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ON SOME STRONG POINCARE INEQUALITIES
ON RIEMANNIAN MODELS AND THEIR IMPROVEMENTS

ELVISE BERCHIO, DEBDIP GANGULY, AND PRASUN ROYCHOWDHURY

ABSTRACT. We prove second and fourth order improved Poincaré type inequalities on the hyper-
bolic space involving Hardy-type remainder terms. Since theirs L.h.s. only involve the radial part
of the gradient or of the laplacian, they can be seen as stronger versions of the classical Poincaré
inequality. We show that such inequalities hold true on model manifolds as well, under suitable
curvature assumptions and sharpness of some constants is also discussed.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let M be a Cartan-Hadamard manifold of dimension N (namely, a manifold which is complete,
simply-connected, and has everywhere non-positive sectional curvature). It is well known that if
the sectional curvatures of M are bounded above by a strictly negative constant, then M admits a
Poincaré type, or L?-gap, inequality, namely there exists A > 0 such that

/|Vgu|2dvg2A/ u?*dv, Yu € CX(M).
M M

Recently, there has been a constant effort to improve the Poincaré inequality in terms of adding
possibly optimal Hardy weights, i.e. adding on the r.h.s. a term of the form [,, W u? dv, with W > 0
“as large as possible”, see [I1] for a general treatment of Hardy weights for second-order elliptic
operators. Starting from the works [2] and [4], where a Poincaré-Hardy inequality was shown with
sharp constants, further generalisation to p-Laplacian and higher order case have been obtained in [6]
and [5], respectively. We also refer to [7] for more general improvements and the study of extremals.
The kind of weights obtained in these papers, which are singular at a fixed point of M, makes this
subject a sort of lateral branch of that very rich field of research originated from the seminal paper
[8], and dealing with possible improvements (not only of L? type) of the classical Hardy inequality
on bounded euclidean domains or on curved spaces, see e.g. [Il B O 10, 15, 16 17 08 20] and
reference therein.

The most studied example of M is clearly the hyperbolic space HY, where A = (%)2 In this
setting the following improved Poincare inequality was established in [4] for all u € C2°(H"):

N-1)°
(1.1) / |V~ ul? dogy > <—> / u? dvgn
HN 2 HN

1 u? (N —1)(N -3) u?
~ [ =4 dvgn
* 4 /HN p2 S * 4 /HN sinh? r v

where N > 3, r := p(z,0) denotes the geodesic distance function and o € HY is fixed. Moreover, all
constants in ([LT]) are proved to be sharp in a suitable sense.
In view of the work [22], where a similar question has been recently posed in the context of Hardy
inequalities, one may wonder whether inequality (1)) still holds if we replace |V~ u|? with its radial
ou

part (9%)2. Since, by Gauss’s lemma one has [V~ u|? > (9%)2, giving an answer to this question
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is by no means obvious and it represents the first goal of this paper. Indeed, we prove that the
following stronger version of (LLI]) holds

ou\> N -1\’ 5
(12) /HN (E) d’UHN Z <T) /HN’LL d’l}HN

1 u? (N -1)(N-3) u?
- —d d
+ 4 /HN 7'2 VN + 4 /HN SinhQT UHN ,

for all w € C®(HY) and N > 3. Clearly, (L2 reproves inequality (I)) but we derive it by
using a different technique: here the main tool exploited is spherical harmonics decomposition
technique, while the proof of (ILI)) was based on finding a ground state and on criticality theory,
see |4, Theorem 2.1]. Furthermore, we argue quite differently also in proving the optimality of the
constants appearing in ([2]). Notice that the sharpness of all constants in ([L2]) can be derived by
combining Gauss’s lemma with the sharpness of the corresponding constants in (II]). Nevertheless,
in this paper we provide and alternative, and more direct, proof of the sharpness of the dominating
term at infinity of (L2), namely of the constant i, which is based on the delicate construction of
a suitable minimising sequence. This argument may have its own interest in the study of related
partial differential equations, furthermore it can be carried over to more general Riemannian models
having negative sectional curvatures bounded above, see Theorem 2.1] below.

It is known from [25] that in the Hyperbolic space there also hold the following second order
Poincare inequalities:

N—1 2(2—-1)
(13) / (AHN U)Qd’UHN > (T) / |V]ZHIN U|2d’UHN,
HN HN

for all u € C°(HY) with N > 3 and with [ = 0 or [ = 1. We refer to [2I] for a proof of the sharpness
of the above constants. Now, in view of ([3]) and for what previously stated in the first order, it is
natural to think about possible extensions of ([2) to the second order. In this respect the following
inequality from [22] Theorem 5.2] turns out to be meaningful:

(14) / (AHN’(,L)Q d’l}HN Z/ (AT7HNU)2 d’l}HN
HN HN

for all w € C°(HY) with N > 5, where A, g~ denotes the radial part of the Laplace-Beltrami
operator Ag~ on HY, see also Lemma below. Clearly, inequality (L4]) suggests that a possible
stronger version of (L3)) might involve the operator A, g~. Motivated by this, in the present paper
we prove the following improved Poincare type inequality:

N-1)\? ou\
. ~u)? N> | — — N
(1 5) /HN (AT,H u) d’UH = ( 5 ) /HN (87") d’UH

+1/ 1 8u2d +(N21>/ 1 8u2d
— — | = Uy N - Uy N
4 HN r2 \ Or i 4 HN sinh27’ or H

for all u € C°(HY) with N > 3.

We notice that the interest of (LH]) is not only due to the fact that it looks likes the proper second
order analogue of ([[L2)), but also to the fact that it improves ([3]) from several points of view. In
fact, on one hand, by combining (IZ) and a related weighted inequality, from (LBl we derive the
inequality:

2 N-1\* 2
: 7 HN HN 2 HN
(1.6) (A, grvu)” dogn > u® dv
HN ’ 2 HN

N—4\> [ u? (N2 —1) u?
- —d ) =
+< 1 >/HN e T /HN pz GV
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for all u € C°(HY) with N > 5; in view of (L), (L) reads as a strong (and improved) version
of (L3) with I = 0. On the other hand, a clever exploitation of (L)), jointly with the spherical
harmonics decomposition technique, yields the following improved version of (3] with I = 1:

2 N-1 ? 2
(17) (AHNU) d’UHN Z Ia— |VHNU| d’UHN
HN 2 HN
1 |VHNU|2 (N2 — 1) / |VHNU|2
— —d d .
* 4 /HN 2 VR + 4 g~ sinh? 7 VA

for all u € C°(HY) with N > 5. We note that, despite their similarity, (L5) and (I7) are not
mutually implicated.

