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1 Introduction

A fundamental problem raised in Kac’s famous article [Kac] ‘Can one hear the shape
of a drum’ is whether two isospectral manifolds are isomorphic. The answer is negative
in general. Milnor gave a counter example for compact Riemannian manifolds [Mil]. In
the Euclidean case the first example was given in dimension 4 by Urakawa [Ura]. Then
Gordon—Webb—Wolpert [GWW] constructed two polygons in R? which are isospectral but
not isomorphic. Moreover, [GoW] constructed two isospectral convex open sets in R* which
are isospectral but not isomorphic. Kac’s question in the strict sense, namely whether two
isospectral bounded open sets in R? with C*°-boundary are isometric, is still to be open.
But there are recent positive results by Zelditch [Zel] for open sets in R? with analytic
boundary verifying some symmetry conditions.

To say that the two manifolds are isospectral means by definition that the corresponding
Dirichlet Laplacians have the same eigenvalues counted with multiplicity. This, in turn,
can be reformulated by saying that there exists a unitary operator U intertwining the
two heat semigroups. The heat semigroups are positive, i.e. positive initial values lead
to positive solutions. These positive solutions describe the heat diffusion on the manifold.
Thus, if instead of a unitary operator, we consider an order isomorphism U (i.e. U is linear,
bijective and Uy > 0 if and only if ¢ > 0) on Lo, then to say say that U intertwines the
heat semigroups means that U maps the positive solutions to positive solutions. It was
shown in [Are2] that in the Euclidean case, i.e. if we consider open connected sets in R,
then these sets are necessarily congruent as soon as such an intertwining order isomorphism
exists. This may be rephrased by saying that diffusion determines the body. The aim of
this paper is to extend this result to manifolds.

There are several notable new features coming into play in the non-Euclidean case.
First of all, in [Are2] a precise regularity condition has been established under which the
result is valid. The open sets have to be regular in capacity (this means loosely speaking
that they do not have holes of capacity 0). Some effort is made in this paper to extend
this notion to manifolds, which is not possible in an immediate way.

The problem addressed in this paper is partially motivated by work of Arveson [Arv1]
[Arv2], who introduces differential structures in operator algebras. Our results imply
uniqueness of these differential structures, the case of compact Riemannian manifolds being
of particular interest.

Not all results in the Euclidean case carry over to Riemannian manifolds. We give
an example, Example 4.7, of a non-zero lattice homomorphism which intertwine the heat
semigroups, but which is not an isomorphism, in contrast to the Euclidean case [Arel],
Theorem 2.1.

Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension d. We always assume that a Rie-
mannian manifold is o-compact. Then M has a natural Radon measure denoted by |- |.
Set

HL (M) ={p € Layjoe(M) : poz™" € H} (x(V)) for every chart (V,z)}

If p € H (M) and (V,z) is a chart on M then set -9 = (D;j(pox7!)) oz € Lye(V),

loc ozt

where D; denotes the partial derivative in R Moreover, for all p,v € HL_(M) there




exists a unique element V- Vi) € Ly jo.(M) such that
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for every chart (V,z) on M. We let V| = (Vp - V)2 Let H'(M) be the Hilbert
space of all ¢ € HL (M) such that both ¢, |Ve| € Ly(M), with norm ¢ — (||o||3 +
| |Vl |12)/2. Moreover, let Hi (M) be the closure of C°(M) in H'(M). Define the bilinear
form a: Hy(M) x Hy (M) — R by a(¢,¢) = [ Vi) V. Then a is closed and positive. The
Dirichlet Laplace—Beltrami operator A on M is the associated self-adjoint operator.
If (V,z) is a chart on M then

d
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for all p € C(V).
If (My, g1) and (Ms, go) are two Riemannian manifolds then a map 7: M; — M, is called
an isometry if it is a C"*°-diffeomorphism and

9alr ) (T (v), 7 (w)) = g1[p(v, w)

for all p € M; and v,w € T,M. A map 7: M; — M, is called a local isometry if for all
p € M there exists an open neighbourhood V' of p such that the restriction 7|y:V — 7(V)
is an isometry. The Riemannian manifolds (M, g1) and (Ms, g2) are called isomorphic if
there exists an isometry from M; onto My. If 7: My — M, is an isometry and p € [1,00)
then ¢ o7 € L,(M;) and
le o Tl = llellL,an) (1)

for all ¢ € L,(Ms). In particular, the map ¢ — ¢ o7 is a unitary map from Ls(Ms;) onto
Ly(M,;) and a unitary map from H}(M,) onto HJ(M;). Moreover, if ¢ € Ly(M,) then
@ € D(Ay) if and only if p o7 € D(A;) and Aj(p o71) = (Agyp) o 7, where A; is the
Dirichlet Laplace-Beltrami operator on M, for all j € {1, 2}.

A linear operator U: E — F' between two Riesz spaces is said to be a lattice homo-
morphism if

Ule Aip) = (Ug) A (UY)

for all p,9 € E. For alternative equivalent definitions see [AlB] Theorem 7.2. Here in
this paper in most cases the spaces £ and F' will be L,-spaces and then (¢ A ¢)(z) =
min{y(z), ()} a.e. Each lattice homomorphism U is positive, i.e. ¢ > 0 implies Up > 0.
An order isomorphism U: £ — F is a bijective mapping such that Uy > 0 if and only
if ¢ > 0. Equivalently, U is an order isomorphism if and only if U is a bijective lattice
homomorphism. Then also U~! is an order isomorphism. Recall that also each positive
operator between L,-spaces is continuous by [AlB]| Theorem 12.3.

The main theorem of this paper is the following. It is valid under some regularity
assumptions on the manifolds, namely regularity in capacity, which is optimal for this
purpose and which we will explain below.

Theorem 1.1 Let (M, g1) and (Ms, g2) be two connected Riemannian manifolds which are
both regular in capacity. Let p € [1,00). For all j € {1,2} let A; be the Dirichlet Laplace-
Beltrami operator on M; and let SU) be the associated semigroup on L,(M;). Then the
following two conditions are equivalent.



I. (M, g1) and (Msy, g2) are isomorphic.

II.  There exists a lattice homomorphism U: L,(My) — L,(Ms) such that UL,(M) is
dense in L,(Ms) and
Us = sPu

for allt > 0.

Moreover, if U is a lattice homomorphism as in Condition 11 then U is an order isomor-
phism and there exist ¢ > 0 and an isometry 7: My — My such that Up = cp o1 for all
Q< Lp(Ml)

It turns out that all complete connected Riemannian manifolds, and in particular all
compact connected Riemannian manifolds, are regular in capacity. Therefore one immedi-
ately has the following corollary.

Corollary 1.2 Let (M, g1) and (Ms, g2) be two complete connected Riemannian mani-
folds. Let p € [1,00). For all j € {1,2} let A, be the Dirichlet Laplace—Beltrami operator
on M; and let SV be the associated semigroup on L,(M;). Then the following two condi-
tions are equivalent.

I. (M, g1) and (Msy, g2) are isomorphic.
II.  There exists an order isomorphism U: L,(M;) — L,(Ms) such that

Us = sPu
for allt > 0.

Now we explain the notion of regularity in capacity for Riemannian manifolds. The
capacity of a subset A of M is given by

capy(A) = cap(A) = inf{||g0||§{1(M) ¢ € H'(M) and ¢ > 1 on a neighbourhood of A} .

