = (Lu,1) = Q(u,1) = 0.
Hence, h must change sign, as h % 0 by assumption. Then, since
e " € D(Q) by Lemma 2.8 we compute
(h, 1)y = (he",e ™) = (Lu, e ™) = Q(u,e™ ") <0,

where the last inequality follows by definition of ) and the fact that
t — e~ is monotone decreasing. Furthermore, the inequality is strict
since u can not be a constant if h changes its sign, or otherwise we
would have 0 = Lu = he" and, therefore, h = 0 which contradicts our
assumption.

Let us turn to the other direction. So, assume h € ¢*(X, m) is such
that A < 0 and there is 2o € X such that

Define the set
B={ve D()]| (he’, 1) = (v,1) = 0}.

The strategy of the proof is to show that ) admits a minimizer on B
which turns out to be a solution up to an additive constant. As a first
step we show that B is non empty.

Claim 1: The set B is not empty.

Proof of Claim 1. Define vy = 1,,. Then, tvy € D(Q) for every t € R
and a simple calculation shows

(he' 1) = (&' — 1)h(xo)m(z0) + (h, 1).
Thus,
F:[0,00) = R, t+s (he'™ 1)

is a continuous map with F'(0) < 0 and F(t) > 0 for large t. Hence,
there is ¢y such that F'(t9) = 0. Then, v = tgvy — fom(zo) D(Q) and

m(X)
v satisfies
(v,1) =0,
and
_ tgm(zg) ‘ _ tgm(zg)
<h6v, 1) = mX) <h6 ovo’ 1) — e mX) F(to) =0.
Thus, we get v € B. O

Claim 2: There is a minimizer of ) in B.
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Proof of Claim 2. Let (w,) be a sequence in B such that Q(w,) —
inf,ep Q(w). Using the Poincaré inequality, Proposition [2.6] we infer
that (w,) is a bounded sequence with respect to || - ||g. Hence, (w,)
has an ¢?(X,m)-convergent subsequence by the Sobolev Embedding,
Proposition 24] and we assume without loss of generality that (w,)
itself is ¢?(X, m)-convergent. We denote the limit by w. We infer
w € D(Q) by the lower semi-continuity of @), i.e.,

Qw) < liminf Q(u,) = inf Q(w).

Next we show w € B. By Proposition 24l we have sup,,cy [|wn /o < 00.
Hence, by the finiteness of m and Lebesgue’s dominated convergence
theorem we observe

(w,1) = lim (w,, 1) =0.

n—oo

Furthermore, we have |he®” — he®| < |h|(el@ll= 4 estPnenlnlle) and an-
other application of Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem yields

(he®, 1) = nh_)rgo(he " 1) =0.

This shows w € B and, therefore, inf,cp Q(w) < Q(w). This finishes
the proof of the claim. O

Let w be a minimizer of @ on B. Then, the map D(Q) — R,
f— Q(f) has a minimum for f = w under the restrictions

(hel ;1) =0 and (f,1) =0.
We apply the Lagrange multiplier theorem in Banach spaces, c.f. [Zeil
Theorem 43.D]. For this, we calculate the Fréchet derivatives of the
maps
Q:D@Q) =R, f—=Q(f)
F:D@Q) =R, f=(f1)
H:D(Q) =R, fws(hel 1).

Claim 3: The maps ) , F' and H are continuously Fréchet differ-
entiable with Fréchet derivatives at f € D(Q) given by

DQIfI(-) =2Q(f."), DFIfI()={(.1), DH[f]()= (-he’,1).
Proof of Claim 3. For the derivative of () we calculate

Q(f +9) — Q) —2Q(f,9)] _ Qg) _ llallg

= < — 0,
lglle lglle = llglle

for ||g|lo — 0. By the Cauchy-Schwarz-inequality the Fréchet deriva-
tive DQ|[f](-) = 2Q(f,-) is continuous.