We complete this short discussion by mentioning that inequality (L6 can be compared with the
following improved Poincare inequality proved in [4:

2 N -1\ 2
. HN N = | ——— HN
(1.8) (Ag~yu)® dogn > u” dv
HN 2 HN

9 u? (N —1)? u?
+1—6/HNT—4d’UHN+78 /HNT_Qd,UHN,

(N-1)?

for all u € C°(HY) with N > 5 and where the constant “=—g=— was proved to be sharp. In view of
(N—4)*

(C4), (O has a Lh.s. with a stronger impact than that of ([LJ), furthermore, since {5 < “=z for

N > 8, inequality (L) gives a better improvement than (L)) of the Poincare inequality (L3]) near

the pole, when N > 8. However, for all dimensions, the r.h.s. of (L8) performs better at infinity.

Also we mention that, unfortunately, neither (@) or (L8] solve the problem of sharpness of the
1

constant in front of 7 which is still open.

We notice that within the paper we prove and state all results on general model manifolds satisfying
suitable curvature bounds and having HY as a remarkable particular case, see Section 2 below.

The paper is organized as follows: we state our main results in Section [ and Section Bl while
the rest of the paper deals with the proofs of the results. More precisely, in Section [2] we first
briefly recall some useful facts concerning to Riemannian model manifolds and we introduce some
curvature bounds related to the models on which we will settle our analysis. Then, we state our first
and second order improved Poincaré inequalities. In Section [3] we discuss the first order results on
suitable prototype model manifolds allowing for unbounded curvatures from below. In Section [4] we
give the proof of our improved strong Poincaré inequality in the first order, namely inequality (L2))
but on more general Riemannian models. Section [B] contains the proof of inequalities related to the
radial part of Laplace-Beltrami operator and to the radial part of gradient, namely the analogous
of inequality (I5]) on model manifolds. In Section [6 we first prove (4] on general models and then
we derive our improved strong Poincaré inequality in the second order, which reads as (IG) on HY.
Finally, in Section [l we derive our improved version of (3] with [ = 1 on model manifolds, i.e.

(C7) on HY.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND STATEMENT OF MAIN RESULTS

This section is devoted to the statements of the main results. Before stating our theorems let us
briefly recall some of the known facts concerning Riemannian model manifolds.

An N-dimensional Riemannian model (M, g) is an N-dimensional Riemannian manifold admitting
a pole o € M and whose metric g is given in spherical coordinates by

(2.1) ds? = dr? + % (r) dw?,
where dw? is the metric on sphere S¥ ! and v satisfies

(2.2) ¥ is a C* nonnegative function on [0, +00), positive on (0, 400)
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such that ¢'(0) = 1 and 3" (0) = 0 for all &k > 0.

These conditions on 1 ensure that the manifold is smooth and the metric at the pole o is given
by the euclidean metric [T9, Chapter 1, 3.4]. The coordinate r, by construction, represents the
Riemannian distance from the pole o, see e.g. [12] [13] [19] for further details. In particular, all the
assumptions above are satisfied by ¢(r) = r and by ¥(r) = sinh(r): in the first case M coincides
with the euclidean space RY, in the latter with the hyperbolic space HY

It is known that there exist an orthonormal frame {F};};=1 .~ on (M, g) where Fy corresponds
to the radial coordinate, and Fi, ..., Fy_1 to the spherical coordinates, for which F; A F; diagonalize
the curvature operator R :

1

R(EAFN):—%Fi/\FN, i <N,

/\2
-1
R(Fi/\Fj)%E/\Fj, 1,7 < N.
The quantities
ra 1/]” an (1/1 ) -1
(2.3) K7t — e H =

then coincide with the sectional curvatures w.r.t. planes containing the radial direction and, respec-
tively, orthogonal to it. In what follows we will sometimes need to assume that

(2.4) K< —1 in (0,400).

Since, by the Sturm-Comparison Theorem, the above condition also implies that H.%" < —1, with

([24) we basically require the boundedness from above of both sectional curvatures. See also Lemma
AT in the following. Finally, a further crucial quantity in our statements will be

(2.5) Ard = —2K7 — (N — 3)HI"

w™,r 2

A:r“,‘fl is related to the bottom of the spectrum of the laplacian, see inequality (2] below; in

particular, when t(r) = sinh(r), then A7% = N — 1 hence %A;‘fﬁl coincides with the bottom of
the spectrum of the laplacian in HY.

Next, we recall that the Riemannian Laplacian of a scalar function v on M is given by

1 0 N_10u

(2.6) Agu(r,el,.. LON_ 1) 1/}2 (97" |:(’L/J(7“)) - E(T,(gl,...,ezv_l)} ASN 1U(T 91,...,91\[_1),

2
where Agnv -1 is the Riemannian Laplacian on the unit sphere SV =1, In particular, for radial functions,

namely functions depending only on r, Aju reads

;2 r Nfl@r = (r _ w/(r)u’r
o o |G| =)+ - DS,

where from now on a prime will denote, for radial functions, derivative w.r.t r.

(2.7) A, gu(r) =

We are now ready to state our results.

Theorem 2.1. Let (M,g) be an N-dimensional Riemannian model with N > 3 and with metric g
as given in (ZIN) with b satisfying 22). Then, for all u € C"O(M \ {0}) there holds

28) /M (%)deg - %/MAMCI u® dvg > / —d +W/M ZZd

with A7 as defined in (ZI). Moreover, if condition ) holds and furthermore

/

(2.9) %NCTQ as r — 400
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for some C > 0 and a > 0, then the constant i in [28) is sharp, i.e.

ou 2 N—l d
M (6_1;) dvg — ( ) fM A u? dug
dvg

(2.10) i = ianl(I\/[)\{O}

M 7‘2
Remark 2.1. A couple of remarks are in order about the further conditions required in the second
part of the statement of Theorem [21l Condition ([24]) seems by no means technical as suggested by
the following simple example. Consider the euclidean space, then ¥(r) = r and (Z4) clearly fails.
On the other hand, in this case, A% =0 and inequality @) becomes the (strong) Hardy inequality:

ou\’ (N —2)? u?
/]RN (E) d’U]RNZT/RNTTd’U]RN,

hence 1/4 is no more the sharp constant in front of the term ;f—; As concerns condition (2.9),

it is needed to show that the quotient ZI0) is finite for our minimizing sequence, see Section
[l Nevertheless, we notice that this condition is not “too restrictive”, in the sense that it allows
unbounded curvatures from below as it happens, for instance, if P(r) = rer for which ([Z39) holds
with C = 2 and a = 1; see also Section[3d for further examples and the related disussion.