An open subset Q of R is called regular in capacity [Are2] if capgae(B(z;7)\ Q) > 0
for all x € 02 and r > 0, where B(x;r) is the Euclidean ball. Biegert and Warma gave
several characterizations for regular in capacity. In particular, an open subset  of R?
is regular in capacity if and only if every ¢ € HL(Q) N C(Q) is zero everywhere on 9
([BiW] Theorem 3.2). Since R? is locally compact it then follows that an open subset
of R? is regular in capacity if and only if every ¢ € HE(Q) N Cy(Q) is zero everywhere on
0f). This characterization allows an extension to general connected Riemannian manifolds.
There is a natural distance dy; on a connected Riemannian manifold M. We denote by
Buy(p;r) = B(p;r) the associated balls. Let M denote the (metric) completion of M with
respect to this distance. Set .
OM =M\ M

We say that a connected Riemannian manifold M is regular in capacity if p(p) = 0 for

all p € Co(M) N Hy(M) = {p € Co(M) : ¢l € Hy(M)} and p € OM. Here Co(M) is the
closure of the space C.(M) of all continuous functions with compact support, with respect
to the supremum norm in the space of all bounded continuous functions on M. Clearly

every complete connected Riemannian manifold is regular in capacity.

Q



In the Euclidean case regularity in capacity is a very mild condition on the boundary
of an open subset. If O C R? is open and bounded then it is regular in capacity if it is
Dirichlet regular. The Lebesgue cusp is regular in capacity, but not Dirichlet regular (see
[ArD] Section 7).

If My and My are two isomorphic connected Riemannian manifolds and 7: M7 — M
is an isometry then 7 is distance preserving, i.e. dy,(7(p);7(q)) = duy(p;q) for all
p,q € M. Moreover, if M, is regular in capacity, then also M, is regular in capacity.

Now we can explain why regularity in capacity is the minimal regularity condition in our
context. Let M be a connected Riemannian manifold which is complete (or more general,
regular in capacity). Let ) 2 N C M be a closed subset of capacity zero. Then Q := M\ N
is again a connected Riemannian manifold (see Theorem 2.1) The injection 7:Q — M
defines an isometry which is not surjective. The unitary operator U: Lo(M) — Ly(Q)
given by Uy = @ o 7 is an order isomorphism intertwining the two heat semigroups even
though €2 and M are not isomorphic. It follows from Theorem 1.1 that €2 is not regular in
capacity.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section we give a sufficient condition
to ensure that the distance on a subriemannian manifold equals the induced distance. In
Section 3 we show that M; and M, are isometric if they have sufficiently big isometric
open subsets. In Section 4 we prove Theorem 1.1. Finally, in Section 5 we give several
characterizations of regularity in capacity.
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2 Distances

If N is a connected open subset of a connected Riemannian manifold M then dy(p;q) <
dyn(p;q) for all p,q € N, where djy; and dy are the natural distances on M and N. Even
if [M \ N| =0, then it is easy to construct examples such that the induced distance from
dyr on N differs from the distance dy. We next show that the condition cap,,(M \ N) =0
suffices to have equality.

Theorem 2.1 Let N be an open subset of a connected Riemannian manifold M and sup-
pose that cap,;(M\N) = 0. Then N is connected and dy;(p;q) = dn(p;q) for allp,q € N.

The proof involves an alternative description of the distances. First we need L..-versions
of H' and V. Let M be a Riemannian manifold. Set

W'll’oo(M) ={p € L1oc(M) : po e W'hl)fo(sc(V)) for every chart (V,x) on M}

ocC

For all ¢ € WL (M) there is a unique |Vg| € Lo joc(M) such that

d_ 1/2
wal, = (3 () (22)
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for every chart (V,x) on M, where %gp € Loojoc(M) is defined in the natural way. Then
define Wh(M) = {p € Lo.(M) : V| € Loo(M)}.

Proposition 2.2 Let M be a connected Riemannian manifold. If p,q € M then
du(p;q) = sup{v(p) = (q) : & € Wio2*(M), |V € Loo(M) and || VY| [loo <1}

Proof ‘<’. If ¢ € M define ¥: M — R by ¥(p) = dy(p:q). Then ¢p € WL®(M),

loc
VY] llo <1 and du(p;q) < ¥(p) - 1(q)-
>' Let p,qg € M. Let ¢ € W,u°(M) with || |[V4||lee < 1. Let 4:[0,1] — M be a

C*-map with v(0) = p and (1) = ¢q. By regularizing we may assume that 1 is smooth in
a neighbourhood of ([0, 1]). Then

(p) — (q)] < / () ] dt

S/O g(V(t),ﬁ(t))l/QIle(v(t))dtS/0 g(3(1).4()) " dt

Minimizing over ~y gives |¢(p) — ¥(q)| < dp(p;q). O
We shall prove that W,5>°(M) = WL (N) if cap,, (M \ N) = 0. For all s € [0, 00) we

loc

denote by H*(A) the s-dimensional Hausdorff measure of a subset A of M (see [Hei] 8.3).

Proposition 2.3 Let A be a subset of a connected Riemannian manifold M of dimen-
sion d. If cap(A) = 0 then H*(A) =0 for all s € [0,00) with s > d — 2.

Proof For all n € N there exists a ¢, € H'(M) such that ¢, > 1 on a neighbourhood
of A and [[¢nllmrany < 27" Set ¢ =37 ¢, € H'(M). Then for all m € N it follows
that ¢ > m on a neighbourhood of A. Hence for all a € A there exists an € > 0 such that
(V) = m for all v € (0,¢], where (¥),, = [B(p;7)|™" [5,, ¥ s the average of > over the
ball B(p;r) for all ¥ € Ly 1oc(M), p € M and r > 0.

Let a € A and suppose that limsup,_,77* [5,,, [Ve[> < oo. Then there exist r; €
(0,1] and M € R such that [, [Ve[> < Mr® for all r € (0,7].

It follows from [Aub] Theorem 5.14, that there exists an ry € (0,71] such that exp, is a
diffeomorphism from {v € T, M : g,(v,v) < r2} onto B(a;r3) and d(a; exp, v) = ga(v;v)"/?
for all v € T,M with g,(v,v) < r3. Since T,M is equivalent to R, it admits a Poincaré
inequality. Hence there exists a ¢; > 0 such that

[t <ar [ v
B(a;r) B(a;r)

uniformly for all v € H'(B(a;r)) and r € (0,75]. Similarly, there exists a co > 0 such that
|B(a;r)| > cor? for all 7 € (0,1]. Clearly the constants ¢; and ¢, depend on the point a.
Then

/ |90 - <90>a,r|2 < 7’2/ ‘VQD|2 <c M r5+2
B(a;r) B(a;r)



for all » € (0, rs]. Therefore

or = (el = i | [ 0= (Phaas
CL T| B(ar

1/2
% = (Phaznl?)

< -
<|B(a T)| B(a;r)
1 1/2
< T/ Nl 90_ (pa,r2
(B o, 16~ (Faal’)

1/2
< (28+2 ol Cz—ers+2—d)

for all 7 € (0,27 7). Since s+2—d > 0 one deduces that ({¢),2-n)y is a Cauchy sequence.
But for all m € N there exists an ¢ > 0 such that (p),, > m for all » € (0,¢]. This is a
contradiction. Hence limsup, _,,7r~* fB(a;r) |Vo|? = oo.

