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Abstract

Let (M", g, effdv) be a smooth metric measure space of dimensional n. Suppose that v is
a positive weighted p-eigenfunction associated to the eigenvalue A1, on M, namely

el div(e T |Vu|P 2 Vo) = =\ 0Pl

in the distribution sense. We first give a local gradient estimate for v provided the m-dimmensional
Bakry—Emery curvature Ricf bounded from below. Consequently, we show that when Ric}" > 0
then v is constant if v is of sublinear growth. At the same time, we prove a Harnack inequal-
ity for weighted p-harmonic functions. Moreover, we show global sharp gradient estimates for
weighted p-eigenfunctions. Then we use these estimates to study geometric structures at infinity
when the first eigenvalue A1, obtains its maximal value. Our achievements generalize several
results proved ealier by Li-Wang, Munteanu-Wang,...(|[14], [15] 2T} 22]).
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1. Introduction

The local Cheng-Yau gradient estimate is a standard result in Riemannian geometry, see [§], also see
[28]. Tt asserts that if M be an n dimensional complete Riemannian manifold with Ric > —(n— 1)k
for some k > 0, for u : B(o,R) C M — R harmonic and positive then there is a constant ¢,
depending only on n such that

v 1 R
Vel . +}\f . (1.1)

sup
B(o,R/2) U

Here B(o, R) stands for the geodesic centered at a fixed point o € M. Notice that when £ = 0,
this implies that a harmonic function with sublinear growth on a manifold with non-negative Ricci
curvature is constant. This result is clearly sharp since on R™ there exist harmonic functions which
are linear.

Cheng-Yau’s method is then extended and generalized by many mathematicians. For example,
Li-Yau (see [12]) obtained a gradient estimate for heat equations. Cheng (see [7]) and H. I. Choi
(see [9]) proved gradient estimates for harmonic mappings, etc. We refer the reader to survey [11]
for an overview of the subject.
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When (M", g,e~/dv) are smooth metric measure spaces, it is very natural to find similar results.
Recall that the triple (M™,g,e~/du) is called a smooth metric measure space if (M, g) is a Rieman-
nian manifold, f is a smooth function on M and dyu is the volume element induced by the metric g.
On M, we consider the differential operator A¢, which is called f—Laplacian and given by

Ay =A-—(Vf, V).

It is symmetric with repect to the measure e~ 7du. That is,

[wovined == [(asopue,

M M

for any ¢, € C§°(M). Smooth metric measure spaces are also called manifolds with density. By
m-~dimensional Bakry-Emery Ricci tensor we mean
VfeVf

Ricf" = Ric+ Hessf — ———,
m-—n

for m > n. Here m = n iff f is constant. The oo—Barky-Emery tensor is refered as
Ricy = Ric+ Hessf.

Brighton (see [3]) gave a gradient estimate of positive weighted harmonic function, as a conse-
quence, he proved that any bounded weighted harmonic function on a smooth metric measure space
with Ricy > 0 has to be constant. Later, Munteanu and Wang refined Brighton’s argument and
proved that positive f-harmonic function of sub-exponential growth on smooth metric measure space
with nonnegative Ricy must be a constant function. Moreover, Munteanu and Wang also applied the
De Giorgi-Nash-Moser theory to get a sharp gradient estimate for any positive f-harmonic function
provided that the weighted function f is at most linear growth (see [21] 22] for further results). On
the other hand, Wu derived a Li-Yau type estimate for parabolic equations. He also made some
results for heat kernel (see [35, [37] for the details.).

From a variational point of view, p-harmonic function, or more general weighted p-harmonic
functions are natural extensions of harmonic functions, or weight harmonic functions, respectively.
Compared with the theory for (weighted) harmonic functions, the study of (weighted) p-harmonic
functions is generally harder, even though elliptic, is degenerate and the regularity results are far
weaker. We refer the reader to [20, 10] for the connection between p-harmonic functions and the
inverse mean curvature flow. For the weighted p-harmonic function, Wang (see [3I]) estimated
eigenvalues of this operator. On the other hand, Wang, Yang and Chen (see [34]) shown gradient
estimates and entropy formulae for weighted p-heat equations. Their works generalized Li’s and
Kotschwar-Ni’s results (see [18] [10]).

In this paper, motived by Wang-Zhang’s gradient estimate for the p-harmonic function, we give
the following result on local gradient estimates of weighted p-eigenfunctions.

Theorem 1.1. Let (M™,g,e~7) be a smooth metric measure space of dimension n with Ricf >
—(m—1)k. Suppose that v is a positive smooth weighted p-eigenfunction with repsect to the eigenvalue
A1,p on the ball B = B(o, R) C M. This means

el div(e | Vu|P2 V) = Ay poP !
on Br = B(o,R) C M. Then there exists a constant C = C(p, m,n) such that

[Vl - C(1+ +kR)
v R

on  B(o,R/2). (1.2)



Moreover, using these local gradient estimates, we can obtain sharp gradient estimates for
weighted p-eigenfunctions as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Let (M", g, e~/ dv) be an n-dimensional complete noncompact manifold with Ricf >
—(m —1). If v is a positive weighted p-eigenfunction with respect to the first eigenvalue A1 ,, then

[Vinw| <.
Here y is the unique positive root of the equation
(p—1)y" = (m—1)y"~" + Ay = 0.

A directly consequence of the theorem is a sharp gradient estimate for positive weighted
p-harmonic function.

Corollary 1.3. Let (M™,g,e~/dv) be an n-dimensional complete noncompact manifold with Ricf >
—(m —1). If v is a positive weighted p-harmonic function then

-1
[VInov| < m

The sharpness of the estimate is demonstrated by the below example.
Example 1.4. Let M™ = R x N~ with a warped product metric
2 2, 2.2
ds* = dt* + e*'dsy,,

where N is a complete manifold with non-negative Ricci curvature. Then it can be directly checked
that Ricyr > —(n — 1) (See [16] for details of computation). Moreover, we have

2 0
A=— —1)=— 4+ e Ay
52 +(n—-1) 5 +e N
Choose weighted function f = —(m—n)t, then the m-dimensional Bakry—Emery curvature is bounded

from below by —(m — 1).

Let v(t,z) = e~ %, where ’”T_l <a< ?T_ll, we have

Vo]

v

a.

It is easy to show that
|VoP~2(Vo, Vf) = (m —n)a?~toP~?
(V|Vv[P~2, Vo) = (p — 2)aPvP ™"
|VolP~2Av = (1 —n +a)a? 1oL
Hence,
el div(e™ |[Vu|P~2 Vo) = ((p — Da — (m — 1))aP 1ol ™1,
This implies that
Mp = (m—1=(p—1)a)a’"",

or equivalently,
(p—1)a? — (m—1)a?" ' + A1, =0.



It is also very interesting to ask what are geometric structures of manifolds with A, achieving
its maximal value. When f is constant, this problem has been studied by Li-Wang, Sung-Wang in
[14, 15, 29]. In this paper, we prove a generalization of their results.

