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WEIGHTED HARDY INEQUALITY ON
RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS

El hadji Abdoulaye Thiani

Abstract. Let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold of dimensior> 3 and we
let X to be a closed submanifold of dimensibr< & < N — 2. In this paper we study existence
and non-existence of minimizers of Hardy inequality withige function singular ort within the
framework of Brezis-Marcus-Shafrir [8]. In particular weopide necessary and sufficient condi-
tions for existence of minimizers.

1 Introduction

LetN >3,1 <k < N —2andposer = (y,2) € RF x RVN=*_ We denote byD*2(RY) the
completion ofC® (RY) with respect to the norm
u— |Vu|?dz.
RN
We recall the following Hardy type inequality with cylindal weights

N —k—2\°
(1.1) / |Vu|*dz > (7) / Iyl 2|u|?dz, Yu e DV?(RN),
RN 2 RN

see the book of May’ja [48] for a proof. See also the work ofA8se/asquez [9], Musina [39] and
Gazzini-Musina [33]. The consta(lf\’—Q—’“‘Q)2 is sharp and never achievedin-2(RY). However
there exists a function

24k—N
u(x) =yl 2
which satisfies
2
(1.2) Ap~u + (W) ly| ~%u = 0.
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We will call this function a "virtual” ground state becauseoes not belong t®':2(RY). Inequal-
ity (1.1) is invariant by translation in the-variable and it's invariant by scaling in the full variable
yielding difficulties in the study of elliptic and parabolguations involving inverse square poten-
tials.
Note that (1.1) is not in general valid for a Riemannian madi{M?", ) of dimensionN > 3.
However, by Allegretto-Piepenbrink argument (see [3] a#d]] and by construction of super-
solution nearX, we proved the local Hardy inequality below in Lemma 3.1, innaall tubular
neighborhood

Y i={peM:plp):=dist(p,X) <r}

of ¥, i.e

N—k—2\"
(1.3) / [Vuldvg > <f> / p 2 |ulPdvy, Yu € Hy(%,),
s,

Zr

wherep(p) := dist(p,X) is the geodesic distance . This type of result was first proved by
Brezis-Marcus in [7]. See also the work of Fall-Mahmoudi28] and Thiam in [53].

Using (1.3) with an argument of partition of unity arouRg, we will prove in Lemma 3.2 below
the following

N—k-2\°
1.4) / |Vu|§dvg > (f) / p_2|u|2dvg —l—)\/ UQdUg, Yu € HY (M)
M M M

for a constant\ depending onM. We remark that Hardy inequality is a particular case of the
Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberginequality, see [10]. The krledge of Hardy, Hardy-Sobolev, Gagliardo-
Nirenberg, Sobolev or Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg ineqtyabn a manifold M and their best con-
stants allows to obtain qualitative properties on the nwdaifM. For instance in [2], [11] and [54]

it was shown that ifM is a complete open Riemannian manifold with non negativeiRigrvature

in which a Hardy or Gagliardo-Nirenberg or Caffarelli-Kehtirenberg type inequality holds, then
M is in some suitable sense close to the Euclidean space.

Inequalities involving integrals of a function and its detives together with singular weights ap-
pear frequently in various branches of mathematics ancesept a useful tool in the theory and
practice of differential equations. They have several igppbns in many questions from math-
ematical physics, spectral theory, analysis of linear amdlinear PDEs, harmonic analysis and
stochastic analysis. For more details related to theseualiigs, in particular the Hardy one, see
[2,4,6,7,1272, 13, 16, 18, 19, 20, 22, 23, 30, 34, 35, 38, 45, 47].

In this paper, we are interested in the following Hardy irady with weights functions on a com-
pact Riemannian manifolM, ¢g) of dimension N. Therefore we propose to study the problem of



finding minimizers of the following quotient in the spirit Bfezis-Marcus [7]

/ b|Vu|§dvg—A/ p 2 |ul*ndv,
(1.5) px(M,3,b,q,m) ;= inf =M M ,
weH (M _
SHOD | o ukade,
M

wherep(p) := dist(p, X) is the geodesic distance functionXoand the weights functiorls ¢ and
7 satisfy

(1.6) b,g€C*(M), b,g>0 in M, >0 in M\, ne LipM)
and
1.7) mgx%zl, n=0 on Y.

We have the following

Theorem 1.1 Let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold of dimenaion 3 and let
>, C M be a closed submanifold of dimensiba= 1, ..., N — 2. Assume that the weight functions
b, ¢ andn satisfy(1.6)and(1.7). Then, there exists* = \*(b, ¢,n, M, ¥) such that

2
(.8) ) = (F52) L ms
N —k—2\? .
(19) /L)\(M,E)< f , YA> AN

The infinimumu, (M, X) is attained ifA > A* and it is not attained whei < \*.

