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Abstract

We give estimates for positive solutions for the Schrédinger equation (A, +W)u =0
on a wide class of parabolic weighted manifolds (M, du) when W decays to zero at
infinity faster than quadratically. These can be combined with results of Grigor’yan [11]
to give matching upper and lower bounds for the heat kernel of the corresponding
Schrédinger operator A, +W. In particular, this appears to complement known results
for Schrédinger operators on R2.

1 Introduction

We are interested in estimating the heat kernel for operators of the form A, + W, where
A, is the Laplacian of a weighted manifold (M, dp) and W is a function that decays faster
than quadratically at infinity. We state our results on parabolic manifolds satisfying the
parabolic Harnack inequality, a connectivity of annuli condition and a mild condition on
volume growth. Notably our main result Theorem appears to give an addition to known
results on R?; see Corollary [T.2

1.1 Notation

1/2
For x = (x1,...,2,) € R" we let |z| = <Z?:1 xf) denote the norm of x. For a Rieman-
nian manifold M we let d(z,y) denote the geodesic distance between z,y € M. When M

has a distinguished point 0 € M, we let |z| = d(x,0) and (z) = 2 + |z|.

We let a < b denote the existence of a constant C > 0 such that a < C'-b. Welet a < b
denote that both a < b and a > b hold. Exact constants may sometimes change line to line.
Given a number a € R we let a; = max(a,0) and a_ = max(—a,0). Given a real valued
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function f we let f, = max(f,0) and f_ = max(—f,0) so that f,,f- >0and f = f, — f_.
Given a smooth manifold M we let

C*(M)={f: M — R smooth}

CX(M) ={f € C>®(M): f has compact support}
CP(M) ={f € C>®(M): f vanishes at infinity} .

Given a Borel measure dy on a Riemannian manifold M, we let B(z,r) and B(z,r) denote
the open and closed geodesic balls of center x € M and radius r > 0 respectively. We let
Vi(z,r) = p(B(x,r)). If M has a distinguished point o € M, then we let V,(r) denote
Viu(o, 7).

1.2 Background and Overview

The problem of estimating the heat kernel of A + W for various functions W has attracted
considerable research interest. Aizenman and Simon in [I] studied Harnack inequalities for
Schrodinger operators and proved some heat kernel estimates in well-behaved bounded sets
with Dirichlet boundary conditions. Due to the useful concept of Green-boundedness, which
we will discuss below in Definition L.l many heat kernel estimates for Schrédinger oper-
ators have been obtained on manifolds that are non-parabolic, see Definition [I.4l See for
example the papers by Takeda [27], Devyver [7], and Chen and Wang [2] for results on
heat kernels of Schrédinger operators on non-parabolic manifolds. See Davies and Simon [6]
and Zhang [28], [29] for results on Schrédinger operators with potentials that decay exactly
kernels for both subcritical and critical Schrodinger operators. Grigor’yan in [I1] obtained
results for the heat kernel of a Schrodinger operator whose potential is positive and com-
pactly supported on a parabolic manifold. Shen in [25] studied the Green’s functions of
Schrodinger operators in R"”, n > 3. Murata in [I4] and [16] obtained large-time asymp-
totics for heat kernels of subcritical Schrodinger operators on Euclidean spaces including R2.

Of particular relevance is the following result of Murata. See [[.7] for the definition of the
profile and 5.1] for the definition of subcritical and critical. Here we let (z) = 2 + |x|.

Theorem 1.1. (Murata [15]) Let W be such that (x>a_% |W(x)| € LP(R?,dx) for p > 1,
a > 2. Then if A+ W is subcritical, the profile h > 0 for A + W satisfies

h(z) < log (z) .
If A + W is critical, the profile h > 0 for A + W satisfies
h(z) =< 1.

See also Murata [17]. The result below is a product of combining Murata’s theorem above
with Theorem 10.10 in Grigor’yan [11].



Theorem 1.2. Let W € C*(R?) be such that <x)o‘_% |W(x)| € LP(R?, dz) forp > 1, a > 2.
Let pVV(t,z,y) denote the heat kernel of A + W . There exist constants cy, ¢y, c3,cq > 0 such
that:
(i) If A + W is subcritical, then for all t >0, z,y € R?,

aloaln)loaly) et o wip gy < OLBWIBW) ol

tlog((z) + v log({y) + VE) = tlog(() + VD) log({y) + V&)
(ii) If A + W is critical, then for allt > 0, x,y € R?,

€1 _oylz=yl? C3 |z —y 2

ce e <pt(tay) < e

In this paper we study Schrodinger operators whose potentials are smooth and vanish at
infinity, and in that context give a result analogous to Murata’s for a wide class of parabolic
weighted manifolds. This can be then combined with Grigor’yan’s theorem to give heat
kernel estimates, although provide our own proof of this in Theorem [6.4. Looking back to
R?, our main result offers an addition to Theorem by including those W € C5°(R?) for
which log (z) |W (z)| € L'(R?, dx).

1.3 Setting: Weighted Manifolds

Definition 1.3. A weighted manifold (also called a manifold with density) is a pair
(M, dp) where M is a Riemannian manifold without boundary and dy is a Borel measure on

M that has a smooth positive density with respect to canonical Riemannian volume measure
on M.

Given a smooth function f on M, let Vf denote the gradient of f on M. Note that
V f is defined using only f and the Riemannian metric, and is therefore independent of any
choice of weighted measure on M. We define F, to be the completion of C'2°(A) under the

norm
1ller = / P+ / VP
M M

There exists a (minimal) operator A, called the Laplacian of (M, du) such that whenever
frg € Cx(M),

| wsvgdn= [ raugn

Here (-, -) is the Riemannian inner product.

Remark: We take the convention that A, > 0, so that e.g. on R" with the Euclidean

. . - n 82
metric and du = Lebesgue measure, we have A, = — 377, 97"

Continuing, the quadratic form

E.(f.f) = /M VAP dp (L1)



is a strictly local Dirichlet form on L?(M,dyu) with domain F,,. This Dirichlet form has
infinitesimal generator A,. We have the associated heat semigroup e **1 and ensuing heat
kernel p,(t, x,y), which is a fundamental solution of the heat equation (9; + A,)u = 0.

Definition 1.4. Let (M, dyu) be a complete, non-compact weighted manifold and let p,(t, z,y)
be its heat kernel. If there exist x,y € M distinct such that

/ pﬂ(t,x,y)dt = +09,
0

we say (M, du) is parabolic. Otherwise we say (M,du) is non-parabolic.
For example, (R",dz) is parabolic for n = 1,2 and non-parabolic for n > 3.

Definition 1.5. Let (M, du) be a complete, non-compact, non-parabolic weighted manifold.
The Green’s function G, of (M,dpu) is defined as follows: for x,y € M distinct,

Gu(x>y) = / pu(t,l’,y)dt
0
The Green’s function is the fundamental solution of A, and for each € M, the function
Gu(z,-) is A -harmonic on M \ {z}, which we define below.

Definition 1.6. Let 2 C M be open and let u be a smooth function on Q. We say that u is
A, -harmonic on Q) if
Ayu=0.

We say that u is A,-subharmonic (resp. A,-superharmonic) on Q) if
Ayu <0 (resp. Ayu>0).

Definition 1.7. Let (M,du) be a complete, non-compact weighted manifold and let W &€
C>®(M). A profile for A, + W is a positive smooth function h > 0 satisfying

(A, +W)h = 0.

Definition 1.8. Let (M,du) be a complete, non-compact weighted manifold and let W &€
C>®(M). We say that A, +W >0 if for all p € C°(M) we have

/ O(A, +W)pdp > 0.
M

We finish this section by citing two useful classical results.

Theorem 1.9. (Allegretto-Piepenbrink Theorem) Let (M, du) be a complete, non-compact
weighted manifold and let W € C*®(M) be bounded. Then A, +W >0 if and only if there

exists a profile for A, +W.

