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Abstract

We obtain optimal estimates of the Poincaré constant of central balls on manifolds
with finitely many ends. Surprisingly enough, the Poincaré constant is determined by
the second largest end. The proof is based on the argument by Kusuoka-Stroock where
the heat kernel estimates on the central balls play an essential role. For this purpose, we
extend earlier heat kernel estimates obtained by the authors to a larger class of parabolic
manifolds with ends.
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1 Introduction

Let M be a Riemannian manifold. Denote by i the Riemannian measure on M and by V the
gradient. For a precompact connected open set U C M, define the Poincaré constant A(U)
as the smallest number such that the following inequality holds for all f € C1(U):

/ 1 fultdp < AU) / P,
U U

where fy := ﬁ Ji fdp. Equivalently, we have

where A(U) is the smallest positive eigenvalue of —A in U with the Neumann condition on
OU. Here A is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on M. Estimating the Poincaré constant has
many applications. See [1], [4], [5], [6], [8], [26] for examples and references therein.

Denote by d (z,y) the geodesic distance on M and by B (z,7) — open geodesic balls on
M. In this paper we are concerned with estimating the Poincaré constant A (B (z,r)). It is
well-known that in R™

A(B(z,7)) = Cpr?.

It is also known by [23] that on complete non-compact manifolds with non-negative Ricci
curvature

A(B(z,7)) ~ 2. (1.1)

There are other classes of manifolds satisfying , for example, Lie groups of polynomial
volume growth (see [9] and [I0]), the tube manifold around the square lattice Z¢ (or jungle
gym).

However, there are natural examples of manifolds where does not hold, for example,
the hyperbolic spaces where A(B(x,7)) grows exponentially in 7. Another example that is
more relevant for this paper is the connected sum R"#R"™, where n > 2. By R"#R"™ we
denote any manifold that is obtained by gluing together two copies of R™ over a compact
tube (see Fig. [I)).

It follows from the results of this paper (Theorems and that on such a manifold

rh if n > 2,
r2logr ifn=2,

A(B(o,r)) ~ {

that is,

L if n > 2,

A(B(o,7)) =~ { ™y =9

r2logr

for all large r and for a central reference point o € R"#R"™ (see Section . In these simple
cases, these results are well-known to the specialists of the subject.
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Figure 1: R"#R"

Consider now a connected sum M = M4 - - - # M, of k model manifolds My, ..., M with
a same dimension N (see Section |3 for details of this construction). For example, M; can be
a surface of revolution (see Fig. [2). Assume that the volume growth function V;(r) of M,
satisfies for some o; > 0 and B; € R

Vi(r) ~r%(logr)%, (i=1,...,k, 7> 1).

We assume that
(N,0) = (a1, p1) = (a2, B2) = -+ = (o, Br)

in the sense of the lexicographical order which implies that
Vi(r) 2 Va(r) 2 -+ 2 Vi(r)

(see Fig. [2). It follows from the main results of this paper (Theorems and [2.12)) that the
Poincaré constant A(B(o,7)) on M is determined, quite surprisingly, solely by the second
largest end Mos:

ro2(log ) if (az, B2) > (2,1),
r? (logr) (loglogr) if (a2, B2) = (2,1),

AB©.1) =4 121007, if ap =2,6; <1,
r2 if ag <2

for all large r (see Example for details).

Let us mention for comparison that if V;(r) ~ r® then the heat kernel long time behavior
is determined by the end M; having «; nearest to 2 (see Example .

In the next section, we describe a more general class of manifolds with ends where we
obtain two sided estimates of the Poincaré constant. The main results are stated in Theorems
and Proofs are given in Sections [f] and [6] and use crucially heat kernel estimates.

NOTATION. The notation f ~ g for two non-negative functions f, g means that there are
two positive constants c1, co such that c1g < f < cog for the specified range of the arguments
of f and g. Similarly, the notation f = g (resp. f < g) means that there is a positive
constant ¢ such that c¢f > g (resp. f < cg) . Throughout this article, the letters ¢, C,b, ...
denote positive constants whose values may be different at different instances. When the
value of a constant is significant, it will be explicitly stated.
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Figure 2: Connected sum of model manifolds My, My, M3, My

2 Main results

2.1 Heat kernels

Let us recall some known results about the heat kernel on manifolds. Let M be a Riemannian
manifold. Denote by vol the Riemannian measure on M. Given a smooth positive function
o on M, define a measure p on M by du = odvol. The pair (M, u) is called a weighted
manifold. Any Riemannian manifold can be considered as a weighted manifold with o = 1.
The Laplace operator A of the weighted manifold (M, p) is defined by

A= ldiV(UV),
o

where div and V are the divergence and the gradient of the Riemannian metric of M. The
operator A is known to be symmetric with respect to the measure p (see [12]).
Set V (z,r) = p (B (z,71)).

Definition 2.1. We say that a weighted manifold M satisfies the volume doubling condition
(VD) if there exists a constant C' such that, for all x € M and r > 0,

V(z,2r) < CV (z,7).

Definition 2.2. We say that a weighted manifold M admits the scale invariant Poincaré
inequality (PI) if there exist constants C' > 0 and xk > 1 such that, for all x € M and r > 0,
and for all f € C1(B(x, kr)),

[ i=tsenlnzcr [ span
B(z,r) B(w,kr)

Denote by p(t,z,y) the heat kernel of M, that is, the minimal positive fundamental
solution of the heat equation d;u = Au. The following theorem is a combined result of [10],
[25] based on previous contributions of Moser [24], Kusuoka—Stroock [2I] et al.



Theorem 2.3. On a geodesically complete, non-compact weighted manifold M, the following
conditions are equivalent:

(i) (PI) and (VD).

(i) The Li-Yau type heat kernel estimates:

2(x
p(t,x,y) < V(xC\/i)exp <—bd (t7y)> , (2.1)

where the sign < means that both < and > hold but with different values of the positive
constants C' and b.

(iii) The uniform parabolic Harnack inequality (for the definition see [18, Section 2.1]).

The estimate (2.1)) was proved for the first time by Li and Yau [23] on manifolds of
non-negative Ricci curvature.

Definition 2.4. We say that a manifold M is nice if M is a geodesically complete, non-
compact weighted manifold which admits the Poincaré inequality (PI) and the volume dou-
bling condition (VD), so that M satisfies each of the conditions of Theorem

2.2 Manifold with ends

Fix a natural number k > 2. Let Mj, ..., M} be a sequence of geodesically complete, non-
compact weighted manifolds of the same dimension.

Definition 2.5. Let M be a weighted manifold. We say that M is a manifold with k ends
My, ..., M and write
M = My#...# M, (2.2)

if there is a compact set K C M so that M \ K consists of k connected components
Ey, Es, ..., E) such that each E; is isometric (as a weighted manifold) to M; \ K; for some
compact set K; C M; (see Fig. . Each E; will be referred to as an end of M.

Figure 3: Manifold with ends

For the manifold (2.2) we will also use the notation M = #;c;M; where
I={1,2,...k}.

It will be important for us to distinguish between parabolic and non-parabolic manifolds.



Definition 2.6. We say that a weighted manifold N is parabolic if the weighted Laplace
operator A has no positive Green function. Equivalently NV is parabolic if and only if

/oop(t,x,y) dt = o0 (2.3)

for all/some z,y € N.

If the integral in (2.3)) converges then it determines the minimal positive Green function

g (z,y) = /OOO p(t, x,y)dt.

If N satisfies (VD) and (PI), then N is parabolic if and only if

/OO rdr
Vier)
for all/some z € N.

For a manifold with ends , we say that an end F; is parabolic (or non-parabolic) if
M; is parabolic (resp., non-parabolic). It is easy to verify that M is parabolic if and only if
all the ends E; are parabolic.

In the sequel, we always assume that each end M; is nice (see Definition . Besides, if
M; is parabolic then we assume in addition that M; satisfies the following condition (RCA).

Definition 2.7 (RCA). We say that a Riemannian manifold N has relatively connected
annuli (shortly (RCA)) with respect to a reference point o € N if there exist a constant
A > 1 such that, for any r > A2, any two points z,y € N satisfying d(x, 0) = d(y,0) = r, are
connected by a continuous path in B(o, Ar) \ B(o, A~r).

For each i = 1,...,k, let u; be the reference measure on M; and d; be the geodesic
distance on M;. Denote by B; (z,7) geodesic balls on M; and set V; (z,7) = p; (B; (x,1)).
Fix a reference point o; € K;. Set

Vi(r) = Vi (0i,7) (2.4)
and refer to V; as the (pointed) volume function of M;. Note that for small r, we have

Vi(r) ~ Vj(r) ~r"™ where n = dim M.
Clearly, M; is parabolic if and only if

Define a function h; (r) for all » > 0 by

hi(r):1+</1r V‘Z‘(ij)>+. (2.5)

Then M; is parabolic if h; (r) — oo as r — 0o and non-parabolic if h; ~ 1.

Definition 2.8. We say that M; is subcritical if for all r > 1

(2.6)



Note that the subcriticality condition ({2.6|) is equivalent to

7,2

Vi(r)’

hi(r) <

since the opposite inequality
2

r
hi (r) 2
1 (T) ~ ‘/Z (T‘)
follows trivially from ([2.5) and the doubling property of V; (r).
For example, if V; (1) ~ r® for large r then

(2.7)

r2 e if a < 2,
hi(r) ~< logr if a=2,
1 if o > 2,

for large r. In this case M; is parabolic if and only if @ < 2 and subcritical if and only if
a < 2.
If V; (r) ~ r2 (logr)” for large r then

(logr)'=# if g < 1,
hi(r) ~ < loglogr if B =1,
1 if 8> 1,

for large r. In this case M; is non-subcritical for all 5 € R and parabolic if and only if 8 < 1.
In the next section we state the main results of this paper about the Poincaré constant

on manifolds with ends. For all Poincaré type estimates obtained in this article, the range of

interest is r > 1. Similarly, for all heat kernel estimates, the range of interest is t > 1.

2.3 Poincaré constant

First let us state a general definition of Poincaré constant. Let (M, 1) be a weighted manifold.
For precompact connected open sets U C U’ C M, define the Poincaré constant A(U,U")
of the couple (U,U’) as the smallest number such that the following inequality holds for all
feclU):

[ 15 = foPau < a@.0) [ (9 sPan
U U’
where fy := ﬁ [ fdp. Equivalently, we have

infeep fU |f — 5‘2dﬂ

sup
recl @ fU' IV f2du
fF#const

AU, U = (2.8)

We note that the Poincaré inequality (PI) is equivalent to hold for all x € M, and r > 0,
A(B(z,r), B(z,kr)) S 2.