The existence ok* is a consequence of the local Hardy inequality

N —k—-2)?
(1.10) / b|Vulrdv, > (f) / qlul?p™2dv,
s,

s

(see Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2). The existence and non-ecéspants are classic. They were
almost the same done in [7] and in [53]. A natural question lsntow what happens concerning the
critical case. Thus, we have the following

Theorem 1.2 let \* be given by Theorem 1.1. Theg- (M, X) is achieved if and only if
(1.11) / Y i
» /1 —4q(0)/b(0)

As a consequence of this, we get the following
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Corollary 1.3 Let(M, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold of dimensior> 3 and letX be a
closed submanifold of dimensior< £ < N — 2. For A € R, put

/ |Vu|2dvg—/\/ u?dv,
(1.12) VA(M,X):= inf M M .
u€H (M) / p_2u2dvg
M

Then there existd* = \*(M, X) such that

2

VA(M,3) = (W) , VAN,
N—k—2\?

(M, B) < (f) . VA > A

MoreoverVy (M, X) is attained if and only i\ > A\*.

Our arguments of proof are based on the constructionfdf auper-solution and &' sub-solution
of the linear operatok  defined in (2.34). Without any lost of generality we may asstinath = 1
andr is small enough and we perturb the virtual ground-state

Va,q(p) = (=logp)®p® (p)

for the Hardy constar(tW)z, where

ae) = ZEZE (1= VT g @)+ o).

Furthermore, it's easy to verify that far < —% and fore € (0,1), ve,4 anduvg q—. belong to

H'(X,). We prove the non-existence part by assuming by contraditiiat, when

(1.13)

do
— =0,
/z V1-4q(o)
there exists a non-negative solutiore H'(M)NC(M). We then construct &' (3, )-sub-solution
Ve 1= v_1,4 + vo,q— Which is upper bounded by ( modulo a multiplicative positive constant
independent on ande) so that

(1.14) o™ Vellzzesny < Cllp M ull 2oy < CMull vy

by the Hardy inequality (1.4). Moreover using polar cooed@s we verified that

(1.15) < [ Vip idv,

do
o Va0 s,



for  small enough. Hence taking the limitin (1.14)saas— 0, we get contradiction.
For the existence part, we construct a super-solutios: vy ; — v—_1,, and we suppose that

(1.16) < 400.

/ do

£ V1-gq(o)
ThenU € H'(Z,), (see Lemma 2.3 below). Next, we let the sequence of real niefbe }
decreasing to\*. By Theorem 1.1, we can now associate to eagha positive minimizen,, €
H(M)NC(M) for uy,. Then using some comparison argument, the sequiangeis uniformly
bounded inx,, by the super-solutioV (modulo a multiplicative positive constant independent on
n). Hencep~lu,, converge strongly tp~1u in L?(M) by Rellich-Kondrakov theorem and thay,
converge ta: in H'(M) strongly.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give soraknfinaries and Notations and
we construct a super and a sub-solutions we will use in Sedtio prove Theorem 1.2 and in Sec-
tion 3, we prove the existence af and we give a complete proof of Theorem 1.1.
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
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2 Preéiminariesand Notations

Considerp € ¥. We denote byl,X the tangent space &f and NV, he normal space df,% atp.
We may assume that

(2.1) Np¥ =SpanEy,....Exy_) and T,% = SpafEx_ji1,..., En).
A neighborhood op in ¥ can be parametrized via the mapping

(2.2) Exg : B,(0) CR* - %, D%

Yy fp(z) = EXpE (Ziv—]v_lﬁ_l ZaEa)a

wherez = (zx_g11, .-, 28) € R¥, B.(0) is the ball centered @and of radius,, Expf is the expo-
nential mapping ap in 3 andX, defined in (2.4). Now we extend;);<;<n—k to an orthonormal
frame(X;)1<i<n—k In @ neighborhood of in M via the mapping

(2.3) Exg.) i RF x RVF — M
= (y,z) — F(z) = Exp}\;[(z) (Ziv__lk ini),
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wherey = (y1, ..., yn—k) @and Ex;f;’(z) is the exponential map &t (z) in M.
In these following, we will consider the geodesic neighlwath contained inV aroundX of radius
r

(2.4) S, ={p e M:p(p) = dist(p,¥) <r}.