Proof: See e.g. the book by Pigola, Rigoli, and Setti [19], Lemma 3.10 for unweighted
manifolds. The proof for weighted manifolds is the same. O

Theorem 1.10. (Liouville’s Theorem) Let (M,du) be a complete, non-compact, parabolic
weighted manifold. Let w > 0 be a positive A, -superharmonic function on M. Then u is
constant.

Proof: See e.g. Grigor'yan [10] Theorem 5.1 for the case when M is unweighted, or Sturm
[26] Theorem 3 for a more general version in a strictly local recurrent Dirichlet space. O

4



2 Parabolic Manifolds and Harmonic Functions Out-
side a Ball

Let (M, du) be a complete, non-compact, parabolic weighted manifold. Let d denote geodesic
distance on M. We let B(x,r) denote the ball of radius » > 0 and center z € M, and
furthermore let V,,(z,r) = u(B(x,r)). When M has a distinguished point o, we let V,(r) =
Viu(o, 7).

Definition 2.1. We say that a Riemannian manifold M satisfies the relatively connected
annuli (RCA) property with respect to o € M if there exists A > 1 such that for all
x,y € M and all R > 0, if d(z,0) = d(y,0) = R, there exists a continuous path from x toy
in the annulus B(o, AR) \ B(o, A™'R).

For example, R? satisfies (RCA) with respect to the origin (or any point), and R fails to
satisfy (RCA). A connected sum of two Euclidean spaces fails to satisfy (RCA) with respect
to any point.

Definition 2.2. We say that a complete, non-compact weighted manifold (M, du) satisfies
Gaussian-type heat kernel estimates (HKE) if there exist constants ¢y, ca, 3,4 > 0
such that for allt > 0 and all x,y € M we have
d 2
Cl (x7y) ) . (21)

S pu(t7 LU, y) <
Here p,(t,x,y) is the heat kernel of (M,dp) and V,(z,r) = pu(B(z,r)).

The property (HKE) has wide-ranging implications, some of which we will discuss in 2.6
An application to Green’s functions that will be particularly useful to us is stated below.

Lemma 2.3. Let (M,du) be a complete, non-compact weighted manifold satisfying (HKE).
Then the Green’s function G, (x,y) of (M,du) satisfies

> dt
Gu(x,y) x/ —_. (2.2)
' Ay Vi@, V1)
Proof: See e.g. Saloff-Coste [24], Corollary 5.4.13. O

Now consider the following two properties.

Definition 2.4. A weighted manifold (M,du) satisfies volume doubling (VD) if there
exists a constant Cyp > 0 such that for all x € M and r > 0, p(B(x,2r)) < Cu(B(z,71)).

Definition 2.5. A weighted manifold (M,du) satisfies the Poincaré inequality (PI)
if there exist constants Cp, Ap > 0 such that for all x € M, r > 0, and for all f €
CY(B(x, Apr)), we have
2
| twenfdn< o [ (i (23)
B(z,r) B(=,Ar)

Here fp = ﬁfB fdpu.



We now state an important theorem connecting (HKE) to (VD) and (PI).

Theorem 2.6. (Grigor’yan [9], Saloff-Coste [23]) Let (M,du) be a complete, non-compact
weighted Riemannian manifold. Then (M, dp) satisfies (HKE) if and only if (M, dp) satisfies
(VD) and (PI).

In practice, (VD) and (PI) are often easier to check than (HKE). Gaussian-type heat
kernel estimates imply a wide array of properties, including the parabolic Harnack inequality.
The parabolic Harnack inequality, which is actually equivalent to (HKE), then implies the
(scale-invariant) elliptic Harnack inequality, which we state now.

Lemma 2.7. Let (M,du) be a complete, non-compact weighted manifold satisfying (HKE).
There exists a constant Cy > 0 such that for any open ball B = B(x,r) in M and any
positive A, -harmonic function u > 0 on 2B = B(z,2r), we have

supu < Cpy inf u.
B B

Proof: See e.g. Saloff-Coste [23] Theorem 3.1. O

The conclusion of the following classical lemma is known as the metric doubling property.

Lemma 2.8. Assume that (M,dp) is a complete, non-compact, weighted manifold satisfying
(VD). There exists N € N such that for all x € M and all R > 0, the ball B(z, R) of radius
R and center x can be covered by at most N balls of radius at most R/2.

Proof: See e.g. the book by Coifman and Weiss [5], pages 67-68. O

The above lemma can be combined with the scale-invariant elliptic Harnack inequality
to produce the following radial version of the Harnack inequality.

Lemma 2.9. Assume that (M,dp) is a complete, non-compact, weighted manifold satisfying
(HKE) and (RCA) with respect to o € M. Let A > 0 be the constant appearing the definition
of (RCA). Let R > 0 and let u > 0 be A,-harmonic on B(o,2AR) \ B(o, (2A)"*R). Then
there ezists C' > 0 independent of R such that if d(x,0) = d(y, o), then u(z) < Cu(y).

Proof: By iterating Lemma 2.8, we get N € N such that for any R > 0 and any © € M,
the ball B(x, R) can be covered in N balls of radius at most R/16A4% Now fix R > 0 and
cover the ball of radius B(o,2AR) with N balls of radius R/8A. Note that if B is such a
ball that meets B(o, AR) \ B(o, A~'R), then 2B lies in B(o,2AR) \ B(o, (24)7'R).

Let x and y be such that d(x,0) = d(y,0) = R. By (RCA), there exists a continuous
path from z to y in B(o, A) \ B(o, A"'R). By the previous, our path is covered by at most
N balls B such that 2B C B(o,2A)\ B(o, (2A)"*R). By Lemma 2.7 there exists a constant
Cy > 0 independent of R such that for each such ball B we have

supu < Cyinfu. (2.4)
B B



Therefore by applying the 2.4] to each of the balls covering the path without repetition, we
obtain the desired result, namely that u(z) < (Cx)Nu(y). O

Let (M,du) be a weighted manifold with distinguished point o € M. For r > 0 let
V(1) = V,(o,7) be the volume of the ball B(o,r). Given x € M we set |z| := d(z,0).

H(r) =1+ </1 vjja) . (2.5)

o= ([ i) = |

We wish to study positive functions that are harmonic outside a neighborhood of 0. We
have the following result due to Grigory’an and Saloff-Coste [12]:

Let us define

Note that

Proposition 2.10. Let (M,du) be a complete, non-compact, parabolic weighted manifold
satisfying (HKE) as well as (RCA) with respect to o € M. Let K be compact with nonempty
interior and o € K. There exists a positive smooth function w on M which is A, -harmonic
in M\ K and satisfies

u(z) < H(|z|) (2.6)

for allz € M.

Note that because M is parabolic, H(|z|) — +o00 as |z| — oc.

We now introduce a potential ¢, which we will require to be well-behaved: namely smooth,
nonnegative, and compactly supported. Profiles, defined in [[.7] as positive solutions h > 0
to (A, + ¢)h = 0 will be highly important to our main results.

Lemma 2.11. Let (M,dp) be a complete, non-compact, parabolic weighted manifold satis-
fying (HKE) as well as (RCA) with respect to o € M. Let g € C°(M) be non-negative and
not identically zero. Let h > 0 satisfy (A, + q)h =0. Then

h(x) = H(|z]).

Proof: Let A > 0 be as in the definition of (RCA) and let h > 0 be a profile for A, + ¢
as in the hypothesis. For z € M let |z = d(z,0). Let Ry > 0 be such that B(o, (24)™" Ry)
contains the support of ¢. Let K = B(o, (24)"'Ry). Note that h is A,-harmonic in M \ K.

As in Proposition 2,10, let w > 0 be smooth on M that is A ,-harmonic in A\ K such that
u(z) < H(|z|) for all z € M. By Lemma 2.9] there exists C' > 0 such that if |z| = |y| > Ry,
then u(x) < Cu(y), and similarly for h. With this in mind for » > 0 and a function f on M
we define f(r) = supy,_, f(z).