Theorem 1.5. Let (M", g,e~fdv) be a smooth metric measure space of dimension n > 2. Suppose

P
that Ricf' > —(m—1) and Ay p = (%) . Then either M has no p-parabolic ends or M = Rx N"~1

for some compact manifold N. Here the definition of p-parabolic ends is given in the section 3.

On the other hand, if we only assume that the Bakry—Emery curvature is bounded from below,
we also can give a upper bound estimate of the first eigenvalue. For example, we consider smooth

P
metric measure spaces and prove that if Ricy > 0 then A; , < (%) , where a is the linear growth

rate of f. Moreover, we also show that this estimate is optimal. When A, is maximal we obtain
the following theorem.

Theorem 1.6. Let (M, g,e fdv) be a smooth metric measure space with Ricy > 0. Suppose that
P

a
AMp = | =] , where a is the linear growth rate of f. Then, either M 1is connected at infinity or

M =R x N where N is a compact manifold.

This theorem is a generalization of Munteanu and Wang’s theory on weighted harmonic functions
on smooth metric measure spaces (see [21]).

This paper is organized as follows. In the section 2, we give a proof of the main theorem [L.]]
by using the Moser’s iteration. As its applications, we show a Liouville property and a Harnack
inequality for weighted p-harmonic functions. In the section 3, we prove the theorem The proof
the theorem is given in the section 4. In the section 5, we investigate smooth metric measure
spaces with Bakry—Emery curvatures bounded from below. We generalize Munteanu and Wang’s
results in [21) 22] by using the theory of weighted p-harmonic functions.

2. Local gradient estimates for weighted p-eigenfunctions on
(M, g,edp)

Suppose that (M, g,e~/dv) is a smooth metric measure space, and  C M be an open subset. Let
v be a positive weighted p-eigenfunction function with respect to the first eigenvalue A, ,, for p > 1,
namely, v € V[/llof (Q) satisfying the following weighted p-Laplacian equation,

A, v = el div(e T |[VoP72V0) = =Xy P (2.1)

in the distribution sense, i. .e,
/ (|Vu[P=2Vu, V) e Fdv = )\1,,,/ P rpe f du
Q Q

where ¢ € W, P(2). The regularity of solutions of the equation (1)) implies v € C* for some
a > 0, for example, see [30]. Morevoer, it is well-known that v € VVIQOC2 if p>2andwv e Wli’cp if
1 < p < 2. In addition, v is smoth outside the set {Vv = 0}.

Note that, when Ay , = 0 then v is called a weighted p-harmonic function. Let uw = —(p—1) log v,
then v = e~/ P~ Tt is easy to see that u satisfies

e div(e T |VuP=2Vu) = [Vul|P + A ,(p — 1)P 7L



Put h := |Vul?, the above equation can be rewritten as follows.

2
Assume that 2 > 0. As in [I0], [20], we consider the below operator

L) = el div (e*fhp/HA(w)) — phP/2 1 (T, Vi) |

where
Vu® Vu
[Vul?

We have the following lemma and the proof is by direct computation.

A=id+ (p—2)

Lemma 2.1.

Ly (k) = 20727 (w4 Ricy(Vu, V) + (5 = 1) /22| .

Proof. By the definition of L, we have

Ls(h) =e' div (e—-fh5—1 (Vh +(p— 2)@%)) — ph®~' (Vu, Vh)

=hE 1AL+ (p — 2)h ~'div (b~ (Va, Vh> Vu)

+ef< ( ~fpk- )Vh+ 1 (Va, Vh>w>—ph%—1<vu,w>

=hE " Ah+ (p — 2)h® 2 (Vu, Vh) Au — (p — 2)h% =3 (Vu, Vi)

+ (p — 2)hE~2(ugjhau; + hijuug) + (5 - 1) hE=2VA2 + (p—2) (g - 1) %
— h27H(Vf,VR) — (p — 2)h2 =2 (Vu, V) (Vf, Vu) — ph® ' (Vu, Vh).

Hence,
Ly(h) =h3'Aph + (g —1) b2 Vhp?
+ (p— 2)hE"2(Vh, Vu) Apu+ (p — 2) (5 - 2) 3 (Vh, Vu)?
+ (p— 2)hE " 2(uijhiu; + hijugu;) — ph% ' (Vu, VA)

—2h5 1 (u2, + Ricy(Vu, Vu)) + (g 1) hE2hp?

+ (p— 2)hE 2 (Vh, V) Apu+ 205~ (VA pu, V) + (p — 2) (— —2

2
+ (p — 2)h§72(uijhiuj + h,ij’u,i’UJj) - ph,gil (Vu, Vh> .

Here we used the Bochner identity
Aph = ANf|Vul® = 2 (uf; + Ricg(Vu, Vu)) + 2 (VAgu, Vu)

in the last equation.

(5 = 1) 272 (VR Vu) + 122 A g = W2 4 A (p - 1)

(2.2)

(2.3)

=3 (Vu, Vi)

“3(Vh, Vu)?

On the other hand, differentiating both side of ([22)) then multiplying the obtained results by

Vu, we have

gh’fé*l (Vh, Vu) = (g - 1) hE=2 (Vh, Vu) Apu+ W31 (VA pu, V)

+(5-2) (5 1) n8 2 (Vh V) + (5 - 1) B2 wihity + hijusy)

2 2



Combining this equation and the above equation, we are done. O

Now, suppose that v is a weighted p-eigenfunction with repect to the first eigenvalue A; , = 0.
We choose a local orthonormal frame {e;} with e; = Vu/|Vu| then

IVhI2

2huyy = (Vu, Vh), Zuh

»-lkll—'

Then (Z2)) can be read as
(p — 1)11,11 + Zu“ =h+ <Vf, VU> + |VU|27P/\1,p(p - 1);071
=2

Therefore
n n
u?j 2 Zui + Zu?z
i=1 i=2

- 1
=Y udi+ —— (h+ Mo = 1PVl = (b = Duns + (V, V)
i=1

m—n

Sy <<h+xl,p<p— P VPP = (p = Dunn)® <Vu,Vf>2>
n 1 m—-n

n—1

1
> zn:Ui + i - <h2 + 2h(A1p(p — DP VP — (p — Duny) <Vuavf>2>
2(

= =
1 2 va VU>
Z m — 1 h - + Z ulz .
Note that we used (a — b)? > % — 2 for § > 0 in the fourth inequality. Again, by using the
identities
1 |Vh|2
2huyy = (Vu, Vh), Zuh =3

we conclude that

1 p—1 1|Vh]2 (V] Vu)?
2> h? — h) + = - ’ .
b m—1 m_1<Vu,V>+4 h m—n



Assume that Ric}' > —(m — 1)k, we infer

Ls(h) = 2?2~ '(uy; + Ricg(Vu, Vu)) ( ) hP/2=2|Vh|?
h|? df ®d
VA + (Ricf— re f) (Vu,Vu))

m—1
+ (g . 1) hf”/2*2|wl|2

m—-—n

> opp/21 ( L jp_P- <vu Vh) +

Y

1
—2(m — 1)kh?/? + (1% — 1) |Vh|2hP/2=2

+ Llhp/%l _ Mhpﬂ Y (Vu, Vh)
m — m—1
2 hp/2+1 _ 2( 1)hp/2 1 <v Vh>

> —2(m — 1)kh?/? +

The above equation holds wherever h is strictly positive. Let K = {x € M, h(xz) = 0}. Then for any
non-negative function ¥ with compact support in Q \ K, we have

/ <hp/2—1Vh + (p = 2)hP*72 (Vu, Vh) Vu, W>€_f
Q

+p/ W2~ (Y, Vh) e + L/ hP/2 e =1
Q m—1Jg

2(p—1)

< 2(m—1)/£/ WP/ 2pe= +
Q m—1

/Q hP/2=1 (T, Vh) pe™f (2.4)

In order to consider the cases h = 0, for ¢ > 0,b > 2 we choose 1) = h’n? where h. = (h —e)*,n €
C§°(Br) is non-negative, 0 < n < 1,b is to be determined later. Then direct computation shows
that

Vip = bhP= 'V hn? + 2h2nVn.