In these normal coordinates, the Laplace-Beltrami opersigiven by

0 0
= —g¥ S
(2.5) Ag g (89618% FU azk ) ’

where{T}; 1<ij.r<n re the components of the metgi@ndg” = (—g~');; are the components

of the inverse matrix of. Then the following estimates holds

(26)  Ti(@)=0(yl), g (Fii(2)) =05 +O(lyl*) and  pr(FRi(2)) = lyl,

see the paper of Mahmoudi-Mazzeo-Pacard [44]. In additivere exists a positive constant
depending ort and M such thatp € C°(X,). MoreoverX is a closed submanifold of a com-
pact manifoldM, then forr sufficiently small, there exists a finite number of Lipschotzen sets
(Qi)lgigNo such that

QNQ; =0 for i#j

and

2

0
2.7) T = | |9

i=1

We choose the open sébs, using the above Fermi coordinates, so that
(2.8) Q; = FY(BY%0,7) x D;)  with p; € %,

where theD;’s are Lipschitz disjoint open sets B such that

No

(2.9) U o)==z

i=1
Forp € M, we denote by (p) the orthogonal projection gfonX. For the rest of the paper, if there
is no confusion, we use the notationinstead ofv, ,. We get the following

Lemma2.1 Leta € R and consider the function

(2.10) wa,q(x) = (—log|z]) [z,
where
24+k—N
(2.11) a(z) = — (1 — V1 —q(o(x)) + |gc|)
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Setting

(2.12) va,e(p) = (~logp(p))“ p(p) ™.

Then we have

N—-Fk—-2

(2.13) Ayvag = —(—

)qu_%a_,q +a(a —1)p~?(logp) 721)(174

+(N —k— a)p_2 (Iogp)_lva,q + O(logpp_3/2(—|ogp)“po‘) inX,.

Proof. If there is no ambiguity, we will writev, andv, instead otv, 4 @andug_q.
Let

Xa(z) = (~logla])"

and
w(z) = ||,
so that
We = Xow.
We can verify easily that
(2.14) Apvwyg = XgApnvw 4+ 2V X, Vw + wArn X,.

We are going to calculate term by term the expression (2.4idgsimple calculations.
We have that
Aw = A(p ou(z)),

wherep(t) = et and
u(z) = a(z)log(|z|) = logw.

But
Alpou(z)) = ¢" (u())|Vu(z)* + ¢’ (u(z)) Au(z)
and
o(u(z)) = ¢'(u(x))
so that
(2.15) Aw = w||Vlogw|? + Alogw|.

Since logv = a(z)(log|x|), we have that

(2.16) Alogw = aAlog|z| + 2VaV (log|z|) + log|z|Ac.



Using (2.15), we get
(2.17) Aa(z) = « BAIOQ(I —q(o(x)) + |x|)+£|V|Og(1 —q(o(x)) + |x|)|2} .
But

—Vyq(o(z)) + V|z|
1 —q(o(z)) + ||

V(Iog(l —q(o(z)) + |:c|):

and

— o\xr X 2
AL ooy o oy 71080 = a0 + )

Aloglt malol@) = ) = o) vkl T 0 alo@) + P

_ Algoo@) + Ale] _ 'V<'°g(1 ~alo(@) + |x|)|
1 —qoo(z)+|z] (1 —gq(o(x)) + |z|)?

Agoo(z)) +Alz|  |Vgoo ()]’ +1-2V[z[V(goo(z))
1—goo(z)+ |z| (1—qlo(x)) +|a)”

Puting the above in (2.17), we obtain that

218) Aa=a 1 —A(goo(z)) +Alz] 1 |Vgoo(x)]?+1-2V[z|V(goa(x))

2 1-gqoo(@) +lal 2 (1-goo(x) +lal)’
L1 Nlgeo@)l? +1-2VIe[Vgoo(r)
’ .
4 (1-qoa(x)+|z|)

Using the fact thay € C2, we conclude that
(2.19) Aa(z) = O(|z|7%/?).
We have also that

va (250 aeew 1)

 N—k-2 1

V(l—qgoo(x x|).
N errr-rear AU LR

Therefore
N—-k—-2

VaV|z| =
l 4\/1—qoo(z)+ |z

(1= Vlz|V(goo(x))).



Hence
VaVle| = O(lz /%)
and from which we deduce that
(2.20) VaV(log|z|) = VQ% = O(|z|73/?).

Now let us evaluate the teriy(logw). We have that

N-—k-2
(2.21) A(log|z]) = T
so that k—9
aAlog|lz| = « PE
Recall that

A(logw) = log(|z])Aa + 2VaV (log|z|) + aA(log(|z])),

therefore N—k—9
Alogw = a% +0(|z|73/?) + O (x| ~*/*log|z|)
and that N_k_o
Alogw = a BE (1+O(|z]))+O(|=|~3/3).