It suffices to show that h(z) =< u(z). Since (A,+¢)h =0, h is non-constant. Moreover we
have A,h = —gh <0 and so h is A -subharmonic. If h were bounded, then for some D > 0,
D — h would be a positive A,-superharmonic function in M which contradicts Liouville’s
Theorem [LI0 So A is unbounded and in particular lim sup,_, . h(r) = +o0.

We can thus choose € > 0 sufficiently small so that for some R > Ry, (h — eu)(R) >
(h — eu)(Ry) > 0. By the maximum principle, we get that (h — eu)(r) > (h — eu)(R) for all
r > R. Thus if |z| > R, then let y be such that |y| = |z| and (h — eu)(y) = (h — eu)(r).
By Harnack’s inequality 229 we have that u(z) < Cu(y) < $h(y) < C—Qh( ). Thus we have
u =< h outside a compact set. This implies u < h on all of M.

Since all we needed for this argument was h and u to be positive, unbounded, and A,-
harmonic in M \ K, we can repeat this argument with A and u switched, yielding h < u. O

3 Doob’s h-transform

Let (M,du) be a weighted manifold with Laplacian A,. Let W € C*(M) be bounded.
Consider the Schrodinger form on M given by

& h = [ Vit [ WisPdn (3.)

with domain F,,, the same as that of £, from [LIl Assume there exists a profile A > 0 for
A, + W and let dv = h*du. Consider the weighted manifold (M, dv) with strictly local
Dirichlet form

E,(f.f) = /M V2 (3.2)

We can contexualize this in terms of the unitary operator wy,: L?(M, h2du) — L*(M, du)
given by u(f) = hf. Integration by parts and the fact that h is a profile for A, + W imply
that

E 1) = & wnl(f) () (33)
for f € C°(M). This suggests defining the domain of £, as F, = u; ' F,,.

Let dv = h%du. By Equation B.3 the Laplacian of the weighted manifold (M,dv) is
related to that of (M, du) by A, (f) = (A, + W)(hf), ie. A, =u;" o (A, +W)ouy,. Let
pu(t,z,y) denote the heat kernel of A,. One can verify that p, (¢, x,y) is related to the heat
kernel p) (t,z,y) of A, + W via

py (t2,y) = h(z)h(y)p.(t, ,y). (3.4)

Thus, an estimate of p, (¢, z, y) together with an estimate of h yield an estimate of pZV(t, z,y).

3.1 Iterated h-Transform

In this section we discuss the iterated h-transform.



Lemma 3.1. Let (M, du) be a weighted manifold and let Wy, Wy € C°(M). Let g,h > 0 be
positive functions on M satisfying (A, + Wi)h =0 and (A, + Wy)g = 0, where dv = h*dpu.
Then letting d§ = g*h*dp, if p"™"2(t,xz,y) denotes the heat kernel of A, + Wy + Wy on
(M, dp) and py(t,z,y) denotes the heat kernel of Ay on (M,df), we have that

P (L 2, ) = g(@)h(@)g(y) R(y)po(t, 2, y) (8:5)
for allt >0 and z,y € M.

Proof: Note that

Thus gh is a profile for A, + W, + W,. The conclusion then follows from Equation 3.4 O
Thus an estimate on py(t, z,y) yields an estimate on pEV“rWQ (t,z,y). In practice, we will

choose W so that the profile h has tractible form and such that (M, h?du) satisfies (HKE).

We will then choose W5 so that g < 1 and such that W + W5 is of the desired form, leading
to a heat kernel estimate for A, + W; + W.

Lemma 3.2. Let (M,du) be a weighted manifold and let Wi, Wy € C®(M). Let h > 0
be smooth satsifying (A, + Wi)h = 0 and let dv = h*du. Let g > 0 be smooth satisfying
(A, +Ws)g =0 and let df = g*dv. Then the following are equivalent:

(a) A, + Wi+ Wy has a Green’s function.

(b) A, + Wy has a Green’s function.

(c) (M,df) is non-parabolic.

Proof: Follows directly from integrating Lemma B.1l over ¢ > 0. O

Remark: In Lemma B2 (a) <= (b) holds even without assuming a profile ¢ > 0 for
A, + W; exists. In fact, the existence of a Green’s function implies the existence of a profile.

3.2 Compactly Supported Potentials

Let (M, du) be a complete, non-compact, parabolic weighted manifold satisfying (HKE) as
well as (RCA) for a distinguished point o € M. Let ¢ > 0 be a smooth and compactly
supported function on M that is not identically zero. In this section we develop heat ker-
nel estimates for A, + ¢. These are already known; see Grigor’'yan [I1] in particular. They
will, however, be very useful for proving our main result on quadratically decaying potentials.

Let h > 0 be a profile for A, + ¢q. Let dv = h*dp and consider the weighted manifold
(M,dv). To show that (M,dv) satisfies (HKE), it suffices to prove that (M, dv) satisfies
volume doubling and the Poincaré inequality. Showing these will involve the notion of remote
and anchored balls. We only need a specific version of these concepts which we define below.

Definition 3.3. Given a distinguished point o € M, a ball B(z,r) is remote if r < 1d(o, z).
A ball B(z,r) is anchored if x = o.



We also introduce the volume comparison property, abbreviated (VC).

Definition 3.4. A weighted manifold (M, du) satisfies the volume comparison condition
(VC) with respect to o € M if there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for all x € M with
d(o,x) = p, we have

V.(0,p) < CV, (x 6—14p) . (3.7)

Here we cite the main theorem from Grigor’yan and Saloff-Coste [13].

Theorem 3.5. (Grigor’yan, Saloff-Coste 2005) Let (M,du) be a complete non-compact
weighted manifold satisfying (RCA) with respect to o € M. Assume that (M,du) satisfies
(VD) and (PI) for remote balls with respect to o. Then (M, du) satisfies (VD) and (PI) for
all balls if and only if it satisfies (VC) with respect to o.

Thus to prove that (M, dv) satisfies (VD) and (PI), it suffices to check these properties
for remote balls as well as verify (VC) with respect to o.

Lemma 3.6. Let (M, du) be a complete, non-compact, parabolic weighted manifold satisfying
(HKE) as well as (RCA) with respect to o € M. Let ¢ € C°(M) be nonnegative and not
identically zero, let h > 0 be a profile for A,+q, and let dv = h*du. Let V,(z,r) = v(B(z,7)).
We have that

Vi(w,r) = Vi(w,r)(H(|z|) + H(r))* (3-8)

for all x € M and all r > 0.
Proof: the same proof as Lemma 4.8 in Grigor’yan and Saloff-Coste [12]. O

Theorem 3.7. Let (M,du) be a complete, non-compact, parabolic weighted manifold satis-
fying (HKE) as well as (RCA) with respect to o € M. Let ¢ € C°(M) be nonnegative and
not identically zero, let h > 0 be a profile for A, + q, and let dv = h*du. The weighted
manifold (M, dv) satisfies (VD) and (PI), and hence also (HKE).

Proof: (M, h*dp) satisfies (VD) and (PI) for all remote balls by Lemma 4.7 in Grigor’yan
and Saloff-Coste [12]. Thus we must check that it satisfies (VC). Let z € M and let p =
d(x,0). We have that V,(o,p) = fB(M) h2dp < h(r)?V(o,r) = h(r)*V(z,r) <V, (z, 5p).

U

From here we could then write down a precise estimate for the heat kernel of A, + ¢, but
we do not need it right now.

Note that in the theorem above, (M, h%du) is non-parabolic. One way to see this is that,
letting dv = h®du, (M, dv) has a non-constant bounded A, -superharmonic function, namely
1/h. Therefore it has a Green’s function, which we will denote G, (z,y). We now turn to
estimating G, (z,y).