The statement for F' follows easily as F' is linear.
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Finally, for the derivative of H we estimate using that

oo lgll& 00 k
91—
e 9lloo < CZk:Q B < CZ HQH'OO _ C<€||g||oo 1) =0
lglle 1910 — K
for ||gllo — 0 since || - ||o-convergence implies || - ||-convergence by

Proposition 24, and

|<hef+g7 1) B <h'€f7 1) B <hg€f, 1>‘ _‘<h€f(€g —1- g)7 1>‘ 0
lglle lglle

To see that the Fréchet-derivative of H is continuous, we estimate by
the Cauchy-Schwarz-inequality and || - [[2 < || - [|o

IDH[f = gl()| = ph(e! — ), 1)] = [(h(e! —¢7), )]
< [In(e” = eM)lallelle

This proves the continuity of the Fréchet derivative of H. O

Let w be a minimizer of () on B whose existence was proven above.
The map

(DF[w], DH[w]) : D(Q) = R?, > ((f.1),(fhe",1))

is surjective, since there are zg, z; € X with h(z¢) > 0, h(z1) < 0 by as-
sumption, and 1,,,1,, € D(Q), and, thus, DF[w](1,,), DF[w](1;,) > 0
and DH[w](1,,) > 0, DH[w](1,,) < 0.

Thus, we can apply the Lagrange multiplier theorem in Banach
spaces and infer that there are A\, u € R such that

2Q(w, g) = Mghe", 1) + u(g, 1) = (\he" + 1, g)

holds for every g € D(Q), where Ahe” +p € (2(X, m) as m is finite and
w € D(Q) is bounded, since the graph is canonically compactifiable.
Therefore, by definition, w € D(L) and
A 0
Lw= —he" 4+ =.
W= he® + 5
Furthermore, by 1 € D(Q) we deduce
0=2Q(w,1) = A(he”, 1) + um(X).

Since w € B we see (he",1) = 0 and, thus, u = 0.

Finally, we show A > 0. It is easy to see that A can not be zero, since
otherwise we would infer w = 0 and the constant zero is not in B. Thus,
we have 0 > 2Q(w,e™") = A(h, 1), where the first inequality can be
seen by an easy calculation. Since by assumption (h, 1) = hm(X) < 0,
we infer A\ > 0. Therefore, we get % = €7 for some o € R and the
function v = w+o € D(L) is a solution. This concludes the proof. [
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4. THE CASE ¢ > 0

Theorem 4.1 (The case ¢ > 0). Let b be a canonically compactifiable
graph over (X,m) such that m(X) < oco. Let ¢ > 0 and 0 # h €
(*(X,m). Then, there is an u € D(L) with

Lu = he" — ¢
if and only if h is positive somewhere.

Proof. Suppose u € D(L) is a solution. Then, by
0=Q(u,1) = (Lu,1) = (—c, 1) + (he", 1)
we infer
em(X) = (he®, 1)
and, since ¢ > 0, the function A must be positive somewhere.
Now suppose that h is positive somewhere. Define
B={veD(@)](he"—¢1) =0}
and

J:D(Q) - R, J(v) = %Q(v) + em(X).

The strategy of the proof is similar to the proof of Theorem [3.1] above.
We show that J assumes a minimum on B which turns out to be a so-
lution. To this end we first show that B is non-empty and J is bounded
below on B. Afterwards we show that J assumes a minimum and then
we show that this minimum is a solution by the virtue of Lagrange
multipliers.

Claim 1: The set B is not empty.

Proof of Claim 1. Let zy € X be such that h(zg) > 0 and define
vy =tl,, — 1 for t,1 € R. We get vy, € D(Q) for every t,l € R.
Define F' : R? — R,

F(t,1) := (he'tt, 1) = (&' — 1)e " h(zo)m(zo) + e (R, 1)

which is obviously continuous. Furthermore, for fixed ¢ we infer F'(¢,1) —
0 for | — oo and for fixed [ we infer F'(t,1) — oo for t — 0o. Since the
continuous image of connected sets is connected, we conclude that there
are to, lp € R such that F(to,ly) = em(X) and, hence, vy, € B. O

Next we show that J is bounded from below on B.