We have also that

V(logw) = V(alog|z|) = a% + log|z|Va
and thus
2 2
2 @ 2 2 | 20 _ @ —3/2
|[Vlogw|® = FE + (log|z])*|Val® + |x||og|x|V|x|Voz PE + O(log|z||z]|~*/?).

Therefore (2.15) becomes

I 2
(2.22) Ao _GN-k-2, o

— +0(lo —3/2)
o SO tOteasl)
Recall that, we want to calculate

Aw, = wAX, +2VX,Vw + X, Aw.

From (2.22) we have that

N—-k—-2 2
(2.23) XoAw = wy | ———— 4+ =

e e+ Ollodlalla ™) |

Now we are going to evaluateA X ,. We have

AXy = Apou(z)),
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wherep(t) = (—logt)* andu(z) = |z|. It's easy to verify that

AX, = ¢ (u(z)) + N_likl_l
X
Therefore
ala —1) N—-k-2 }
2.24 wAX, = w, + al.
(2.24) [|x|2<wg|x|>2 2(log]+])

Now let us finish this part by calculate the expressi®hX,Vw. By simple calculations we get that

(2.25) VX, = (M>Xa
|z|log|z|
and
(2.26) Vw=w [log|:z:|Voz + a%]
X

Therefore, using (2.25) and (2.26) we get that

(2.27) VX,Vw :%M<|og|x|va+aw>:wa{aVklea 2@a '
|z|log|z| |z |z |z[*log|z|
Then we conclude that
(2.28) 2V X, Vw = wy [2W|:c|w 22“0‘ ]
|| |z[2log|z|
The sum of (2.23), (2.24) and (2.28) we get that
(2.29)
N-K-2 o a(a —1) N—-k—-2 2aV|z|Va 2a0 _a

Aw, = w, |lo——————+—+ +a + + +0(loglz||z|~3/?) |.

W P R loga T Tologlal el Jafeioga) O 109 lel
Moreover )

oV = k=24 ot = (TF22) (<goo(e) + ).

Then using (2.20) we can conclude that

N—-k—-2

(2.30) Aw, = —< :

2
) ale]wa + ala — 1)]2]* (logla]) .

+(N — k= a)|e| > (logla]) ~"wq + O(logla][2] ~*/*)wa.

Using the Laplace-Beltrami operator

o O 0
231 A, — —gh 1k
(2:31) g g <6:vi6:vj 7 Oy, > ’
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and the aproximations
I's(x) = Ox(lyl)
and
9ij(x) = bi5 + O(ly[*),

it follows that
(2.32) Agvg = Apnwe(F () + Oy (pz)aijwa + Ok (p)Orwq.

Now using the above identity, we conclud that fgf, small enough

2
(2.33) Agvg = — <N%k_2) gp~2va + ala — 1)p~2(logp) v,

+(N—k—a)p? (Iogp)ilva + O((logp)p*B/Q)va in,.

2.1 Construction of a sub and super solutions

For\ € R, n € Lip(M) withn = 0 on¥ andq € C*(M), ¢ > 0 in M with mzaxq(cr) =1, we
define the operator

N—-k—-2

(2.34) Lyi=—A— ( :

2
) ap,”> + dnp 2.

Using Lemma 2.2and (2.34) it’s easy to verify that
(2.35)
Lv, = —a(a—1)p~*(logp) 2 (N—k—a) p~2(logp) va+Ap~ v, +0 (logp) p~/2)v,.

In this subsection we wish to construct a subsolution andparsolution for the
operatorL, defined above. For that we obtain the following lemmas

Lemma 2.2 There exists, such that for all- € (0,r,) and for alle € [0, 1), the
function

(2.36) Ve =v_14+ Voq—c
satisfies
(2.37) L\WV.<0inX%,, forall eel0,1).

11



MoreoverV, € H'(X,) for anye € (0,1) and in addition

1
(2.38) / V2o 2dv 20/70[0
) oP g . /71—q(0)

Proof. Using polar coordinates it's easy to see that H'(X,) for all a such that

a < 1 and that, ,_. € H*(3,) for all ¢ > 0. We therefore skip the proof. Now

we have that for, = —1 and forr small enough

(2.39)

Lyv_y,, = —2p *(logp) _ZU—l,q+)\77P_2U—1,q—(N—k+1)p_2(|ogp)_lv—1+0(0_3/2(|09p)v—1,q)-

Therefore
(2.40) Lyv_1,< |—2p2 (Iogp)_szC'Hogp\p_?’/2 + Anp 2 |v_1, inx,.