Lemma 3.8. There exists a constant C' > 0 such that for all x,y € M distinct, we have

C max(Llyl®) g C
Geloy) < h(y)? (fd(m,wz Viuly, \/E))+ 0 &9
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Proof: Lemma 2.3 tells us that (HKE) implies the following estimate on the Green’s func-

tion:
> dt > dt
Gele ) = /d@,wz RN /c«x,y)z G = HV, v O

Note that H'(r) = "5" and by the chain rule, if f(t) = H(|y|) + H(v/%) then f'(t) = &7,
In particular, for t > 1 we have f'(t) < V,(v#)~!. Also, if t > |y|*, then V,,(y, V1) < V,. (V1)

by volume doubling. Thus if d(z,y) > max(1,|y|), we have that

[ N o (PO S—
awy? (H(y) + HWVO)Vily, V1) - Ja@ye FOF H(lyl) + H(d(z,y))

By the same token,

>0 dt 1 1
/max<17|y2> (H(ly)) + H(VE)*Vuly, V1)~ H(y|) + H(max(L, |y])) — H(lyl)’

Thus we have

1 max(1,y|*) dt 1
Gl 0) = Gy + H (e, )P </(> Vo, ﬂ)) THD Ay O

so in particular

Go(r,y) < / E I R
v\, Y) D X, I 77N
h’(y)2 d(z,y)? Vu(yy \/E) i h(y)
O

Remark: Under the same hypotheses as Lemma [B.8 one has the following two-sided on

G, (x,y):

] max(LlyJe®) g 1
9= () + H ) (/<> W) TH) (A

This is symmetric in x and y due to volume doubling.

4 Gaugeability in Non-Parabolic Manifolds

In this section we move from considering compactly supported potentials to more general
ones. In the course of applying the h-transform in the previous section, we turned a parabolic
weighted manifold into a non-parabolic one. Working on a non-parabolic manifold will afford
us various useful notions of boundedness with respect to the Green’s function. Let (M, du)
be a complete, non-compact, non-parabolic weighted manifold. Let A, be the Laplacian of
(M, dp) and assume A, > 0. Let G, (x,y) be the Green’s function of (M, dyu) and let (X;)i~o
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denote Brownian motion on (M, du).

Remark: (M, du) being non-parabolic is equivalent to Brownian motion (X;);~o being tran-
sient on M.

The Markov transition kernel of Brownian motion on (M, dpu) is the heat kernel p, (¢, z, y)
of A,. We let E* denote expectation with respect to Brownian motion started at « € M.
Let W: M — R be smooth.

Definition 4.1. Let (M,du) be a complete, non-compact, non-parabolic weighted manifold
with Green’s function G, (z,y). W € C*(M) is Green-bounded on (M, dpu) if

sup [ Gya) W)l dity) <+

zeM

When W is Green-bounded we let |[W|| oo = sup,ens [y, Gul@,y) [W ()| du(y). We now
define the Kato class at infinity.

Definition 4.2. Let (M, du) be a complete, non-compact, non-parabolic weighted manifold.
We say that W € C*(M) is in the Kato infinity class of (M,du), W € K>®(M,du), if
for some (any) exhaustion {Q},, of smooth, relatively compact domains such that Qo # 0,
U C Q1 and M =32, O, letting Qf = M\ Q we have

lim sup [ Gu(z,y) |W(y)|du(y) = 0.

It is routine to check that this definition is independent of the choice of the exhaustion
{4}, and that W € K*(M, dp) implies W is Green-bounded on (M, dp). We have the
following lemma, which is easy to check.

Lemma 4.3. Let W € K>®(M,du). Then the family
{IW ()| Gu(z,y): v € M}
is uniformly integrable on (M, dpu).

The following lemma is a setup for results in Section 5. A similar result in Euclidean
space appears in Section 8 in Pinchover [22].

Lemma 4.4. Let (M,du) be a complete, non-compact, non-parabolic weighted manifold sat-
isfying (HKE). Let W € K°(M,du) be smooth and let {4}, be an exhaustion of M as
in Definition[{.3 For each k let Q, = M \ Q. Then

/ Gu(x, 2)Gpu(zy) [W(2)|
Qx

lim sup G (o.y)
p\Ls

k—
S RIS O

du(z) = 0.

Proof: Let us start with a claim known as the 3G Principle.
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Claim: Under the hypotheses of Lemma [£.4] there exists C' > 0 such that for all z,y, 2z € M
distinct,
Gu(% Z)GM(Z, y)
Gu (Ia y)
Proof of Claim: Let z,y,z € M be distinct. Let d(-,-) be the geodesic distance function.
By the triangle inequality, d(z,y) < d(x, z) + d(z,y) and therefore either d(z,y) < 2d(z, 2)
or d(z,y) < 2d(z,y). Assume that d(z,y) < 2d(zx, z). Using Lemma [2Z3], we have that

> dt o dt
G(gf’y)x/ 72/ O S Gl 2),
' d(z,y)? VM(ZE, \/1_(:) 4d(z,z)? VM(I', \/Z) a

S C(GM(ZL', Z) + Gu(z> y))

the last relation obtained by the using change of variables s = v/2t and applying volume
doubling. Therefore in this case we have G, (z,2) = G,(z,y) and so

Gu(xa Z)GM(Z, Y)
Gu(xay)

If instead d(x,y) < 2d(z,y), the proof is the same except to first use that G, (x,y) = G, (y, z).
This proves the claim. O

= Gu(z,y).

Now assume that W € K> (M, du) and let {Q4},-, be an exhaustion of M as in Definition
4.2l Let € > 0. By definition, there exists kg € N such that for k > ko,

o [ Gule) W)l dn() < 55

T€Q

Here C' > 0 is as in the claim. Let k > kq and let z,y € €. We have

Gu(SCvZ)Gu(Z,y) ‘W(Z)‘
/Q G () du(z) < C/Q* (Gu(z,2) + Gulz,y) [W(2)] du(z) < e.

72 k
This proves the lemma. O
Remark: Potentials W satisfying the conclusion of Lemma [.4] are known in the literature
as small perturbations. The ratio of three Green’s functions that appears in Lemma [4.4]
will be used later in Lemma It is also related to conditional Brownian motion; see for
example Zhao [30] for more details.

Lemma 4.5. Let (M, du) be a complete, non-compact, non-parabolic weighted manifold. Let
W: M — R be smooth. Then W is Green-bounded on (M, du) if and only if

sup B [/ |[W(X,)|ds| < 4o0.
0

zxeM

Proof: Note that by the Fubini-Tonelli theorem and the fact that p,(t, z, y) is the transition
kernel for (X;);>o,

[ Gueniwiant = [ ([ ptagpan) iwlant
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= [ [ ntta) Weldutoyie= [ B W= g { | |W<Xs>|ds] .
The result follows. O

Definition 4.6. The Feynman-Kac gauge of W 1is the function

ewle) = £ [exp (- [T wias) |

We say that W is gaugeable on (M,du) if eyy < +00.

Note that ey may not be finite, and may also be zero. For more on the gauge, see the
book by Chung and Zhao [4] as well as the articles by Chen [3] and Zhao [30]. We have the
following well-known result, known as Khasmin’skii’s Lemma.

Lemma 4.7. (Khasmin’skii’s Lemma) Let W be such that |W||xe = a < 1. Then
sup, ey ew () < (1 —a)™'.

The following is a essentially a consequence of Theorem 2 in Zhao [30] in Euclidean space;
we reproduce the proof on a weighted manifold.

Theorem 4.8. Let (M,du) be a complete, non-compact, non-parabolic weighted manifold.
Let W € K*°(M,du). Then W is gaugeable on (M, dp) if and only if there exists a smooth
function h > 0 satisfying (A, +W)h =0 and h < 1.

Proof: (=) Set h(z) = ew(x). By hypothesis, h is bounded above. Let C' > 0 such that
suP,ens [y Gu(@, y) |W (y)| du(y) < C. To see that h is bounded below, note that by Jensen’s
inequality,

h(z) = EF [exp (— /O ) W(Xs)ds)} > exp (—Em [ /0 ) W(Xs)dsD > e C,

the last by Lemma 4.5 Thus h =< 1.