The function (U,U’) — A(U,U’) is clearly monotone in the following sense: if W C U C
U' Cc W then A(W,W') < A(U,U"). If U = U’, then we use a shorter notation

A(U) = A (U,T).

In this case the number

1 . Ju IV Pdp
)\ U = = 1nf S e A 2.9
©) A(U) ;;01@% fU If = fU|2dN (29)



is the spectral gap of —A on U, that is, the smallest positive eigenvalue of —A in U with the
Neumann condition on 9U.

Let M = #;c1M; be a manifold with nice ends as described above. For any r > 0 define
natural numbers m = m(r) and n = n(r) so that

Vin(r) = méalx Vi(r) (2.10)

and
Va(r) = max Vi(r). 2.11
(1) = max Vi() (211)

That is, Vp,(r) is the largest volume function at scale r, and V,,(r) is the second largest volume
function at scale .

Fix a central reference point o € K. We first state our result in the case when all M; are
non-parabolic.

Theorem 2.9 (All ends are non-parabolic). Let M = #;c;M; be a manifold with nice ends.
Assume that all M; are non-parabolic. Then, for all r > 1,

A(B(o,1)) S Valr), (2.12)
where n is defined in . If, in addition each V; satisfies for all v > 1
rVi(r) S Vi(r),

then, for all r > 1,
A(B(o,r)) ~ V,(r).

As this theorem shows, the Poincaré constant is determined by the second largest volume
function at scale r via the simple formula A(B(o,7)) ~ V,(r).

The case when some ends are parabolic is more challenging and our results are less
complete. In this case, we will need the following definition which requires to subdivide the
set of ends into three subsets Isuper, Imiddaie and Ig,. The subset Igyper is made of “large
ends”. The set of I, is made of “small ends”. Here, large and small are defined by two fixed
positive parameter € and §. Restrictive hypothesis are made on the ends in I,;qqe-

Definition 2.10 (COE). Let M = #;c;M; be a manifold with nice ends. We say that M
has critically ordered ends (COE) if there exist €, d,v1,v2 > 0 such that

Y1<E M+ <i<2, 27+ 72 <2, (2.13)

and a decomposition
I= Isuper U Imiddle U Isub (214)

such that the following conditions are satisfied:
(a) For each i € Igyper and all 7 > 1,
Vilr) 2 1
(b) For each i € Iy, Vi is subcritical (see Definition and

Vilr) <r270 (2.15)



(¢) For each i € I,iqdie,

2-72 ! 24+m
<f> S ‘é((f)) S (f) forall 1 <r < R. (2.16)

For any pair 4, j € Imiddaie, Vi 2 Vj or Vj 2 V; (i.e., the ends in Ip,;qqe can be ordered
according to their volume growth uniformly over r € [1,00)) and V; 2 V; implies that
Vih; 2 Vjhj. Finally, if M is parabolic (i.e., all ends are parabolic) then we assume
that V; 2 Vj also implies Vih? < th]2

~ 1

Note that (2.6]) implies (2.15]) with some & > 0 (see Section [4.1]), but here we need § also
to satisfy (2.13)).

Example 2.11. Let all functions V; (r) have for » > 1 the form
Vi(r) = r® (logr)” (2.17)

for some a; > 0 and 3; € R. Let us show that M satisfies (COE). Define Isype, to consist of
all indices ¢ such that a; > 2, I, to consist of all ¢ such that «; < 2, and I,,,;4q41 to consists
of all i with o; = 2. Clearly, (a) and (b) are satisfied. Let us verify (c¢). Indeed, in the case
of a; = 2, we have
1, if B; > 1
hi(r) ~ { loglogr if ;=1
(logr)' =% if g < 1

and, hence,
2 (log )" it g; > 1
Vi(r)hi(r) ~ ¢ r%logrloglogr if 3; =1
r2logr if B; < 1.
We see that
Vi 2 V& B > Bj & Vihi 2 Vjh;.

Moreover, if M is parabolic then all §; < 1 and in this case

r2logr (loglogr)? if B; =1
12 (log r)? ™7 if B; <1

Vi) = {
so that
V; 2V & Bi > B < Vihi S Vih3.
Hence, M satisfies (COE). Further examples of such manifolds can be found in Section
Now we can state our main result in the case when the ends may be parabolic.

Theorem 2.12 (At least one end is parabolic). Let M = #,c1M; be a manifold with nice
ends. Assume that each parabolic end M; satisfies also (RCA) with a reference point o;.
Assume further that M satisfies (COE). Then, for all v > 1, we have

A(B(Oa 7’)) rg Vn(r)hn(r>7 (2.18)
where n is defined in . If, in addition each V; satisfies for all r > 1
Vi (r) S Vi(r), (2.19)

then, for all r > 1,
A(B(o,7)) = Vy(r)hn(r).



Hence, in this case the Poincaré constant A(B(o,r)) is again determined by the second
largest volume function V,, but the formula also involves the associated function h,,.

Remark 2.13. To obtain the upper bound of A(B(o,r)) in (2.12) and (2.18)), we first prove
the upper bound of A(B(o,r), B(o, kr)) for some £ > 1 (See section [5.3). To reduce x > 1 to
k =1, we need an additional argument presented in Section [6]

Example 2.14. Assume that, under the hypotheses of Theorem all M; have volume
functions (2.17) as in Example Define on the set of all pair («;, 3;) the lexicographical
order =, that is,

(aivﬁi) = (ajaﬁj)
if o; > aj or a; = «j and 3; > B;. Then we have
Vi 2 Vi & (aq, Bi) = (ay, B5) -

Clearly, each of the function (2.17)) satisfies (2.19). By Theorem we conclude that the
Poincaré constant on M is determined by the second largest pair (ay, (), that is

ron (1Og 1")6” if (Oéna /BTL) - (27 1)7

A(B(0,7)) 2 Vi (r)hn(r) ~ r?logrloglogr if (o, Bn) = (2,1),

r?logr ifap, =2,8, <1,
2 if oy, < 2.
Corollary 2.15. Under the hypotheses of Theorem [2.12], if
Lsuper| + [Tmiddie] < 1, (2.20)
then
A(B(o,r)) S 77,
that is,

1
ABO.) 2 5
for all large r. Consequently, M satisfies (PI).

Proof. Indeed, under the hypothesis (2.20)) the second largest end M,, belongs to Igyp.
By Definition for a subcritical end we have

hn (1) =~ 72/ Vi (7)
whence
A(B(0,7)) < Vi (1) hyy (1) == 72
Note also that if B(z, xr) C E; then, by (PI) on M;, we have
A(B(z,7), B(z, k1)) < Cr?. (2.21)

Hence, using the terminology of [I8] Sect. 4], (PI) holds for anchored and remote balls in M.
By [18, Prop. 4.2], (PI) holds for all balls in M. =

For some applications it is desirable to get rid of the hypothesis (COE). We state the
target result here as a conjecture.

Conjecture 2.16. Let M = #;c.1M; be a manifold with nice ends. Assume also that each
parabolic end satisfies (RCA). For any r > 1, define m = m (r) and n =n (r) so that

Vi () han (1) 2 Vi (r)hen (1) 2 Vi (r) by () for all i # n,m.
Then



Obviously, Theorems and support this conjecture. A typical case that is not
covered by these theorems is when M = M;# M, where both volume functions Vi, Vs are
close to the critical case V(r) = 72 but not ordered in the sense of >. See [14] for such
examples.

2.4 Heat kernel estimates on manifolds with nice ends

Our strategy of the proof of Theorems and is inspired by the argument of Kusuoka-
Stroock [21] (see also [26]), where (PI) was deduced from the heat kernel estimates (2.1).

Let M = #;c;M; be a manifold with nice ends as above. We obtain the estimates of
the Poincaré constant on M by using heat kernel bounds on M. In the case when M is
non-parabolic, matching upper and lower estimates of the heat kernel on M were obtained
n [19]. To state this result, let us introduce the following notation:

Vi = Vili,
where V; (r) and h; (r) were defined in (2.4)) and ({2.5)), respectively.

Theorem 2.17. ([19, Cor. 6.8], [20]) Let M = #ic1M; be a manifold with nice ends where
each parabolic M; satisfies (RCA). If M is non-parabolic then, for all t > 0, we have

1

p(t,0,0) ~ ————.
( ) min;es V; (V1)

In particular, when all M; are non-parabolic then 17; ~ V; and we obtain
1
min,er Vi (V)

that is, p (t,0,0) is determined by the end with the smallest volume function.

In the case when M is parabolic, similar estimates were obtained in [13], however, with
certain restriction on the volume functions V; (r) near the critical case V;(r) ~ r2. For
example, the result of [I3] includes V; (r) ~ r® with o < 2 but does not include V; (1) ~ r2logr
or 2/ logr.

In this paper, we prove matching upper and lower heat kernel bounds on parabolic man-
ifolds with ends under weaker restrictions than in [I3].

Definition 2.18. A parabolic end M; is called regular if it satisfies (2.16)) with positive
exponents y; and 9 such that 2v; + v < 2, that is,

2—72 - 2471
c i < Vi(R) <C i forall1 <r <R. (2.22)
r Vi(r) T

For example, if M satisfies (COE) (see Definition [2.10]) then any M; with i € I ;a1 is

regular.

)

p(t,0,0) ~

Definition 2.19 (DOE). We say that M = #;c7M; has an end that dominates in the order
(shortly (DOE)) if there exists [ € I such that, for all i € T

VizV; and Vi S Vi (2.23)

Remark 2.20. If a manifold M = #;c1M; satisfies (COE) with Iyper = 0 and Lyidaie # 0,
then M admits (DOE) with [ € ;441 and for all r > 1

Vi(r) = Vin(r),
where m = m(r) is the index of the largest end defined in (2.10). See Lemma for details.

11



The next theorem is our main result regarding heat kernel estimates.

Theorem 2.21. Let M = #,c1M; be a manifold with parabolic nice ends, where each end
satisfies (RCA) and is reqular or subcritical. If there exists at least one non-subcritical reqular
end, assume also that M admits (DOE). Then, for allt > 0,

p(t,0,0) ~ (2.24)

Vi (V1)
where m is defined in .

Hence, in the situation covered by this theorem, the long time behavior of the heat kernel
is determined by the largest volume function, in contrast to the case of non-parabolic ends
where, as we have seen above, p (,0,0) is determined by the smallest volume function. The
estimate implies sharp matching upper and lower bounds for p (¢, z,y) for all z,y € M
by means of the gluing techniques of [19] (see also Theorem [4.3| below).