Using the fact thaty = 0 on 3, andn € Lip(M) we have|n| < Cp around.
Therefore

(241) L)\'U—l,q < _p_2(logp)_2v—l,q = p_z(logp)_SUO,q in Er-
Using the same arguments as above, we get that
(2.42) Lyvgg—e < Cllogp|p~*vp.4—e inY, Vee[0,1).

Therefore using (2.41) and (2.42) we get (2.37). (2.36) iegthat

[ 5
2a 2dUg

Er

Using (2.7), we get that

V2

9 dv, > p2a_2dv ,
p? uMo o I
T 4=1 %41

/ VO d > ZNO 2a 2dvg

Ql

— Mo 200—2
= 2ui=1 | P~ duy.
FPi (BN=k(0,r)x D;)

12



Using change of variable formula we get

Vo =N a2
0 dy, > / 220 JJad F7)
/27. pr ; BN=F(0,r)x D

Notice that|JadFy;)|(x) is bounded, the functioM‘\/m is also bounded in a
neighborhood of the ball centeredtatMoreover

(x)dz.

(2.43) o(Fry(x)) = 2+ k= N)(1 = V1= q(f7(y)) + |2])
so that
/ —Odvg > oM 2| FN | 2| =@MV 1= W) ||~V gy
BN=k(0,r)xD;
>ng\§1 |2|F= N 2|~ CHE=N)V1=a( W) g
N = BN k(0% D,

Using polar coordinates, we get

/—Odvg >N // d@/tNk Lh= NN =k =2)/1=a(I7 W) gt gy
SN—k—1

0

>y /D /0 L L (N=k=2)/T=q(f7 W) |Jad £7)|(y)dy

Therefore, using the fact thatag f77)

(y) = 1+ O(r) and so bounded, we get the

result
/ v—02dvg > C’/ /’“ I IN=k=2)/1=4(0) g1 ]
s, P? — JsJo
(N k—2) 1 q(a)
(2.44) > C/ do
(N —k—2)\/1—q(0)
do
e / A
s v/1—q(o)
This ends the proof. O
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Lemma 2.3 there exists, such that for all- € (0, r) the function
(245) U=vg—v_1>0 inX,

and satisfied.,U > 0in X,. MoreoverU € H*(X,) provided

(2.46)

do
— < +00.
/E V1—q(o)
Proof. Using (2.34), we have that
(2.47)  Lyvo = —(N = k)p~>(logp) "vo + Anp~>vo + O((logp)p ™) vy

and
(2.48)
~Ly_, = 2p"2(logp) “v_1+(N—k+1)p % (logp) ~'v_1—ip~2v_1+0((logp)p™*)v_,.

so that

(2.49) Lyvo > —[Alnp~?ve — Cllogp)|p~* vy,

(250) Ly > (2p *(logp)~* — Cllogplp™™? — [Alnp™*)v_1.

The dominant term in the right hand sides of the two aboveLiabiips is2p~2(logp) 2.
Therefore there existg small such that for alt € (0, ro) the inequality

(2.51) LU>0inY,

holds. Now we prove that € H'(X,) provided inequality (2.46) holds. We have
that
(e Vp
Vyuo = V(p*) = vV (alogp) = vy | logpVa + oz7 .
Hence

\V4 2
[Vuol? = v3 | [logpVal* + QQ% + 2a(logp)

Vonp}
ek
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Using the fact that: is of classC' and the estimation

2a(logp) Yove _

O(p~*logp)
we deduce that there exists a positive constastich that
(Vuol? < Cuip~? = Cp** 2,

Therefore
Vo |*dv, < C/ P> 2dv,.
X

2
As in the above lemma and using polar coordinates, we get

No

/ [Vug|*dog, < C / / o / N RV =™ W) gt gy
S, = JD; SNkt 0

Also as in the above lemma

No 1 1
dy<C | ————=do
; /D T W) : /z 1—q(o)

so that
1
(2.52) / Voo|*dv, < C'/ —do.
Vool 2 /1 —q(0)
This ends the proof of the Lemma. O

3 Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section we give a complete proof of Theorem 1.1. Infitse subsection we
prove the existence of verifying (1.8) and (1.9). In the second and last one of this
section we give the proof of the existence and non-existegmdt for\ # \*.
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3.1 Existenceof \*

Lemma3.1 Let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold of dimension
N > 3 and letX be a closed submanifold of dimensibr. £ < N —2. We assume
that the weight functions, ¢ andn satisfy(1.6)and (1.7). Then there existg) > 0
andC' > 0 depending only oo\, ¥, ¢, and b such that for allr € (0,r) the
inequality

N—k—=2\>[ |[|u]? |ul?
3.1 / b|Vul?dv, > <7) / ¢—dvy+C | ——dv
( ) ) | ‘ g 2 s, p g o p2(l0gp)2 g

holds for allu € H}(%,).