We point out that when (Z4) holds inequality (Z8]) implies the following more explicit inequality:

Corollary 2.1. Let (M,g) be an N-dimensional Riemannian model with N > 3 and with metric g
as given in (ZIN) with v satisfying 22) and 24). Then, for all v € C"O(M) there holds

(2.11) /M (%)2 dv, — <¥)2/ u? dvg > / — dv, >(N*3> /M 7 dv,

A remarkable particular case to which Theorem 21l applies is when M = HY i.e. ¢(r) = sinh(r).
In this case all constants in (28] are proved to be sharp.

Corollary 2.2. Let M = HY, the Hyperbolic space with N > 3. Then, for all u € C°(HY) there
holds

ou\> N -1\’ ) 1 u? (N —1)(N —3) u?
- == > _
Lo () v (F57) [ ot avan = [ 3 s EHE [ s i

with all constants sharp. More precisely, the Poincaré constant (—_1)2 is sharp in the sense that

2
no inequality of the form

ou\’ 9
— | dvgy >¢ u® dogwn
HN 87’ HN

holds, for u € C(HYN), when ¢ > (%)2 The constant % 1s sharp in the sense explained in

Theorem [21] while the constant W is sharp in the sense that no inequality of the form

ou\ N -1\ 1 u? u?
— | dogy — [ —— 2 dogy — = — dog~ > ——d
/HN <6T> vmN ( 2 > /]H[N u vmN 4 /]H[N 7“2 VBN C/HN (Sinh T)Q VBN

0 (N—1)(N—3)
holds, for u € C°(HYN), when ¢ > *=—4=—.

We refer the interested reader to Section [3] for further examples of prototypes model manifolds to
which Theorem 2] applies and the interpretation of the corresponding results. Next we turn to the
statement of our second order results. By combining spherical harmonics decomposition technique
with Theorem 1] we derive the following second order analogue of Theorem 2]

Theorem 2.2. Let (M,g) be an N-dimensional Riemannian model with N > 3 and with metric g
as giwen in 2)) with ¥ satisfying @2)). Then, for all u € C°(M), there holds

N -1 2
(212) / (B vy — S / [Ared 4 a(crad — preamy] (24" gy
Mo 4 o : , , ar
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1 [ 1 [ou\’ (N2 —1) 1 (0w’
>= | (=) doyy+— | == du,,
_4/Mr2<87°) g 4 /Mw2 or g

with A7 as defined in (2.3).
Under suitable curvature bounds inequality ([2Z.12)) implies the following more explicit inequality:

Corollary 2.3. Let (M,g) be an N-dimensional Riemannian model with N > 3 and with metric g
as gwen in 200 with ¢ satisfying 22) and 2Z4). If furthermore

(2.13) Kot > Hin (0, 400)

then there holds

(2.14) /M(A,ﬂ,gu)2 dv, — <¥)2/M <%>2dvg

1 [ 1 [ou\’ (N2 —1) 1 [ou\?
> = — = A [ Z=
_4/M7"2<a7°) g+ 4 /M¢2<a7“) s,
for all w e CX(M).

Remark 2.2. Condition @I3)) holds with the equality if M = HY; exzamples of models satisfying
@4) and for which the strict inequality holds in ZI3) can be given by taking ¥(r) = reb" for r
large, with b > 1, see the proof of Corollary[3.2 in Section[3.

When M = HY @ZI2) clearly coincides with ([ZI4]) but we also have the optimality of the constant

(M=t

5 )2. For the sake of clarity we give the precise statement here below:

Corollary 2.4. Let M = HY, the Hyperbolic space with N > 3. Then, for all u € C°(HY) there

holds
N -1\? ou\ >
/HN (Angu)Q d’UHN — (T) /HN <E> d’UHN

>1/ i%zd +(N21)/ ! @Qd
T4 g~ 2\ Or vy 4 mn (sinhr)2 \ Or v

for alluw € C(HYN). Furthermore the constant (%)2 in the above inequality turns out to be sharp
in the sense that no inequality of the form

ou\?
A 2 N > — N
[z [ (5) s

holds, for u € C°(HY) when ¢ > (%)2

Next we state a Rellich type improvement for the second order Poincaré inequality ([L3]) with
¢ = 0 but on more general model manifolds. The proof comes by exploiting either inequality (L)
on Riemannian models (see Lemma [61] in the following) and inequality (ZIZ), the first brought the
restriction N > 5 and the latter yields the curvature conditions ([24]) and [2I3]) below.

Theorem 2.3. Let (M,g) be an N-dimensional Riemannian model with N > 5 and with metric g
as gwen in 2J)) with ¥ satisfying 22), @4) and @I3). Then for all uw € C°(M) there holds

4
N -1 (N — 4)? u? (N —1)? u?
2 2
, - —— >~ [ — +— [ —dv,.
(2.15) / (Agu)” dug < 5 ) /M u® dug 16 / o dvg 6 / 2 dvg

Remark 2.3. As already explained in the Introduction, inequality BI5) with M = HYN must be

compared with inequality (LI)). In particular, it gives rise to the interesting fact that the constant
9

appearing in front of the Rellich term :f—z can be larger than {5.
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We conclude by stating a Hardy-type improvement of the second order Poincaré inequality (L3)
with £ = 1 on model manifolds. Here the main tools exploited in the proofs are spherical harmonics
decomposition and reduction of dimension technique. The latter yields the restriction N > 5, while
conditions ([Z4]) and (ZI3) come again from inequality (ZI2) that we apply for each component of
the decomposition.