Plugging this identity into (2.4]), we have
b</ (h%*th*WhP (p — 2)R*T 201 (Vu, Vh)> ) 2 f>
Q
2/ hE =Rt (W, Vh) ne=! +2(p — 2)/ hE 72 (Vu, Vh) (Vu, V) nf~f
Q Q

e 2 p
p/hf_lhb (Vu, Vh)n? —f+— hf“hgn?e—f
Q

: 1
2(p—1
S2W%—Uﬁ/hﬂf2f+J¥jT%Ah51@ﬁef
Let
1 if p>2
a; = ,
p—1 ifl<p<?2

it is easy to see that

BETREN VAP + (p— 2R 2R (Vu, VR > ahE OB,



Hence, by passing € to 0, we obtain
bal/ hEH=2 U Pytef
Q
+2(p — 2)/ hEFP=2 (Vu, V) (Vu, Vi) ne ™ + 2/ hEF=L(Vh, Vi) ne™/
Q Q
—|—p/ hEHL(Vu, Vhy nPe ! + 2 / R+ 2]
Q m—1Jg
24p 2 _f 20— 1) L4b—1 2,—f
<2(m—1k | h2"n*e™) + ————= | h= (Vu, Vhyn“e 7. (2.5)
Q m—1 Jg
Using (2.8) and the argument as in [33], we can obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Let M be a smooth metric measure space with Ricf > —(m—1)k, for some k > 0, and
Q C M is an open set and v is a smooth weighted p-harmonic function on M. Let u= —(p—1)logv
and h = |Vu|?. Then for any b > 2, there exist c1, co, c3 depending on b,m,n such that

2 .
/‘V(hg+gn)‘ e*f—i—cl/h%*b*lyfe*f
Q Q
= e / WEET ey / WEE e, (2.6)

for any n € C§°(BRr), where B is a geodesic ball centered at o fived point o € M. Moreover, we
have ¢1 ~ b,co ~ b (Here ¢c1 ~ b means c¢1 is comparable to b, co ~ b is understood the same way).

In [2], Bakry and Qian proved the following generalized Laplacian comparison theorem (also see
Remark 3.2 in [18])

Agpi= A= (Vf,Vp) < (m —1)/F coth(V/ip) (2.7)

provided that Ric}* > —(m — 1)x. Here p(x) := dist(o,z) stands for the distance between z € M
and a fixed point o € M. This implies the volume comparison

Vi(Bi(r2)) _ Viwm (ra)
Vi(By(r1)) = Vi (1)

(see [36] for details). It turns out that we have the local f-volume doubling property. Then we follow
the Buser’s proof [5] or the Saloff-Coste’s alternate proof (Theorem 5.6.5 in [26]), we can easily get
a local Neumann Poincaré inequality in the setting of smooth metric measure spaces. Using the
volume comparison theorem, the local Neumann Poincaré inequality and following the argument in
[27], we obtain a local Sobolev inequality as belows.

(2.8)

Theorem 2.3. Let (M, g,e~/du) be an n-dimensional complete noncompact smooth metric measure
space. If Ric}” > —(m — 1)k for some nonnegative constants k, then for any p > 2, there erists a
constant ¢ = ¢(n,p,m) > 0 depending only on p,n,m such that

p—2

» 5 R2.ec(1+/ER)

(/ ol ze ) <=L / (IVel* + R2¢%) e~/
Br VJ"(BR)E Br

for any ¢ € C§g°(By(R)).

Proof. We refer the reader to [35] for the details of the argument. O



From now on, we suppose 2 = Bg. Theorem 2.3 implies

n—2

n(p/2+b> on n
n—2 nn 26 j

<e <1+fR>Vf(BR)*% <R2/ V(hiT2) 2e*f+/ h3ttn2e f> (2.9)
BR BR

where ¢(n, p,m) > 0 depends only on n, p. Let by = C(n,p, m)(1++/«R) with C(n,p, m) > ¢(n,p, m)
large enough, then from (2:6]) and (23] we infer

n=2
( / h—“z“;*’)nf"ze—f) "t aghe R2Vy (BR) " / WE e ]
BR BR
< Mbﬁbebow(BR)*Q/”/ hE+on2e f+agebovf(BR)*2/"RQ/ hEO|Vp2e T (2.10)
BR BR
This inequality and the Wang and Zhang’s arguments ([33]) imply the following lemma.

Lemma 2.4. Let by = (bo + g) —5. Then there exists d = d(n,p,m) > 0 such that

b2
||h’||Lb1(BgR/4) S dR_OQVf(BR)l/bl

Proof. The proof is followed by the argue in [33], hence, we omit the details. O
Now, we give a proof of the main theorem.
Proof of Theorem [I1l By (2I0), we have
n=2 b
n n " 0 D
</ h (I:ln;b)nf?e_f) < algeiz/n / (bgbm* + R2|Vn|*) h2tle . (2.11)
Br Vf (BR) Br

In order to apply the Moser iteration, let us put

n R R
bk+1—bkm, Bk—B(0,§+4_k>, k—1,2,

and choose 1y, € C5°(Bg) such that

C,4F

nkzlinB;H_l, ’I]EOiH BR\Bk, |V77k|§ R N

where Cj is a certain constant. Hence in (2.I1)), by letting b+ § = bx,n = 1, we obtain

ﬁ eb[) i by
/ poet1 =S < |as—— (/ {b3br + R*|Vni|*} hbkef) .
Bt Vi (Br) By
By assumption of |V, this implies

1
ebo B &
1Rl (50 < (“13W (b3b + 16%) 5 ||| 1w 1,



o0
It is easy to see that kz::1 % = %. The above inequality leads to

1 1
ebo =1tk 2 n § k B
||h||Loo<BR/2>s(alaivf(BR)g/n T (8 (525) +16°)  ilon
k=1

M8

Lb[)
- aMWbO ||h||Lb1(33R/4) (2.12)
here we used that > % converges. Now, by Lemma 24 and ([212]), we conclude
k=1
b
Pl| Lo (B0 < alsR—OQ-
The proof is complete. |

As a consequence, we obtain the folowing important theorem ralating to Liouville-property for
weighted p-harmonic functions.