Proof. We have thaté € C*(M), there existg’ > 0 such that:
q

(3.2) ‘b(p) _belp)|_ Cp W opes,

q(p)  qlo(p))

for » small enough. Hence by (1.7), there exiSts> 0 such that
(3.3) b(p) > q(p) —C'p, VpeX,.
LetV = vy, in X,. We have that
div(bVV) = bAV + VpVV.
and by lemma (2.1) we get

. 2
(3.4) _dIV([‘)/VV) > b(N— k—2

1
5 ) +-bp*(logp) ™ + O(p~*"? logp]) in 3.
Using (3.3) with the above inequality we get

div(bVV)

N —k—2\? .
T < ) ap~" + cp~*(logp)~* in %,

(3.5) .

where c is a positive constant depending onlyMn:, ¢, n andb. Letu € C°(M)
and define

N
p=
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Then we have that
(3.6) b|Vul® = b(|VVe| + VVV(V?)).

Hence by integration by parts we get that

|Vu|2bdvg:/ |VV<p|2dvg—|—/ <—w)u2dvg.
S S =, 4

Using (3.5), we get

N—k—=2\" [ |u? |ul?
(3.7) /qu2dv 2(7) / g——dv +c/ — v
, Vuldv, 2 o s, p*(logp)?™*

forallu € C3°(%,). The fact that>°(3,) is dense in} (2,) ends the proof. [

Lemma3.2 Let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold of dimension
N > 3 and letX be a closed submanifold of dimensibri< £ < N. Assume that
(1.6)and(1.7)hold. Then there exists" = \*(M, X, b, ¢,n) € R such that

N —k—2\2
M(M,z):(f), VA < N,

N —k—2\" .
pa(M,E) < — ) VA > \*

Proof. Forb = ¢ = 1 andn = p?, we definevy (M, X)) := uy (M, ). It's known
that

N —k—2\?
—s )

(3.8) vA(RY R¥) = (

Therefore for any > 0, we can findu; € C>°(RY) such that

2
(3.9) / |Vus|*dr < Noh=2 +0 / 2| 2ujdz,
RN 2 RN

wherez = (z,y) € RY=% x R*. By (1.1) there exists, € X such that(o,) =
q(op). Forr > 0, we letp, > 0 such thatfor alp € B(oy, p,.) we have the following
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b(p) < (1 +1)q(00)
(3.10) q(p) = (1 —r)q(oo)
np) <r

Lete, > 0 small such that for alt € (0,¢), F}y;(eSupfus)) C B(oy, pr) and we
let

2—N

z=c72 F7(p)).

Therefore we define
v(p) =72 us(e " F 7 (p)).

It's clear that for every € (0, ¢¢), v € C°(M). By applying the change of variable
formula and (3.10), we get

/M b|Voul*dv, + A /M p invtdug
<
/ qp_zvzdvg

M
|Vo|*dv
< 1+7°/M g N [Alr

_1—7’/ p20?dv, (1 —r)q(o0)
M

2
—|—C€) /RN |VU5| dv

M)\(Ma Z)

(1+7)(1 A7
SU=n0=C0) [ gy | (=)
M
< (1+0(r)(1+0(e)) ((7]\] _Qk - 2)2+5) +0(7).
Ase,r, 0 — 0 respectively, we get that
2
(3.11) fa(M, %) < (W) . VAeR.

To finish the proof of the lemma we have just to show the excstai) € R such
that N ko
paM,3) 2 ()

18



Indeed we letp € C2°(M) such that

1, inX,

(3.12) o=
0 otherwise

Foru € H'(M), we write
u=up+ (1-¢u

and notice that
up € H&(Zr).

We then have that

/ u?pPqdv, = / lup + (1 — )ul*p2qdv,
M M
— / lupl?p2qdv, +/ (1 — @)ul*p2qdv, + 2/ [u®p(1 — )|gp2dv,
M M M

< [ luePoade, +3 [ 1(0- o)l ads,
. e

Using Lemma 3.1, we have that

N—k—2\""
(3.13) lup?p2qdv, < (f) /M b|Vul*dv,.