Example 2.22. Let M = #;c1M; be a manifold with nice ends, where each parabolic M;
satisfies (RCA). Assume that the volume growth function V;(r) of M; satisfies for some a; > 0

Vi(r) ~r®, (tel, r>1).

Then Theorems [2.17 and imply that for all ¢ > 0

1
p(tu 07 0) ~ W?

where o = 2 + min;ey |a; — 2| so that p(¢,0,0) is determined by «; nearest to 2, unlike the
Poincaré constant A(B(o,r)).

Example 2.23. Let M = #;c1M; be as above. Assume that V;(r) satisfies for some 8; € R
Vi(r) ~ 1% (logr)’, (iel, r>1).
Then Theorems [2.17 and imply that for all ¢ > 0

if B; £ 1 for all i € I,

1
~ t(log t)?
p(t,o,o)_{ 1 if 8; =1 for some 7 € I,

t(logt)(loglogt)?
where = 1+ min;es |8; — 1| so that p(¢, 0,0) is determined by f; nearest to 1.

It seems that the condition (DOE) in Theorem is technical and we conjecture, that
in general the following is true:

Conjecture 2.24. Let M = #,;c;M; be a manifold with nice ends, and each parabolic end
also satisfies (RCA). Then, for all t > 0, we have

miner b7 (v/)
min;er Vi(V)
Remark 2.25. Regarding condition (DOE), observe that the first condition V; 2 V; in (2.23)

does not imply in general the second condition V; < ‘71 However, if all ends are regular and
there exists 1 > 2v1 such that for all ¢

Vi(r)
Vi(r)

p(t,0,0) ~ (2.25)

> Cr" forall r > 1, (2.26)

12



then V] < V; is satisfied. Indeed, by the regularity of V; and lb we obtain

1 "Vi(r) 1 /T 7\ 2+m r2tm
hrzl—i—/ ——sds S 1+ - sds < ,
=150 ) i) o) ) G

which implies

5 < rAt2m
Vi(r) = h
() = Vi) (1) £ s
Since h;(r) 2, V:(QT), we obtain
~ 2 A
V) = Vi) 1 ) 2 37

Hence, (2.26)) implies that

as was claimed.

2.5 Structure of the paper

In Section [3] we give examples of application of Theorems [2.9 and 2.12] in the case when all
ends are model manifolds.

In Section {4}, we first survey the previous results of [I9] and [13] on heat kernel estimates
on manifolds with ends and then prove Theorem [2.21

In Section [5] we give the proofs of Theorems and For that, we first obtain in
Section a lower bound for the Dirichlet heat kernel in balls (Lemma using the two-
sided off-diagonal bounds of the heat kernel p (t,z,y) on M that follow from Theorem [2.21]
By means of this estimate, we obtain in Section an upper bound for A(B(o,), B(o, kr))
for some large enough £ > 1. We use an additional argument to reduce x to 1 stated in
Section [} The lower bound for A(B(o,r)) is proved in Section

In Section [6] we obtain a general upper bound of the Poincaré constant A(B(o,r)) by
using a collection of A(B(z,s), B(z, ks)), where B(z,s) C B(o,r) and k > 1.

3 Model manifold and examples

Let 1 be a smooth positive function on (0,+400) such that such ¢ (r) = r for » < 1. Fix an
integer N > 2 and consider in R" a Riemannian metric gy given in the polar coordinates
(r,0) € (0,00) x S¥~! by

gy = dr? +(r)?do>.

In a punctured neighborhood of the origin o € R, this metric coincides with the Euclidean
one and, hence, extends to the full neighborhood of o, so that g, is defined on the entire RY.
The Riemannian manifold (]RN , gw) is called a model manifold. For example, if ¢ (r) = r
then g, is the canonical Euclidean metric.

Let us assume in addition that, for some C > 0 and all r > 1,

sup ¢ < C inf 9,
[r,27] [r,2r]

w(r) < Cr, (3.1)
/ Q,Z)Nfl(s)ds < CmbN*l(r).
0
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Since for any bounded range r € (0,79) the condition is trivially satisfied, we obtain
by [18, Prop. 4.10] that (R”,gy) satisfies (PI) and (VD). It is also obvious that (R%,gy)
satisfies (RCA) with respect to the origin o because the geodesic balls B (o, r) coincide with
the Euclidean balls.

Let us reformulate conditions in terms of the volume V (r) of a ball B(o,7) on

(RY, gp): )
V(r)=V(o,1) = wN/O YN L(s)ds. (3.2)

Lemma 3.1. The conditions are equivalent to the following conditions to be satisfied

for all r > 1:
V(r)<crN

Vir)y~rV'(r). (3.3)

Proof. The inequality V (r) < Cr¥ follows from % (r) < Cr and (3.2). The third
condition in (3.1) is equivalent to

V(r) < CrV'(r)

that is the upper bound in the second condition in (3.3). To obtain a similar lower bound,
observe that the first condition in (3.1)) is equivalent to

V/(s)~ V' (r) forall s Br 7’] , (3.4)

which implies
T

V(r)> V' (s)ds ~rV'(r).
r/2

Let us now prove that (3.3)) implies (3.1)). Clearly, the third condition in (3.1)) follows from
V(r)~rV'(r). (3.5)
The conditions (3.3]) imply the second condition in (3.1)) as follows:

Y (VT =Wy V() ~ fo’) <crl (3.6)

Finally, let us prove the first condition in (3.1]), or, equivalently, (3.4). In the view of (3.5
and (3.6 it suffices to prove that V satisfies the doubling property, that is,

V(2r)<CV(r). (3.7)

Indeed, applying again (3.5)), we obtain

2r 7/ 2r
InV©2r)—InV(r)= ‘;((tt))dt:/ %zan,

whence (3.7)) follows. m

In view of Lemma|3.1] it will be more convenient to describe a model manifold in terms of
the volume function V' (r) rather than ¢ (r). Hence, we denote the model manifold (R¥, g,)
shortly by My .

Given k& model manifolds My, ...., My, satisfying (and, hence, (VD) and (PI)),
consider their connected sum

M = My, .. #My,.

14



Assume that the standing assumptions of either Theorem or Theorem [2.12] are satisfied,
that is, either all ends are non-parabolic or all ends are (COE). Then, Theorems and
yield that

A(B(o,7)) =~ Vp(r)hy(r),

that is,

BT Ry

where n is the index of the second largest end.

Example 3.2. Assume that, for all r > 1,

J

where a > 0, 5(1),...,8(J) € R and logm r is the j-times iterated logarithm. Clearly, in this
case My is parabolic if and only if

(a, BL), ..., B(])) < (2,1,...,1), (3.9)

where < denotes the lexicographical order. Also, it is easy to see that V (r) satisfies (3.3)
and hence (PHI) if and only if

(o, B(1),...,B(J)) = (N,0,...,0). (3.10)

Note for comparison that the function V (r) = (log r)ﬁ with 8 > 0 does not satisfy the second
condition in (3.3)). Some examples of model manifolds with V' (r) = r® are shown on Fig.

C 0

O<axl1 a=1

l<a<?2 a=2

Figure 4: Model manifolds My of dimension N = 2 with V(r) =%, r > 1.

Assume now that for each ¢ and all r > 1
J
Vi (r) = r ] [ (logg;y )%, (3.11)
j=1
where each (J + 1)-tuple (o, Bi(1),. .., B:i(J)) satisfies (3.10)). The condition (COE) holds in
this case with the following decomposition of the index set I:

Isuper if o; > 2,
1 € Isub if o < 2,
Lniqare  if o = 2.
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Let us compute V;h;. If V; is non-parabolic, that is, if

(0, Bi(1),...,B:i(J)) = (2,1,...,1),

then by (2.5) h; ~ 1 and, hence, V;h; ~ V;.
Let now V; be parabolic, that is,

(a17ﬁ1(1)77/81('])) = (2717--'a1)' (312)
If «; < 2 then Vj; is subcritical and, hence,
Vihg (1) ~ 2. (3.13)

In the case a; = 2, we denote by J; the smallest index j = 1,...,J such that §; (j) < 1; if
such j does not exists then take J; = J + 1. The parabolicity of V; implies that

Bi(j) =1 for all j < J;.
With this notation we obtain, for all r > 1,

—Bi(J)
) ’ if oy < 2

r2-qi H;-Izl (logm r
hi(r) =~ —Bi(4)

(log[Ji} 7’) H}']=J¢ (log[j] r) if a; = 2.

Combining this, (3.13)) and (3.11]), we obtain

2 if o; <2
Vi(r)h; (r) ~ , . ’ 3.14
(r) hi (r) { 72 H}']Z:1 log;jr ifa; =2 (3.14)
and
—Bi(5)
~ pA—ai T logp 1 if a; < 2,
Vi(r) ~ I (logy7) (3.15)

. =B8:(j) .
r? HJJ’:ll (logm r) (logs, r)? H‘]-]:Ji <log[j] 7") if a; = 2.

Theorems 2.12], 2.21] and 2.17] yield the following. Let m be the index for the largest
volume function and let n be the index for the second largest volume function, that is, for all
i £ m,n,

(s B (1), -, Bm(J)) = (an, Bu(1), - .., Bu(J)) = (as, Bi(1), ..., Bi(J)).
Case 1. Let M be non-parabolic. Then

1

minges Vi(v/1) (310

p(t,0,0) ~

that is, p(t,0,0) is determined by the smallest function ‘71(\/%) (see further examples and
comments in [19]). Note that it is not easy to give an explicit expression for min;ec; V; because
the form of the result varies depending on the exact nature of (cy, 8i(1),...,5:;(J)),1 <i < k.
Of course, in any particular example, one can compute min;cy Vi explicitly.

Case 2. Let M be parabolic. Then

1 1
p(t,0,0) ~ ~ (3.17)

Aol B )
V; (\[) tOém/Q H;‘le <logm t)
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If Vi(r) ~ r®, then the above estimates in (3.16)) and (3.17)) imply that

1
p(tv 07 0) ~ W?

where
a =2+ min|o; — 2|
i€l
so that p(t,0,0) is determined by the volume growth function nearest to 2.
In both case 1 and case 2, the Poincaré constant A (B (o,7)) is determined by the second
largest volume function V,,(r), namely, for all r > 1

A(B(o,7)) >~ Vp(r)hy(r).