Theorem 2.5. Assume that (M,g) is a smooth metric measure space with Ric}’»T >0. Ifuisa
weighted p-harmonic function bounded from below on M and w is of sublinear growth then u is
constant.

Moreover, let x,y € M be arbitrary points. There is a minimal geodesic v(s) joining z and y,
v :[0,1] - M,~v(0) = z,v(1) = y. By integrating ([2)) over this geodesic, we obtain the below
Harnack inequality.

Theorem 2.6. Let (M,g,e fdv) be a complete smooth metric measure space of dimension n > 2
with Ric? > —(m — 1)k. Suppose that v is a positive weighted p-harmonic function on the geodesic
ball B(o,R) C M. There exists a constant Cp,,, . depending only on p,n,m such that

v(z) < CrmmUHVERy(y) - Va,y € B(o, R/2).
If k = 0, we have a uniform constant cpn.m (independent of R) such that

sup v <cp, inf o
B(o,R/2) "™ Blo,R/2)

We finish this section by giving the following gradient estimates for weighted p-eigenfunctions
with repect to the first eigenvalue A ,. This estimate will be used in the next section where we
show the sharpness of our gradient estimates for weighted p-eigenfunctions.

Proposition 2.7. Assume that (M, g) is a smooth metric measure space with Ricf' > —(m — 1)k
for some k > 0. If v is a positive weighted p-eigenfunction associated to the first eigenvalue A1,
then |V(Inv)| is bounded.

Proof. Theorem [[T] implies

[Vl - C(1+ +vkR)
v R

Letting R — oo, we are done. O

on B(o,R/2).

10



3. Global sharp gradient estimates for weighted p-Laplacian

Recall that a function v is an eigenfunction of p-Laplacian with corresponding eigenvalue Ay, > 0 if

el div(e | Vu|P2Vv) = =y p|v[P 2. (3.1)

In this section, we only consider positive solution v. Set u = —(p — 1) Inw, the equation BI]) can
be rewritten as follows

el div(e ™| VulP72Vu) = [VulP + A ,(p — 1)P 7L (3.2)

Put h := |Vul?, assume that h > 0. As in [29], we consider
£(y) = el div (e‘fh”/z_lA(Vw))
which is a slight modification of £(¢). By Lemma 2] we have that
£(h) = 2027w + Ricy (Vu, V) + (5 = 1) /272 wnf?
+ ph® ™Y (Vu, Vh)
Let {e1,ea,...,en} be an orthonormal frame on M with |Vule; = Vu. Then [B.2]) can be read

as
(p - 1)U11 + Zuii =h+ <Vf, Vu> + |Vu|2_p/\1,p(]9 - 1);0—1
i=2
Therefore,
" 2
B (z )
> iui + (h + /\17p( — 1)p_1|Vu|2_p + <Vf, Vu> — (p — 1)’(1,11)2
n—1
N Z 2 L (A=) Ve — (p - un)*  (Vu, V)
BE= R e .
- h+ X p(p— )P VU2 P)2 (Vf,Vu)?
> 2. ( P _ )
- g it m—1 m-—n
2(p—1 2 —1)P
_ (p )hull _ )\l,p(p ) |Vu|2fpu11.
m—1 m—1
Note that we used (a — b)? % — % for 6 > 0 in the fourth inequality. Again, by using the
identities
. 1 |Vh|2

2huyy = (Vu, Vh), Z

!

we conclude that

W2 > [Vh|? (h+)\1,p(p— Pl Vu* P2 (Vf, Vu)?
e T _
Yij —4 h -1 m-—n

11



Assume that Ric}' > —(m — 1)k, we infer

p_ p/2-2 |7} |2
: 1)h |Vh|

£(h) :2hp/2—1(ufj + Ricp(Vu, Vu)) + (
+ ph® ' (Vu, Vh)

2 _ 1\p—1 2—p\2
it (LI (X0 0 T (Y (0, )

h m—1
+ (g — 1) W22 TR + phE T (Vu, V)

A=Y, (Vh, V) — 2M1,p(p — 1)P (Vh, Vu)
m—1 ’ m—1 h
_1)p—1 2—p\2
Sopp/2-1 ((h + A (P ml_) : Vul™")" (- l)h)

1 .
+ pTh”/2‘2|Vh|2 + phE1 (Vau, VA)

sp=1) 5, 21, (p — 1) (Vh, V)
S 7hE T (VA V) e — (3.3)

To show the sharp estimate, let x be the unique positive root of the equation
-1

28— (m—1)z"T + M- 1P =0.

For any § > 0, we consider
h—(x+9d), h>z+0
w= .
0, otherwise

To show global sharp estimate of weighted p-eigenfunction, we need to have a upper bound of A; ,
as follows

Lemma 3.1. Let (M",g,e~fdv) be an n-dimensional complete noncompact manifold with Ricf >

—(m —1). Then
m—1\"
A“"§< p ) '

In order to prove lemma [3.]] let us recall a definition.

Definition 3.2. (see [{)]) Let (M™,g,e~/dv) be a smooth metric measure space. For a fized point
o€ M, let B,(r) ={q € M : dist(o,q) <r}. An end E is an unbounded component E of M\ B,(ro)
for some rg > 0. For any 1 < p < oco. The end E is said to be p-parabolic if for each K € M and
€ > 0 there exists a Lipschitz function ¢ with compact support, ¢ > 1 on K, such that fE gg < e.
Otherwise, E is p-nonparabolic. Here gg(x) is defined as

g¢($) = liminf sup M
r—0t yep, () dist(y,z)

Proof of lemma[31l Without loss of generality, we may assume that \q, is positive. By the varia-
tional characterization of A1 ,, we know that M has infinite f-volume. The theorem 0.1 in [4] implies
M is p-nonparabolic, moreover

V(B(r) > Cer™,

12



for all sufficiently large » and C' is a constant dependent on r. On the other hand, the volume

comparison theorem (2.8) infers
Vi(B(r)) < Crel™=br.

Here (1 is a constant dependent on r. Therefore, we obtain

1
CepAI{p’Jr < Cle(m—l)r

)

or equivalently,
1 4 m—1
AP T (22 —_—

b= < C ) T

for all sufficiently large r. Lettting » — oo, we have

m—1\"
Aoy < .
1,p ( P )

The proof is complete. O

We have following key lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Let (M",g,e~fdv) be an n-dimensional complete noncompact manifold with Rict >
—(m —1). Then there are some positive constants a and b depending on p,n,m and & such that

L(w) > aw — b|Vw|, (3.4)

in the weak sense, namely

/ £(p)we! 2/ P(aw — b|Vwl|)e™! (3.5)
M M
for any non-negative function ¢ with compact support on M.
Proof. Since h = |Vul|?, by Proposition X7 we have
x4+ 6 < h<c(n,p,m).