Claim 2: There is a constant C such that J(v) > 1Q(v)+C, v € B.

Proof of Claim 2. For v € B we infer
- em(X)

(2

e = ————

(hev=? 1)



12 M. KELLER AND M. SCHWARZ

from the calculation

(he"™", 1) = e "(he’, 1) = e “em(X).

Therefore,
J(v) = %Q@) + em(X)7
= 2QM) + em(X) log(<")

_ %Q@) 4 em(X) log(em(X)) — em(X) log((he"7, 1)).

The idea is now to control the third term on the right hand side by
Q(v). To this end we apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the basic
inequality 2st < 2es* + 2¢2 for s = Q(v)"/%, t = (v — v)/Q(v)"/* and
g > 0, and, the Trudinger-Moser inequality, Proposition 2.7 for the
function u = (v = 0)/Q(v) = (v —70)/Q(v — V) and = 2/e

2(

_ _ v—i)2
(he" ™, 1)% < [|R[3(e*“7™), 1) < [|R[|3(e* T 1) < [|R])3Ce* 9.

Therefore, by the computation for J(v) above we obtain with ¢ =
1/(4em(X))

J(v)

v

5Q) + em(X) log(em (X)) — em(X) log(C|| hl2e*¥™)

em(X)
CHth)

= 100 + em(x) 10 (

=-Qv)+ C.

Claim 3: There is a minimizer of J in B.

Proof of Claim 3. Let u, be a minimizing sequence in B such that
J(up) — inf,ep J(w) > —oo. This yields by Claim 2 and by the
Poincaré inequality, Proposition 2.6 that the sequence (u, — ) is a
bounded sequence in (D(Q), ]| - |lg). By the definition of J

1

U = W(J(Uk) — Q(ug))

we infer that the sequence (uy) is bounded in R. Hence, by

_ _ _ _ 1
lurlle < llur —anllo + [[arlle = llur — axllq + wrm(X)?

the sequence (uy) is bounded in (D(Q), || - |lg)- By the weak compact-
ness of closed balls in Hilbert spaces (uy) has a || - [|o weakly conver-
gent subsequence which is without loss of generality (uy) itself. By
the Sobolev Embedding, Proposition 24 (uy) converges to an u in
(*(X,m) which is in D(Q) as well.
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Furthermore, by Proposition 2.4 we infer sup,,cy ||ux]| < oo and,
hence, u is bounded as well. By the inequality |he*—he*r| < |h|(elll~+
esWPnenlunlle) we can apply Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem
to obtain

(he*, 1) = T}Ln;o(he“”, 1) = em(X).

Therefore u € B and, by the lower semi-continuity of (), we infer

J(u) < liminf J(u,) = inf J(v)
n—oo vEB
and we conclude that v is a minimizer. O

Let u € B be a minimizer of J on B. Then the map J has a minimum
for u € D(Q) under the restriction given by the map I : D(Q) — R

I(f) = (hel —c,1) = 0.

So, our next goal is to apply the theorem about Lagrange multipliers in
Banach spaces, c.f. [Zei]|[Theorem 43.D]. For this we need to calculate
the Fréchet derivatives of J and [.

Claim 4: The maps J and I are continuously Fréchet differentiable
and have Fréchet derivatives at f € D(Q) given by

DJfI() = Q(f,) + (1), DI[f]() = (-he’, 1).

Proof of Claim 4. With the notation from the proof of Theorem BT
the maps J and I can be represented as

1
J:§Q—|—CF and [ =H —cF.

Hence, the statement follows from Claim 3 of the proof of Theorem B.1]
O

It is easy to see that the map DI[f](:) : D(Q) — R is surjective.
Hence, we can apply [Zei][Theorem 43.D| and infer the existence of
A € R such that

Q(u, f) +c(f, 1) = A(fhe", 1)
holds for every f € D(Q) and the minimizer u.
Hence,

Q(u, f) = (=c+ Ahe®, f)
for every f € D(Q). Note that Ahe* — ¢ € £2(X, m) as u is bounded
and m is finite. Therefore, by definition, v € D(L) and

Lu = Ahe" — c.
By 1 € D(Q) we infer
0=0Q(u,1) = Ahe", 1) — em(X).