Now we show that (A, +W)h = 0. By the Fubini-Tonelli theorem as well as the Markov
property and integrating by parts, we have

[ somomin=5[[“wixoe oo [“wn)]
[/ W(X) exp( / WX )]:Ex{l_exp(_/omwms)dsﬂ

=1—h(z).
Applying the distributional version of A, to both sides of

| Gule W hwduts) =1 - o) (4.1)
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yields that (A, + W)h = 0 as a distribution. h is continuous using the result of Lemma .3
that {G,(z,y)W (y)h(y): x € M} is uniformly integrable. By elliptic regularity, h is smooth.

(<) Let h > 0 be smooth such that (A, + W)h = 0 and h =< 1. Let {Q},—, be an
exhaustion as in Definition 4.2l Fix z € M and let ky € N be such that € €. By the
Feynman-Kac formula, for all £ > kg we have

h(z) = E” [exp (- /0 K W(Xs)ds) h(XTk)] o [exp (- /0 " W(Xs)ds)} |

Here 7, = inf {t: X; ¢ Q} is the first exit time of Brownian motion from Q4. By Fatou’s
Lemma, we have

B {exp (— /0 h W(Xs)ds)] < lim inf £* {exp (- /0 K W(Xs)ds)} < h(z) < 1.

Thus W is gaugeable. O
Remark: See Murata [I8] for a version of Equation 4] for more general elliptic operators.

We finish this section with the following lemma.

Lemma 4.9. Let W € K*°(M,du) such that

suwp [ Gylep)W-(y)d(y) < 1.

Then A, + W is gaugeable on (M, dpu).

Proof: By the hypothesis and Khasmin’skii’s Lemma, A, — W_ is gaugeable on (M, dpu).
By monotonicity of the Feynman-Kac gauge, A, + W is gaugeable on (M, dpu). O

5 Subcriticality and Criticality Theory

Definition 5.1. Let (M, du) be a complete, non-compact weighted manifold and let W €
C>*(M). We say that:

(1) A, +W is subcritical on (M, dp) if A, +W >0 and A, +W admits a positive Green’s
function.

(11) A, + W is eritical on (M, dp) if A, +W >0 and A, + W is not subcritical.

(111) A, + W is supercritical on (M, dp) if A, +W 2 0.

By the Allegretto-Piepenbrink Theorem, A, +W > 0 if and only if A, +W has a profile
h > 0 on M satisfying (A, + W)h = 0. Letting dv = h*du, we see that the Green’s function
G (z,y) of A, + W, if it exists, satisfies G} (x,y) = h(z)h(y)G,(z,y), where G, (z,y) is
the Green’s function of A, on (M, dv).
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Lemma 5.2. Let (M,du) be a complete, non-compact weighted manifold. Let ¢ € C*(M)
be such that there exists a profile h > 0 satisfying (A, + ¢)h = 0 and let dv = h*dp. Let
W e C®(M). Then A, +W is subcritical on (M, dp) if and only if A, +W —q is subcritical
on (M,dv). The previous sentence also holds with “critical” or “supercritical” replacing
“subcritical.”

Proof: By Lemma and the subsequent remark, it suffices to prove that A, + W > 0 if
and only if A, + W — ¢ > 0. This is a routine exercise. O

Lemma 5.3. Let (M, du) be a complete, non-compact, non-parabolic weighted manifold. Let
q € C*(M). Then q is Green-bounded on (M, du).

Proof: Follows from Lemma 10.3 (a) in Grigor’yan [11]. O

Lemma 5.4. Let (M, du) be a complete, non-compact, non-parabolic weighted manifold. Let
q € CX(M). Then there exists ¢ > 0 such that A, + cq > 0.

Proof: Since ¢ is Green-bounded on (M, du) by the previous lemma, there exists ¢ > 0 such

that

sup [ Glaw)lea(w)] dunty) < 1.

zeM J M
By Theorem 4.8, A, + cq has a profile h > 0 with (A, + cg)h = 0 and h < 1. By the
Allegretto-Piepenbrink Theorem, A, + cq > 0. O

The next lemma, which goes back to Murata and Pinchover, connects subcriticality to
compactly supported perturbations. See Devyver [7], Theorem 3.7 for a similar result with
different proof.

Lemma 5.5. Let (M, du) be a complete, non-compact weighted manifold. Let W € C*°(M)
be bounded. Then A, + W is subcritical if and only if there exists ¢ € C2°(M) non-negative
and not identically zero such that A, +W —q > 0.

Proof: (=) Assume A,+W is subcritical. Let h > 0 be a profile for A, +W. Let dv = h%dp
and consider the weighted manifold (M, dv). By Lemma B.2] A, is subcritical, i.e. (M, dv)
is non-parabolic. Let ¢ € C2°(M) be non-positive and not identically zero. By Lemma [5.4]
there exists ¢ > 0 such that A, + cp > 0. Set ¢ = —cp. Then since A, — ¢ > 0 we have
A, +W —q >0 as desired.

(<) Let ¢ € C2°(M) be non-negative and not identically zero such that A, +W —q > 0.
By the Allegretto-Piepenbrink Theorem, there exists a profile h > 0 for A, + W — ¢. Let
dv = h%du. Since A, > 0, we clearly have A, + ¢ > 0. Thus by the Allegretto-Piepenbrink
Theorem, there exists a profile g > 0 for A, + ¢. Let df = ¢*dv.

Now we have ) )
Ay (—) A+ 2=2>0,
9 g 9 g
Thus 1/g is Ag-superharmonic. Since 1/g is positive and non-constant, by Liouville’s The-

orem [[LI0, (M,d#) is non-parabolic. Therefore Ay is subcritical. Unraveling we find via
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Lemma that A, + ¢ is subcritical and sois A, + (W —q) +q¢=A,+ W. O

We now have the following result from Devyver [7].

Theorem 5.6. (Devyver [7], Theorem 3.2) Let (M,du) be a complete, non-compact, non-
parabolic weighted manifold. Let W € C*°(M) be Green-bounded such that W_ € K*(M,du)
and such that A, +W is subcritical. Then there exists a profile h > 0 satisfying (A,+W)h =
0 as well as h < 1.

So subcritical operators have profiles that are approximately constant. We have the
following result that ties together several concepts discussed so far. This is generally known;
see Devyver [7] Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 3.7 as well as Zhao [30] Theorem 2, but we find
it helpful to collect them in one place.

Theorem 5.7. Let (M,du) be a complete, non-compact, non-parabolic weighted manifold
satisfying (HKE). Let W € K*®(M,du). The following are equivalent:

(a) A, + W is subcritical.

(b) W is gaugeable on (M, dpu).

(c) There exists a profile h > 0 for A, + W satisfying h < 1.

(d) There exists g € CP (M) non-negative and not identically zero such that A, +W —q > 0.

Proof: (b) <= (c), (a) = (c), and (a) <= (d) were already shown in Theorem [4.§]
Theorem [5.6, and Lemma [5.5 respectively. Thus it suffices to show that (¢) = (a).

(c) = (a): Let h > 0 be a profile for A, + W satisfying h =< 1 and let dv = h2du. Notably,
since the property (HKE) is equivalent to the properties (VD) and (PI), it is routine to
check that (VD) and (PI) for (M, du) imply the same for (M, dv) and so (M, dv) satisfies
(HKE). Furthermore, (M, dv) is non-parabolic as well and so has a Green’s function G, (x, y).
We then see that a Green’s function for A, +W exists with G}V (z,y) = h(z)h(y)G,(z,y). O

The following well-known proposition produces many examples of subcritical Schrodinger
operators.

Proposition 5.8. Let (M,du) be a complete, non-compact, weighted manifold. Let W €
C>®(M) be bounded, nonnegative and not identically zero. Then A, + W is subcritical on
(M, dp).