Denote by Q = {h > 2+ 4}, then B3] implies that there are positive constants ¢, co depending
only on n, p, m such that on Q

Lw) > (hg —(m— 1)hp771 +Ap(p — 1)p_1> — c2|Vuwl. (3.6)

Now, we can follow an argument in [29] to prove that on
B = (m— DR + A0 — 107" 2 caw (3.7)
for some positive constant ¢z depending only on n,p, m,d. Indeed, we consider both sides of (31

as a function of h. It is easy to see that [B.7) is valid when h = z for any choice of ¢3. Now, we view
the left hand side of ([2.6]) as a function of h, its derivative is

Ppg=r DRy - Lt (it (p - 1) - 1))

13



P 2
By lemma [B1] we have Ay, < (mT_1> , this implies z > (p — 1) (WT—1> . Since h > x + 9, we

conclude that |
ph? = (p = 1)(m — 1) > ¢(n, p,m, 8) > 0.

Hence, ([37) holds true on €2 for some 0 < ¢z < ¢(n, p,m,9).

From (34), (87), we obtain
L(w) > aw — b|Vw| (3.8)

on ). Here a,b are positive constants depending only on p,n,m,d.
Using the integration by parts, we have

[ st = [ s(opuet
- /M oSwe™t + /m (nE1A(Ve) vy we ! — /m (RE1A(Vw),v) ge

Here v is the outward unit normal vector of 9€). Since v = —% = —% and w = 0 on 01, this
implies
/ e(pywe ! = [ pewe ! + / py-120ANVW), Vo)
M Q o0 [Vl

> [ pL(w)e .
Q

> [ élaw — b|Vw|)e !
Q

= / p(aw — b|Vwl|)e /.
M

where we used ([B.8)) in the third inequality. The proof is complete. O
Now, we give a proof of the theorem

Proof of Theorem[.2. We follow the proof in [29]. First, we will prove that w = 0. Indeed, for any
cut-off function ¢ on M, and for any ¢ > 0, by using (33]), we have

/ w(p?whe ! > / (ag?wi™t — bp?wi|Vw|)e /.
M M
Integration by parts implies

/ we(g®wh)e™ = —/ (A(V(¢*w?)), Vw) hEte T,
M

Q

Therefore,
a/ P*witle™ <b ¢2wq|Vw|eff+C(n,p,m5)/ B Ve||Vw|wie™!
M Q Q

- / q?wi™ ! (A(Vw), Vw) e 7.
Q

14



It is easy to see that
(Vu, Vw)

(A(Vw), Vo) = [Vel* + (0 = 2) 5
> (p - 1)|Vw]*.

Hence, for any € > 0, we have

b
a/ Prwitle ™l < ba/ ¢2wq+le_f—i—4—/ ¢2wq_1|Vw|26_f—|—£/ |Vp|2witte!
M Q ¢ Ja Q

P*wIHVw|?e ! —E/ P*wTHVw|?e ™/,
Q

i C
4e Q

where ¢ and ¢ are constants depending only on n,p, m,d. Choose ¢ such that b+ ¢ = 4e¢ then
(a—be) [ P*wiTled < a/ |Vo|?witte 7.
M M

Now a standard argument implies either w = 0 or for all R > 1,
/ witle™f > ¢ 0 ? (3.9)
B(R)

for some positive constants ¢; and ¢y independent of ¢.

Since w is bounded and the f-volume of the ball B(R) satisfies Vi (B(R)) < ce™ ™D (by ZF)),
if £ > 0 is chosen sufficiently small, (89) can not hold. Hence, w = 0. This implies h < z since § is
arbitrary. Thus, |VInv| <y. The proof is complete. O

P
Let A\, = (mT_l) , it is easy to see that the equation

(p—1)yP —(m—1)y" "+ X, =0

has the unique positive solution y = ’”T_l. Hence, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 3.4. Let (M™,g,e~7) be an n-dimensional complete noncompact manifold with Ricf >
—(m —1). Suppose that u is a positive solution of

—1\?
el div (eif|Vu|p72Vu) =— <m—) uP~ L.
p

Then

[Vu|  m—1
A< .
u p

4. Rigidity of manifolds with maximal )\,

In this section, we study structure at infinity of manifolds with maximal A; ,. Our main purpose is
to prove the theorem stated in the introduction part.

Theorem 4.1. Let (M", g,e~fdv) be a smooth metric measure space of dimension n > 2. Suppose
P

that Ricf > —(m—1) and Ay p = (’”T_l) . Then either M has no p-parabolic ends or M = Rx N"~*

for some compact manifold N .

15



Proof. Our argument is close to the argument in [29]. Suppose that M has a p-parabolic end FE.
Let 8 be the Busemann function associated with a geodesic ray v contained in F, namely,

B(x) = lim (¢t — dist(x,~(t))).

t—o00

Using the Laplacian comparison theorem (2.7]), we have
ApB > —(m—1).

Hence,

- p72 m— m—
Aps (emf’ilﬂ) = el div <e_f (_m 1) ol v )
p

—1\"t ~1\*" ' /m-1 -
‘<mT> A +(mT) <mp ><p—1>e Rl

1\ L -1
Z(m—l)(mp ) e (P8 (p_p —1)

(e
p

m—1
Therefore, let w :=¢e 7 ”, we obtain

A, r(w) > —Al,pw”_l.

Suppose that ¢ is a nonnegative compactly supported smooth function on M. Then by the variational
principle,

Alp /M(¢w)pe‘-f < /M|V(¢w)|pe_f.

Noting that, integration by parts implies

| vatnswet == [ @wuet —p [ (90,90 VP2
M M M
and ,
IV(gw)” = (IVo[*w® + 26w (V6, Vw) + ¢*|Vw[P2)?
< G|Vl + pow (V6, Vi) 72| Vo P~ + | V[P

for some constant ¢ depending only on p, we infer
/ PP(Ap,p(w) + A1 pw?He™!
M
iy [ @ore [ @Fure —p [ 070 (T0,90) Ve
M M M
< [ 1@are ! = [ @ureT —p [ ¢t (v6,V) [Tulr e
M M M

< c/ |Vo|?wPe 7. (4.1)
M

16



Now, we choose

o {1 in B(R)

0, on M\ B(2R)

such that [V¢| < %. Then we conclude

[ 1vepre s = [ [wopetnbies
M M

< i/ (M=)~

= R? JpeRr)\B(R)

_4 (m-1)8,—f , 4 (m—1)8 —f

= 72 e e +R2/ e e . (4.2)
EN(BER)\B(R)) (M\E)N(B(ZR)\B(R))

P
Since A, = (mTfl) , by theorem 0.1 in [], it turns out that

Vi(E\ B(R)) < G~ (m-DE,
Hence, the first term of (2] tends to 0 as R goes to co. On the other hand, by [I7] we have
Blz) < —r(z) +¢

on M\ E. The volume comparison (Z8)) implies V;(B(R)) < ¢/e™~DE Tt turns out that the second
term of ([E2) also goes to 0 as R — oo. Therefore, [{]) infers

Ay p(W) 4+ A pwP =0,
This implies
Af=—(m—1).

Moreover, all the inequalities used to prove Ay > —(m — 1) become equalities (see Theorem 1.1
in [18]). By the proof of the Theorem 1.1 in [I8] and the argument in [I7], we conclude that
M =R x N™! for some compact manifold N of dimension n. The proof is complete. |

For p-nonparabolic end, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 4.2. Let (M", g,e~/dv) be a smooth metric measure space of dimension n > 3. Suppose

P
that Ric} > —(m—1) and A1 = (m771) for some 2 <p < %;_1)23 Then either M has only one

p-nonparabolic end or M =R x N1 for some compact manifold N .