Since u € B we see (he*, 1) = em(X) and, thus, A = 1. This concludes
the proof. O
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5. THE CASE ¢ < 0

In this section we treat the case ¢ < 0 and prove the following theo-
rem.

Theorem 5.1 (The case ¢ < 0). Let b be a connected, canonically com-
pactifiable graph over (X,m) and m(X) < oo. Let 0 # h € (*(X,m)
and ¢ > 0. Then, the following holds:

(1) If there is u € D(L) with Lu = he® — ¢, then h < 0.

(2) Ifh < 0, then there exists a constant —oo < c_(h) < 0 such that
the equation Lu = he* — ¢ has a solution for all 0 > ¢ > c_(h)
and no solution for every ¢ < c_(h). If h <0, then c_(h) =
—00.

While the proof of (1) follows by a direct calculation, the proof of (2)
involves the construction of a solution via lower and upper solutions.
In particular, we call a function uy € D(L) a lower solution if

Luy < he"® — ¢,
and we call a function u; € D(L) an upper solution if
Luy > he" —c.

We introduce for a function k : X — (0, 00) the bilinear form @ + k
on (*(X,m) via the form sum

D(Q + k) = D(Q) N (X, km)
(Q+k)(f,9)=Q(f,9) +(kf.g),  f,9g€D@Q+Ek).

An immediate consequence of Fatou’s lemma (and the fact that D(Q) =

D N 2(X,m)) yields that Q + k is lower semicontinous and, hence,
closed. We denote the associated non-negative, selfadjoint operator on
(*(X,m) by L+ k which acts as

(L+Fk)f(x)=Lf(z) + k(z)f(x), feDL+k),xeX.

We show next that for canonically compactifiable graphs over (X, m)
with m(X) < oo the domains of the forms @ and @ + k and the
corresponding operators coincide whenever k € (X, m).

Lemma 5.2. Let b be a canonically compactifiable graph over (X, m),
m(X) < oo and k € (*(X,m) with k > 0. Then,

D(L+ k)= D(L).
Moreover, the operator L + k is bijective.

Proof. Let f € D(Q). We estimate by using Holder’s inequality and
Proposition 2.4]

(kf f) < RIS < ClELQS).
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Since k € (?(X,m), we infer ||k||; < oo as £2(X,m) C (X, m) in the
case of finite measure. Hence, f € ¢*(X, km) and, therefore,
D(Q) C (X, km).
We conclude
D(Q + k) = D(Q) N (X, km) = D(Q).

To show the equality of the operator domains let f,g € (*(X,m).
Let Go = (L+1)"' and G, = ((L+ k) +1)"'. Furthermore, with
slight abuse of notation we denote the operator of multiplication by k
on (?(X,m) by k. Since

Gpl*(X,m) C D(Q +k) = D(Q) C £~(X)
we have
kGrf € (X, m)
and we calculate
(GokGrf,g) = (kGrf, Gog) = (Q + k)(Grf, Gog) — Q(Grf, Gog)
Using the facts that (Q + k)(Grf, Gog) + (Gr.f, Gog) = (f, Gog) and
Q(Grf,Gog) + (Grf, Gog) = (Grf, g) we infer
(GokGrf,g9) = (Gif.9) — ([, Gog) = ((Gk — Go) [, ).

Since g was chosen arbitrarily in £2(X, m) we have for all f € (*(X, m)

Grf = GokGrf + Gof

Since G}, is surjective on D(L + k) and Gof*(X,m) C D(L) we infer
the statement D(L + k) C D(L).

The other inclusion D(L) C D(L + k) follows analogously.