Proof: By hypothesis there exists ¢ € C*(M) with 0 < ¢ < W. Thus W — ¢ > 0 and so
A, + W —¢q>0. By Lemma .5 A, + W is subcritical. O

All this is in contrast to the critical case, which we now cite from Pinchover [20].

Lemma 5.9. (Pinchover [20], Lemma 2.5) Let (M,du) be a complete, non-compact, non-
parabolic weighted manifold. Let {Q},-, be an ezhaustion of M as in Definition [{.3, and
let Qf = M\ Q. Let W € C®(M) and assume that A, + W is critical and that

Gz, 2)Gu(z,y) [W(2)] _
/Q G (o.v) du(z) = 0.

lim sup
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Let o € M be a distinguished point and let h > 0 be a profile for A, +W. Outside a compact
set containing o we have

h(z) < G(z,0).
With further estimates on the Green’s function, we can estimate the profile of critical
Schrodinger operator.

Lemma 5.10. Let (M,dp) be a complete, non-compact, parabolic weighted manifold satis-
fying (HKE) as well as (RCA) with respect to a distinguished point o € M. Let g € C°(M)
be nonnegative and not identically zero, let h > 0 be a profile for A, + q, and let dv = h*du.
Let W € K (M,dv) be such that A, + W is critical, and let g > 0 be a profile for A, + W.
Then

QAE-

Proof: Because (M, dv) is non-parabolic and satisfies (HKE), Lemma [4.4] implies that the
hypotheses of Lemma are satisfied. Therefore by Lemma [5.9

g(x) < Gy(x,0)

outside a compact set. However, by Expression B.11lin the proof of Lemma [3.8 we have, for
] > 1,

1 max(Llzl) gy 1
Gu(l’,O) - Gu(0> z) - (H(|:L’|) + H(|ZL’|))2 (/MQ m>+ + H(|$|) + H(|$|)

1 1

~ ~

T H(lz]) T h(x)

Therefore 1

9=
h
outside of a compact set, which can be extended to all of M by noting that each function is

approximately a constant on any fixed compact set. O

Remark: The results in this section when M = R? should be compared to those of Murata
in [I5] and [I7], where similar results were obtained for W satisfying a form of polynomial
decay.

6 Potentials with Faster Than Quadratic Decay: Main
Results

We now turn to determining which potentials are Green-bounded and Kato infinity class.

Lemma 6.1. Let (M, du) be a complete, non-compact, parabolic weighted manifold satisfying
(HKE) as well as (RCA) with respect to o € M. Let

ly|?
Hlyl) =1+ (/ e E%)
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and let

N ly|? dt
)=t </ Vi, \/¥)>+

Let ¢ € CX(M) be nonnegative and not identically zero, let h > 0 be a profile for A, + q,
and let dv = h*dp. Let W € C™(M) be bounded such that

/ W )| E(ly]) + B (y))duty) < +oo.

Then W is Green-bounded on (M, dv).

Proof: Let W be as in the hypothesis, let C' = sup,, [W| and let I = [, [W(y)| h(y)du(y).
We have that

/M G, (. y) W ()| du(y) = /M G, y) W) b duy)

max(Lly) g
j/MIW(y)I (/d(w’yp m>+du(y)+/M|W(y)|h(y)du(y).

Let us estimate [, [W(y) ( / ?;’;(1 o) - (yt \/)) du(y) by breaking the domain of inte-
o

gration into pieces, namely M = B(z,1) U (M \ B(x 1)).

L </<m>(|) o ﬁ>>+ )
ol 0 o ol i)
< (Bs(lig)lWl) /B(m) (/d(xy ) dp(y o 1)\ W (y)| H (y)dp(y).

Note that if y € B(z,V/1), then B(x,vt) C B(y,2vt). Thus by volume doubling,
V.(z,v/t) < CypV.(y,Vt). By the Fubini-Tonelli theorem, we have

/B(m,l) (/1 %) dnly) _/ /B(x d p(y)dt
/ / CVD d pu(y)dt < Cyp.

We have that
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The next piece is integrating over M \ B(z,1). We have that

[ <>|< R ) ()
Wiy / —= | duly
M\B(z,1) awy? VvV ),

lyl? dt
< e 0 </ m)ﬂ(y) < [, WO H)),

Putting it all together we have that

max(Lly?) gy
/\W \(/d(w ﬂ)>+du(y)

[ om0 woo ([ 2 )
= Wiy / du Y / (Y
Blz) (o) M\B(scl) awyr ViV ),

< Cyp s |W\+/ W )| F(y)duy).

Thus we have that

/M Go(z,y) [W(y)] dv(y)

max(Lly®) g
/IW </1‘y)2 vﬂ(ﬂ)> du(y)+/M|W(y)\h(y)du(y)

< Cvo sup W1+ [ WG (0D + () < oo
B(x,1
Since this bound is uniform in = € M, we are done. O

Lemma 6.2. Let (M, du) be a complete, non-compact, parabolic weighted manifold satisfying
(HKE) as well as (RCA) with respect to o € M. Let ¢ € C°(M) be nonnegative and not
identically zero, let h > 0 be a profile for A, + q, and let dv = h*du. Let W € C3°(M) such
that

[ W) + F)dn(y) < +oc.
Then W € K*(M,dv).

Proof: The same proof as that of Lemma [6.1] above, except using that if {Q},-, is an
exhaustion of M as in Definition .2, then

k—00

i sup V] = Jim 1w D + ) dutn) = o
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Proposition 6.3. Let (M,du) be a complete, non-compact, parabolic weighted manifold
satisfying (HKE) as well as (RCA) with respect to o € M. Assume further there exists
C > 0 with R

H(y) < CH(lyl)

for all y € M, and that there exist 6 > 0 and Cs > 0 such that for all 1 < s < r we have

V() <C (s>2+5. 6.1

Let W € C*°(M) be such that for constants c¢,e > 0 and all x € M we have
W (x)| < (&)~ (6.2)

Let ¢ > 0 be smooth, compactly supported and not identically zero, let h > 0 be a profile for
A, +q, and let dv = h*dp. Then W € K°°(M,dv).

Proof: By Lemma[6.2] it suffices to prove that [, [W(y)| (H(|y]) + H(y))dp(y) < +oo. We

now have

| W+ Bdnt) = [ W) H(y)dn(

5/3(01| ()| H(lyl)diuty +Z/W\Bm (/ o )du
R b

n=0 n=0
= > 2m\ #*° (2+6-+€) - z (1+6)
§1—|—nz:% /1 C(;<?> sds | (2") :1+anz:%</l s ds)(?)
1\ & 1 1
<1+4+Cs (5) 2(2_6)n =14+ (5) o < +00.
n=0

O

Remark: The condition H(y) < CH(|y|) follows if we know that Vu(r) 2 V,(y,r) over all
y e M, 0 <r < l|yl. We will see later in an example that satisfies the first of these
properties but not the second.

This brings us to our main theorem. Let us recall once again that H(r) = 1+ ( | lr v ?ﬁ/i))
g +

o~ 2
and H(y) =1+ ( . me)#

Theorem 6.4. Let (M,du) be a complete, non-compact, parabolic weighted manifold satis-
fying (HKE) as well as (RCA) with respect to o € M. Let W € C§°(M) be such that

/ W )| E(ly]) + B (y))duty) < +oo.
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Let pEV(t, x,y) denote the heat kernel of A, + W . There exist constants c1, ¢z, c3,ca > 0 such
that:

() If A, + W is subcritical on (M,dp), then for allt >0 and all z,y € M we have
H H H H
CHGDIWD et gy oHGDHGD
(H(ly) + H(V1))*Vu(y, V1) (H(ly) + H(V1))*Vu(y, V1)

(i) If A, + W is critical on (M, du), then for allt > 0 and x,y € M we have

2 2
d(z, d(z,
Pt ty) g ty)

c1 o d(z)? c3 o d(zy)?
——— 2 <pl(twy) < ———e

Vi.(y, V) = Vuly, V1)

Proof: Let ¢ € C2°(M) be nonnegative and not identically zero. Let h > 0 be such that
(A, +q)h =0 and let dv = h®du. By Lemma [6.21 we have that W — g € K*(M, dv).