If V,, is non-parabolic, then V, h,, >~ V,,, whence we obtain

J 4
a Bn(5)
A(B(o,r)) >~ r H (1ogm r) ,
j=1
that is,
J .
o —Bn(4)
A(B(o,r)) >~ r~on H (logm 7“) .
j=1
If V,, is parabolic, then by (3.14) we obtain
2 if ap, < 2,
A(B(O,T)) - { 7,.2 H‘}Jil logb] r lf Oén — 27 (318)
that is,
ABom~{ ” s (319
O7 T ~ 1 : — .
= ngl oz v if o, = 2.

For example, holds provided at most one of the ends of M is non-parabolic, because in
this case the second largest V,, is parabolic. We see from that in this case the estimate
of the Poincaré constant exhibits a certain rigidity — it does not depend on the exponents «;
and S; (7), although it does depend on J,,.

4 Heat kernel estimates (central estimates)

This section is devoted to obtain heat kernel estimates on manifolds with nice ends, which
play a key role in the proof of Theorem [2.12] The main result here is Theorem which
provides two-sided matching estimates of p (¢, 0,0) on parabolic manifolds with nice ends.
This result is of interest by itself independently of the application to bounding the Poincaré
constant. Theorem implies the off-diagonal estimates of p (¢, z,y) as in Theorem 4.3

4.1 Known results

Let us first recall some known results. As before, consider a manifold with ends M =
Mi#...# M), where each M; is nice, namely M; is a geodescially complete, weighted manifold
that satisfies (PI) and (VD) (see Definition [2.4)). Besides, if M; is parabolic then we assume
that it satisfies (RCA). Fix a reference point o; € M;, set V; (r) = V; (0;,7) and define h; (1)

by .
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In the case when M is non-parabolic the matching upper and lower bounds of p (¢, 0, 0)
are provided by Theorem Let us discuss the case when M is parabolic.
Recall that an end M; is called subcritical if, for all r > 1,

(4.1)

(see Definition [2.8)). For example, if V; (r) ~ r® then M, is subcritical if and only if o < 2.
Conversely, if M; is subcritical, then there exists § > 0 such that

Vi(r) S r27°. (4.2)
Indeed, ([2.8)) implies that, for some § > 0,
(log hi(r))" =
which implies upon integration that h; (r) > 9, which together with (2.8)) yields (4.2).
Definition 4.1. An end M; is called critical if
Vi(r) ~r2.

Y]

Note that all critical and subcritical ends are parabolic.

Theorem 4.2. ([I3, Theorem 2.1]) Let M = Mi# ---#M}, where each end M; is either
critical or subcritical. Then, for all t > 0, we have

b
V(W)

where m = m(r) is the index of the largest volume function at scale r.

p(t,0,0) ~

Our main goal in this section is to prove Theorem [2.2]]stated in Introduction that provides
the same estimates of p (¢, 0,0) but for a more general class of parabolic manifolds with ends
(see Section [3).

Let us first explain how the estimates of p(t, 0,0) lead to the estimates of p (¢, x,y) for all
z,y € M. For r;t > 0, set

. r2 1 vt sds
{0 = e T v ( . V”>+
7,2 N (hl (\/E) - hl (T))+

and
hi(r)

hi(r) + hi(Vt)
The following result follows from [19, Theorems 3.5 |, [I7, Thms 4.4, 4.6], [16, Thms 3.3,
4.9], [13, (5.1), (5.6), (5.7)] and the local Harnack inequality near o € K. Set |z| = d (z, K)+3.

Theorem 4.3. Let M = Mi# ---#M; be a manifold with nice ends, where each parabolic
end satisfies (RCA). Then, for all x € E;, y € Ej, t > 1 we have

D,L' (’r‘, t) =

71 T - efbM
VeV’ Di (|z[,t) D; (gl )
+p(t,0,0)Hi (|2] ) H; (|y| , ) e

¢ o o ovds | Pillzl ) Hy (yl,t) | Dy (gl t) Hi (] )] _pleeim?
+/1p(”)d[ GOV T V(A '

p(t,l‘,y) = 62]

_plalZtiu®
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This is a very general estimate. In the view of this result, the on-diagonal value p(¢, o0, 0)
of the heat kernel plays a key role in estimating of p (¢, z,y). One of the aim of this paper is
to improve upon the existing results from [13]. See Theorem

4.2 Preliminary estimates

A classical method of obtaining on-diagonal heat kernel bounds is to use a Nash-type func-
tional inequality, which gives a uniform upper bound for p(t,z,x) for all z € M. Indeed,
such an inequality can be proved on manifold M in the setting of Theorem (see [20])
but in the case when M is parabolic, this upper bound is not optimal. In order to obtain
an optimal upper bound, we have developed in [13, Section 3] a different method based on
the integrated resolvent kernel vy(z) and its derivative 4, (z). However, in [13], Section 3] we
could handle only critical and subcritical ends (cf. Theorem [4.2)). For the proof of Theorem
we apply the method of [I3] Section 3], but with significant improvements that allow
us to handle much more general ends.

Let (M, u) be a geodesically complete, non-compact weighted manifold. For any A > 0,
we define the resolvent operator G acting on non-negative measurable functions f on M by

Grf(z // e Mp(t, x, 2) f(2)dzdt.

We remark that u = G, f is the minimal non-negative weak solution of the equation
Au—du=—f (4.3)

(see [12]). Fix a compact set K C M. We define the functions 7 and %, on M by

a(z) == Gilk(z / / e Mp(t,x, 2)dzdt

and
Ya(@) == Gaya = ax” / / e Np(t, x, 2)dzdt.

Fix a reference point o € K. The following lemma follows from the estimates in [13, (3.10),
(3.11)].

Lemma 4.4. There exist constants C > 0 and tg > 0 depending on K and such that, for all
r € K andt > i,

p(t,0,0) < ge! (x), (4.4)

p(t,0,0) < 'y%(m) (4.5)

As in [I3] Section 4], in order to estimate v, and ¥y, we will use the functions ®§ and
\Ilg\) defined below. Denote by pg (t,z,y) the Dirichlet heat kernel in an open set Q C M. For
any A > 0, define the resolvent operator Gg\z on non-negative measurable functions f in €2 by

// e MpE(t,x,2) f(2)dzdt,

so that G? f is the minimal non-negative weak solution of the equation Au — Au = —f in Q.
Now we define the functions @&2 and \Iff\2 in Q by

¢ = AGY,
o= GY(1-aY).

19



These functions have certain probabilistic meaning. Indeed, denote by ({Xt}t>0, {Psz}zenr)
Brownian motion on M. For any open set 2 C M, let 7 be the first exit time of X; from €2,
that is,

7o = inf{t > 0: X; & Q}.

Then, by [13, (3.17), (3.25)], for any = € Q,

o (r) = / e MNP, (1q > t)dt, (4.6)
0

U(z) = / te MNP, (o < t)dt. (4.7)
0

Now let us assume that the manifold M satisfies (PI), (VD) and (RCA). Let A be a precom-
pact open set containing
K.:={zeM:d(K,z) <ce}

for some € > 0. Define function h (r) for r > 0 by

h<r>:1+</;‘jf:'))+, (48)

where V(r) = V(o,7). In the next lemmas, we obtain some new estimates of ®X° and X",
Lemma 4.5. There ezists ¢, \g > 0 depending on K and A, and such that, for all X € (0, \o),
c

Ty

vV

Proof. By [17, (4.47)], we have, for all z € 0A and t > t1,
h(lz])
h(V?)

where t; > 0 depends on A. Substituting this into (4.6]) and using the fact that infga h (|z]) >
0, we obtain, for all A < 1/(2¢1) and =z € 0A,

. 1/A 1/A
L (z) > / e M gr>C / AeMdt > —S—.
1

inf ®X° >
oA h(

(4.9)

PI(TKC > t) ~

1/(2)) h(VE) 1) Jiyew ~ h()
|
Remark 4.6. If M is critical, then the estimate in (4.9) implies that
inf ®X° > Ll,
A log 7
which coincides with [13), (3.34)]. If M is subcritical, the estimate in (4.9)) implies that
) e 1
inf O3 > NV (7).

which is identical to [13, (3.33)].
Recall that V' (r) is regular if it satisfies (2.22) that is,
2—y2 2471
c E gV(R)SC E forall1<r<R
r V(r) r
for some positive 71, y2 such that 2y, + v9 < 2.

Set V(r) = V(r)h2(r). Then we obtain the following upper estimate of V (r) on manifold
with regular volume function.
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Lemma 4.7. Let M be reqular, that is, the volume function V is regqular. Then, for all
1<r<R,

V(r) < P2t < r, (4.10)
‘7(R) R 2+2'Yl+'}’2
() an

Proof. By (4.8) and regularity, we have
r r 2471
V(r)h(r) =V (r) +/ Vir) sds < C’V Er) + C’/ (g) " sds < Oy, (4.12)
1 1

V(s) V(1)
Similarly, we have

" sds 1 r
=14 [ < v

whence (4.10) follows.
Now we prove (4.11)). By the regularity of V' and

2

T

1

V( sds
V(s

< C'r2,

)
)sds§1+C s

T
h(r) >y
we obtain
~ R sds 2 R sds 2
V(R v(Rr(r) V() (WHJ} v<5>) _ V(R) Hfr Vs
Vi)  V(nh*(r) V(r)h?(r) - V() h(r)
V(R) V() SR H B sas
= V) (”C V(R
V(R) Vi) [ (5)*7 sds )
= Vo <1+C 2 V(R
V(R) V(r) (R\*™
= v (”vm)(r) )

=
N———
o
+
¥

2
+

2

M

24+2y1+72
<C <R>

241
< c <R> e <
T

which proves (4.11). =

Lemma 4.8. Assume that the manifold M is either subcritical or regular. Then there exist
C, Ao > 0 depending on K and A, such that, for all A € (0, \g),

sup UE° < %
dA A V(ﬁ)
Proof. Set Q = K°. By [17, (4.48)] we have, for all z € 9A and t >ty > 0

C

Taking A\g < %, we obtain by 1) for any 0 < A < Ag

. (4.13)

T3 (x)

to o0
/ te NP, (1o < t)dt + / te NP, (o < t)dt
0 to
% t
to+C | e Mo dt. (4.14)
w V(D)

IN
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Observe that if M is regular then by (4.10) we have for all » > 1
V(r) < Crt. (4.15)