Theorem 2.4. Let (M,g) be an N-dimensional Riemannian model with N > 5 and with metric g
as giwen in (ZI)) with ¢ satisfying 22), @4) and @I3). Then for all u € C° (M) there holds

N-1\? 1 [ |Vyul? N2—1) [ |Vgul?
(2.16) /(Agu)2 dvg—(T) / |vgu|2dug21/ | ;’2| dvg—i—( 1 / | 1ZQ| do, .
M M M M

3. SOME PROTOTYPE MODEL MANIFOLDS

In this section we discuss our first order results on N-dimensional Riemannian models (M, ¢g) with
N > 3 and with metric g as given in (2]) with ¢ satisfying condition ([22]) and the further condition
for large r:

(3.1) P(r) = A forr >R

or

(3.2) P(r) = Are”™ forr >R

for some R, A,b > 0 and a > —1. The case @) includes HY (for a = 0), while the case [B.2)
includes RY (for a = —1). In both cases the sectional curvatures satisfy

K;‘frd ~ be(a + 1)27’2“ and H;?Td ~ 7b2(a + 1)27’2“ as r — +00.

Hence, for a > 0 unbounded curvatures from below are allowed. We refer to [14, Section 2.3] for
further possible choices of 1) and their geometric interpretation.

In case (BI) from Theorem [Z] we derive the following improved Poincaré inequality for functions
supported outside Bg(0):

Corollary 3.1. Let (M,g) be an N-dimensional Riemannian model with N > 3 and with metric g
as given in (Z0) with ¢ satisfying conditions 22)) and BI) for some R, A;b >0 and a > 0. Then,
for all w € C(M \ Bgr(o)), there holds

ou\? N—-1)\? . 1 [ u?
(3.3) /M <E> dvg > (T) (a+1)2b2/M7»2 uzdvngZ/Mﬁdvg

i 2ba(a+1)(N — 1)/ = 1a? du,.
M

4

Notice that ([B3) can be seen as an improved Poincaré inequality since [, ** u*dvy > [, u?® do,
for a > 0 and v € C°(M \ Br(o)) with R > 1, for instance. In particular, for a = 0 and b = 1 we
1\171)2

recover the sharp Poincaré constant in HY, i.e. ( 5

Proof. For r > R we compute:

ra a a— an @ !
Kt = —b*(a+1)*** —ba(a+ 1)r*~",  HI = —b*(a+1)°r* + A2 o2brotl
and
rad a—1 2 2 2a 7]\7 —3
AT =2ba(a+1)r*"" +b%(a+ 1)°(N — 1)r™* — AZe2bratT

Then, the desired inequality comes by inserting the above term into (2.8]), summing up and rear-
ranging all terms.

O
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In case [B2) from Theorem 2] we derive an improved Hardy inequality for functions supported
outside Bg(0):

Corollary 3.2. Let (M,g) be an N-dimensional Riemannian model with N > 3 and with metric
g as given in 2I)) with ¥ satisfying conditions 2.2) and B2) for some R, A,b > 0 and a > —1.
Then, for all u € C°(M \ Bgr(o)), there holds

ou\ > N —2)2 2 1)202(N — 1)2
(3.4) /M (8—1:) dv, > %/M%dvg_i_ (a+1) 4( ) /Mr2au2dvg
+ b(a+1)(N —21)(N—1+a)/ ra—1u2d,vg_
M

When a = —1 the decay of the manifold is of euclidean type and ([B4]) reduces to the standard
Hardy inequality. On the other hand, when a > 0, since [, r**u?dv, > [,, u*dv, for all u €
C(M \ Br(0)) with R > 1, (84]) reads as an improved Hardy-Poincaré inequality.

Proof. For r > R we compute:

ra a a— an a a— 1 1
K%t = —b%(a+1)*r"* —b(a+1) (a+2)r* ", HE = —b*(a+1)*r**—2b(a+1)r 1_T_2+7A27’262b7"a+1
and N-3  N-3
AT =2b(N =1+ a)r* " + b (a+ 1)*(N — 1)r** + T AmaE

Then, the ([B4]) comes by inserting the above term into (2.8]), summing up and rearranging all terms.
O

A further remarkable consequence of Theorem [2.1]1is the following improved Hardy inequality:

Corollary 3.3. Let (M,g) be an N-dimensional Riemannian model with N > 3 and with metric
g as given in ZI) with ¥(r) = re™" for some positive integer m. Then, for all u € C (M \ {0})
there holds

2
N —2)?2 2
/ (%) dvg > %/ U—deg +m?(N — 1)2/ r4m=2 42 du,
(3.5) AN M M
+m(N —1)(N -2+ 2m)/ r?m=2 42 dv,
M
where the constant =22 s sharp.

Remark 3.1. [t’s worth noticing that, under the assumption of Corollary 3.3, we have:
(N-1) (N—l)(N—S)i_(N—l)(N—?;) 1

4 4 r2 4 Y2(r)

for some fu, n(r) > 0. Once this observed, we readily infer that, as stated in Theorem [21] the

constant in front of the term %2 on the right hand side of 23] cannot be larger than L otherwise

(N-2)* !
T

A = + fmn(r),

we would contradict the sharpness of the Hardy constant

Proof. Clearly, the function ¢ (r) = re”" satisfies condition @2), hence Theorem 2] applies. On
the other hand, some computations yield:

_ _ _ 1 B 1
K;?Td = —(2m)27’4m 2 2m(2m + 1)7"2’" 2, Hfr“f = f(2m)2r4m 2 poi dmr?m—2 4 poy TR

and
AL = (2m)2(N = 1)r*™ 2 + dm(N — 2+ 2m)r*™ 2 + —
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Finally, inequality ([3.3]) comes by inserting the above term into (Z8]), summing up and rearranging

2
all terms. As for the sharpness of the constant %, it comes from the results in [9].
O

4. Proors oF THEOREM [2.1], COROLLARY [ZI] AND COROLLARY 2.1]

4.1. Proof of Theorem [2Z.T1 This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem [Z1] Before starting
we recall the following useful lemma that can be easily derived from the Sturm-Comparison Theorem,
see [24, Lemma 2.1] and that we will repeatedly exploit in our proofs.

Lemma 4.1. Let (M,g) be an N-dimensional Riemannian model with metric g as given in (Z1)
with ¥ satisfying @2)). If &Z4) holds, then
!/
»(r)

Next we discuss some basic facts on spherical harmonics. More details can be found in [23].

>cothr and ¢(r) >sinhr Vr>0.