(¢) Since A, + W is subcritical on (M, du), A, + W — g is subcritical on (M, dv). Hence by
Theorem [5.6], there exists a profile g > 0 for A, +W —q with g < 1. Thus if we let df = ¢*dv,
the weighted manifold (M, df) satisfies (VD) and (PI) since (M, dv) does. Therefore (M, df)
satisfies (HKE). The result then follows from Lemma Bl as well as using Lemma [3.0] to get

Vo(z, vt) =< (H(|y|) + H(V1)*Vu(, V1). O

(1) Next, instead assume that A, + W is critical on (M, dp). By Lemma B2, A, + W —g¢
is critical on (M, dv). Let g > 0 be a profile for A, + W — ¢q. By Lemma we have that
g =< 1/h. Therefore gh < 1 and so (M, df) as in the proof of (i) satisfies (HKE) because
(M, dp) does. Furthermore, we have Vy(x,v/t) < V,(x,v/t). The result follows. O

Remark: This result should be compared with Theorem 10.10 of Grigor'yan [11] as well
as our combined statement of Murata and Grigor’yan in Theorem In fact, using our
estimates on the profiles, Theorem can be proved using Grigor’yan’s result, which is
stated when W = A‘”D, with assumptions on the behavior of ¢ > 0. What we have supplied
is an estimate of the profile h > 0 for A, + W when W satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem
6.4} in part (i), we have h(z) < H(|z|), and in part (ii), we have h(z) =< 1. In this sense we
can view our result as building on that of Murata in [I5] stated in Theorem [I.1]

7 Applications and Examples

By Proposition 5.8, positive smooth potentials W yield subcritical operators A, 4+ W. Let
us now address a wide class of W to which our Main Theorem applies: W that decay to
zero at infinity faster than quadratically.

Theorem 7.1. Let (M, du) be a complete, non-compact, parabolic weighted manifold satis-
fying (HKE) as well as (RCA) with respect to o € M. Assume that there exists C > 0 such
that R

H(y) < CH(lyl)
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for all y € M and that there exist 6 > 0 and Cs > 0 such that for all 1 < s < r we have

Vu(r)
Vu(s)

245
< Cs <i>
s
Let W € C®°(M) be not identically zero for which there exist c,e > 0 such that for all z € M,
0< W(z) <c(z) BP9,

Letting pZV(t,x, y) denote the heat kernel of A, + W, there exist constants ci, ¢z, c3, s Such
that for allt > 0 and x,y € M we have
erH(J«]) H () (g GHODEGD

(H{y) + HVD)?Vly, VD) (H(lyl) + HV))*Valy, V1)

Proof: Since W > 0 is not identically zero, A, + W is subcritical by Proposition 5.8 By
Proposition [6.3] W satisfies the hypotheses of the Main Theorem [6.4(i), and the conclusion
follows. O

d(z,y)2 d(z,y)2
27 47

—C

Consider the case when (M,du) = (R? dx), where R? has the Euclidean metric and dz
denotes Lebesgue measure. Potentials that decay faster than quadratically as in Theorem [7.1]
are already covered by the results of Murata and Grigor’yan mentioned in the introduction
as Theorem We note, however, that the Main Theorem still offers the following
addition.

Corollary 7.2. Let W € C°(R?) be such that log (z) [W(x)| € L*(R? dx). Let p"V(t,z,y)
denote the heat kernel of A + W . There exist constants ¢y, ¢, c3,cq4 > 0 such that:
(i) If A + W is subcritical, then for all t > 0, z,y € R?,

¢ log (z) log (y) oc2 jz=y” <V (t,z,y) < c3 log () log (y) —m—‘”}y‘z.

tlog((z) + v log({y) + vE) = tlog(() + VD) log({y) + V&)
(ii) If A + W is critical, then for allt > 0, x,y € R?,

2 2
Ee_cz\rfy\ lz—y|

C
; i SpW(t,fv,y)Sfe_c“ t

Proof: It is routine to check that (R? dx) is complete, non-compact, parabolic, satis-
fies (HKE) as well as (RCA) with respect to the origin. If W € C§°(R?) is such that
log (z) |W(z)| € L'(R2 dz), then by noting that H(|y|) =< H(y) = log(y) we can apply
Theorem as well as symmetrization. O

Remark: Subcritical operators are plentiful, as any non-negative, not identically zero po-
tential satisfying the hypothesis will yield a subcritical operator. On the other hand, critical
operators other than A, are difficult to describe, but we show that many exist in Proposition
(.ol
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7.1 Existence of Critical Operators

The suspicious reader of Theorem [6.4](ii) may wonder whether, on a parabolic manifold,
there exist critical Schrodinger operators A, + W other than W = 0. It is difficult to write
down examples explicitly, but we can show that many exist. See Pinchover [21] Theorem 4.1
for a related result.

Proposition 7.3. Let (M,du) be a complete, non-compact, parabolic weighted manifold
satisfying (HKE) as well as (RCA) with respect to o € M. Let g € C°(M) be nonnegative
and not identically zero, let h > 0 be a profile for A, + q, and let dv = h*du. Let Wy, Wy €
C>°(M) be bounded such that:

(1) A, + Wy is subcritical on (M, dpu),

(ii) Wi, Wy € K*®(M,dv), and

(i11) Wa(z) > q(x) for some point x € M.

Then there exists ¢ > 0 such that A, + Wy — c(Wy — q) is critical on (M, dpu).

Proof: By Lemma 5.2, A, + W) — ¢ is subcritical on (M, dv). Note that W; — ¢, Wy — q €
K>(M,dv) as well. Since (M,dv) satisfies (HKE), by Theorem B.7], there exists a profile
g >0 for A, + W — ¢ such that g < 1.

Let df = g?dv. Since (M, dv) satisfies (HKE), so does (M, df). In fact, by Lemma 23]
and the fact that V,(z,r) < Vy(z,7) over x € M and r > 0, we have that G, (z,y) < Gg(z,y).
Thus we again have that Wy, — ¢ € K*°(M,df). In particular, W5 — ¢ is Green-bounded on
(M, df), so there exists ¢ > 0 such that

prf%@wHﬂWB—wwﬂww)<L

zeM

By Lemma [£.9] ¢ (W5 — q) is gaugeable and thus Ay — ¢ (W5 — q) is subcritical. I claim that
there exists ¢ > 0 such that Ay — ¢(Ws — q) # 0. Indeed, by hypothesis there exists O C M
open and € > 0 such that Wy > g+ € on O. Let ¢ € C°(M) be such that ¢ > 0, ¢ is not
identically zero and supp(y) C O. Then picking ¢ > 0 large such that

[ @apoto < cc [ Gan< [ cowy—a)an
O O O

implies that Ay — ¢(Ws — q) 2 0, proving the claim.

Thus we can let ¢ = sup{c: Ay — /(Wy —¢q) > 0}. Clearly Ay — ¢(Wy —¢q) > 0. If
Ay — ¢(Wy — q) is subcritical, then repeating the proof leading up to the claim using the
h-transform as well as gaugeability implies that Ay — (¢ + €)(Ws — ¢) is subcritical for some
€ > 0. But this is impossible. Thus Ay — ¢(Ws — q) is critical.

Unraveling, by Lemma we see that A, + W; — ¢ — ¢(W;5 — q) is critical and hence
A, + Wy — c(Wy — q) is critical, as desired. O

Remark: If for example we are under the hypotheses of Theorem [T}, then if we take
Wi, Wa > 0 with |[Wi(z)], [Wa(z)] < ()~ ®" with W, and W5 not identically zero, then we
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can take any g € C2°(M) such that ¢ > 0 for which there exists x € M with 0 < g(z) < Wy(z)
and apply the above to get ¢ > 0 such that A, + W — ¢(W, — q) is critical.