If M is subcritical, we have

~ r2 \2 P4
V(r)=V(r)h?(r) =V (r) (V (r)) =7 Gl (4.16)

which again implies (4.15)).
In particular, it follows from 1) for r = i}\ that

7~1 >c (4.17)
A2V (

T 2
e
so that the constant term ¢y in (4.14])) can be estimated from above as follows:
1
to 5 2,\,71
A V(ﬁ)
Next, let us decompose the integral in (4.14)) into two intervals: [to,1/A] and [1/A, 00). For
the second interval, we obtain

RSV 1 /OO At 1
e M= dt < = temMdt ~ ————. (4.19)
/1/>\ V (V) V() i AV ()

Let us estimate the first integral. If M is regular then, by using (4.11]), we obtain

(4.18)

12 AV (L
/ et < Nll / ~<ﬁ)tdt
o v (v4) V() e V (VD)
1 /X 1 1+y14+72/2
S 0= / () (M) d (\t)
NV () Jo At
1 1
_ /5—(V1+wz/2)ds
NV () Jo
< 1 (4.20)
TR

because v1 + 72/2 < 1.
If M is subcritical, then we use the fact that (VD) implies the reverse volume doubling
(see, for instance, [26, Lemma 5.2.8]), that is, for some 6 > 0 and for all R > r > 1,

< (%)9. (4.21)
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Then we obtain by (4.16|) and (4.21)) that

1/A " Xy
/ e M dt < / _ dt
W © T W V(D)

S Vi [0 aon

< . (4.22)

Combining (4.18)), (4.19), (4.20) and (4.22)), we obtain (4.13). =
Remark 4.9. If M is critical, that is, V (r) ~ 72, then Lemma [4.8| implies that

c C

sup \Ilﬁ( < 51

9A Mlog X

which coincides with [I3], (3.39)]. If M is subcritical, then Lemma [4.8| implies that
c 1
K
sup¥y < CV(—).
oA (ﬁ )

Using further (4.2)), we obtain

. 1)\ 1-9/2
sup \Ijﬁiv S C <) )
oA A

which is a significant improvement of [13], (3.39)].

4.3 Proof of Theorem [2.21]

Here we prove Theorem Recall that we consider a manifold with nice ends M = #;c1 M;
where each end is parabolic satisfying (RCA) (see Figure [3). Besides, we assume that each
end satisfies either regular or subcritical, and also, (DOE) if there exists at least one non-
subcritical regular end (see Definition . Our aim is to prove the estimate that

is,
1

Vin(V2)’
where V;,,(r) is the largest volume function at scale 7.

As before, let K be the central part of M. Let A be a connected, precompact open subset
of M with smooth boundary and such that K. C A for some large enough € > 0. Set

0A; == (QA)NE;, i=1,... k.

p(t,0,0) ~ (4.23)

First we prove the following heat kernel upper bound.

Proposition 4.10. Let M = #;c;M; be a manifold with parabolic ends, where each M; is
either regqular (Definition or subcritical (Definition . Then for any t > 1

min; h?
p(t,0,0) < Hm (4.24)
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We use here the following two Lemmas from [13] that were proved for arbitrary manifolds
with ends.

Lemma 4.11. ([13, Lemma 4.1]) There exists a constant C = C(A, K) > 0 such that, for

all A\ >0,
k

. E:
Sup v inf &y < C. 4.25
) Y105 (125

The estimate (4.25) combined with the estimates in (4.4) and (4.9) implies that
1
p(t7 0, 0) < E min hl(\/i)
K2

As was pointed out in [I3, Remark 3.2], this estimate gives the optimal upper bound of
p(t,0,0) when all M; are subcritical. However, if there exists at least one critical end, this
estimate yields

instead of the desired bound

In order to obtain an optimal bound of p(t,0,0) on parabolic manifolds with non-subcritical
ends, we will use the following result.

Lemma 4.12. ([13, Lemma 4.2]) There exists a constant C > 0 depending on A, K such
that for any A > 0

k

k
(supy) Zggf oY < O+ (sagg ) (C +) sup \Iff) . (4.26)

S

Proof of Proposition Substituting (4.9)) into (4.25)), we obtain

1 1
supyn S S

ko E; ~ <k 1
K > i1 infoa, Oy > i ()
LARVAY

R
Sminhi( =)= w (). (4.27)

Applying (4.26]) with (4.27) and (4.13]), we obtain, for small A > 0,
k 2
) . w* (A)
supyy SwA) [ 1+w (A 1+E sup 0P| ) < —— 2L
OK 7 ) ( ) ] oA A A2 miniVi(—l/\)

where we have also used that w > 1 and, by (4.15)),

~ 1
AN minV;(—=) < 1.
s

Hence, we have proved that

. min; h?(\%/\)
supiy § —— A
oK A? min; Vl(ﬁ)
Taking here A = ¢! and substituting this estimate of 5, into (4.5, we conclude Proposition

410 =
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Proof of Theorem (estimate (4.23])). First, if all ends are subcritical, then we
have by definition

hi(r) o~ Vi(r) ~ r?
T(T) ‘/z (7’) ’ 1(7') r
Then the estimate in (4.24) implies that
. t
min; - 1 1
p(t,0,0) S — VD — ~ (4.28)

t Vi (V8) V(o V1)’

where V' (o,7) is the measure of the geodesic ball in M with radius r centered at o.
If there exists at least one non-subcritical regular end, then by the assumption of (DOE),
we have

min A7 (r) ~ hi(r), minVi(r) ~ Vi(r).
(] (]
Substituting this into the estimate in (4.24)), it follows that for all ¢ > 1

p(t,0,0) < @2 (\/Z) S

Vi(vE)  Vivh)
Because V (0,1) 2 V,,(r) 2~ V; (r) (see Lemma [5.2)), we obtain, for all ¢ > 1

1
p(t,0,0) S W,

which gives the same upper estimate as in (4.28]).

For a bounded range of ¢, this estimate is trivially satisfied, so that it holds for all £ > 0.
Since Vi, (r) is doubling, the volume function V (o,7) on M is also doubling. By [7], we
conclude that p (t, 0, 0) satisfies also a matching lower bound

(t ) > 1 1
p(t,0,0) 2 o~ .
V(o) Vi (Vi)
Hence, we obtain the estimate in (4.23)), which concludes Theorem ]

Remark 4.13. If all ends M; are either critical (i.e., V(r) ~ r?) or subcritical, then
was already obtained in our previous paper [13, Theorem 2.1]. When all ends are subcritical,
m may depend on r (see Theorem [4.2)).

If (DOE) is not satisfied then the upper estimate in might not be optimal. We
expect to obtain such an example in the case M = M;# M with V;(r) = r2p;(r), where each
; is a slowly varying function and V, V5 are not properly ordered in any of the above sense.
See [I4] for an example of volume functions Vi, Va behaving that way.

(4.29)

5 Estimate of the Poincaré constant

5.1 Remarks on the conditions (COE), (DOE) and regularity
In the next two lemmas we collect some already known properties.

Lemma 5.1. Let V be regular with parameters vy,v2 > 0 satisfying 21 + v2 < 2. Then for
allr > 1 we have

P22 < Vin) S P2, (5.1)
r? S V(rh(r) St
V(r) 5 ‘N/(r) 5 e anin ety
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Proof. The estimates (5.1)) follow immediately from (2.22)). The lower bound in (5.2) is

equivalent to (2.7). The upper bound in ([5.2)) is equivalent to (4.12)).
The lower bound in ((5.3) is trivial because h > 1. The upper bound in (5.3)) coincides

with (£.10). m

Lemma 5.2. Let M = #;,c1M; be a manifold with nice ends. Assume that M satisfies
(COE) with parameters €,9,v1,7v2 (see Definition m

e In general, we have:

(a) If i € Isyper, then M; is non-parabolic and hi(r) ~ 1.
(b) If i € Lsupers § € Imiddie and k € Isyp, then, for all v > 1,

Vi(r) 2 Vi(r) 2 Vi(r) and Vi(r) 2 Vi(r)hy(r) 2 Vi(r)he(r) = r* (5.4)

and

Vi(r) S Va(r). (5.5)
e If all ends are parabolic and I,;qqe # O then the following properties hold:

(¢) Isuper = O and M admits (DOE), introduced in Definition that is, there
exists a dominating volume function Vi with | € I;q4q1e, that is a volume function
such that for all i € 1 L

VizVi, VISV (5.6)

(d) For allrT>> 1,
Vi(r) ~ Viu(r) and  min; hi(r) ~ hi(r) ~ hp(r),

where m = m(r) is the index of the largest end defined in ([2.10)).
(e) For allr>>1,
max {V;(r)h;(r)} = Va(r)hn(r),
where n. = n(r) is the index of the second largest end defined in .

Proof. (a) For any i € Iy we have by definition V; (1) 2 r2*¢ and, hence,

T
1
1§hi(r)§l+/1 82+58d‘951'

This means non-parabolicity of M; because of (2.1]).
(b) By (2.13)) € > 7 and 2 < J, we obtain, by using Definition that

Vilr) 27 2 2V () 20 2 2 V).
By (5.2), subcriticality of Vi and € > =, we obtain
Vi(r)hi(r) = 12 S Vj(r)hy(r) S v S r?te S Vi),

which proved ((5.4)).

Since V}, is subcritical, we have

Vk(r) ~ > cr?to,



Because 1 + 72 < 0, we obtain by (5.3))
Vi(r) S r3m o0 S V().

Now we assume that all ends are parabolic and I,,,;qq1e 7 0.
(¢) (a) implies Igyper = () immediately. By the definition of I,,;qqe and the estimates in
(5.4), there exists an end [ € I,,;q47¢ such that for all ¢ € T

Viz Vi (5.7)
By the estimates in (5.5)), we obtain

VisVi
which concludes (DOE).
(d) V; 2 Vi, and Vi, (r) > Vi(r) imply Vj(r) ~ V,,,(r) immediately. By the estimates in

~

(5.7), we obtain
min hz >~ hl-
el

Next, V; 2 V,,, implies that h; < hy, and, by the assumption of (COE)
Vilu 2 Vih;.
Since Vj(r) ~ V,,(r) at r, we obtain
hi(r) Z hm(r),

which concludes hy(r) = hy, (1).

(e) If |Iniddaie| = 1, then for all 7 > 1, I = m(r) and the second largest end is subcritical.
Hence we can prove (e) easily (see also Lemma .