Let §,& > 0. There exists a v > 0 such that [, [V¢|* < e for every measurable subset
E of M with |E| < ~. Since |A| = 0 and the measure on M is a Radon measure, there
exists an open neighbourhood V' of A with |V| < . Set

F=A{B(a;r):a€ A, re€(0,9), Bla;r)CV and / Vl? > r®)
B(a;r)

Then by a basic covering theorem, [Hei] Theorem 1.2, it follows that there are a;, as,... € A
and 71, 79,... € (0,0) such that B(a, ;r,) € F foralln € N, the balls B(a, ;r,) are disjoint
and Jper B C U, B(ay ;5ry). Since A C |Jp 7 B it follows that

505 <Z5rn <5SZ/

Hence Hj,5(A) =0 and ”HS(A) = 0, as required. O

Proposition 2.4 Let N be an open subset of a connected Riemannian manifold M of
dimension d and suppose that HO" (M \ N) = 0. Then W,2°(N) = W,b2>°(M) and N is
connected.

\V¢Fs5ﬂﬂjvw2<5%

an Tn

Proof Let ¢ € W,5°(N). Using a partition of the unity, normal coordinates and [Hel]
Proposition 1.9.10 we may assume that there are p € M and r > 0 such that first ¢ is
compactly supported in the ball By (p;r), secondly the restriction ® of exp,, to the set
Xy = {v € T,M : g,(v,v) < (2r)?} is a diffeomorphism of X, onto By/(p;2r), thirdly
|v| = dy(p;exp, v) for all v € Xy, and finally 27" v — w| < dy(exp, v;exp, w) < 2|v — w|

for all v,w € Xy, where |v| = g,(v,v)/%. Then
HTHX N\ TN N Bu(pir))) = HTH@TH((M A\ N) N Bu(p;r) =0

where X, = & 1(By(p;r)). Moreover, p o ® € WH4(d~Y(N N By (p;r))) for all ¢ €
(1,00) and ®~1(N N By (p;r)) is open. Hence it follows from [AdH] Lemma 9.1.10 that
po® e Whi(X,) for all ¢ € (1,00). Then po ® € Wh>(X,) and ¢ € WL°(By(p;r)).
So ¢ € Whe(M).

Finally, let ¢: N — {0,1} be a continuous function. Then ¢ € Wh*(N) € W,>°(M).
So ¢ extends to a continuous function on M. But M is connected. Therefore ¢ is constant
and N is connected. O

Proof of Theorem 2.1 This easily follows from the last three propositions. a

A



3 Quasi isometries are isometries

In this section we prove that two connected Riemannian manifolds, which are regular
in capacity, are isomorphic if they have isomorphic open subsets whose complements are
polar. Moreover, we give many useful tools to understand and to work with the H}-spaces
defined on Riemannian manifolds.

Let (Mi, g1) and (Ma, go) be Riemannian manifolds. We say that

cap

My~ My

if there exist open sets M| C M; and M} C M, and an isometry 7 from M} onto M| such
that cap,,, (M; \ M7) = 0 = cap,, (M, \ M;).

The following theorem is the main theorem in this section. It shows that the relation
% defined on connected Riemannian manifolds determines the manifold.

Theorem 3.1 Let (My, g1) and (Ms, g2) be two connected Riemannian manifolds which
are regular in capacity. Then

cap

My~ My <= (M, ¢1) and (Ms, g2) are isomorphic.

Ezplicitly, if M| and Mj are open subsets of My and My such that cap,, (M; \ M{) =0 =
cap,y, (M \ My) and 7: My — Mj is an isometry, then there exists an isometry 7: My — M,
such that 7|y = 7.

We define the space H!(M) to be the set of all ¢ € H'(M) such that there exists a
compact subset K of M with ¢ =0 a.e. on M \ K.

Lemma 3.2 Let N be an open subset of a Riemannian manifold (M, g) such that |[M\N| =
0. Then the following are equivalent.

I.  capy(M\N)=0.

I1.  The restriction map ¥ s |n from H*(M) into H'(N) maps H} (M) onto H}(N).
L. Hy(M) = {¢|n : ¢ € Hy(M)} = Hs(N).

Proof Clearly III is a reformulation of II. ‘III=1". Let K C M be a compact set. There
exists a 1 € C°(M) such that ¢|x > 1. Then ¥|y € Hj(N) by assumption. Let € > 0.

There exists a ¢ € C°(N) such that |||y — <p||§{1(N) < e. Then ¢p —p € CX(M) and
p—@>1on K\ N. So

cap(K \ N) < [l¥ = elltnan = 1¥Iv — ¢lling <€

where we used that |M \ N| = 0 in the equality. Since M is o-compact one deduces that
cap(M \ N) = 0.

‘I=1IT. Clearly {¢|y : v € HY (M)} D Hy(N). Conversely, let ¢» € C=°(M). Let e > 0.
There exists an open neighbourhood of M \ N and a y € H'(M) such that 0 < y < 1,
xlv =1 and ||x|| a1 ) < e. Then (¢(1L — x))|v € HX(N) C Hj(N) and

|Y|n — (D@ = X)) |nllzr vy = 1 Xl mran < 3l1Yllwreany Iz < 3l|1Yllwreean €



So Y|y € HJ(N). Since C°(M) is dense in H} (M) and ¢ +— ¢|y is isometric from H' (M)
into H*(N) the lemma follows. O

If N is an open subset of a Riemannian manifold M and A C N, then capy(A4) <
cap(A). The next lemma is instrumental to deduce equality of the two capacities if
cap, (M \ N) = 0. It is a kind of Ly-version of Propositions 2.3 and 2.4.

Lemma 3.3 Let N be an open subset of a manifold M. Suppose that cap,;(M \ N) = 0.
Then HY(N) = HY(M).

Proof Let ¢ € H'(N) N Loo(N). We shall prove that ¢ € H'(M). Let n € N. Since
cap, (M \ N) = 0 there exists a ¢, € H'(M) such that 1, > 1 in a neighbourhood of
MA\N and [|[9nll3, a4y < 7' We may assume that 0 < ¢, < 1. Then ¢ — ), € H'(N).
But ¢ — p 1, = p(1 —1),) vanishes in a neighbourhood of M\ N. Therefore we can extend
this function by zero to a function ¢, € H'(M). Then

1o Unlln ) < 200l 1nll7m ) + 2M0ll 7 o lnllZe < 2ll@ll2, + 2@l oy

for all n € N. So the sequence @1, @, ... is uniformly bounded in H'(M). Hence it has
a weakly convergent subsequence. Passing to a subsequence if necessary, there exists a
@ € H'(M) such that lim ¢, = ¢ weakly in H'(M). Then lim ¢, = ¢ weakly in Lo(M).
But

1 — @allLany = 110 Unllaar) < 0llso 1¥nllzaany < @)oo n™

for all n € N. So lim ¢,, = ¢ strongly and therefore also weakly in Lo(M). Hence @ = ¢
a.e. and p € H'(M).

Thus H'Y(N)N Loo(N) C HY(M). Since H'(N)N Lo (N) is dense in H!'(N) the lemma
follows. =

Corollary 3.4 If M is a Riemannian manifold and N C M is open with cap,,(M\N) =0
then cap(A) = cap,,(A) for all A C N.

cap

Corollary 3.5 Let My and My be two Riemannian manifolds. If My~ My and M, M,
and T are as in the definition of ~ then cap,, (7(A)) = cap,, (A) for every set A C Mj.

Proof One deduces from the previous corollary that capy, (7(A)) = capy;(7(4)) =
cap,y (A) = capyg, (A) = 0. O

We emphasize that the next proposition does not require the manifolds to be regular
in capacity.

Proposition 3.6 The relation < is an equivalence relation.

Proof The reflexivity and symmetry are trivial.