Spherical harmonics.
Let u(z) = u(r,0) € C* (M), r € [0,00) and o € SN71, we can write

u(z) == u(r,o) = Z dp(r) Py (o)

in L?2(M), where {P,} is an orthonormal system of spherical harmonics and

dn(r) :/ u(r, o) Py, (o) do.
SN-1
A spherical harmonic P, of order n is the restriction to SV ~! of a homogeneous harmonic poly-
nomial of degree n. Moreover, it satisfies
—Agn1 P, =\, P,

for all n € Ny where \,, = (n? 4 (N —2)n) are the eigenvalues of Laplace Beltrami operator —Agn -1
on SV~ with corresponding eigenspace dimension ¢,,. We note that A\, >0, \g =0,co=1,¢; = N

and
N+n—-1 N+n-3
Cp = —
n n—2
We are now ready to begin the proof.

Proof of (2.8). The proof is divided into two steps.

Step 1. Let u € C°(M \ {o}), where o denotes the pole, and define the transformation

v(x) =P(r) S u(z) where r = p(z,0) and x = (r,0) € (0,00) x S¥~1.

Then clearly v € C°(M \ {o}).

An easy calculation gives
ov 0 w-n \ _ Ww-1) ou (N —=1)¢'(r)
5 = 2 (00 ) = o) TG+ v

By arranging the terms we obtain:

for n > 2.

Ou_ _ 1 v (N-1)¢'(r)
(4.2) o = e [
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Step 2.
Now, expanding v in terms of spherical harmonics:

v(z) =v(r,o) = Z dn(r) Py (o
n=0
we find

= i d, (r)P,(c
n=0

Furthermore, from ({2]) we observe that

u\> 1 ov\> 1 ovy/
AAE)d%f@wN”%ﬂ(m_w_”ﬁw DR

(v -1)? 192,
(4.3) + 1 y ¢(N—1)_U duy .

We will evaluate each term of (@3] separately. Using the integration by parts formula and the
orthonormal properties of {P,} i.e fsx—1 PpPpm do = by, we find

ov B 2 [ 9
(4.4 | - 1>( ) =3 [ @
1 av ’l/)/ ’l/l’(/)” 1/)/2
(4.5) /M TR Z/ 2 dr

1 2 /2
(4.6) /MiP(N 1)1/;2 v dvng/ d? 1/}

By substituting (£4), (@A) and [@4) into (@3] and after simplifying, we obtain

ou 2 00 o) (N o 1) ot 00 ’L/)’l/)” _ 1/}/2
4.7 / <—> dv, = / d,)? dr + ——= / d2————d
1) M \Or ! Z 0 (@) 2 ZO 0 Y2

[

—SO:OOWT_MOO > o perad el 2

_n_O/O (dn) ¢ 4 nZO/O [QKﬂ’T +(N 3)H7"7T}dnd
(N —1)(N —3) & a2

" I A L

n=0
Next, by using the 1-dimensional Hardy inequality:

0 1 e s} d2
/(%sz—/ g,
0 4Jo T
into (1) we get

Ju ? 1 - > d%z — 1 Tad tan j2
/M (E) dvg > - Z/ 5 dr — Z/ (2K — 3)H!*r]d? dr
(4.9) LoDV -3) Z/ b g,



POINCARE INEQUALITIES ON RIEMANNIAN MODELS 11

Finally, inserting the equalities:

/ [2K7% 4+ (N = 3) H ! u? dvy = Z / [2K7% 4+ (N = 3)H! ! ds, dr
M

u2 St o 72
dv, = / ”drand/ — dov, = / 2 d
/ g Z w2 Y 7;) o ¥?

into (£9) and recalling (23] we obtaln the desired inequality (23] with u € C°(M \ {o}).

Remark 4.1. If 24) holds inequality [Z8]) can be extended to functions belonging to C°(M) by
density arguments. Indeed, in this case M is a Cartan-Hadamard manifold with strictly negative
curvatures and, since, for N > 2, the set {0} is compact and has zero capacity, the following inclusion

holds: Cg"(M)HV‘”2 C Cx(M\{o}) (see |10, Proposition A.1 and Theorem 6.5]). Then, by
using Gauss Lemma |g—:f| < |Vul, one deduces the validity of (Z8) for all C°*(M).

[V-[l2

Optimality : We set

Arad 2

fM(g_:f)Q dvg —

(4.10) Cuy = infgi a0y

M r2 dvg

If 24) holds, then Amd > 0 and, by combining den51ty arguments with Fatou’s Lemma we infer
that (Z38) holds in H'(M) and, in turn, that Cs; > 1. So it remains to show that Cj; < 1 and this
will be done by giving a proper minimizing sequence. Again we divide the proof in some steps.

Step 1. Let us define the sequence {¢,,} for n € N as follows

0 O0<r<i1

n~Yr—-1) 1<r<2
(4.11) On(r) = o o<y <

r-@ <r

where @ > 1+ a and a > 0 is as given in (23). Clearly, ¢, € L},.(0,+00) and its weak derivative
writes

0 0<r<i1
419 , n_ ¢ 1<r<2
—ar~ b n<r.
Next we recall that, from the proof of Proposition 4.1 in [], the function ug(r) := —%=r satisfies:
w 2
(N-1) . lug (N —1)(N —3) ug
(413) *Ar,g Uy — Aﬂ_;‘l ug = Zﬁ f E forr > 0.

Using polar coordinates and by exploiting ([Z3), it follows that ug¢, and ugp? both belong to
HY(M) for all n > 3 and for @ > 1 + a. In particular, ) assures (uodn)’, (uog?) € L?*(M).

Indeed, for » > n, we have that
1\* 1 N —1)? N -1
((a—) - +7( ) 027’2“+(2a71)( 5 )C’T"1>

(114)  ((uon) 26N ~ S

r2a—1

and this term turns out to be integrable at infinity for @ > 1+ a, if ¥ satisfies the above condition;
the term (ug¢?)’ can be treated similarly.
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Step 2. Let R > n, by multiplying the equation [I3)) by uo¢? and integrating by parts, we
obtain

(4.15)

3U0) (3(U0¢2)> / <8U0) 2 (N - 1) / d 2
dug 00n) \ gy — wod? dS, — AT (4o )? dw
/BR(O) < or or Y Jonroy \ Or 0 4 Br(0) (o)™ dvg

_1 (u09n)? N -1V -3) (uo$n)?
=1 /BR(O) 2 dvg + 1 /BR(O) 02 dvg ,

where we have exploited the fact that ¢,, is supported outside Bj(0), hence no problem of integrability
arises at r = 0.