If | Lniddie] > 2, then for all 7 > 1, m and n are in I),;447. Assume first that m = m(r) = L.
Let j € Lniqaie be the index so that Vj(r)h;(r) = max;ep gy {Vi(r)hi(r)}. By the condition
of (COE), Either V,, 2 V; or V; 2 V,, holds. If V,, 2 Vj}, then V,,h,, 2 V;h;, which implies

(e). If Vj 2 V,, we note that V;,(r) > Vj(r) by j # m = . Then same argument as in (a)
concludes Vj(r) ~ V,(r) and h;(r) ~ h,(r) which concludes (e).
Next, assume that m # [. In this case, we have
VizV, and 2 Va,
Vin(r) > Viu(r) > Vi(r).
Then we obtain Vi(r) ~ V,,,(r) ~ V,,(r) and, by the same argument as in (d), we obtain
hi(r) >~ hp (1) =~ hy (1),

whence we conclude (e). m

5.2 Lower bound on Dirichlet heat kernel

Recall that M is a manifold with nice ends My, ..., M. Moreover, assume (RCA) on each
parabolic end. First, we prove the following technical lemmas.
Lemma 5.3. Let M be as above. Assume also that for all t > 0
in; h?(v/
p(t, O7 O) ~ w.
min; V;(vt)

Then we have for all r > 1

2

/j p(s,0,0)ds ~ min; h;(r). (5.9)
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Proof. If M is non-parabolic, although the estimates in ([5.8) holds (see Theorem [2.17)),
we can prove the estimate (5.9) without using (5.8)). Indeed, by the definition of the non-
parabolicity we have for r > 1

2

.
/ p(s,0,0)ds ~ 1.
1
Because h; >~ 1 for each non-parabolic end, we have

min h; >~ 1.
3

Then we conclude (5.9)).
Next, suppose that M is parabolic. By the assumption (5.8]),

r2 T in. h2
/ p(s,0,0)ds ~ Msds.
1

1 min; V;(s)

Observe that )

fOO sds
T Vi(s)

hl(’l“) =

which is obtained by integration of the identity

( 1 )/:_h’(r) r/V(r) r

h(r) R(r) R Vi)
and
0o —0asr— oo
by the parabolicity. Then we have
1 1
mlnhl(r) = 00 sds = o0 sds
i maxi [~ 20 Xl
1 1
= foo sds - fOO sds h(r),
T min; Vi(s) r W(s)
where
W(r) = min TN/l(T)
Because

W) (1 " T
hAr)  \Mr)) W)
and h is a doubling function, we conclude that for all r > 2

" min; h?(s)s o~ " h%(s)
i [ 50

L mim V(o) sds = /1 h'(s)ds = h(r) — h(1) ~ h(r).
|
Fori=1,...,k, set
Ai(r) = (B(o,7)\B(o,7/2)) N E;. (5.10)

For k > 0, kB means B(o,xr) . Recall that pP5(¢, z,y) is the Dirichlet heat kernel on xB.
The following estimates of pKDB(t,x,y) has a key role for the estimate of the Poincaré
constant:
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Lemma 5.4. Assume that a connected sum M = My# ... # M) satisfies all the hypothesis
of Lemma . Then there exists k > 1 such that for all r > 1, for any x € Ai(r), y €
B(o,7) N Ej,

D (2 1 min, hy,(r) " sds T2hj(|y‘)
Dor? a,y) ~ ————— |80 (|y|) + —2—12 + . 5.11
D B(r T y) ‘/z(’f')h](r) J J(|y‘) hz(r) Iyl ‘/](S) ‘/](T)hj(r) ( )
Moreover, this implies that
> miny hy ()
inf  pPs(r?,2,y) > IOy B : 5.12
sealtaen? U0 2 G s (V) (12

Proof. We prove the estimate in (5.11)) only from below (upper bound follows from the

trivial bound pEB(T2, z,y) < p(r?, z,y) and the estimate in (5.14))).

Recall that 7,p is the first exist time from xB. By the definition of the Dirichlet heat
kernel and the strong Markov property of the Brownian motion on M (see also [19]), we
obtain

p,?B(T’Q,ZE,y) = p(?“2,x, y) - Ey(l{’TNBST‘Z}p(TQ - THB7XTKB7$))7

where k > 1 will be chosen later. By the structure of the connected sum, we observe that
27k 2 k . 2
{rep <77y =Uii{mup <17, X7 € B¢} C Ui, {T((HB)CﬂEg) <r }

(see Figure [5.2).

Figure 5: ((/{B)C N Eg)c (shadow area).

‘We note that .
O((kB)* N Fe)" = (95B) N Ee.
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Then we obtain

k
meB(TZa T,y) = p(’l“2, z,y) — ZEy (1{TKB§T2, Xr . pebe }p(T2 — TkB> XTNB7JC))
e=1
k
> p(?’{m,y) — Py (T((HB)CﬁEg)C < 7'2) 0<Slj<pr2 p(s,z,x).
&=l 2€(9KB)NE;
(5.13)
We estimate p(r?, z,y), Py <T((nB)CﬂE§)C < r2> and sup (Oa<SS;2 p(s, z, x) separately.
2€(0kB)NEg

Stepl: Estimate of p(r?, z,y)
We will prove that for any x € A;(r), y € B(o,r) N E;

2

N 1 min, hy (1) " sds r2h;(|y|)

Y

which is nothing but the same estimate as in (5.11]) for the full heat kernel p(r?, z, y) instead
of pPy(r?, 2, y). Because pPy(r?, x,y) < p(r? z,y) is always true, this estimate gives the

upper bound in (5.11]).
To prove (5.14])), we use Theorem and the location of x,y to obtain

2 o os 1 h;(lyl) 2 o0 2 1 " sds
) = b ey [ o

~—

Y

—f—/T2 p(s,0,0)ds ! : | sds + - hy(ly)
1 o Vi(r)hi(r) hy(r) Jiy Vi(s) — Vi(r)hi(r) Vi(r)h3(r) |
Because p(t, 0, 0) is monotone decreasing, it is easy to see that

7.2
p(r%0,0) < C [ pls.0,0)ds. (5.16)
1

which makes the third term of the right hand side in ([5.15) dominate the second term. By
using Lemma we obtain ([5.14)).

Step2: Estimate of P, (T((HB)CQE )c < r2)
3
We will prove that for any y € B(o,r) N Ej

hi(lyl)

Py (T((HB)CﬂEs)C = 72) - C[% hy(r) i mi?lzgg(r) hjl(T) /yl ‘2’?;}6%2' >4

Since y € B(o,7) N Ej, applying Theorem 3.5 in [17], we obtain

2

]P)y(T((NB)CﬂEE)C S 7°2) S Py(T(Fc) S Tz) S 2C&p(F, Q)/ Slslzl\)Fp(S’w’ y)dS,
1 we

where we chose k > 2 and

3 b) 3
F:{WGEg : ZT<|W|<ZT},Q:{UJEE§ : IZ<|w|<;T}.

Here we remark that (0kB) N Ee C FF C Q and y ¢ Q because of k > 2.
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By the estimate in Theorem

b hi(lyl) +p(s, 0, O)W

0Py (T < 8))} e~ b(rr)? /s

Py(TK S S)

Sup plsw.y) = c[%(@ 1 (D) + s (V/5)
1 r2

[t (e T <9 e

Then we obtain
2

.
/ sup p(s,w,y)ds
1 weQ\F

2

r® hi(lyl) r r T
SC[(SUVg(r) h(r) +/1 p(37070)d5WPy(TKST )}e oK™

Since

KT 3KT KT 3KT
cap(F, Q) = cap(Bg (057 7) , Be (057 T)) + C&p(Bg (057 T) , Be (057 7)),
where B¢(x, ) is a geodesic open ball in M. By using the general estimate for any 0 < r < R

2

R sds
r u(B(o,s))

(see |11, Theorem 7.1}, [16, (4.5)] for the detail), we obtain

cap(B(o,r),B(o,R)) <

cap(F,Q) < Cvi(;).

By Theorem 4.6 in [17],

C " sds
P <r?) < :
ARSI S 00 Vi)
Combining these estimate and Lemma we conclude .
Step3: Estimate of supy.,<,2 .c(oxp)nE, P(S; 2, 2)
We will prove that for any = € A;(r)

( )<C[51+'h() i !
sup  p(s,z,2) < —= [djg——— + min h,(r :
a2 UEVi(r) T T Vi ha(r) Ve(r)he(r)
2€(0kB)NE;
By the estimates in Theorem for all 0 < s < r? and 2z € (0kB) N E;
7‘2 7'2
Vi(r)hi(r) Ve(r)he(r)

(5.18)

pls,,2) = Ce /s[5 +p(s,0,0)

. 1
“Vi(Vs)

s 1 r? r? 1
—|—/pu,0,odu( + ) .
1 ( ) VilVs)hi(V/'s) Ve(r)he(r) — Vi(r)hi(r) Ve(V/s)he (Vs) }
Since V; and ‘Z are doubling, there exist C, « > 0 such that

L Oy
Vitvs) = Vilr)\s )~
minih?(\/g)

p(s.0,0) = p(r o0,0) i)
< Pl o,0) Vi) o2 g ) <2)
min; V;(v/s)
1 . hz(\/g) C <7‘2>a
VilVs)hi(Vs) — Vi(ys) ~ Vilnhi(r) \ s



Because the inequality
%t < q%e @

is always true for all £ > 0, we have

2\ & 2
T _pr2rZ 1 —
o e br= = < T a%e o
s ba,{2a

Then we obtain

su (s,z,z) < Q [(5 ! +p(r?, 0,0) r r
sngr = SVt OOV Velrhe ()
2€(0kB)NE¢

2

T 1 fr2 7’2 1
o oo (s i e )

Using (5.16) and Lemma again, we conclude (j5.18)).
Step4: Proof of ((5.11))
Combining ([5.17)) and (5.18)), we obtain

k
Z IP)y (kB)¢NE¢ <r ) Sup p(87 Z,Jf)

&=t ce(Bm BB,
Cete* & i(lyl)  miny hy(r) 1 " sds
= T ;(‘“h() T helr) hj<r>/|yvj<s>
1 r2 1
<5’5v;<r> R AR nghg(r))

B C’e‘b"C zk: 5eih(yl) + minnhn(r) /T sds
k2 Vi(r) el he(r) — Jyy Vi(s)

5:1

‘ min,, Ay, (1) r2
X(é“ Ralr) vgmhg(r))

Ceb% 1

St ot LG
min, hy (r) " sds r? miny, hy(r) r?
) (/ij(S) 1+ min, V,(r) )+Vj(7’)h]~(r)hj(|y|)>]

By using Lemma [5.3| and a trivial lower bound V;,(r)h,(r) 2 2, we obtain

72 min hy (r) < min V, (r)
" n

which implies that
2 min,, by (r)

1+ —=
miny, V;,(r)
Then we have
2
ZIP’@;(T(MB)ang <r?) sup  p(s, 2, 2)
5:1 0<s<r?
2€(0kB)NE;¢

Ce—bs’ 1 min,, Ay, (1) T sds r2
S S VOR® (325 (1yl) + v ( y‘%(S)err)hj(r)hjayn)},
(5.19)
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which is same as dﬁ up to Ce*b’g//i%‘. Choosing k > 2 large enough and substituting
(5-14) and (5.19) into (5.13), we conclude (5.11).
Step5: Proof of E[)
If i = j, then we obtain by the estimate in (5.11)) and the fact that h;(|y|) + f‘r sds

yl Vi(s) —
hj(r)

9 . c minn hn(r) (r) = cw
, ,y) > V;(’I”)hl(T‘) hl(T) z( ) V;(’I”)hz(T‘) .