Let M;, My and M3 be three Riemannian manifolds and assume that Mlcﬂ) Ms and
M, ™ Ms. Then there exist open M| C My, M}, MY C M, and M§ C Ms and isometries
7: M3 — M, and o: My — My such that cap,, (M;\ M) = cap,,, (M \ M) = cap,, (Ma\

My) = capy, (Ms \ My) = 0. Now let My" = My N Mj. Then Mj" is open in M, and
capyy, (Ma \ My") < capyy, (M \ M;) + capyy, (Mz \ M) =0

Q



Next set M{" = 7(My') C M; and M}’ = o='(M}') C Mj. Then M{" is open in M,
and My" is open in Mjz. Moreover, 7|y o ofyyr is an isometry from Mj3" onto My".
Since M7 \ M{" = 7(Mj \ My") it follows from Corollary 3.5 that cap,, (M; \ M{") =
capyy, (M3y\M3") = 0. Therefore cap,,, (M, \M{") < cap,,, (Mi\M])+cap,,, (M7\M{") = 0.
So capy, (M \ M{") = 0. It similarly follows that cap,, (Ms \ M3") = 0. Therefore
My~ M. O

Also the next proposition does not assume regular in capacity. But it overshoots the
conclusions in Theorem 3.1 since the range of 7 can be bigger than M.

cap

Proposition 3.7 Let M; and My be two connected Riemannian manifolds. If My~ M,
and if M., M} and T are as in the definition of ~, then there exists a distance preserving
isomorphism 7: My — M, such that 7~'|M§ =T.

Proof The function 7[yy: M — Mj is distance preserving with respect to the distances
dMé and dM{. Then by Theorem 2.1 the map 7| My 18 also an distance preserving with
respect to the induced distances from M, and M; on Mj and Mj. Since M} is dense in
Mj and therefore also in Ml it follows that there exists a unique distance preserving map
7: My — M such that 7| my = 7. Similarly there exists a unique distance preserving map
&: M, — M, such that Glar = 7' Then 7 o G|y is the identity function on M{. So by
density and continuity 7o ¢ = I;; Similarly 6 o 7 = Iy; and the proposition follows. O

Now we are able to prove the main theorem of this section.

Proof of Theorem 3.1 The implication < is trivial. Suppose that M; M, and let
M!, M} and 7 be as in the definition of ~. Let 7 be as in Proposition 3.7. If ¢ €
HL(M;)NCo(My) then poF € Co(Ms). Moreover, @lyy € Hy(M7), so (@o7)|ny € Hy(Ms)
and therefore (po7)|y, € HL(My) by Lemma 3.2. So we can define V: HL(M;)NCo (M) —
Hy(Ms) N Co(Ma) by Vip = po 7.

Next, let p € M;. There exists a ¢ € CX(M;) such that ¢(p) = 1. Then Vo €
H} (M) N Co(Ms,). Moreover, (V)(71(p)) = ¢(p) = 1. Hence 7~'(p) € M, since M, is
regular in capacity. Similarly 7(q) € M; for all ¢ € M, since M is regular in capacity. Let
7 = T|ap. Then 7 is a topological homeomorphism from M; onto Mj. It remains to show
that 7 and its inverse are smooth and an isometry.

By (1) we can define U: Ly(M;) — Lo(Ms) by Up = po 7. If p € H}(M,;) then
por € HYM) = H}(M,) by isometry, (1) and Lemma 3.2. Therefore U is a bijection
from HJ(M;) onto H}(M>). Let hy and hy be the forms associated to the Dirichlet Laplace—
Beltrami operators on M; and Ms, with form domains H}(M;) and H}(M,). Then

hn(p) = / Vol? = / Vol?
M M!
=/ V(o) =/ V(o) =/ V(o) = ha(U)
M2’ Mo Mo
for all ¢ € C°(M;). Since C°(M;) is a core for hy it follows that hy(p) = he(Ugp) for

all ¢ € H}(M;). Hence if ¢ € Ly(M;), then ¢ € D(A;) if and only if Up € D(A,),
and AyUp = UAjyp if both conditions are valid. Now let ¢ € C°(M;). Then Uyp €
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Mo, D(A}) C C*(M,) by elliptic regularity. (See [GiT] Theorem 9.11if p # 1. If p=1
first apply a Sobolev embedding to embed L; into a Sobolev space W*? with s < 0 and
p > 1, and then apply [GiT] Theorem 9.11.) So there exists a ¢ € C*(Mz) such that
Up =1 a.e. But ¢ = po 7 is continuous. Therefore ¢ o 7 = 1 pointwise. Thus ¢ o 7 is
smooth for all ¢ € C®(M;). Therefore 7 is a C*°-map from M, onto M;. Similarly also
771 is a C*°-map, so 7 is a C*°-diffeomorphism. Finally, since 7 is an isometry and M} is

dense in Ms it follows by continuity that also 7 is an isometry. This proves Theorem 3.1.0

4 Lattice homomorphisms

In this section we consider lattice homomorphisms between L,-spaces on two Riemannian
manifolds without the assumption that the manifolds are regular in capacity. The aim is to
prove that the associated H{-spaces are equivalent, under the conditions of Theorem 1.1.

The first step is to use elliptic regularity of the Laplace—Beltrami operator to reduce to
smooth functions.

Lemma 4.1 Let (My, ¢1) and (Ms, g2) be two Riemannian manifolds. Let p € [1,00). For
all j € {1,2} let A; be the Dirichlet Laplace—Beltrami operator on M; and let SY) be the
associated semigroup on L,(M;). Let U:L,(M;) — L,(Ms) be a lattice homomorphism
such that

Us®h = sPu (2)
for allt > 0. Then
(i)  UCxE(My) C C%(M).
(i) Uy >0 for all p € CX(M;) with ¢ > 0.
(iii) (Up)(Uy) =0 for all p,v € CX (M) with ¢ = 0.
(1V) AQU()O = UA1Q0 fOT’ all Y € Cso(Ml)
Proof It follows from (2) that UD(A;) C D(Ay) and AsUp = UA;¢p for all ¢ € D(Ay).
Hence by iteration U (", D(A}) C (o, D(AY). But C*(M;) C (o~ D(A7) € C*(M;)
for all 7 € {1,2} by elliptic regularity. This shows (i) and (iv). Property (ii) follows since
U is a lattice homomorphism. Moreover, |Ugp| = Ul|yp| for all ¢ € L,(M;). Hence if p, ¢ €

Ce(My) and ¢ = 0 then [p| A |¢p| = 0 and [Ug| A U] = Ulp| AUJ¢| = Ul Af3]) = 0.
Therefore [(Up)(Uy)| = |Uyp| |U| = 0 and (Up)(Ur) = 0. This implies Property (iii). O

We frequently need the following sufficient condition for point evaluations.

Lemma 4.2 Let M be a manifold and F:C*(M) — R a positive linear functional such
that
F(p) F(¢) =0 for all ,vp € CZ(M) with op =0 . (3)

Then there ezist ¢ € [0,00) and p € M such that F(p) = cp(p) for all ¢ € C°(M).

Proof Arguing as in [EvG| Corollary 1.8.1 it follows that there exists a unique Radon
measure p on M such that F(p) = [@du for all p € C°(M). Then it follows from (3)
that p is a point measure. Hence there exist p € M and ¢ € [0, 00) such that F'(¢) = co(p)
for all ¢ € C°(M). 0

The next proposition is a manifold version of [AlB] Theorem 7.22.
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Proposition 4.3 Let (My,¢1) and (M, go) be two Riemannian manifolds. Suppose there
exists a linear map U: C°(My) — C®(M,) such that

(i)  Up >0 for all p € CX(M;) with ¢ > 0, and,
(ii)  (Up)(Uy) =0 for all g, € CX (M) with ¢ = 0.