7.2 More Examples
Example 7.4. The Infinite Half-Cylinder

For n > 2 let S™ = {z € R""!: |z| = 1} be the n-dimensional sphere, with Riemannian
metric inherited from R™!. Let Q" = {z = (z1,...,7,) € S": 11 < 0} be the closed hemi-
sphere. Define a manifold M = Q"™ U (0,00) x S™. This is not necessarily smooth at the
juncture between Q"™ and (0, 00) x .S™, but this can be smoothed out, yielding a Riemannian
manifold. Let du be the canonical Riemannian volume, making (M, du) a weighted manifold.

Since M has nonnegative Ricci curvature outside a compact set, (M, du) satisfies (HKE).
(See citation.) Let o € M in the hemisphere be a distinguished point. Note that M satisfies
(RCA) with respect to o. We have that V,,(r) < " for 0 <r < 1 and V,(r) < r for r > 1.

Also V,,(r) < V,(z,r) uniformly in 2 € M and r > 0. Since [;* vzlf/i) = +oo, (M, dpu) is

parabolic.
In particular we have that

sds
VH(S>

~ |yl
lLA”(y)X15’(|yDX1+(/1 ) =2+ |yl = (y). (7.1)

Hence if ¢ € C'2°(M) is nonnegative and not identically zero, and h > 0 is a profile for A, +g,
we have

h(x) < (x). (7.2)
Thus if W € C>(M) is not identically zero such that 0 < W(z) < (z)~* for some € > 0,
then if p/' (¢, z,y) is the heat kernel of A, + W on (M, du) we get the heat kernel estimate

c1 () (y) exp (_Czd(x,y)2
min (772, 1172)((z) + V) ({4) + v2) t
c3 (z) (y) oAz y)
= (e, ) () + V() VD) D ( S )

where ¢y, ¢9, c3,¢c4 > 0 are constants and t > 0, x,y € M are arbitrary.

) <p, (t,2,9)

The previous example may be viewed as a model manifold, which we define now. Our
presentation is largely the same as that in Grigor’yan and Saloff-Coste [13].

Example 7.5. Model Manifolds

A model manifold is RV, N > 2, with a Riemannian metric given in polar coordinates
(r,0) € (0,+00) x SN~ by
ds® = dr* 4+ (r)?d6? (7.3)
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where df? is the standard metric on SV¥~! and 1 is a smooth positive function on (0, +00).
The metric ds? can be extended smoothly to all of RY (i.e. across the origin) under the
conditions that ¢(0) = 0,%'(0) = 1, and ¢"(0) = 0. Given such a 1, we let M, denote the
model manifold RY equipped with the metric ds?. Letting du be the Riemannian volume
measure on My, we obtain a weighted manifold (M, du).

Let o € M, be the origin so that V,,(r) = V,(0, 7). Due to the radial nature of the metric,
(M, dp) satisties (RCA) with respect to o. We have that

Vilr) = [ (o) s (74)
0
where wy > 0 is a constant depending on N. The volume of a remote ball is given by

{TN, r < ah(|z])

Vi(z,r) = (7.5)

r(le)N =t = ()
By Proposition 4.10 in Grigor’yan and Saloff-Coste [13], if

sup ¢ < inf 1,
[r,2r] [r,2r]

Y(r) 2,
and

/0 ()N ds < rp(r) ¥

over all r > 0, then (My,du) satisfies (HKE). In particular, if ¢(r) < r? for » > 1, then
(My, dp) satisfies (HKE) if and only if —1/(N —1) < 5 < 1.

The infinite half-cylinder Example [7.4] is analogous to 8 = 0. The case § = 1 is anal-
ogous to RY with its Euclidean metric. By (HKE), (My,du) is parabolic if and only if

I Vu?fﬂ) = +00, so using Equation [4] if ¢(r) < r% for r > 1 with —1/(N — 1) < 8 < 1,

then (My,dp) is parabolic if and only if 3 < 1/(N —1). In fact we have V,(r) < rfV=-1+1
for r > 1. We assume from here on out that —1/(N —1) < < 1/(N —1).

For a remote ball B(y,r) with 7 > 1 and |y| > 1, if r > ¥(|y|) =< |y|°, then Vi(ly,r) <
r |y|B(N_1). If » < ¢(ly|), then V,(y,r) < V.

Thus we have that for |y| > 1,

~ |Z/\2 dt
H(y>:1+</l 7Vu(y,\/¥)>+

max(1, 28 2
x1+/ W gy +/'y' dt ey,
| 2 amax ) VEly P
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Similarly, if 5 < 1/(N — 1), then
H(lyl) = (y) 7" =< H(y).

If 6=1/(N —1), then
H([y[) = log (y).

In both cases we have

~

H(y) = H(lyl) (7.6)
over all y € M. Notably, if # < 0, then for a fixed r > 1 we have that

hm V/J (y7 T)

=0
ly|—o0 Vu(’f’)

and yet we still have H(y) < H(|y|).

Due to § < 1/(NN — 1), we have that for 1 < s < r we have

ro =) &

Putting it all together, we have that: for —1/(N—1) < 8 < 1/(N —1) with ¢(r) < r° for
r > 1, the model manifold (M, du) is complete, non-compact, parabolic, satisfies (HKE) as
well as (RCA) with respect to the origin o. By [[.6land [T}, if W € C'*°(M) is not identically

zero with 0 < W(z) < ()~ for some € > 0, then for 8 = 1/(N — 1), letting py (t,z,y)
be the heat kernel of A, + W, we get the constants ¢y, ¢z, c3, ¢4 > 0 such that

c1log () log (y) ey dzw)? <" (t,z,y) < c3log (z) log (y) 6—047‘1(1;@2 .

log2((a7) + \/E)Vu(z, \/%) B log2((:L'> + \/E)Vu(% \/%)

For § < 1/(N — 1), we instead get ¢y, ¢o, c3, ¢4 > 0 such that

@) ) e @ ) e

({x) + VE)* Va(z, V1) ((2) + VE)* Va(z, V1)

for all ¢ > 0 and x,y € My, where 0 =1 — (N — 1). One can write further expand using
our bounds on V,,(z, /) if desired.

<p)(t,z,y) <

Example 7.6. A Parabolic Manifold with Faster Than Quadratic Volume Growth

Consider the manifold R? with weighted measure du = log (z) dz, where dz is Lebesgue
measure. Let o € R? be the origin so that (R?, du) satisfies (RCA) with respect to o. Note
first that V,(r) < r?log(2 + ), so that volume grows faster than quadratically.

If B(z,r) is a remote ball then log (y) =< log (x) for all y € B(z,r). This immediately
yields (VD) and (PI) for remote balls in (M, du). Volume comparison also follows from the
fact that if » = |z|, then V,(r) < r?log(2 + r) = r?log (z) < V,(x,r/64). Therefore by
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Theorem [B.5], (M, du) satisfies (HKE).

Since V,,(r) 2 V,(y,r) for 0 < r < |y|, we immediately have that H(y) < H(|y|). Next
we have that

ly|? dt lyl? dt
H(|y\):1—i-(/1 m>+X1+</1 m>+xloglog<y).

Since H(|y|) = 4oc as |y| — oo, (M, dp) is parabolic. Note that V,,(z,r) < r*log({(z) + r).
Considering all of the above, if W € C°(M) is not identically zero with 0 < W(x) =<
()~ then we can take 0 < § < ¢ and note that for 1 < s < r,

Vu(r) 7 2+0
V,.(s) = <;> ’

with constant depending on §. Therefore we get constants ¢y, o, c3, ¢4 > 0 such that, letting
sz(t, x,y) be the heat kernel of A, + W,

c1 loglog (x) loglog (y) o2 o=yl
tlog((y) + vt)(loglog({y) + V1))?

c3 loglog (z) log log (y) e
tlog({y) + v/t)(loglog({y) + V1))?

for all t > 0 and z,y € R

<p)(t,z,y) <
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