Next we note that

/aBRw) (%1;0> uody, dS, = /6 ) u)(R) uo(R)¢7 (R) dS,
_ % (1 — (N — 1)312/((]%)) % —o() as R oo

where in the above we have exploited the fact that |0Br(0)| = wy ¥ ~1(R).
On the other hand, for r > n, we have that

o
(o) (2090 | ~ 6% + 20a6
1 1 (N1 N-—1\¢'1 1\ 1
- m(zrﬁT(a) (o) om )

1 /11 (N-=12 , N -1 o1 1 1 )
Srml(Zr—Q—i—TCr + a—l—T Cr +ar_2 N as r — +oo (using (29)

(wopn)? 1 1
2 T 2041 wal
(u0¢n)2 1

1 .
02 < oz (using (Z4) and (ET).

As for the terms involving the curvatures, we first note that, if ) holds then AZ% > 0 (see the
proof of Corollary 2] below) and, by density arguments, (IEI) yields

2
(an/ AT 2, < / <@> dv, for all u e H'(M).
1 " M \Or

Hence, since ug¢, € H*(M), we deduce that

<N4—1> / AT () oy < /M(a(?f”)f av,

where the boundedness of the latter term and, in turn, of the first, follows by (£14]).
Since for all terms listed above we have integrability at infinity whenever a > 1 + a, by Lebesgue
Theorem, we can pass to the limit in (£I5) as R — +oo and we conclude that

(4.16) /M (%) (8(%&)) dv, — % /M AL (ugn)? dug

_ 1 (u0¢n)2 (N_ 1)(N_3) (U0¢n)2
= Z/M 2 Qg 1 /M V2

dug .
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Step 3. Next we observe that

[ () (2end) [ (2o}, [ (2

Note that, by the above discussion, the first two terms are well defined. Furthermore, for r > n,

we have that
oo 2 a?
2 n N-1 _
uo( or ) ¥ T op2etl

which is in fact integrable for az > 0.
By using this into (£I6) we have

8(u0¢n) ° (N_ 1) rad 2
/M (T) dvg — —— /M AT (uogn)” duy

_ 1 (u0¢n)2 (N_ 1)(N_3) (u0¢n)2 2 a¢n ?
=1 /M 2 dvg + 1 /M 02 dvg + /M uo(ﬁ) dvg

and, by considering the quotient in (I0) with u = ug¢,,, we obtain

fM ug(%f dvg dvg — (N 1) fM Arad (updn)? dv,

o ST

u ¢n 2

L (o) oy (e

4 4 Ju (uogn dv, Ju (uoj)?n dug
Then, from definition of C'y; and the above, we infer
(“0¢n d b
1 (N- 3) Ju v Jyug( ) dv,

(4.17) Cu < it 4 (um (“0¢>:

fM 2z fM e dyy

Step 4. We estimate each term of the r.h.s. of (£I7). Note that wy denotes the N dimensional
measure of unit sphere, hence a finite number.
First we estimate the denominator

/M (uoPn)? dv, _wN/OO (uoPn)? (W (r)) -1 dr—wN/ o ar

2 2
>wN/ d)" dr+wN/ ¢n dr
(4.18) =wn n_%[log(g) + %}

Now we consider
2 o) e’}
/M ug (%) dvg = wN/O ug(d);)Q(d)(r))(N*l) dr = wN/O r((b;)Q dr
2 [e’e)
— wN/ r((b;)Q dr+wN/ T(d);)Q dr
1 n
(4.19) =wyn 2 F + E} .

2 2
Finally, using integration by parts, a > 1, [I]) and sinhr > r, we obtain
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¢n 2 '] ¢n)2 B [e%} n)2
/M (Uoi/ﬂ ) dvg = wN/O (UO( ) (1/1(7“))(N Dodr = wN/ 7;/()2 dr
n) (¢n n)
— d
Sty v [y o [R5
rn 2‘3‘(7“—1) rn” pl—2e
wN /1 sinh? r dr +wn /2 smh2 r dr o /n sinh? r dr

—2a o]

2 n
< L.v n2 / r(r—1)2 dr +wy n_QO‘/ (cschr) dr + wN/ roiT2 gy
sinh“1 Jy 2 n
exp(—n) —1 exp(—2)—1| 1
exp(—n) + 1 exp(—2) + 1 '

IN

(4.20) =wN"n

2a
+ lo
[12 (sinh? 1) .

Step 5. We are now in the final stage. Using (£20) and (£I8) we have

7 exp(—n)—1 exp(—2)—1 1
Jog 222 dvg D) T 108 |eap(om 1|~ 108 |G| T 2a
ugcbn = o T —0 forn — o0
fM Tz g g( )+ 200

and, using (£19) and (A1), we deduce that

fM 0(6¢Tn) dv9< §+%

- — 0 forn — oco.
Jor (uojb?n) dvg

Finally, combining these two and (£IT), we can say that,

(ro0, .

o< by &2 9w —oF Y ()" dvy _ 1 +o(1)

M=y 4 T a o) g, 4 -
fM r? Ug fM r? Ug

Hence, {uo¢,} is the required minimizing sequence and, in turn, Cas = 3
4.2. Proof of Corollary 2Tl Recalling [2.3)), we know that

ou\? N-1 1 [ u? (N—1)(N—=3) [ u?
— ) dv,— —— | A% dv, > = d = v T —=d
/M (87") E 4 /M mr e =7 /M 2 - 4 /M P2 b

for all u € C°(M). Therefore, to prove the statement, it is enough to show that AZ% > (N — 1)
for all r > 0. This follows by using (Z4]) and (@I, by which we deduce that

iy [o0"0) g ()P =1) v
Amr(r){2w(r)+(]\f 3) () }2(2+(N 3))=N-1

forallr >0. O

4.3. Proof of Corollary Let M = HY, the statement of Corollary 22 comes from Theorem
by taking «(r) = sinh(r), once proved the sharpness of the constants (%)2 and W.
This issue readily follows from the sharpness of the same constants in inequality (L)) otherwise, by
Gauss’s Lemma, we would get a contradiction. [J
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5. PROOFS OF THEOREM AND COROLLARY [2.4]
5.1. Proof of Theorem For any u € C2°(M) we have
0%u Y Ou
EALSYG N ke
or? +( ) Y Or