Finally, we show that L+ is bijective. Note, that L+k has compact
resolvent by the equality Gf = GokGrf + Gof, f € £2(X,m), shown
above and since G is compact by Proposition 2.4l It is left to show
that ker(L + k) = {0}. Let u € ker(L + k). Then, we have

0= {((L+k)u,u) =(Q+k)(u,u) > (ku,u)
and, since k > 0, we infer u = 0. U
Furthermore, we need the following maximum principle

Lemma 5.3 (Maximum principle). Let b be a graph over (X, m) and
ke (*(X,m), k> 0. Let u € D(L), u not constant, such that the
inequality (L + k)u < 0 holds. Then, we get u < 0.

Proof. By uy = (£u) V0 € D(Q + k) one has
0= ((Ltk)u, uy) = (Q+k)(u, us) = (Q+k) (up, us) = (Q+kK) (up, u-).

Hence,

(Q + k)(u-i-v U+) S (Q + k?)(’LL+,’LL_) S 07
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where the latter inequality holds by (Q +k)(Ju|) < (Q+k)(u) as k > 0
and @ is a Dirichlet form. Thus u, = 0 since £ > 0 by assumption. [

With these preparations we show that the existence of suitable lower
and upper solutions imply the existence of a solution.

Lemma 5.4. Let b be a connected, canonically compactifiable graph
over (X,;m), m(X) < oo and let ¢ < 0, 0 # h € (*(X). If there is an
upper solution uy and a lower solution uy such that u; > ug, then there
is a solution u € D(L) with uy > u > ug and Lu = he" — c.

Proof. Taking the upper solution u; € D(L) and h € (*(X), we let
k= (1V(=h))e".

Since the graph is canonically compactifiable, and thus D(L) C ¢*°(X),
we have e"* € (>°(X) and, therefore,

k> e >0 and ke *(X,m).

Hence, the operator L + k is bijective by Lemma For u € C(X)
and ¢ from our assumption we let the right hand side of the Kazdhan-
Warner equation be denoted by

fu: X =R, fu=he" —c.

If w € ¢>°(X,m), in particular if v € D(Q + k) = D(Q), we have
fu € 2(X,m). Starting with u; we inductively define

ujJrl = (L + /{?)71<ij + /{:u]) & £2<X7 m), j Z 1.

We next show vy < ... <y < wu; < ... <y by induction. For
7 = 2 we calculate

(L + k:)(UQ - ul) = fu1 + kul - Lul - kul = fu1 - L’LL1 S 0

as w1 is an upper solution. Using the maximum principle, Lemma [5.3]
we infer us —u; < 0. For j > 2 assume u; < wuj—; < ... < wuy. We infer

(L +E)(ujor —uj) = fu; — fu;_y + kuy — kuj_y
=h-(e —e" ')+ k- (u; —uj1)
= (he® + k) - (uj —uj_1)
<0,

where the function § : X — R with u;_; > £ > u; is given by the mean
value theorem. Here, the last inequality follows from the definition of
k. Note that u; > & by the induction hypothesis. Thus, the maximum
principle, Lemma [5.3], yields u;41 > u,;.
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Next we show u; > ug for every j > 1. The case j = 1 follows by the
assumption u; > ug. Suppose u; > ug for some j > 1. We calculate

(L + k)(uj+1 - UO) = fu]. + l{?’u]' — LUO — kUO
> b (€% = )+ - (1 — )
= (he® + k) - (u; — up)
Z 07

where the function £ : X — R with u; > { > ug is given by the mean
value theorem. Thus, using the maximimum principle we infer uy < u;.