To prove theorem [£2 let us recall a fact on weighted Poincaré inequality in [I6].

Proposition 4.3 ([16], Proposition 1.1). Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold. If there exists
a nonnegative function h defined on M, that is not identically 0, satisfying

Ah(z) +(Vg, Vh) () < —p(z)h(z),

for some nonnegative function p, then the weighted Poincaré inequality

z 2 T eg(;ﬂ) 2 T eg(w)
| i@er < [ vop)

must be hold true for all compactly supported smooth function ¢ € C§°(M).

17



Now we give a proof of theorem

Proof of theorem[{.2 If p = 2 then we have \{ (M) = X2 = (m21)2. Hence, by Theorem 1.5 in
[36], we are done. Therefore, we may assume p > 2.
Now let u be a positive weighted p-eigenfunction of the weighted p-Laplacian satisfying

Ay pu = el div(e ! |VulP2Vu) = =Xy puP ™t

This implies

p—2
Au+ <—Vf +(p- 2)V|W|,vu> = Ay—

[Vl PVafp2"

Let

uP =2
g=—f+(P-2)In|Vu|, and p= Al,pm-

By proposition [£.3] we obtain

uP—
A 2 Vup~2e~7f </ Vo|? | VulP~2e
[ Mo VoIVl
or equivalently,
ALp /M uP2gPe) < /M [VulP~2[Vo[*e,

for any compactly supported smooth function ¢ on M. Therefore

)‘Lp/ d2ef :/\1,10/ (¢u7PT*2)2up—2eff
M M
S/ ’V (¢u7p772)‘2|Vu|p7267f
M

By a direct computation, we have

oy |2
[ oo ) v
M
YulP~2 o\ |2
B
M
+2/ gbu*pTiQ <V¢,V(U7PTQ)>|Vu|p72eff
M
_ 2
B o |VulP? p—2 Vul? 5y 1 2 7q,~(P—2) p=2o-f
_/M|V¢| S+ (B7) [ Raete g | (et a0 [vape

We claim that

1 -2 VulP
3 [ (e vy wapre s =222 [ (A (- 1)%) gel. (@)

Suppose that the claim (4] is verified. By (£3), (@4), we obtain

_ Vup2 _ —2\? VulP _

)\l,p/ ¢2e f</ |V¢|2| | f_i_(P2 ) / | p| ¢2e f
M M U
-2 Vu _
2 <Al,p+(p e e,

2 Ju

18



This means

4 up

— P
]2)\1)1)/ ¢26_f+p(p 2)/ ¢2|VU| e—f S/ |V’LL| |v¢|2 —f
2 M M M

(m—1)? 2 —f 2,—f
2p /M¢e g/M|V¢|e '

Hence, A\ (M) > %. Here A\;(M) is the first eigenvalue of the weighted Laplacian. Since

p < ér(nm_lé) we have \; (M) > (m — 2). By a Wang’s theorem (see [32]), we are done.
The rest of the proof is to verify the claim ([@4). Indeed, we have

e

p
Since Ay p = (m771) , the corollary B4] implies VT < m=1 Therefore,

1
= ——/ Ap(u=P=2) | Tup-2¢%e~f — / (VU= =2, V| Vur=2) e (4.5)
2 Ju
Note that
el div (e_f|Vu|p_2Vu) =\ puP!
we have
IVulP?Aju+ (V|VulP2, Vu) = =\ puP ™"
Therefore,

(Va2 Ay (u*7) + (V(u* 77, V([Vp[~%))
=2 = p)[VulPul P Apu + (2 = p)(1 = p)[VulP7uT? | Vul?
+ (2= p)u TP (Vu, V([Vul'?))

— @A)+ 2= ) - e = -2 (4 0= DR

upP

By ([@3) and [@4), the claim A is verified. O

Since the above-mentioned result of Wang plays a critical role in the proof of theorem 2] we
reformulate it here for reader’s convenience.

Theorem 4.4 ([32]). Let (M",g,e~/dv) be a smooth metric measure space of dimension n > 3.
Suppose that the lower bound of the spectrum Ay (M) of the weighted Laplacian is positive and

-1
-2

. m m
Ric}" > - A1 (M).

Then either M has only one p-nonparabolic end or M = R x N™~! for some compact manifold N
of dimension n — 1 with the product metric

A(M)

m— 2

ds%; = dt* + cosh tds?.
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5. Bakry-Emery curvatures and maximality of the weighted
p-spectrum

In this section, we will show the rigidity of smooth metric measure spaces with Bakry-Emery curva-
ture Ricy. We will estimate a upper bound of A; , and show that this upper bound is optimal and
Ap,f is maximal on gradient staedy Ricci soliton with radial Ricci flatness. Moreover, we will prove
that under extra conditions on Ricy and f if A\;, is maximal then smooth metric measure spaces
are splliting.

Lemma 5.1. Let (M, g,e~7dv) be a complete noncompact smooth metric measure space with Ricy >
0. If there exist positive constants a,b > 0 such that

fl@) <ar(x)+b foralxeM

then we have the upper bound estimate

Moreove, if f has sublinear growth then A1 ,(M) = 0.

Proof. We use the argument in the proof of Lemma Bl Similarly, without loss of generality, we
may assume that A, , is positive. By the variational characterization of A; j,, we know that M has
infinite f-volume. The theorem 0.1 in [4] implies M is p-nonparabolic, moreover

1

Vi (By(R)) > Ceri R,

for all sufficiently large R and C' is a constant dependent on 7. On the other hand, by the volume
estimate in [2I], we have known that

Vi(By(R)) < C'R"eF,
for some constant C’ > 0. Therefore, we have for some constant C' > 0
ep)‘}’/sz < CR"eE,
or equivalently,
/\}7/5 < 1nC'—;};11nR n a
for all sufficiently large R. Lettting R — oo, we have

p
a
e ()

The proof is complete. O

To show that the estimate A; ,(M) as in the above is optimal, let us recall the following Picone
identity ([I]).
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Lemma 5.2 ([I]). Let M be a Riemannian manifold and @ C M is a open subset. Suppose that
v > 0,u >0 be differentiable in ). Denote

P u? P ur”! p—2
L(u,v) = |[Vul? + (p — 1)v—p|VU| — P (Vu, |[VoP~>Vv)
uP
R(u,v) = |VulP — <V ( _1) ,|Vv|p_2Vv> .
vP

Then
L(u,v) = R(u,v).

Moreover, L(u,v) > 0, and L(u,v) = 0 a.e. Q if and only if V(u/v) = 0 a.e. Q, i.e. u= kv for
some constant k in each component of Q.

Now, we can give a lower bound of A\; , as follows.