Exploiting the spherical harmonic decomposition, we write

Ay gu =

u(z) :=u(r,o) = Z an (1) Py (o)
n=0

and we obtain

et = (35 (wv v ) ) s (32)' = (S

Recalling that {P,} is orthonormal and by using polar coordinates and integrating by parts, we

get
2 . (N — 1)/ rad @ ’
/M(Ahgu) d’l)g 4 o Aﬂ',r or d’Ug

—an 3 [ - v (4) - S o

Now, exploiting Theorem T for each a,, we get
[ e ar> B2 [T g ar
0 0

L[~ (GZ)Q N—1 (N-1)(N=3) [ (a%)Q N—1
+Z/O 7’—21/} dr + 1 /0 )2 P dr

and, in turn, we infer

2 2
, (N—l)/ v (U 1/ 1 ([ du
/JW(AT7QU) dvg 4 M T 87’ dvg — 4 M T2 (97" dvg

(N21)/ i % ? o / rad tan @ ’
+74 2\ ar dvg + (N —1) y [KF,T HF,T} o doy .

By rearranging we obtain the desired result. [

5.2. Proof of Corollary The desired inequality follows at once by (ZI2)) simply noting that,

when ([24]) and ([ZI3) holds, then
A AR — Hy) > N =1 forallr > 0.
See also the proof of CorollaryZ1l O

5.3. Proof of Corollary 2.4, When M = HY all assumptions of Theorem are satisfied and
since K;?Td = H"'" = —1, the desired inequality follows at once. Concerning the sharpness of the

constant (%)2, it follows by combining (L3) with (C4) and Gauss’s lemma. [

For future purposes, we conclude the section by stating a further inequality that follows directly
by combining Theorem and Corollary 2.1}
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Corollary 5.1. Let N > 5 and M as given in 1) satisfying @4) and @I3). Then, for all
u € C (M) there holds

—1\* _1)2 2 13N 2
/ (Ar gu)2 dug — Nt / u? dog > u/ L dvg + WV = (N =3) / @ dug
M ' 2 M 16 M 7“2 16 M ’lp2

1 [ 1 [(0u)’ (N2—1) [ 1 [(0u)’
(5.1) +Z/]M7’_2(E) d’l}g-i-T/ME(E) d’l}g.

6. PROOF OF THEOREM

A key ingredient in the proof of Theorem 2.3 will be Lemma [6.1] below which is proved buying the
lines of [22, Theorem 5.2] where the same inequality is given in HY. Here we extend its statement
to more general manifolds using Sturm Comparison Principle, i.e. our Lemma [Tl

Lemma 6.1. Let (M,g) be an N-dimensional Riemannian model with metric g as given in (2.1)
with ¢ satisfying 22) and Z4). Then, for 0 < 5 < N — 4, there holds

(6.1) / (Agu)?r=" du, > / (A, gu)?r= P dv,  for all u € C°(M).
M M

Moreover, the equality holds when w is a radial function.

Proof. Consider any u € C°(M), then

0%u P Ou 0%u P ou 1

T7guiﬁ+(]\7*1)aa and Aguiﬁﬁ’(]\]*l)——rﬂ*—AsN—l

Now, by decomposing into spherical harmonics the above expressions, see the proof of Theorem
for more details, we write

A

From this decomposition of u we have

A gu= Z Aga,(r)Py, (o)
n=0

and
Agu = nz:% (Agan(r) D Z’Exg ) Po(0).

Hence, to prove (G1) it is enough to show that
a? an(Agyan)
A / —2— dov 72/ L9 qu, >0 foralln > 1.
nMTB?/J4 ’ M TPY? ’
Since we have that 2a, (Aga,) = Ay(a?) — 2|V a,|?, using by parts formula, the above inequality
is equivalent to

(6.2) A n dv, — [ a2A L dv, + 2 [Voan* dv, >0 for all n > 1
. n g o n—4yg Tﬁi/)2 g o 7,51/}2 g = = =

M TP
Set k(r) := ﬁ, by exploiting (24]), we have
" /2 1 ’
(6.3) _A(r) = #(r) <2% 42N — 4)1@—2 - % + BN — 5)%)

,L/J/
> H(T)(2+2(N—4)— - =+ B(N - 5)@) .
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We claim that for f € C°(M) radial there holds

Vo fI? (N —B—4) f?
6.4 dv, > d
(64) /M B2 = 4 m Y o
which, in polar coordinate, is equivalent to
o N —pB—4)2 [
(6.5) / f’2r7ﬁ1/1N73 dr > 7( i ) / f2r7ﬁ1/1N75 dr.
0 0
Integrating by parts we have the following
©0) = [ )
0 T
N—B—4) [* _ _ N —=5) [ _ Ly (V=9
( 5 )/ fQT ﬁ’l/)N 5d7’+ ( 5 )/ fQT ﬁ’l/)N 4 < w2 dr .
0 0

On the other hand, using Young’s inequality and Lemma E] by which i <1 for all » > 0, we
have

T N (VN5 g [T B2 (N=5)/2) g1y 8/2 (N -3)/2 T
J A R e e e oL

< (N —46 —4) /O F2rByN=5 qp 4 o 715 5 /0 FPrBypN=3 gy
and, by combining the above inequality with (G.6]) and recalling that by Lemma ] there holds
(w;’;;‘b) > 0 for all » > 0, we obtain (G.H).
With the help of ([63]) and ([64) into ([G2)), it is enough to prove

a2 (N _ ﬁ _ 4)2 9 2 ’l/Jl’l/J
nIN, +—— L 22 2(N — 4 — 1)~ N-5 dv, >0
/Mr%‘*[ + 5 207+ 2(N =4y = BB+ 1) + B )T]vg_
for all n > 1, which, in our assumptions, follows by showing that
(N -B—4)° ° V'Y

An + +2w2+2(N—4)w’2—ﬁ(6+1)r—2+ﬁ(N—5) — >0

2
for all r > 0. Indeed, by ) and (cothr) > %, we can estimate the above term by below as follows

(N = B—4)?
2
Finally, the conclusion comes by noticing that

2IN—-4)=pBB+1)+pIN-5)=0

2
An + + 202 + 2(N—4)—5(5+1)+ﬁ(N—5)1f—2.

forall 0 < B < N —4.