Then there exist an open set My C My, a function 7: My — M, and a function h: My —
[0,00) such that M} = {q € My : h(q) > 0} and Up = h - (¢ o T) pointwise for all
¢ € C(My). Moreover, the restrictions 7|y and h|yy are both C*°.

Proof Set M) ={qe M, : (Up)(q) # 0 for some ¢ € C*(M;)}. Then M) is open. Let
q € M,. Then the map ¢ — (Uyp)(q) from C°(M;) into R is linear, positive and satisfies
(3). Hence it follows from Lemma 4.2 that there exist 7(q) € M; and h(q) € [0, 00) such
that

(Up)(q) = hlq) ¢(7(q))

for all ¢ € C°(M;). So one obtains functions 7: My — M; and h: My — [0, 00). Moreover,
M} ={q € My : h(q) > 0}. It remains to show the smoothness of the restrictions of 7 and
h to the set M.

First we show that the function 7|y is continuous. Otherwise there are ¢,q1,qz, ... €
M and € > 0 such that limg, = ¢ and d(7(q,),7(q)) > € for all n € N, where d is a
distance on M. There exists a ¢ € C2°(M;) such that ¢(7(q)) = 1 and ¢(p) = 0 for all
p € My with d(p,7(q)) > €. Then Uy is continuous, so h(q) = (Up)(¢) = lim(Uy)(g,) =0,
which is a contradiction.

Secondly, let © be a relatively compact open subset of M} with Q C M),. Then 7()
is compact, so there is a ¢» € C°(M;) such that |, ) = 1. Then hlg = (Uy)|q is
a O>-function. Hence hlyy is a C*°-function from M, into (0,00). Then (o 7)[g =
(W' - Up)la € C=(Q) for all ¢ € C°*(My) and 7|y is a C®-function. O

Using the fact that U intertwines with the Laplace—Beltrami operators implies that 7
is almost an isometry.

Proposition 4.4 Let (M, g1) and (M3, g2) be two Riemannian manifolds with Dirichlet
Laplace—Beltrami operators Ay and Ay. Let 7: M5 — My be a C*°-map and h: M5 — (0, 00)
a C*-function. Define the map U: C*(My) — C>®(M) by Up = h- (poT). Suppose that
AU =UA,. Then
gilr@ (@, B) = g2lo(77 (), 7°(B)) (4)
forall g € M) and o, B € TT*(q)Ml. In particular, dim M} > dim M.
If, in addition, dim My = dim M} then 7 is locally an isometry and h is locally constant.

Proof It follows from the identity AU = UA; that

Ag(h-(poT))=h-((Arp)oT) ()

on M} for all p € C®(M;). Let ¢ € M). There exists a chart (V,z) on M; such that
7(q) € V and z(7(q)) = 0. Let Q C M; be a relatively compact subset such that 7(q) €
QCQCV. Let d, = dim M, and dy = dim M. Let \y,..., Ny, € R. For all ¢ > 0 there
exists a ¢, € C°(M;) such that

dy k
S0t|Q _ etzkzl)\kx |Q
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Since

o,
A1=—Z— -91]\/5@

on V it follows that

A== gl NN+t = (g7 /)
5,j=1 1 ’ g1 Ox 1

on ). Hence

tli)l’élot_z (h ((Algot) OT) 2:191 T(q
i,j

Next, let (W, y) be a chart on M} such that ¢ € W. Then it follows similarly that

& o &L 9 &
Jim £72 (Az(h (peo T))) (q) =~ Z_ h(g) 65"l <a_yk Z Az o T) (4) <a_yl Z Azl o 7) (q)

di
== h(q) galy(7*(dz’), 7" (da?)) \i N
ij=1

But then (5) gives

i d

D 0l ANy = D gala(7 (), 7 (da) A

ij=1 ij=1
for all Ay,..., Ay, € R and ¢/ |, = galo(7*(dx?), 7*(d2?)) for all 4,5 € {1,...,d;}. Hence

Gl (@, B) = galg(T¥(0), T (ﬁ)) for all and o, € T7)M;. In partlcular 7 is injective
and d2 Z dl.

Finally suppose that d; = dy. Since 7*|; () is injective for all ¢ € M, it follows that
T*|7(q is bijective for all ¢ € Mj;. Hence 7 is locally a C*°-diffeomorphism. Moreover,
7*|7(q) is a orthogonal map and therefore also 7|, is an orthogonal map for all ¢ € Mj. In
particular, 7 is locally an isometry.

It then also follows that Ay(p o7) = (Ayp) o7 on M} for all ¢ € C°(My). If ¢ € M)
and () is a relatively compact open subset of M with ¢ € Q C Q C M}, and if one chooses
@ € C*(M,) such that ¢|.q) = 1, then it follows from (5) that (Ash)(¢) = 0. Then for
all ¢ € C°(M;) one deduces from (5) that

h-((Aip) o7) = Ag(h- (poT))
= (A2h) - (por)+2(Vah) - (Va(poT)) +h-Dy(poT)
=2(Vah) - (Va(por)) + h-((Arp) o)

on M). So (Vah) - (Va(po7)) =0 on M. Since 7 is locally a diffeomorphism it follows
that Voh = 0 and h is locally constant. This completes the proof of Proposition 4.4. O

In the next lemmas we consider injectivity and the density of the range of U.
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Lemma 4.5 Assume the hypothesis of Lemma 4.1. Moreover, assume U # 0, the manifold
My is connected and the manifolds have equal dimension.

Then there exist open sets M C My and M} C My, a map 7: My — M, and a bounded
function h: My — [0, 00) such that My = {q € My : h(q) > 0}, M] = 7(M3), T|ay is a local
isometry, h|ny is a C-function and

Up=h-(por)

pointwise for all p € CX(My) and a.e. for all p € L,(My). Moreover, U is injective and
|My\ Mi| = 0.

Proof Since C°(M;) is dense in L,(M;) and U # 0 it follows that the restriction of U
to C°(Mj) does not vanish. So we can apply Lemma 4.1 and Proposition 4.3. We use the
notation of Proposition 4.3. Set M] = 7(M}). It follows from the inverse function theorem
that M| is open in M;. Moreover, since M # ) it follows that M| # () and |M{| # 0.

Now let ¢ € L,(M;). Since C°(M;) is dense in L,(M;) there exists a sequence
©1,92,... € CX(M;) such that limg, = ¢ in L,(M;). Since U is continuous it fol-
lows that lim Uyp,, = Up in L,(M,). Passing to subsequences, if necessary, we may assume
that lim ¢, = ¢ a.e. and lim Up,, = Uy a.e. But since Mj is o-compact and 7|y is locally
an isometry it follows that 771(NV) is a null-set in M, for every null-set N in M;. Therefore
limp, o7 =por ae on M. Then

Up=I1limUp, =limh-(p,0o7)=h-(poT)

a.e. on MJ. In addition one has Uy = limUyp,, = 0 a.e. on My \ M}. So Up =h-(porT)
a.e. on Ms.

Next we show that U is injective. Let ¢ € Lo(M;) and suppose that Uy = 0. Then
Ulp| = |Ugp| = 0, so we may assume that ¢ > 0. Fix ¢ > 0. Then

0=5PUp=08Yp=h-(5V¢)or

a.e. on M. Since also 7 maps Mj-null-sets into M]-null-sets and h > 0 pointwise, one

deduces that S™V¢ = 0 a.e. on Mj. But M, is connected and if ¢ # 0 then (Slt(l)(p)(p) >0
for all p € M; and in particular for all p € M. So ¢ = 0 and U is injective. It is obvious
that this implies that |M; \ M]| = 0.