X

Therefore, there exists > 0 such that

2 2 N—k—2\"" 2 —2 2 i~
qup~iduy < | ——— b|Vul“dv,+C [ p~*undv,, Yu € CF(M).
M 2 M M

Taking\ = —C we get the result. Since the functian— (M, X) is decreasing,
we can define\* as

N—k—2
(3.14) A= sup{)\ eER: (M, %) = (7)2}
this ends the proof or the Lemma. O
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3.2 Existence and non-existenceresult in the case \ # \*

Theorem 3.3 Let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold of dimension
N and letX be a closed submanifold of dimensibr< £ < N — 2. We assume
that the weight functiong, ¢ and n verify (1.6) and (1.7). Thenu,(M, ) is not
achieved for every < \*.

Proof. We suppose by contradiction that for some< \* the infinimumg, (M, 32)
is attained at an element € H} (M \ X). We suppose that; is normalised so that

/ p?|uyPqdv, =1
M

N —k—2\?
/ b|Vu1|2dvg—)\1/ p 2wy Pndv, = (f) :
M M

Then for\; < A < \*, we have that
(3.15)

N9\ N—k—2\?
(f) = 1y (M, 3) g/ b|Vu1|2dvg—)\/ p~2ua*ndvg < <7) ;
M M

and

2

which is impossible. So for any < \*, u\(M, X) is not achieved. This ends the
proof of the theorem. O

Theorem 3.4 Let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold of dimension
N and letX; be a closed submanifold of dimensibr. £ < N —2. We assume that
the weight functions, ¢ andn verify (1.6) and (1.7). Thenu, (M, ) is achieved

for every\ > \*.

Proof. A similar proof was done by Thiam in [53]. So we expose herendlar
one. Let{u,} be a minimizing sequence pf,(M, ¥) normalized so that

/ p2uiqdu, = 1.
M

So we have that

(3.16) pa(M, ) 4+ 0(1) = /

bV, |*dv, — )\/ p2uinduv,.
M M
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Thus{u,} is bounded inf/!(M). After passing to a subsequence, we may assume
that there exists € H'(M) such that

(3.17) v, =up, —u—0in HY(M), v, — 0in L*(M), v, — 0in H (M),

%"\/ﬁ — 0in L*(M) andU",;/a — 0in L*(M).

Using (3.16) and (3.17) we obtain that
(3.18)

pa(M, X) :/ b|Vun|2dvg—)\/ p2undv, + o(1)
M M

:/ b|Vu|2dvg+/ b|an|2dvg—)\/ p 2 |ul*ndv, + o(1)
M M M
and

(3.19) 1:/ P_Quiqdvgjto(l):/
M

p2ulqdv, + / p2viqdv, + o(1).
M

M

Let A\ < \* so that

N —k—2)?
/ b|Vo,|*dv, — )\/ p2vindv, > (f) / p2vZqdv, + o(1).
M M M

Hence by (3.19) and (3.17)

2
(3.20) / b| Vo, |2dv, > (%) (1—/ u2p—2qdug)+o(1).
M M

By (3.18) and (3.20) we obtain that
(3.22)

) N —k =2\’ 2 3 2 2
b|Vul“dv,+ — 5 1— [ w’p~qdvy | =X [ p~“undvy, > pn(M, X).
M M M

But

(3.22) / b|Vul*dv, — A / p2utndvg > pa(M,X) / u?p~2qdv,
M M M
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so that

(3.23) (,uA(M, Y)— (%) ) (/ u?p2qdv, — 1) <0.
M

Since

N —k—2\?
2 Y

(M, E) < (

we get that

1§/ u?p2qdv,.
M

12/ uzp_zqdvg.
M

But by Fatou’s Lemma

Therefore
(3.24) 1= / u?p2qdv,.
M
We can conclude thatis a minimizer foru, (M, ¥) and
/ bV, 2dv, — 0.
M

Thusu,, — u in H'(M) and the proof.

O

These two above results of this section represent a commietd of Theorem

1.1

4 Proof of theorem 1.2

In this section we give a complete proof of Theorem 1.2. Fat the have the

following results

Theorem 4.1 Let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold of dimension
N > 3, ¥ be a closed submanifold of dimensibpn< £ < N — 2 and\ > 0.
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Assume that the weight functiohg and» satisfy(1.6) and (1.7). We supose also
thatu € H}(M \ X) N C(M) is a non-negative solution satisfying

. N —k—2)\? .
(4.1) —div(bVu) — (#) qp *u > —dnp*u in M.
Moreover if
1
(4.2) / do =+
s /1 —q(o)/b(o)
thenu = 0.