Hence, the sequence u; is pointwise monotonically decreasing and,
thus, there is a pointwise limit v : X — R with ug < u < wy. Using
the finiteness of m and Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem,
we infer u € (*(X,m) and |ju; — ullz = 0, j — oco. On the other
hand we have v; € D(L) by D(L + k) = D(L), Lemma Hence,
(L+k)uj = fu,_, + kuj_1 yields

LUj = fujfl + kuj,l — kuj — fu
in 2(X, m) by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem. The closed-
ness of the operator L yields u € D(L). By definition of f, = he" — ¢
we conclude the equality

Lu = he" —c.
O

By the lemma above it suffices to present a lower and an upper
solution wg and u; with uy < u; to prove Theorem [5.1] (2). The next
lemma shows the existence of a lower solutions in general and upper
solutions for ¢ < 0 sufficiently large.

Lemma 5.5. Let b be a connected, canonically compactifiable graph
over (X,m), m(X) < oo and let h € £*(X,m) be such that h < 0.

(a) For all ¢ <0, there is a lower solution uy € D(L).

(b) There is c_(h) < 0 such that there exists an upper solution in
uy € D(L) for c_(h) < ¢ < 0. If furthermore h < 0, then
c_(h) = —o0.

Furthermore, uy and uy can be chosen such that ug < u;.

Proof. Recall that the operator L is bijective on the ¢? functions which
are orthogonal to the constants, Proposition 2.5l We denote this inverse
with slight abuse of notation by L=!. Then L~! maps the orthogonal
complement of the constants into D(L) C D(Q) C (*(X) and we
define

Vo= —aL (h. —h_)—p

for a,f € R where fi denotes the positive and negative part of a
function f, ie., fx = (£f) V0. Hence, v,3 € D(L) C (*(X) and
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Uq,3 — —oo uniformly for § — oo and o € R fixed. We estimate
—h < h_ to get
Lvy g — he'™? +c¢ < —ah_ + ah_ + h_e%8 + ¢
= (e"# —a)h_ +ah_ +ec.

Choosing 0 < oy < |c|/h_ and f3, sufficiently large we obtain the
statement (a) with ug = va, g,-

To show (b) let N be such that hy = hV (—N) still satisfies hy < 0.
Furthermore, let C := ||L™'(hxy — hn)||oo and define for a > 0

Ve = (L™ (hy = hy) = O).
We observe that —2aC < v, < 0. We calculate
L(v, +loga) — heletlosa > L(va + log ) — hyevetlosa
— (a— e tBNh Ty
= a(l — e")hy — ahy.

Next, we apply the mean value theorem and infer that there is a func-
tion £ : X — [—2aC, 0] with 1 —e'» = —efv,, use that 0 > v, > —2aC
and denote by hy _ the negative part of hy to deduce

o= —aefv,hy — ahy
> OzegvahN’, — ahy
> —20%e**“CN — ahy.
Since hy < 0 there is ag such that
Cy = —2(13620‘000]\[ — aphy >0

Hence, for 0 > c¢_(h) > —C we infer that u; = v,, +1og ag is an upper
solution for 0 > ¢ > c_(h). This is the first statement of (b).
Now, assume h < 0. For a > 0 define

Vo = a(L7 (h—h) = O)
with C := ||[L7Y(h — h)||s. Then, v, < 0 and we deduce
L(te + log @) — he" 52 — (1 e")h — aft > —ah

since a > 0, v, <0, h < 0. So, for given ¢ < 0 let o, > 0 be such that
—a.h > —c. Then, u; = v,, + log a. is an upper solution.

To see that we can choose uy < u; we observe that ug, uy € D(L) C
(>°(X) and Sy in the definition of ug can be chosen arbitrary large. [

Proof of Theorem[51. (1): Let u be a solution. Then we have
(h,1) = (he",e™™) = (Lu,e ) + c(l, ey = Q(u,e ™) + c¢(l,e7 ") <0,

where the last inequality follows since t — e~! is monotone decreasing
and the definition of Q.
(2): This follows from Lemma [5.4] and Lemma 5.5 O



[BHL15]

[BHY15]

[BKW15]

[BPO1]
[BPO6]

[CL93|

[DILWY7]

[DLM+03]

[EM12]

[Fol14]
[For03]

[FOT11]

[GelT]

[GHK*+15]

[GJ17]

[GLY16]

[Gol14]

[HIL15]

[HK14]

THE KAZDAN-WARNER EQUATION ON GRAPHS 19

REFERENCES

Frank Bauer, Paul Horn, Yong Lin, Gabor Lippner, Dan , and
Shing-Tung Yau. Li-Yau inequality on graphs. J. Differential Geom.,
99(3):359-405, 2015.