Proof of Theorem
Let u € C2°(M), by combining Corollary 5.1l and Lemma 6.1l we obtain

_ 4 _1\2 2 N3N 2
/(Agu)z du, (M) / uzdvgzu/ ¥ gy 4 YD 3)/ " o,
M 2 M 16 MT 16 YU

1 [ 1 [ou\’ (N2 —1) 1 [(ou\’
: Sl () v, s () du,.
(6.7) +4/Mr2<6r) vty /MW(aT) o
Now, from [22] Theorem 3.1], we know that for all u € C°(M) with N > 5 there holds
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2 2 2
/ %<@) dv, > N4 / L du,
M T 37‘ 4 M T4

which, substituted into ([G.1), gives

N-—1\" (N—4)2 [ u? (N—-1)2 [ u?
A u)? S e 2 >3 Y ll RS il
/M( gu)? dug ( 5 ) /Mu dvg > 15 /HN " dvg + /M . do,

16
(N —1)3(N —3) (N271) 1 (0w’
G 7 s+ 0 [, (5)

V2
and the non-negativity of last two terms immediately gives ([ZI5]). This concludes the proof.

O

7. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.4]

Let uw € C°(M), by spherical harmonics decomposition we have

u(x) :=u(r,o) = Z an(r)Pp (o),
n=0

see again the proof of Theorem for more details. Then,

oo

Voul® => (a,)*P2 + —IVSN 1P,
n=0
and

00 / o 2
= Z <a;; + ( - 1)%& ) Ps + Z a—n(ASNflpn)Q
n=0

0 /
+ 2 Z <a,;; + (N — 1)1/)—0,41) a—n(ASNflpn)Pn.
n=0

Let us compute the r.h.s. of (2I6) in terms of a,, and P, . Using the fact that fSN \ Py Ppdo = dpm,
we obtain

L\ u|2 (N2 =1) [ [Vqul? wy o~ [ @) v
- do dv, = — s d
4 /M r? ot 4 /M V2 o 4 Z/o r? v '
00 N2 e 00 (1 \2
_N N-1 N*—1) (an)” N1
1 Z g %2“/’ dr +o Zo/o g
(71) + w _ Z)\ /OO a%wN—l dr
. Ni n - .
4 n=0 0 w4
Next we consider the Lh.s.of ([2I6]), we have
N-1)\°
/ (Ayu)? dv, — <—) / |V gul? dv,
M 2
0 00 ,lp/
:(,UNZ/ (G/Z-F(N—l)aa ) ’l/JN_l dr
—5 /0

> “4 (ASMP”V) YN drdo



POINCARE INEQUALITIES ON RIEMANNIAN MODELS 19

+QWN/SN—1 /000 (i (a;{+ (N — 1)1/; ) w2(ASN 1Py) n) YN~ drde
n=0
(7.2)  —wn (%)2/000 <i(a;)2> PN dr —wy <¥)2/000 (2 /\n;z—%> N1 dr

n=0
We consider each term of the r.h.s. of (2] separately.
First we use (2I2)) for each a,(r) and we get

o 00 / 2 2 oo 50
WNZ/ <a2+<N1>%a;) WY dr > wy <¥) Z/ ()21 dr
(73) wNz/ Bl -1 dr oy Z/ El g,

Then, we exploit the equation —Agn-1P,, = A, P,, the orthonormal properties of the {P,} and
by parts formula to obtain

co 0 a2 0 oS} a2
7.4 / / —(Agnv-1Pp)* N drdo = w Ai/ N1 dp
= N AP B APy

and
* " "// ’ N-1
2 E N—-1)— Agnv-1P,) P, drd
/SNl/o n_0<an+( )wa") 1#2( s JPut e
. Zm ot v ) By
= QWNn_O)\n/o (an+(]\7 1)1/}(1”) 1/)21/) dr
/w

:—QwNZ)\n/ agaan_?’dr—wN -1) Z)\ / a 1/)wN_?’dr
_QWNZ)\/ (al) NBdT—QWNZ)\/ (ai)’%zﬂN*gdr
0

n=0
o0 " "2
fQWNZ/\ / V2N 3 +2wN7;)/\ /O ai(%(ﬁg )Z/JNBdT

N 2
—3) wNZ/\n/ afl (%) wag dr
fQMNZ/\/ an N3d7’+2wNZ)\/ a%u1/1N3dT

0

VA
(7.5) 42N —4) wN;)An/O a2 (E) N ar

Now we estimate the first term of (ZH) by using @ZII) for “N — 2” dimension. Notice that,
to this aim, we need N -2 > 3, i.e. N > 5. For the remaining two terms we use (41]), (2.4,

(cothr)? =1+ (Smhr) > 14+ 11}2 and % > # for r > 0, to obtain

2/SN—l /0 HZ:O (ag + (N - 1)15) ) 1/)2 (ASN 1Py, ) n’le_l drdo

(N_3)2 - <, N-3 1 o Ooai N-3
ZQWNTT;)\H i a2y dr+2wNan:%)\n i gt dr
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(N =3)(N =5) S ooa% N-3 S * 5 No3
+ 2wy . ;An i w21/; dr + 2wy (N 3)2% i a2ypN73dr

0 oo 2
2N — 4wy Y A / %w—g dr
n=0 0

(N =3)(N +1) & /°° a N1 WN /°° az Ny
— W) ), —n dr4+ =23 )\, n d

IN2 —8N — 1) — g2
(7.6) +wN(%4)Z)\n/ ﬁwN Ldr.
n=0 0

Therefore, taking into account (Z3), (C4), () and using the fact that A\, > (N — 1) = Ay into
[2), we infer that

o o= (S5 [ o> 5 [ o
+wNL44N_5)§:)\n/OO Z_EQ/JN_I dr

n=0 0
o [ (Y] S, [ e

Hence, by noticing that [&;NH) — (%)2} > 0 and (2N2_44N_5) > (Nz_l) for N > 5, and

by combining the above inequality with (], we conclude that

N—1\? 1 [ |Vaul? (N2—=1) [ |Vul?
2 v 2 g g9
/M(AgU) s = ( 2 ) M Vgl dvg > 4 /M r? v+ 4 /M P? g

which is the thesis. [0
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