Pep(r (5.20)

If ¢ # j, then the function

" sds Cr?
F(t) = / + h;(t)
¢ Vils)  Vi(r)hy(r) ™
is monotone decreasing for some constant C' > 0 and for all r > 1, { ~ r gives the lower
bound of F, namely we obtain

)2 e
F(r)>c
Vi(r)

Then we obtain by the estimate in (5.11))

D 9 c miny, hy(r)

Pep(r z,y) >

b Vi(r)hj(r) — hi(r)  Vj(r)
_ cminn oy (1) 72 . (5.21)

Vi(r)hi(r) Vi(r)h(r)

Because Vj(r)h;(r) > cr? is always true, combining estimates in (5.20) and (5.21)), we
conclude the estimate in (5.12)). =

5.3 Upper bound on Poincaré constant

We prove here the upper bounds of the Poincaré constant: of Theorem and
of Theorem [2.12] with some large x > 1. The following lemma inspired by Kusuoka-Stroock
[21, Theorem 5.10] (see also [26, 5.5.1]) plays a key role to obtain an upper bound of the
Poincaré constant from a lower bound of the Dirichlet heat kernel.

Lemma 5.5. Let (M, u) be a weighted manifold. Let U C U'" C M be precompact connected
open sets. Then for any t > 0 and any open set A C U’,

2t
M(A) inszA,yGU pgl (t7 T, y) ‘

AU, U <

Proof. Let {PtN’UI} be the Neumann-heat semigroup on U’ and p]l}f,(t,x,y) its kernel
function (Neumann heat kernel). By a well-known fact for Dirichlet forms, for any f € C*(U’),

and for any ¢t > 0,
_ pNU’
U/ Qt

Then we obtain for any open set A C U’
2 > _ pN,U’
21 /U IR (R S ) N,
!/ / 2
= [ 2 [r- 2] @dut)
/ ! 2
[P (5= B @] @duta)

p(4) int PNV (7= PP (@) (o). (5.22)

v

v
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Because the Neumann heat kernel is always larger than the Dirichlet heat kernel, we obtain
forall x € A

PV L= @] @) = [ e [f6) - PYY 5] duty)
> /U ACERY [f(y)*PtN’U’f(x)]Qdu(y)
> inf bt [ 1) - P @) Pty
> inf Pty [ 176) = foPuty). (5.23)

Here the final line follows from the fact that fy minimizes the function £ — fU |f — &|dp.
Combining the estimates in and , we complete the proof. m

Proof of Theorems and Now we start to prove the upper bound of the
Poincaré constant in the main theorems. For the lower bound, see section 5.4

Recall that M is the manifold with nice ends M, ..., My, where each parabolic end
satisfies (RCA). If there is at least one parabolic end, we assume also that M admits (COE)
defined in Definition [2.10] By the results in Theorems [2.17)and [2.21], M satisfies the estimate
in which allows us to use Lemma Let k > 1 be the constant from . Apply
Lemmato the case of U = B = B(o,7), U' = kB = B(o,kr), t =7 and A = A;(r) given
in . Then we obtain

272

(Ai(r)) infpe a,0) yen PE5 (1% 2,9)

A(B,kB) <

Since pu(A;i(r)) ~ Vi(r) by (VD) on M;, substituting the estimates in (5.12)) to the above, we
obtain for all i =1,...,k

hi(r)
A(B,kB) < ———— Vi(r)h; . 5.24
(B.5B) S o) s ma (V) (1)) (524
If all ends are non-parabolic, then h;(r) ~ 1 for all : = 1, ..., k. By taking i = m = m(r),
the index of the largest end at r, we obtain
A(B,kB) S max Vj(r) ~ V,(r).
Jj#Fm

Hence, the estimate in (2.12)) holds for some x > 1.
Next, let us assume that M = #;c;M; is a manifold with (COE). Assume first that
Isuper # 0. Then the index of the largest end m is in Isyper and min, hy(r) ~ 1. Taking

i = m, we obtain
A(B,kB) < n;léax{Vj(r)hj(r)}.
J#EmM

By the second condition in ((5.4])) and the definition of (COE), we conclude

max {V;(r)hy (1)} = Va(r)ha(1).

which gives the estimate in for some k > 1.

If Isuper = 0 and Lyigae # O then, by Lemma there exists a dominating volume
function V; satisfying with [ € Iiqaie and min; h;(r) ~ hy(r). Estimate with i =1
implies that

A(B.kB) S ma {1 (1)hy(r)} = Va (1)),

34



which gives the estimate in (2.18) for some x > 1.
Finally, assume that Isyper = Inidae = 0, that is, all ends are subcritical. By the definition
of subcriticality given in Definition (b),
2 2
T r
min h <min——=——.
n () 3 n Vy(r) Vm(r)
Taking ¢ = m in the estimate in (5.24]), we obtain

A(B,kB) $ max {V;(r)h;(r)} ~r?,
Jj#Em

which completes the proof of the estimate in(2.18]) with x > 1.
By using an additional argument in Section [6], we will show that we can reduce x > 1 to
k=1 n

5.4 Lower bound on the Poincaré constant

In this section we prove the matching lower bound for the Poincaré constant under a different
hypothesis.

Theorem 5.6. Let M = My#---# My be a manifolds with ends such that each end M;
satisfies (VD) and

CV;(r)>rV/(r) forallr >rg. (5.25)
Then for all large r > 1
A(B(o,r)) > cn;ax {Vi(r)hi(r)}, (5.26)

where m = m(r) is the index of the largest end at scale v, namely for all i € I
Vin(r) > Vi(r). (5.27)

Let n = n(r) be the index of the second largest end. Then the estimate in ({5.26|) implies
that
A(B(o,r)) > Vi (r)hy(r). (5.28)

In view of the upper estimate of the Poincaré constant in Theorems [2.9 and [2.12] the lower
bound in is optimal if either all ends are non-parabolic, or M is a manifold with (COE).
Proof. Set B = B(o,r). First we show that for any € € (0, 1),

2
d
c sup fB |f| 2/~L
fecl(B) fB IV fl2dp —

w(BN{f=0})>en(B)
Indeed, for any f € C*(B) with u(BN{f = 0}) > eu(B),
[ 5= gafdn = [ |fPau- (B s}
B B

2
_ 2 1
/ |f’ du ( ) (/m{f O}fd,u)

Cauchy-Schwarz inequality implies that

2 Bﬁ{f?éo} 2
/B\f fB\duz/md /md
MECL =) /rf2du>a/\f\ .
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By the expression of the Poincaré constant (2.8]), we obtain the estimate in ([5.29)).
Now we prove the estimate in ([5.26)) by choosing a test function. For i # m, take a
C'-function f; defined by

oy J hi(lz)) zeBNE;,
f’(w)_{o x€BNE;, j#i.

We note that the assumption ([5.27)) implies that
1
w(BNEy,) > §,u(B N Ej)
for large r > 1 and all j € {1,...,k}. Because f; =0 in BN E,,, we observe that

WBA{f=0)) > wBNE,)

= i (2kp(B N Ep) + p(K)) — iu(K)
> o (u(B) — u(K).

Then for large r > 1 so that pu(B) > 2u(K), we obtain
1
W(BA{T = 0}) > - u(B).

Hence, (5.29) implies that

1 |%d

Ak [, BV fil?du
By using the assumptions (VD) and (5.25)), we obtain for large r > 1

/ FPdu > / fildp
B (B\3B)NE;

1 .
> (M(B NE) = p(zBN E¢)> - }I}lgf)mE |fil?
3 T

> Vir)hR(r),
/ VfilPdy = / I fil2dp + / Bshi(s)[2 V' (s)ds
B B(o,ro) 0

"os sV/(s)
= C’+/ ————ds < C + Chy(r)
ro Vi(s) V(s)
S C”hi(r).
Then we obtain for any ¢ # m,
cVi(r)hi(r) < A(B)

which concludes (5.26)). m

6 Appendix: Spectral gap on central balls

Recall that M is a connected sum of manifolds M7, ..., My with a central part K. The pur-
pose of this section is to obtain a general upper bound of the Poincaré constant A(B(o,r)) =
A(B(o,r), B(o,r)) at the central reference point o € K for any large r > 0 by using a col-
lection of A(B(z,s), B(x,ks)), where B(x,s) C B(o,r) and £ > 1. This is an important
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procedure to obtain a lower bound of the spectral gap A(B(o,7)) of —A on B(o,r) defined in
(2.9). First of all, we only assume the volume doubling condition (VD) on each M;.

The main tool to obtain a desired bound is a Whitney covering VW of B(o,r) which is a
collection of balls defined as the following.

Definition 6.1. For any 0 < n < 1, a collection of balls W = W(n) in B(o,r) is called a
Whitney covering of B(o,r) with parameter 7 if

(W1) All F € W are disjoint,
(W2) Upew3F = B(o,r),

(W3) r(F) =nd(F, B(o,r)¢). Here r(F) is the radius of F' and B(o,r)¢ is the complement of
B(o,r).

(W4) For any a > 1, there exists N = N(n, ) independent of r such that for any = € B(o,r)

#{FeW : zeaF} <N.

It is a well-known fact that there exists such a covering. For F' € W, we denote by vr a
distance-minimizing curve joining the center of I and o. Let F(F) = (Fo, F1, ..., Fy(r)) be a
string of F, that is, a sequence of balls in W so that 3F; N3F;11 # 0 (j =0,1,...,1(F)—1),
0 € 3Fp and Fypy = F. It is known that there exists such a string F(F) for any F' € W. See
[26, Section 5.3.3] for the detail.

