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NOTE ON THE BEST CONSTANT OF DECAY OF

EIGENFUNCTIONS ON RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS

HIRONORI KUMURA∗∗

Abstract. The purpose of this paper is to search for the exponential decay
of eigenfunctions of the Laplace-Beltrami operator on noncompact complete
Riemannian manifolds. Earlier works will be improved, and the best con-
stant of decay of eigenfunctions will be determined. In passing, some spectral
properties will be also discussed.

1. Introduction

The Laplace-Beltrami operator ∆g, defined on C∞
0 (M), of a noncompact com-

plete Riemannian manifold (M, g) is essentially self-adjoint on L2(M, vg); the ana-
lytic structures of its self-adjoint extension, denoted also by ∆g, and the geometries
of (M, g) are closely related to each other, and their relationship has been studied
by several authors from various points of view. The purpose of this paper is to
search for the best-possible constant for the exponent of decay of eigenfunctions of
−∆g on noncompact complete Riemannian manifolds.

First, we shall recall earlier works on the decay of eigenfunctions on noncompact
Riemannian manifolds. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional connected noncompact
complete Riemannian manifold. In the sequel, the following notations will be used:

σ(−∆g) := the spectrum of −∆g;

λ0 := minσ(−∆g);

σpp(−∆g) := the set of all eigenvalues of −∆g;

σess(−∆g) := the essential spectrum of −∆g;

s0 := min σess(−∆g);

vg := the Riemannian measure of (M, g).

Using Agmon’s method [1] for the Schrödinger operators in R
n, Donnelly proved

the following:

Theorem D1 (Donnelly [6]). Assume that there exists an eigenvalue λ of −∆g

satisfying λ < s0. Then, an eigenfunction u with the eigenvalue λ has a general

L2-bound :
∫

M−Br(p)

|u|2 dvg ≤ C1 exp
{

−2
√

s0 − λ r + εr
}

.
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Moreover, if the Ricci curvature of (M, g) is bounded from below by the constant

−(n− 1)κ :

Ricg ≥ −(n− 1)κ on M,(1)

then the following point-wise bound holds on M :

|u(x)| ≤ C2
√

Vol(Bx(1))
exp

{

−
√

s0 − λ r(x) + ε r(x)
}

,(2)

where C2 is a positive constant.

In order to state the next result, let us recall the following: if λ0 = minσ(−∆g)
is an eigenvalue of −∆g, then λ0 is simple (i.e., the multiplicity of λ0 is 1), and, up
to multiplicative constant, an eigenfunction u0 corresponding to λ0 is positive on
M ; this positive function u0 (if it exists) is called a ground state of −∆g. As for a
ground state, Donnelly proved the following:

Theorem D2 (Donnelly [7]). Assume that (1) holds for a positive constant κ and

that λ0 = min σ(−∆g) < s0 = minσess(−∆g). Let u0 be a ground state of −∆g.

Then, the following holds :

u0(x) ≥ C3 exp{−a0r(x) − εr(x)} for x ∈ M,(3)

where

a0 :=
(n− 1)

√
κ

2
+

√

(n− 1)2κ

4
− λ0.(4)

Here, note that, by the eigenvalue comparison theorem due to S. Y. Chen [4],
the lower bound (1) of the Ricci curvature immediately implies that

s0 = σess(−∆g) ≤
(n− 1)2κ

4
;(5)

this fact was pointed out in the pioneering work [5].
Now, we shall examine the results stated above. First, the feature of the inequal-

ity (2) seems to be quite abstract in the following two points:

(i) Some additional assumption is required for the inequality s0 > 0 to hold;
(ii) By assuming only (1), the growth of the measure cannot be reflected in an

exponential bound of an eigenfunction.

To see these points, let us consider the following typical example; let H
n(−κ) =

(Rn, gκ) be the simply connected hyperbolic n-space with the constant negative sec-
tional curvature −κ, and let us connect the standard n-sphere Sn(R0) with a large
radius R0 to H

n(−κ), attaching a “thin neck” between them; let (Mtyp, gtyp) denote
this compact-supported perturbation of Hn(−κ). Then, the mini-max principle im-

plies that −∆gtyp has an eigenvalue λ satisfying λ <
(n−1)2κ

4 = minσess(−∆gtyp);
Theorem 1.1, mentioned below, implies that an eigenfunction u with the eigenvalue
λ obeys the exponential decay

|u(x)| ≤ C exp{−ar(x)} for x ∈ M,(6)

where C > 0 and

a :=
(n− 1)

√
κ

2
+

√

(n− 1)2κ

4
− λ(7)
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are constants; r is the distant function to a fixed point of (Mtyp, gtyp). This constant
(7) is the best possible (see the inequalities (15) and (17) below). Now, let us
compare the coefficients of “r” appearing in the exponential functions on the right
hand sides of (2) and (6); we have