Frank Bauer, Bobo Hua, and Shing-Tung Yau. Davies-Gaffney-
Grigor’yan lemma on graphs. Comm. Anal. Geom., 23(5):1031-1068,
2015.

Frank Bauer, Matthias Keller, and Radostaw K. Wojciechowski.
Cheeger inequalities for unbounded graph Laplacians. J. Fur. Math.
Soc. (JEMS), 17(2):259-271, 2015.

O. Baues and N. Peyerimhoff. Curvature and geometry of tessellating
plane graphs. Discrete Comput. Geom., 25(1):141-159, 2001.

Oliver Baues and Norbert Peyerimhoff. Geodesics in non-positively
curved plane tessellations. Adv. Geom., 6(2):243-263, 2006.

Wen Xiong Chen and Congming Li. Qualitative properties of solutions
to some nonlinear elliptic equations in R?. Duke Math. J., 71(2):427-
439, 1993.

Weiyue Ding, Jiirgen Jost, Jiayu Li, and Guofang Wang. The differen-
tial equation Au = 87 — 8whe® on a compact Riemann surface. Asian
J. Math., 1(2):230-248, 1997.

Joézef Dodziuk, Peter Linnell, Varghese Mathai, Thomas Schick, and
Stuart Yates. Approximating L?-invariants and the Atiyah conjecture.
Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 56(7):839-873, 2003. Dedicated to the mem-
ory of Jiirgen K. Moser.

Matthias Erbar and Jan Maas. Ricci curvature of finite Markov chains
via convexity of the entropy. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 206(3):997—
1038, 2012.

Matthew Folz. Volume growth and stochastic completeness of graphs.
Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 366(4):2089-2119, 2014.

Robin Forman. Bochner’s method for cell complexes and combinatorial
Ricci curvature. Discrete Comput. Geom., 29(3):323-374, 2003.
Masatoshi Fukushima, Yoichi Oshima, and Masayoshi Takeda. Dirichlet
forms and symmetric Markov processes, volume 19 of de Gruyter Studies
in Mathematics. Walter de Gruyter & Co., Berlin, 2011.

Huabin Ge. Kazdan-Warner equation on graph in the negative case. J.
Math. Anal. Appl., 453(2):1022-1027, 2017.

Agelos Georgakopoulos, Sebastian Haeseler, Matthias Keller, Daniel
Lenz, and Radostaw K. Wojciechowski. Graphs of finite measure. J.
Math. Pures Appl. (9), 103(5):1093-1131, 2015.

G.H. Ge and W. Jiang. Kazdan-warner equation on infinite graphs.
preprint, arXiv:1706.08698, 2017.

Alexander Grigor’yan, Yong Lin, and Yunyan Yang. Kazdan-Warner
equation on graph. Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations, 55(4):Pa-~
per No. 92, 13, 2016.

Sylvain Golénia. Hardy inequality and asymptotic eigenvalue distribu-
tion for discrete Laplacians. J. Funct. Anal., 266(5):2662-2688, 2014.
Bobo Hua, Jiirgen Jost, and Shiping Liu. Geometric analysis aspects of
infinite semiplanar graphs with nonnegative curvature. J. Reine Angew.
Math., 700:1-36, 2015.

Bobo Hua and Matthias Keller. Harmonic functions of general graph
Laplacians. Cale. Var. Partial Differential Equations, 51(1-2):343-362,
2014.