Proof. We assume by contradiction that u does not vanish identioaiary. and
satisfies (4.1). Therefore by standard regularity and theimmam principle, see
[24], u is smooth and positive iB, for somer > 0 small. Leta := v/bu and then
AT = A(vVbu)
Vb

= VbAu + uAVD + 2Vu——

VbVu
Vb

LO Oy

= vVbAu + ux/EEWIong + %Alogb} +

452 2b2 2b

1
=7 (bAu + VbV u) +uﬁ<

= idiV(qu) + uﬁ(

Vo VP @)
- _

42 2b2 2b

Therefore using (4.1), we get that

N —k—-2\%¢q n Ab VB2 _ .
43) —Au— [——2) L2 > ALp a4 (= u .
4.3) U ( 5 ) bp u > )\bp u+<2b + 02 )u in M

Sinceb € C*(M) andb > 0 in M, the result is the same as in the case 1 and
q/breplaced by;. See Brezis-Marcus [7] or Fall-Mahmoudhi [20]. So withoast|
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of generality, we suppose that= 1 and consider the function. € H}(U,.(%))
given by Lemma 2.2 which satisfies

(4.4) L\V.<0inX%,, foralle € (0,1).
Now let R > 0 such that
(4.5) RV. < wondx,

and define
W.=RV. —u

so thatiV.r € H}(3,). Moreover by (4.1) and (4.4) we get that
(4.6) LyaW.<0inX%,, Vee(0,1).

Multiplying the above inequality byV." and integrating by pats we get

N —k—2\?
/ VW2 duy — (f) / p‘2q|W§|2dvg+A/ np 2 |WZH[*dv, < 0.
r Xr Y

Then Lemma 3.1 implies that’." = 0 in X, providedr small enough because of
the fact thatn| < C'p nearX. Thereforeu > RV for everye € (0,1). In particular
u > RV,.

Hence by Lemma 2.2, we have that

do
4.7) 0o > / u?p2dv, > R2/ Vip2dv, > / _
. ! S T s /1T=4q(0)
This is impossible because of (4.2). Therefare= 0 in X, and by the maximum
principleu = 0 in M. This ends the proof of the theorem.

Theorem 4.2 Let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold of dimension
N and letX¥ be a closed submanifold of dimensibrt £ < N — 2. We assume that
the weight functions, ¢ andn verify (1.6)and (1.7). If

(4.8) do < 00

1
/z V1 —=0b(0)/q(0)

thenpy = - (M, X) is achieved.
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Proof. Asin Theorem 4.1 we supose without lost of generality that1. Let {\,,}
be a sequence of real numbers decreasing torhis means thak,, > \* for all
n € N. By Theorem 3.3, there exists, € Hj (M) such that for alh € N

(49) _Agun — KX, (M)p_zqun = _)\np_znun in M.

Recall that for,, € H'(M), |u,| € H' (M) and|Vu,| = |V|u,||. See for instance
books [17] and [27] for mor details. Therefore we supposedha> 0 in M and
||p~ u,||3 = 1. Hence

Uy — U in H'(M\X) and u, —u in L*(M).
We have that
(4.10) Agtiy + (pap2q — Aup ’n)tn =0 in M.
We want to show that there exists> 0 such that
(4.11) VneN, wu,<CUin,.
Indeed we can chooge > 0 such that

VneN, v, =u,—CU<00nd%,.

It's clear thatv,” € Hj(2,). Hence
(4.12) Ly, < —C(par — 1)U — C(X* = \,)nU <0in X,

mulplying the above inequality by~ and integrating by parts, we get that

(4.13) / Vot [2dv, — ,LL)\n/ p2qlvf|Pdv, + )\n/ np~?|vt 2dv, < 0.

r

But Lemma 3.1 gives that

(4.14) C/ p2(logp) v [Pdu + )\n/ np~2|vy [Pdv, < 0.
P

T
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Moreover|n| < Cpin X, and ), ~\, A* so bounded. Therefore there exigis> 0
indenpend of: such that¥ = 01in X,. Thus we obtain (4.11). By the dominated
convergence theorem, the fact that— w in L?(M) and (4.11) that

p tu, — p in L*(M).
But
(4.15) 1 = / [V, |*dv, + o(1) = u,\n/ plqul + )\n/ p*nuidv, + o(1),
M M M

taking the limit, we have

(4.16) 1= ,UA*/ p2qu® + )\*/ p*nutdu,.
M M

Henceu # 0 and it's a minimizer fon-.

Proof of theorem 1.2

For the proof of this theorem the "if” part is given by Theordr@ and the "only if’
partis done in Theorem 4.1. O
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