Lemma 5.3. Let (M, g,e fdv) be a smooth metric measure space. If there exists a positive function
v > 0 such that A, v < —\oP~1 for some constant A > 0, then

Ap(M) > A

Proof. Let {Qj};il be a exhaustion of M by compact domains ;. Choose ¢ € C5°(2;),¢ > 0.
Then, we have

, . P
0< / L(p,v)e T dv = / R(p,v) = / |VelPe™ dv — / <V ( ¢_1> , |Vv|p2Vv> e Tdv
Q, Q, Q, Q, vP

J

. p .
= / |V@|pefjdv + \/S; vf_l Ap,f’Ueijd’U
j J

J

S/ |Vgo|peffdv—)\/ oPe I dv.

J J

This shows that A < Ay ,(£;). Since A1 ,(M) = lim A\ ,(£2;). The proof is complete. O

J—00

Recall that a gradient steady Ricci soliton has the below properties

IVfI?+S =a? for some constant a > 0
Af+S =0 (5.1)
S >0

where S is the scalar curvature of M. Moreover, Ric + Hessf = 0. As in [24], a gradient Ricci
soliton is called to have radial Ricci flatness if

Ric(Vf,Vf) =0.

In [24], Petersen and Wylie pointed out that a compact gradient steady Ricci soliton has rigidity
property provided the radial Ricci flatness. The following theorem tells us the sharpness of the upper
bound of Ay (M) on noncompact gradient steady Ricci flat.

Theorem 5.4. Let (M, g, f) be a noncompact gradient steady Ricci soliton with radial Ricci flatness

normalized as (&1)). Then
aP
AMp = —
pp

provided that one of the following conditions holds true
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(i))l<p<2
y —2
(it) p =2 and |V f| = a\/E=.

Proof. Since S > 0, we infer |V f| < a. Hence, Lemma [5.1] implies

Ap(M) < (%)p-

We will show that the inverse inequality is also true. Indeed, let v = ev! , it is easy to compute that

pp~1

(VIVFP=2Vf).

—1
Ap v = <|Vf|“Af n Z’Tw,ﬂp) w4

pr1 pP—1

Since M is a gradient steady Ricci soliton,
Apf=20p = VP ==(S+|Vf}) = —a®.

This follows that

1 B —1 -~ pP~ L -
By ==t (=192 L) o (o= D SV P Hess(V1.9))
—1
= (s ) e
pP p

Here we used M is a gradient Ricci soliton and radial Ricci flatness of M in the last equality.
Observe that if either 1 <p <2 and 0 <2 < a or; p > 2 and a,/g—j <z < a, then we have

p__lxp < _a_p_

p p

—arP~? +

P
Hence, we conclude that A, sv < —Z—va_l. By Lemma (5.3), this implies Ay, > (%) . The proof

is complete. O

Lemma 5.5. Let (M,g,effdv) be a smooth metric measure space with Ricy > 0, Then M has at
most one weighted p-nonparabolic end.

Proof. Suppose M has two f-nonparabolic ends. Then M admits a positive non-constant bounded
weighted p-harmonic function v with [, [Vu[Pe™/dv < co. In fact, this kind of result was first
discovered by Li and Tam in [19] (see also [6], 21]). The Bochner formular for the form |dv|P~2dv
implies
1
§Af(||dv|p72dv|2) = |V(|dv[P~2dv)|* — <(5fd—|— d5f)(|dv|p72dv), |dv|p72dv>
+ Ricy(|dv|P~2dv, |dv|P~2dv).
> |V(|dv[P~2dv)|* — (5¢d(|dv[P~?dv), |dv[P~dv)
> |V (|dv[P~H)[* = (85d(|dv[P~*dv), |dv|"~2dv)
— (p — o2 [9]du|2 - (Spd(|defr2do), [do2dv)  (5.2)
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Here §; = §+ iy is the dual of d with respect to e~/ dv, we denoted 1-form and its dual vector field
by dv in an abuse of notation. We also used v is weighted p-harmonic in the first inequality.

Let My := {xz € M :|dv|(xz) # 0} and ¢ € C3°(M) such that 0 < ¢ < 1,90 = 1 on B(p,2R),
[V¢| < % on B(p,2R). For any ¢ > 0, we denife

|dul(x)
Ye = { max {|dul(z), e}
0 on M\ M.
As 1n ﬂZ{ﬂ P € Ly*(My), where M is the completion of C§°(M, ). Moreover, 1. — 1, Vi), — 0

in LyZ(M,). Multlplylng both sides of (G.2) by |dv|?> P¢.¢?e~f then integrate the obtained result
over M., we have

N I R
My
g/ |dv|>Papo® A g (|dv|>P~D)e f+/ (5¢d(|dvP—2dv), - p*dv) e
My M

+

:_/M <V(|dv|2—pwa<p2) V(|dv|?P—) >e / (d(|dv]P~2dv), d(tep?dv)) ¢!
+ (5.3)

It is proved in [25] that |dA A dA| < |dA||dB| for any 1-forms dA,dB. Hence, we can estimate the
second term of the right hand side of (B.3) as follows.

/ (d(|dv[P~2dv), d(Yep?dv)) e = / {(d(|dv[P=2) A dv, d(1p*) A dv) e !
M, M,y
< [ 1l ndoljd(weg?) ndofe!
My
< [ ldlidol ) o9 (e e
My
=2l [ (ol 9]V (e
My
The first term of the right hand side of (3] can be estimated by
~ [ (Ve ), V(oo ) !
My
== [ (TP, V(PO ) bt — [ au (V). V(o)) e
M, M,
< 2p-1)p-2) [Tl Pt 20~ 1) [ el VIV e~
My

My

Combining the above two inequalities and (B.3]), we conclude that there is a constant C' = C(p)
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depending only on p, such that
2p-1) [ ol Tldel Py
My
<C [ ol e
My

<C [ ol Vidol|[Vul?e ! +2C [ jdulVidol[Vilbe .

Let ¢ — 0 we have that
2(p-1) [ Pldul 2 VidolPe <26 [ o1 |Vlae][Tle
My My
for some positive constant C. Using the following fundamental inequality
p—1 p—1 p—2 2 C p 2
2dv[P0 |V dv][[Vp] < =F=Ildv[P7|Vidv]]” + ﬁldM Vel

we infer )

C
R e [
My p—

[ 1airviope.
Hence

. C? . C? .

2 -2 2 —f po—f po—f

O3 |dolP~2|V|dv| P! < 7/ |dv[Pe=7 < 7/ |dv[Pe.
/M+ (p—1)2R? (M4 )NB(p,2P) (p—1)2R? [y

Let R — oo, we conclude that |dv| is constant on M. Since v € C1(M), it implies that dv = 0 on
M. Hence v is constant. This gives a contradiction. The proof is complete. O

Now, we have the following rigidity result.

Theorem 5.6. Let (M, g,e fdv) be a smooth metric measure space with Ricy > 0. Suppose that
Ap = g—i, where a is the linear growth rate of f. Then, either M is connected at infinity or
M =R x N where N is a compact manifold.

Proof. Since A; ), > 0, we know that M is weighted p-nonparabolic. Assume that M has at leat
two ends. By Lemma [5.5] we infer that M has only one weighted p-nonparabolic end, all other are
weighted p-parabolic. Let E be the weighted p-nonparabolic end and F' = M \ E.