20

M. KELLER AND M. SCHWARZ

[HKLW12] Sebastian Haeseler, Matthias Keller, Daniel Lenz, and Radostaw Wo-

[HL17]

[FIM15]

[KL12|

[KLSW15]

[KLSW17]

[KM16]
[KPP]

[KPP17]

[KW74al
[KW74b|
[Mug13]
[Miin13]
[01107]
[01109]
[St094]
[Web10]
[Wis03]

[Wojl
[Zei]

jciechowski. Laplacians on infinite graphs: Dirichlet and Neumann
boundary conditions. J. Spectr. Theory, 2(4):397-432, 2012.

Bobo Hua and Yong Lin. Stochastic completeness for graphs with cur-
vature dimension conditions. Adv. Math., 306:279-302, 2017.

Bobo Hua and Delio Mugnolo. Time regularity and long-time behav-
ior of parabolic p-Laplace equations on infinite graphs. J. Differential
Equations, 259(11):6162-6190, 2015.

Matthias Keller and Daniel Lenz. Dirichlet forms and stochastic com-
pleteness of graphs and subgraphs. J. Reine Angew. Math., 666:189-223,
2012.

Matthias Keller, Daniel Lenz, Marcel Schmidt, and Melchior Wirth. Dif-
fusion determines the recurrent graph. Adv. Math., 269:364-398, 2015.
Matthias Keller, Daniel Lenz, Marcel Schmidt, and Radostaw K. Wo-
jciechowski. Note on uniformly transient graphs. Rev. Mat. Iberoam.,
2017.

Matthias Keller and Delio Mugnolo. General Cheeger inequalities for
p-Laplacians on graphs. Nonlinear Anal., 147:80-95, 2016.

Matthias Keller, Yehuda Pinchover, and Felix Pogorzelski. Optimal
Hardy inequalities for Schrédinger operators on graphs. preprint.
Matthias Keller, Norbert Peyerimhoff, and Felix Pogorzelski. Sec-
tional curvature of polygonal complexes with planar substructures. Adv.
Math., 307:1070-1107, 2017.

Jerry L. Kazdan and F. W. Warner. Curvature functions for compact
2-manifolds. Ann. of Math. (2), 99:14-47, 1974.

Jerry L. Kazdan and F. W. Warner. Curvature functions for open 2-
manifolds. Ann. of Math. (2), 99:203-219, 1974.

Delio Mugnolo. Parabolic theory of the discrete p-Laplace operator.
Nonlinear Anal., 87:33-60, 2013.

Florentin Miinch. Li-Yau inequality on finite graphs via non-linear cur-
vature dimension conditions. preprint, arXiw:1412.3340F, 2013.

Yann Ollivier. Ricci curvature of metric spaces. C. R. Math. Acad. Sci.
Paris, 345(11):643-646, 2007.

Yann Ollivier. Ricci curvature of Markov chains on metric spaces. J.
Funct. Anal., 256(3):810-864, 2009.

Peter Stollmann. Scattering by obstacles of finite capacity. J. Funct.
Anal., 121(2):416-425, 1994.

Andreas Weber. Analysis of the physical Laplacian and the heat flow
on a locally finite graph. J. Math. Anal. Appl., 370(1):146-158, 2010.
Daniel T. Wise. Nonpositive immersions, sectional curvature, and sub-
group properties. Electron. Res. Announc. Amer. Math. Soc., 9:1-9
(electronic), 2003.

Radoslaw Krzysztof Wojciechowski. Stochastic completeness of graphs.
Eberhard Zeidler. Applied functional analysis, volume 109 of Applied
Mathematical Sciences.

M. KELLER, INSTITUT FUR MATHEMATIK, UNIVERSITAT POTSDAM, 14476

Porspam,

GERMANY

E-mail address: matthias.keller@uni-potsdam.de

M. SCHWARZ, INSTITUT FUR MATHEMATIK, UNIVERSITAT POTSDAM, 14476

Porspam,

GERMANY

E-mail address: mschwarz@math.uni-potsdam.de



	1. Introduction
	2. The Laplacian on canonically compactifiable graphs
	3. The case c=0
	4. The case c>0
	5. The case  c<0 
	References