Finally we show that h is bounded by [|U]||. Let ¢ € My and € > 0. Since 7|,y is locally
an isometry and h|y is continuous there exists an open neighbourhood € of ¢ in M; such
that 7)q: Q — 7(Q) is an isometry and hlg > (1 — ¢)h(q). Fix ¢ € C°(7(R2)) with ¢ # 0.
Then

(I =) hall ol <[h-(poT)li@ < 1UelL,0m)
< 10l < UM L@y = 1UHIe o Tl @
where we used (1) in the last step. So h(q) < [|U]|. O

Lemma 4.6 Assume the hypothesis of Lemma 4.1. Let M, be an open subset of Ms, let
7: My — My and h: My — [0,00) be two functions such that My = {q € My : h(q) > 0}
and the restrictions 7|y and hlay are both C>°-maps. Suppose that Up = h- (@ oT) for
all o € CX(My).

Then the following are equivalent.
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I. UL, (M) is dense in L,(Ms).
II. UCX(My) is dense in L,(Ms).
II1. For every pair of disjoint measurable subsets Ay and Ay in My with 0 < |A4], |As| <

oo the functionals

©— Up and ¢— Up
A1 AZ

from C°(M;) into R are linearly independent.
IV.  The map 7| is injective and | My \ My| = 0.

Moreover, these conditions imply that the dimensions of My and My are equal.

Proof Clearly [<II=1I1.

Next we show that IIT or IV implies that dim M; = dim M;. Obviously U # 0, so
M/ # 0 and dy > d; by Proposition 4.4, where d; = dim M; and dy = dim M. Fix g € M}
and set p = 7(q). Let (V,z) be a chart on M; with p € V and (W,y) a chart on M}
with ¢ € W. Let V' = z(V), W' = y(W), p’ = z(p) and ¢ = y(q). Define the C*°-map
[:W' = V'by f=x07o0y ! Then it follows from (4) that (Df)(¢’) has maximal rank.
Suppose that k = dy —d; > 0. Then it follows from the inverse function theorem that there
exist open W” C R%, § > 0 and a C°°-diffeomorphism F: W” — B(p';35) x (=36, 36)*
such that ¢ € W" ¢ W', B(p';30) C V', F(¢) = (¢/,0) and f(G(u,v)) = u for all
(u,v) € B(p';36) x (=35,35)%, where G = F~1.

In particular, f is not injective. This contradicts the injectivity of 7 in IV.

In order to obtain a contradiction with Condition III we proceed as follows. De-
fine the C*-function ®: B(p';38) x (—34,30)% — (0,00) by ®(u,v) = ((h\/g2) oy~ ' o
G)(u,v) [(JG)(u,v)|, where JG denotes the Jacobian determinant of G. If A C y~*(W")
is measurable then

/ Up = / B(u,v) (0 2~) (u) d(u, v) (6)
A (Foy)(A)

for all p € Cc(Ml). By compactness, there are m, M > 0 such that m < ®(u,v) < M for

all (u,v) € B(p';20) x [—24,25]*. Let u € B(p';2J). Then

O(u,v)dv < (40)F1om < / O (u,v)dv

/[_25,25}“ x[—8m M~1,0) [—26,26]5—1 % (0,0]

So there exists a S(u) € (0, d] such that

/ O (u,v)dv = / O (u,v) dv
[—26,26]F—1x[—8m M—1,0) [—25,26]F—1x(0,8(u))]

Now choose
A= (y'o F‘l)(w x [226,26)F1 % [—6m M, 0))
and
Ay ={(y " o F7Y(u,v) : u € B(p/;26) and v € [—26, 26" x (0, B(u)]}
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Then A; N Ay =0, 0 < [Ay],[A2] <ocand [, Up = [, Up for all p € C(M;) by (6)
and the choice of B(u). This contradicts III. So d; = dy. Thus all four conditions imply
that the dimensions of M; and M, are equal.

‘qII=IV’. Clearly III implies that |My \ M}| = 0. Suppose III and 7 is not injective.
Then there are ¢, qs € M} such that 7(q1) = 7(¢2) and ¢; # ¢2. Since dim M; = dim M, it
follows from Proposition 4.4 that 7,y is locally an isomorphism. There are open connected
relative compact Qy, Qs C M/ such that Q; Ny = 0 and for all j € {1,2} one has ¢; € Q;
and 7; = T|q,: ; — 7(£2;) is an isometry. Since €2} is connected there is a ¢; € (0, 00) such
that h|o, = ¢;. Without loss of generality we may assume that 71(€2;1) = 72(€22). Then for
all ¢ € C°(M;) one has (Uyp)(q) = h(q) p(11(q)) = c1¢(mi(q)) for all ¢ € ;. So

/U<P201/ 80071201/ ¥
o N 71 (1)

where we used (1). Similarly
/ Up =ca / @
™ 72(Q2)

for all ¢ € C°(M;). But 7(21) = 7(Q2). This contradicts the independence of the
functionals.

‘IV=II". Since |My \ Mj| = 0 the space C'°(M}) is dense in L,(M;). Therefore it
suffices to show that C°(M;) C UC(M]).

Using again that dim AM; = dim M, it follows from Proposition 4.4 that 7|y is locally
an isomorphism and Ay is locally constant. If ¢ € Cg°(Mj;) and there exists an open
connected set € in M/ such that suppy C €, then h is constant on €, say ¢, and ¢ =
c o (tlay) Tt € CR(M]) C C(M,y) satisfies Up = 9. Then the general case follows by
a partition of the unity. O

For open subsets in R? the surjectivity of U follows from the fact that U # 0 (see
[Arel], Theorem 2.1). In general the condition U # 0 is not sufficient to establish the
surjectivity of U.

Example 4.7 Let S* = {z € C: |z| = 1}. Let g; be the Riemannian metric on M; = S*
such that (g1)]es (52|, 5or|c0) = 1 for each 6 € R, where (V,z) is a chart on S such
that V is an open neighbourhood of ¢, § € z(V) and x71(¢) = €% for all ¢ € 2(V). Set
M, = 57 and choose the Riemannian metric g, on My by g2 = 4¢;.

Define U: Lg(Ml) — LQ(MQ) by
(Up)(2) = o(2?)

Then U is a lattice homomorphism, U # 0 and U St(l) = St(z)U for all t > 0, where SV
is the semigroup on Ly(M;) generated by the Dirichlet Laplace-Beltrami operator on M;
for all j € {1,2}. Moreover, M; and M, are regular in capacity. But the Riemannian
manifolds (M, g1) and (Ms, g2) are not isomorphic.

We combine the previous results.

Proposition 4.8 Let (My, 1) and (Ms, g2) be two connected Riemannian manifolds. Let
p € [1,00). For all j € {1,2} let A; be the Dirichlet Laplace-Beltrami operator on M;
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and let SY) be the associated semigroup on L,(M;). Let U: L,(M,) — L,(My) be a lattice
homomorphism such that UL, (M) is dense in L,(Ms) and

Us®h = sPu (7)

for allt > 0.