Let 8 be the Busemann function associated with a geodesic ray v contained in F', namely,

Bx) = lim (t — dist(x, (1))

In [2I], Munteanu and Wang proved that

A > —a.
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Hence,

B

Therefore, let w := er , we obtain

A, r(w) > —Al,pw”_l.

Suppose that ¢ is a nonnegative compactly supported smooth function on M. Then by the variational

principle,
o [ (re < [ vpet
M M
Noting that, integration by parts implies

/ Pl pwe! = _/ ¢ |VwlPe™! —p/ " w (Vo, Vw) |[Vw|P~2e 7
M M o
and )
V(gw)|? = (IVo2w? + 26w (V, Vw) + 62| Vw|P~2) 2
< | Vwl? + pow (V, Vw) ¢7 2| Vw[P 2 + | Vo[ w?

for some constant ¢ depending only on p, we infer

[ @)+ A e

M
= )\1,1,/ (pw)Pe / P |IVw|Pe™ _p/ &P -1, (V, Vw) |Vw|p_2e_f
< / [V (gw)Pe=! —/ | Vw[Pe! —p/ "W (Vo, Vw) |[Vw|P~2e~f
M M M

< c/ |Vo|2wPe. (5.4)
M
Now, we choose

. {1 in B(R)

0, on M \ B(2R)
such that [V¢| < . Then we conclude

[ 1vepure s - / VoPere !
M

eWBeo—f
B(2R)\B(R

/ Bt L el (5.5)
F

N(B(2R)\B(R)) B2 Joun\ryn(ser)\B(w)

:U|4> :u|
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P
Since Ay, = (%) , by the proof of Theorem 4.1 in [21] (or by theorem 0.1 in [4]), it turns out that

Vi(F\ B(R)) < Ce .

Hence, the first term of (&.0]) tends to 0 as R goes to co. Moreover, by the proof of Theorem 4.1 in
[21], we also know that
Vi(B(R)NE) < ce™.

Therefore, the second term of (5.3) also goes to 0 as R — oo. Consequently, the inequality (5.4)
implies

A, p(w) + A pwP ™t = 0.
This implies

A¢f =—aand V3| =1.
holds every where on M. Using the argument in [2I], we conclude that M = R x N"~! for some
compact manifold N of dimension n. The proof is complete. O

Theorem 5.7. Let (M, g,e~7dv) be a complete smooth metric measure space with Ricy > —(n—1).
Suppose that the linear growth rate of a is a. Then we have

n—l—i—a)p

waon) < (U5

In particular, if f is of sublinear growth, then the bottom spectrum of the weighted p-Laplacian has
the following sharp upper bound:
n—1\"
HplM) = < P ) '

The sharpness of the A ,, is desmontrated by the following example.

Example 5.8. Let M = R x Nwith a warped product metric
ds* = dt* + e*'ds?,

where N is a complete manifold with non-negative Ricci curvature. Then it can be directly checked
that Ricyr > —(n — 1). Choose wighted function [ = —at, then the Bakry-Emery curvature is
bounded by Ricy > —(n —1). Let v(t,x) = e~*, where b= "_T}"'“ then

el div(e T |Vo[P72Vv) = [VolP 2 Av + (V|Vu[P~2, Vo) — |Vu[P =2 (Vo, V f)
=1 —=n+bpP Pt 4 (p—2)bPoP ™t — b toP !
=(bp—1) = (n—1+a)b’~ v

B (n—l—l—a)pvp_l
p

p
Hence, by Lemma[53, we conclude A1, > (—"—11)4“1) )

Now, we will a proof of the theorem (.7
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Proof. We follow the proof of Lemma [5.J] Without loss of generality, we may assume that \; , is
positive. By the variational characterization of A; ,, we know that M has infinite f-volume. The
theorem 0.1 in [4] implies M is p-nonparabolic, moreover

Vi(By(R)) > CePMs R,

for all sufficiently large R and C' is a constant dependent on 7. On the other hand, by the volume
estimate in [22], we have known that

Vi(By(R)) < C'elntHal,
for some constant C’ > 0. Therefore, we have for some constant C' > 0

A/PR n—1+a)R
ePMp o< Ol ) ,

A <<n—1+a)p
1pS | —— .
! 2

The proof is complete. |

for all R. This implies

Theorem 5.9. Let (M™,g,e~/dv) be a smooth metric measure space with Ricy > 0 and n > 3.

P
Assume that |Vf| < a on M for some constant a > 0. If \ (M) = (”%}Jra) then either M has
no weighted p-parabolic end; or M is a warped product M =R x N, where N is compact.

Proof. We follow the proof of Theorem 1.1l Suppose that M has a weighted p-parabolic end E. Let
£ be the Busemann function associated with a geodesic ray v contained in F, namely,

Bx) = tlggo(t — dist(x,v(t))).
By the proof of Theorem 4.1 in [22], we have
A >—(n—14a)

in the sense of distributions. Hence,

- p_2 n-— a n-— a
A, (e—"*ﬁaﬁ) — ol div (ef <”71+“) o (=) By, Bt ﬂ)
p

p—1 p—1
— (w) 6"7;+a(:0*1)ﬁAlfﬁ + (LM) (L -1+ a) (p— 1)6"7;+G(P*1)5|vﬁ|2
p

p

p—1
(n—1+a) (Lm> R R (O <p;1 _ 1>
p p

(2l
p

p

Y

71+a6

n
Hence, let w:=¢ » 7, we obtain

A, plw) > —)\prpfl.

27



Suppose that ¢ is a nonnegative compactly supported smooth function on M. Then by the proof of
Theorem [£.1], we have

/ PPw(Ap,p(w) + A1 pw? e/

M

=Aip /M(d)w)peff _ /M ¢P|Vw|;veff _ p/M gbp*lw (V, Vo) |VCU|p72€7f

< /M |V(pw)[PeT — /M P |VwPe™! _p/M 1w (Vé, V) [Vew|P~2e

= Vofure!. 5.6
< C/Ml P|"wPe (5.6)

Now, we choose

o {1 in B(R)

0, on M \ B(2R)

such that [V¢| < . Then we conclude

[ 1vepure s = [ [wopetnvse s
M M

< i/ em=1B,—f

~ B Jper\B(R)

_4 (m-1)8,—f | 4 (m—1)8 —f

= e e +R2 e e . (5.7)
EN(BER)\B(R)) (M\E)N(B(ZR)\B(R))

p
Since Ay, = (”*T}Jra) , by the proof of Theorem 4.1 in [22], it turns out that

Hence, the first term of (&) tends to 0 as R goes to co. On the other hand, by [I7] we have
Bz) < —r(z) +¢

on M\ E. The Laplacian comparison theorem in [22] implies V;(E N B(R)) < /e~ 1+ Tt turns
out that the second term of (57) also goes to 0 as R — oco. Therefore, (5.0 infers

App(W) + A pwP ™t =0.

This implies
Aif=—(n—14a)and |VG] = 1.

By the argument in [22], we conclude that M = Rx N"~! for some compact manifold N of dimension
n. The proof is complete. O
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