Proposition 6.2 (c.f. [20, Section 5.3.3] ). Let W be a Whitney covering of B(o,r) with
parameter 0 < n < 1/4. Then W satisfies the following.

PW1 26, Lemma 5.5.6]) For any F,F' € W so that 3F' N~vp # 0,
/

(PW2) ([26, Lemma 5.5.7]) For F € W, let F(F) = (Fo, I, ..., Fyr)) be a string of F'. Then
forany j=0,1,...,[(F) -1,

(™" = 4)r(Ey)
(™" = 4)r(Ej11)

< (@A+n Hr(Fi)
< A+ Hr(Fy),

and .
n - +4
3F; 11 C (677_1 "y + 3) Fj. (6.1)

We note that 62:1“3 +3 < 12 if n < 1/20. Thus, we always assume that n < 1/20 in the
sequel.

Lemma 6.3. For any k > 1 and any 0 < n < 1/20, let By = B(o,12knr). Then for any r
large enough so that diamK < nr and for any F € W so that

FNBy =10, (6.2)

we have
126F N K = 0.

37



Proof. Since r(F) < nr by (W3), the condition (6.2)) implies that
d(0,0(F))

Vv

r(F)+r(By) =r(F)+ 12knr
r(F)+ (126 — V)pr +nr
12kr(F) + diamK,

\Y

which concludes the lemma. =
In the sequel, we always assume that r is large enough so that

diamK < nr. (6.3)

Lemma 6.4. For F € W, if 3F ¢ 3By, then F N By = 0.

Proof. Suppose that F'N By # (). Then for any x € 3F and z € F N By,

d(o,x) < d(o,z)+d(z,x)
< r(Boy) + 4r(F)
< 12knr + 4nr < 3r(By).
This implies that 3F C 3By. By contraposition, we conclude the lemma. =
Lemma 6.5. For F € W, if 3F N 3By # (), then
3F C By = B(o, (36K + 6)nr).
Proof. For z € 3F and z € 3F N 3By, we obtain

d(o,z) < d(o,2)+d(z, )
< 36knr + 61(F)
< (36K + 6)nr,

which concludes the lemma. =
Now we modify the Whitney covering W = W(n) to fit the manifolds with ends in concern.
Set
W ={FeW : 3F ¢ 3Bo}.
Here we note that
B(o,r) = Upen3F U 3By. (6.4)

Moreover, for i = 1,....k, set W/ ={F e W' : F C E;}. We can easily see that they are
disjoint each other by the definition, and, Lemmas and imply that

k
W/ - UrL:leL/

For I € W, we retake a string F(F) = (Fo, I, ..., Fy(py) given in (PW2) so that F; C Ej
(] 75 0) and FO = Bo.
The following inclusion conditions play a key role in the proof of Theorem

Lemma 6.6. For a constant k > 1, let n > 0 be a parameter satisfying

1
< —. 6.5
TS 36k + 6) (6:5)
For such n >0, let r > 0 be a number so that holds. Then we have
3kBy C kB; C B(o,r), (6.6)
12kF C B(o,r)NE; (FeW). (6.7)
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The main result of this section is the following.

Theorem 6.7. Let M be a connected sum of manifolds M, ..., My with a compact central
part K, where each M; admits (VD). Let o € K be a central reference point. Fiz k > 1. Fix
n > 0 satisfying . For any r > 0 satisfying diamK < nr, there exists a constant C' > 0
such that

A(B(o,r))

<C (A(SBO, 3kBy) + A(B1,kB1) + FmV\%}f {A(3F,3kF), A(12F, 12/£F)}> )
EW’(n)

where By = B(o,12knr) and By = B(o, (36x + 6)nr).

We note that by (6.7)), if F € W), then 12xF C E;. Hence, the Poincaré constants
A(3F,3kF) and A(12F,12xF) for F € W/ can be computed by using a local information of
E;.

Proof. By using (6.4), we have

[ 1t toenPdus [ 15~ fomPa
B(o,r) B(o,r)

< /30!f f330|du+2/ 1 = foa2dp

Few’

< /30!f f330|du+42/ f — Fypldp

Few’

+4Z Z/ |f3F_f3F1|d:U+4Z Z/ [Fars = fao[*dp

i=1 FeWw! =1 FeWw]

k
= 1+4n+421m+42m, (6.8)
i=1 i=1
where F is an element of the string F(F'). We estimate terms I, 11, 1I1; and IV in
separately.

Estimate of [
By using , we obtain

I:/ |f — fag,|2dy < A(BBO,SmBO)/ IV f2du
3Bg 3kBg

IN

A(3Bo, 35B) / IV £ 2dp,
B(o,r)

which gives a desired bound.

Estimate of 7
By using (W2) and (W4), we obtain

=% [ 1f=fulfde < 3 AGR3F) [ VP
Few Few’ 3K
< A(3F,3xF) d
< max ABF, 3k Z/%F!Vf\ [
Few’
< N(n,3r) max A(3F,3/<LF)/ IV f|?dp,
Few'

B(o,r)
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which gives a desired bound.

Estimate of I11;
For F e W), let F}j, Fj11 € F(F') (j #0). Then the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality implies that

1/2
1
|30 — far;| < 113, 11) 2 a(3F;)1 </3Fj+1><3}{(x) - f(y)2du(:v)dﬂ(y)> :

We note that for any open set D C M,
[ 1@ = 1Pty =2u0) [ 11~ foldn (6.9)
DxD D

Moreover, by using (6.1]), , and the volume doubling property of M;, we have

1/2
C
|f3Fj+1 - f3FJ" < (/JJ(FJ> /12Fj |f = fl2Fj|2d'u> '

Then we obtain

V(F)-1
s = fam| < D |fse — fam]
=1
U(F)—1 c 1/2
< = fior |2dp
]Z; <M(F) /2F | or;|
I(F)—1 1/2
CA(12F;, 12k F;
< ( 0 A |Vf|2du> -
= j 126F,

By using [26, Lemma 5.3.8], for any F; € F(F) with j # 0,
F C AF;NE;,

where A = 8 + 41+ n~1. Then we obtain

III; Z/ \fsp — far ? —/ Z ar ()| fsr — far, [Pdu(z)

Few! NE: peyy:

U(F)—1 19k F o 2
<c[ ¥ mm( > (FE ) |w|2du)/)du<z>

BNE; popyr = pu(F; 126 F;
=C Z X3F(x)<l/(§:l(/\(12ﬂ’mm |Vf|2du)1>/<2AF-mE-(x))iiu(a:)
BE: feyyr o 1(Fy) 126 F; n
<cf Y (X (A(”G(’ém) [ 195 ) Xar (@) du(o)
BOE: peyy Gew wG) 12kG
< ON(,3) o A(126.1266) [ mEi(GZW,(u;G) [ (9 1Pdn) Nacne (@) du(a)
o 2
= ON(1,3) max A(12G,12xG) > acxacne, ,
i Gew, L2(E:)
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where xp is the characteristic function of a set D and

1 , 1/2
= ——— d .
aG (u(G) /M'W' “)

Since E; satisfies (VD), applying Lemma [26], 5.3.12], there exists a constant C = C(A) > 0
such that

> aexacn; <C|| > asxe
/
Gew; 12(E,) Gew;

By using (W1), (W4) and (6.7)), we obtain

L2(E;)

2
III; < C'N(n,3) max A(12F, 12/@F)/B . (Z apxp(x)) du(x)
Nl \ Few;

/
i

1
C'N(n,3) max A(12F, 12/@F/ 7/ VP duxr(z)du(x
(n )Few; ( )BmEl F;\ﬂ () 12KF| ["dpxr(x)dp(x)

C'N(n,3) max A(12F,125F) 3 / Y/ Pdp
Few; Fepyr J126F

< C'N(n,3)N(n,12k) max A(12F, 12/-;F)/ |V f|2dp,
Few! B
which gives a desired bound.

Estimate of IV
Because 3F1,3By C Bj, by using the same argument as in the estimate of I11;, we obtain

v, = /3F\f3F1—f3Bo|2du

Few;

< Y el 1@~ S duto)duty)
Few! X

_ p(BF) | p(Bi) 2
= 2| 3 S | s st

Few!
Here we recall that the central ball satisfies (VD). Indeed,

W(Blo,s) = u(Bulor,s))+ u(Balons)) + - u(Bulog, 5))
~ m?XM(Bi(OuS)), (6.10)

where B;(0;,s) is the geodesic ball in M; centered at o; € K;. Since each B;(o;, s) satisfies
(VD), so does B(o,s) by (6.10). Hence p(Bi1)/u(3Bp) is bounded in r. Now we estimate
1(3Fy) from below. By using (W3), Lemma[6.5| and (6.6), for any F € W/

r(Fy) = nd(F1,B(o,r)°)
> nd(By, B(o,7)°) =n(1 - (36x + 6)n)r,

which implies that
A/T(Fl) Z 2’!",
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where A/ = m Then we obtain

A'Fy D B(o,r).
Since each end E; is doubling, we obtain
w(3F) > C Y w(AFy N E;) > C  u(B(o,7) N Ey).
By using (W2), we obtain for all i = 1,...,k

p(3F) C
F%/:\}{ w(3Fr) < w(B(o,7) N E;) F;\}{M(?)F) < C.

3

Combining the above estimates, we obtain

v < c’/B f — fo Pdp
1

IN

C,A(Bl, HBI) /

IV fPPdp.
K,Bl

Since kB1 C B(o,r) by , we conclude a desired estimate of IV;. m
We use the following corollary to show the upper bound of the Poincaré constant (i.e.,
lower bound of the spectral gap) of central balls in Theorems and

Corollary 6.8. Let M be a manifold with nice ends My, ..., My, where each parabolic end
satisfies (RCA) . If there is at least one parabolic end, assume that M satisfies (COE). Then
for any large r > 0

A(B(0,7)) < Va(r)hn(r),

that is,
1

>_ -
~ Va(r)ha(r)’
where n is the index of the second largest end defined in .

A(B(o, 7))

Proof. Because 3xF,125F C E; for all F € W/ by (6.7, the assumption of (VD) and
(PI) on each M; implies that for all FF € W'

A(3F,3sF), A(12F, 125 F) < 12,
Using the estimates in section [5.3, we obtain
A(3B0, 3I<,B(_)) + A(Bl, IiBl) 5 Vn(r)hn(r)

Since the inequality V;(r)h;(r) 2 r? is always true by (VD), we conclude the corollary from
Theorem [6.7] immediately. =

For the estimates of Poincaré constants of central balls on some examples of manifolds
with ends, we refer to Section [3]
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