Then U is an order isomorphism and there exist open connected sets M| C M; and
My C My, a map 7: My — M, and a constant ¢ > 0 such that M} = 7(My), 7|ag: My — My
s an isometry, and

Up=clyy-(porT)
pointwise for all p € CX(My) and a.e. for all ¢ € L,(My). Moreover, cap(M; \ M]) =
cap(My \ M}) = 0 and for all p € [1,00) there exists an order isomorphism U such that
such that Up = U for all ¢ € L,(My) N Ly(My). Finally, if p =2 then U maps H} (M)
continuously into Hy(Ms).

Proof We use the notation as above. Let p € [1,00). Then the map U: Ly(M;) — Ls(Ms)
defined by Up = h-(po7) (a.e.) forall ¢ € L;(M;) is well defined since h is bounded and
771(N) is a null-set in M} for every null-set N in M/. It is a lattice homomorphism and is
consistent with U. Moreover, UL;(M;) is dense in L;(Ms) by Proposition 4.6 IV=-1.

Therefore, for the remainder of the proof we may assume that p = 2. Then one deduces
from (7) that (I + Ay)~2U = U(I + A;)~/2. Hence

UHg(My) = U(I + )72 Ly(My)
= (I + Ay)YPULy(My) € (I + Ag) V2 Lo(My) = HE (M)

Then by the closed graph theorem the restriction of U to Hg(M;) is a continuous map from
HY(My) into H}(Ms). Next ULy(M;) is dense in Lo(Ms) and (I + Ay)~Y/2 is continuous
from Lo(My) onto Hi(Msy). So UHA(M,) is dense in HJ(Ms,). Therefore UC®(M;) is
dense in HJ(Ms).

Now suppose cap(My \ Mj) > 0. There exist compact subsets Ky C Ky C ... of
M, such that My = |J,—, K,. Then cap(My \ Mj) = lim, o cap(K, \ M}) by [BoH]
Proposition 8.1.3c. Hence there exists an n € N such that cap(K, \ Mj) > 0. Let
1 € C(My) be such that 9|g, = 1. Since UC (M) is dense in H}(M,) there exists a
p € C°(My) such that ||¢b — U¢||§11(M2) < cap(K, \ Mj). Then ¢p —Uyp =1 on K, \ M,
by definition of M. Moreover, 1) — Uy is continuous and ¢ — Up € H}(My) C H'(Ms).
Hence cap(K,, \ M}) < || — U<p||§{1(M2). This is a contradiction. Hence cap(My\ Mj) = 0.

This allows to apply Theorem 2.1 to deduce that M; is connected. Then hly; is
constant, say ¢ > 0. It follows from (1) that (for any p € [1,00)) the map U is an isometry
between L,-spaces and since the range is dense, it is surjective.

Finally, Hy(M;) = {¢|ay : ¢ € Hy(Ms)} by Lemma 3.2, since cap(M, \ Mj) = 0.
But Hj(Ms) = UHy(My). In addition, UHg(M]) = Hy(Mj) since 7|pg: My — M is an
isometry. Therefore

UHy(M;) = {(Up)|y : v € Hy(M)} = {U(0lyg) ¢ € Hy(M1)}

Hence Hy (M) = {¢|u; : ¢ € Hy(M;)}. Using Lemma 3.2 again one deduces that cap(M; \
M) =0. O
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Now we are able to prove the main theorem of this paper.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 The implication I=II is trivial. But if Condition II is valid
then Proposition 4.8 implies that M;“CM,. Hence the Riemannian manifolds (M, g1)
and (M, go) are isomorphic by Theorem 3.1. Moreover, there exist ¢ > 0 and a isometry

7: My — M, such that Up = cp o for all p € L,(M,). O

In fact, it follows from the proof that under Condition II it follows that Mj = M, and
M| = M,. Therefore Up = cpor for all ¢ € L,(M).

5 Regularity in capacity

The purpose of this section is to characterize the notion of regularity in capacity by various
other properties. Among those several are functional analytic in nature. Of special interest
is a characterization via relative capacity. Recall that M is the completion of M with
respect to the natural distance and OM = M \ M. The relative capacity is defined on
subsets of M instead of M. It had been introduced in [ArW] for an open subset 2 in
R? Since it depends on the set © in [ArW] it is called relative capacity. The following
definition on manifolds is similar to the Euclidean one.

Let u be the trivial extension to M of the natural Radon measure |- | on M, that is, for
a Borel set B C M we let w(B) = |BN M|. For a subset A C M the relative capacity
of A (with respect to M) is given by

rcap(A) = {[lellF o v € H'(M) and ¢ > 1 p-a.e. on a neighbourhood of A}

where H'(M) is defined to be the closure of the space H'(M) N C.(M) in H(M).
Note that the relative capacity is the usual capacity as defined in [BoH] Section 1.8

on the space M with respect to the Dirichlet form (¢, ¢) — [ Vi - Vo and form do-

main H'(M). We consider H'(M) instead of H'(M) in order to fulfill Condition (D) in
Subsection 1.8.2 of [BoH] and therefore to use the notion of relative quasi-continuity and
relative quasi-everywhere (r.q.e.). We do not need that M is locally compact, although it
is a consequence of the embedding theorem of Nash. In general, however, the completion
of a locally compact metric space is not locally compact. We are grateful to Robin Nitka
for showing us a counter example.

The following characterization of regularity of capacity is our main result in this sec-

tion. Note that Condition V is formulated completely in terms of relative capacity of the
boundary 0f2.

Theorem 5.1 Let M be a connected Riemannian manifold. Then the following conditions
are equivalent.

L. M s reqular in capacity.
II.  The space C(M) is dense in HL(M) N Co(M).

II1. For every lattice homomorphism F: HJ (M) N Co(M) — R there exist ¢ € R and

p € M such that F(p) = co(p) for all ¢ € HJ (M) N Co(M).
IV. For every multiplicative functional T on the Banach algebra H} (M) N C'O(M) there

exists a p € M such that (@) = p(p) for all p € HY (M) N Co(M).
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V.  For everyp € OM and r > 0 one has rcap(OM N By(p, 7)) > 0.

For the proof of Theorem 5.1, we need a characterization of the space H}(M) in terms
of the relative capacity. This result is also of independent interest.

Theorem 5.2 Let M be a connected Riemannian manifold. Then
HY (M) ={pe H'(M):3=0 r.q.c. ondM} (8)

where ¢ denotes the relative quasi-continuous version of o.

Proof ‘C’. Since C*(M) C H'(M) N C.(M) one deduces by closure in H'(M) that
HY(M) c H'(M). Let ¢ € HY(M). Then it follows from the proof of Proposition 8.2.1 in
[BoH] that there exists a sequence @1, s, ... € C°(M) such that lim, . ¢, = @ r.q.e. on
M. So ¢ =0 r.q.e. on OM. .

‘D", Let D{(M) denote the right hand side of (8). Let ¢ € D{(M) N L>*(M). We
may assume that ¢ > 0. Then ¢ € H'(M). It follows from the definition of H*(M) and
the proof of Proposition 8.2.1 in [BoH] that there exist 1, ¢o,... € H' (M) N C.(M) such
that lim,, o ¢, = @ in H'(M) and for all € > 0 there exists an open U C M such that
rcap(U) < e and lim,,_,, ¢, = @ uniformly on ]\/Z\U We may assume that 0 < ¢, < ||¢]|s0
and |[n[ ) < 2[@l| 2(ar) for all n € N.

Let ¢ € (0,1]. Then there exist n € N and an open U C M such that lon—@llar ) <€,

rcap(U) < ¢ and |, —@| < & uniformly on M\ U. Since ¢ = 0 r.q.e. on dM there exists an
open V C M such that {x € OM : p(x) # 0} C V and rcap(V') < €. Consequently, ¢, < e
uniformly on (OM) \ W where W = U UV, and rcap(W) < rcap(U) + rcap(V) < 2e.
Let x € H(M) be such that x > 1 on W and ]|X||§{1(M) < 3e. We may assume that
X = 1 pointwise on W and 0 < y < 1on M. Let 0 = (p, —2¢)" and 7 = o(1 — x).
Then |lof| g < 2||@llaroan and [[7] g < 4@l aran + 2]/l Moreover, [jo — 7| =
lloxll2 < llellsllXll2 < 262 ||¢||s. Then supp 7 C supp o N W€, which is a compact subset
of M. So T € H' (M) C H}(M).

It follows from the above that for all m € N there exist ¢,,, 0, € H' (M) N Ly and
Tm € Hy (M) N Lo such that [[¢ — onllmion < =, lom — 7wl < = and 0 < ¢, — 0y <

= m?’

for all m € N, and the sequences oy, 09, ... and Ty, 7y, . .. are bounded in H*(M). We next
show that 71,7, ... has a subsequence which converges to ¢ weakly in H'(M).

Clearly lim p,,, = ¢ strongly and hence weakly in H'(M). The sequences oy, 05, . .. and
Ti,To, ... are bounded in H'(M). Hence, by passing to a subsequence if necessary, these

sequences are weakly convergent in H'(M). Since 0 < ¢,, — 0, < % for all m € N it
follows from the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem that lim ¢, — 0, = 0 in Lg .
Therefore it follows by the uniqueness of the weak limit that lim ¢, — 0,, = 0 weakly in
HY(M). Because limo,, — 7, = 0 in Ly it follows that lim o, — 7,,, = 0 weakly in H'(M).

Then lim 7, = ¢ weakly in H'(M). So ¢ € Hy(M) and Dg(M) N Loo(M) C HY(M).

Finally, if ¢ € D}(M) then (—n) Vo An € D{(M) N Loo(M) C H}(M) for all n € N
and lim(—n) Vo An =@ in H'(M). So ¢ € Hy(M). O

Finally we prove the characterizations of regular in capacity.

Proof of Theorem 5.1 ‘I=I". Let ¢ € Hj(M) N Cy(M) and € > 0. We may assume

that ¢ > 0. Since ¢ € Cy(M) there exits a compact K C M such that ¢(q) < e for all
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q € M \ K. Moreover, ¢(q) = 0 for all lge OM since M is regular in capacity. Let U = {q €
M : p(q) < e}. Then U is open and M\ M C U. Moreover, supp(p — )™ C (M\U)NK
and hence compact. But (M \U)NK C M. Therefore (¢ —e)* € H}(M)NC.(M). Using
a partition of the unity one deduces that C°(M) is dense in H} (M) N C.(M). Finally,
lim.jo(p —&)T = ¢ in H}(M)N Co(M). So C°(M) is dense in H} (M) N Co(M).

‘IT=T". Suppose M is not regular in capacity. Then there are ¢ € H} (M) ﬂC’O(]\/Z) and
p € OM such that ¢(p) # 0. Then ||¢ — ¢||CO > |p(p)| for all v € CX (M), so C*(M)

is not dense in HZ (M) N Co(M).

‘M=IIT". Let F: H}{(M) N CO(M) — R be a lattice homomorphism. Then F' is con-
tinuous by [Sch] Theorem V.5.5(ii). Arguing as at the end of the proof of Lemma 4.1 it
follows from Lemma 4.2 that there are ¢ € R and p € M such that F'(¢) = cp(p) for all
@ € C®(M). Since F is continuous and C°(M) is dense in H} (M) N Co(M) it follows
that F(¢) = co(p) for all ¢ € HJ (M) N CO(M).

II=T". Suppose M is not regular in capacity. Then there are ¢ € HL(M) N Co(M)
and p € OM such that ¥ (p) # 0. Define F: H (M) N C’O(]\/Z) — R by F(p) = ¢(p). Then
F'is a continuous lattice homomorphism. So by assumption there are ¢ € M and ¢ € R
such that F(p) = co(q) for all ¢ € Hy(M)NCy(M). Let x € C°(M) such that x(q) = 1.
Then ¥(1 — x) = —x € Hy (M) N CO(M). Therefore

07 ¢(p) = (WL —=x))(p) = F(L - x)) =c(@(@—x))(g) =0

This is a contradiction. -

‘M=IV’. Let 7: H{(M) N Co(M) — C be a (non-zero) multiplicative functional.
Then 7 is continuous by [HeR|, Theorem C.21. Therefore it follows by Condition II that
T|cse(any: CF (M) — C is a (non-zero) multiplicative functional. Let p,q € supp 7|cee ()
with p # ¢ and let U and V' be two disjoint open neighbourhoods of p and ¢ respectively.
Then there exist p € C(U) and ¥ € C°(V) such that 7(p) # 0 and 7(¢) # 0. But then
w1 =0 and

0=71(py) =7(0)7(¢) #0
This is a contradiction. So there exists a p € M such that supp 7|ce ) = {p}-

Next we show that 7 is positive. Let ¢ € C®(M) and suppose that ¢ > 0. If
¢(p) > 0 then there exist ¢ € C>°(M) and a neighbourhood V' of p such that |y = 2|y .
Then 7(¢) = 7(¥?) = 7(¢)* > 0. Alternatively, suppose that ¢(p) = 0. Let V be a
relative compact neighbourhood of p. Then by continuity there exists a ¢ > 0 such that
IT(¥)] < cllbllwreqy for all ¥ € CF(V). We may assume that suppy C V. Then
lim.jo(p —&)" = ¢ in WH(V), so by regularizing it follows that there are ¢y, @9, ... €
C>(V) such that lim ¢ = ¢ in Wh*(V) and ¢}, vanishes in a neighbourhood of p for all
k € N. Then 7(¢) = lim7(gpx) = 0.

Now it follows from Lemma 4.2 that there are ¢ € [0, 00) and p € M such that 7(p) =
c7(p) for all p € C°(M). Then ¢* = 1 and since 7 # 0 it follows that ¢ = 1. Since C°(M)
is dense in HZ (M) N Cy(M) one establishes that 7() = ¢(p) for all p € HE(M) N Co(M).

‘IV=-T". This proof is similar to the proof IT1I=-1.

‘I=V’. Assume that there exist p € OM and r > 0 such that rcap(By;(p,7)NOM) =

Then there exist a M-open neighbourhood U of B3;(p,7)NOM and a function y € HY(M)
such that x > 1 a.e. on UN M. Let p € (0,7) be such that M \ By;(p,p) # 0. Define

: M — R by (q) = dgz(q, M \ B(p;p)). Then ¢ € C(M) and |,y € WH°(M). Set
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@ =x1. Then ¢ € C’(M) and by an elementary argument one deduces that ¢y, € fII(M)
Moreover, ¢ = 0 r.q.e. on M. By Theorem 5.2 it follows that o|y, € Hi(M). So
o€ HY(M)N Co(M). Since o(p) # 0 it follows from the definition that the manifold M is
not regular in capacity. -
‘V=TI. If M is not regular in capacity then there exist ¢ € H}(M) N Co(M) and
p € OM such that ¢(p) # 0. Without loss of generality we may assume that ¢(p) = 2. Let
r € (0,1) be such that ¢ > 1 on By;(p, r). Since ¢ € Hj(M) one deduces from Theorem 5.2

that ¢ = 0 r.q.e. on OM. Then rcap(By;(p,7) NOM) < rcap({g € OM : ¢(q) #0}) = 0.0
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