−
√

s0 − λ + ε ≥−
√

(n− 1)2κ

4
− λ + ε(8)

> − (n− 1)
√
κ

2
−
√

(n− 1)2κ

4
− λ (= −a),

where, in the first inequality of (8), we have used (5). What should be noted here

is that the first term (n−1)
√
κ

2 on the right hand side of (8) expresses one-half of
the volume growth of Hn(−κ); indeed, the Riemannian measure vgκ of Hn(−κ) is
written as follows:

dvgκ =

(

sinh(
√
κr)√

κ

)n−1

dr dvSn−1(1) ;

2n−1 sinhn−1(
√
κr) ∼ exp

{

(n− 1)
√
κr

}

as r → ∞.

We can understand that the first term
(n−1)

√
κ

2 of (7) plays a role to cancel out the

volume growth ; on the other hand, the second term of (7) comes purely from the

spectral structure, that is, the difference between the eigenvalue and the bottom of

the essential spectrum; we will devote a little more space to discussing this point.
Let (Mtyp, gtyp) be the compact-supported perturbation of Hn(−κ), as mentioned
above, and that ϕ = φ ◦ r ∈ C∞(Mtyp) depends only on the distance r to a fixed
point of (Mtyp, gtyp). Then, the eigenvalue equation −∆gtypϕ − λϕ = 0 is reduced
to

−d2φ

dr2
− (∆gtypr)

dφ

dr
− λφ = 0 near the infinity of (Mtyp, gtyp).(9)

Here, since lim
r→∞

∆gtypr = (n− 1)
√
κ, the following equation (10) approximates (9)

near the infinity of (M, g):

−d2φ

dr2
− (n− 1)

√
κ
dφ

dr
− λφ = 0;(10)

fundamental solutions of this ordinary differential equation (10) are obtained by
exp(br), where b is a solution of the following quadratic equation:

−x2 − (n− 1)
√
κx− λ = 0,(11)

that is,

b = − (n− 1)
√
κ

2
±
√

(n− 1)2κ

4
− λ.(12)

Because exp(br) must be in L2 (near the infinity of (Mtyp, gtyp)), we have to take
the minus sign in (12). As a result, we obtain exactly the constant (−a) and the
function exp{−ar} on the right hand side of (6); this is the reason the constant
(−a) appears in (6). A similar phenomenon arises, when we consider the essential
spectrum of (Mtyp, gtyp) (see [16]). This paper will discuss the relationship between
this best-possible constant “a” of eigenfunctions and the curvature bounds; also,
Theorem D2 will be improved.
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We shall now state our results precisely. First, we shall introduce some terminolo-
gies. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional noncompact connected complete Riemannian
manifold and U be an open subset ofM . We shall say that E := M\U is an end with

radial coordinates if and only if the boundary ∂U is compact, connected, and C∞

and the outward normal exponential map exp⊥∂U : N+(∂U) → E = M\U induces
a diffeomorphism, where N+(∂U) = {v ∈ T (∂U) | v is outward normal to ∂U}.
Note that U is not necessarily relatively compact. Let us denote r := distg(∗, ∂U)
defined on E. We shall say that a 2-plane π ⊂ TxM (x ∈ E) is radial if π contains
∇r, and, by the radial curvature, we mean the restriction of the sectional curvature
to all the radial planes. In the sequel, the following notations will be used:

E(t,∞) := {x ∈ E | r(x) > t} for t ≥ 0 ;

A(t) := {x ∈ E | r(x) = t} for t > 0 ;

Krad := the radial curvature on M\U.

Theorem 1.1. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional noncompact complete Riemannian

manifold and E be an end with radial coordinates. We write r := distg(∂E, ∗) on

E. Assume that there exist constants κ > 0, C1 > 0, δ > 0, and r0 ≥ 0 such that

∇dr ≥ 0 on A(r0).(13)

and

Krad ≤ −κ+
C1

r{log(r + 1)}1+δ + 1
≤ 0 on E(r0,∞).(14)

Let λ <
(n−1)2

4 be a positive constant, and assume that u is a solution of the

differential equation (−∆g − λ)u = 0 on E(r0,∞). If u ∈ L2 (E(r0,∞), vg), then

|u(x)| ≤ C exp{−ar(x)} for x ∈ E(r0 + 1,∞),(15)

where C > 0 is a constant, and “a” is the constant defined by (7).

Note that the constant “a” on the right hand side of (15) is sharp in view of
the typical example (Mtyp, gtyp) stated above; note also that the condition (14) is
sharp in the sense that, there exists a rotationally symmetric manifold (Rn, g :=
dr2 + f(r)2gSn−1(1)) satisfying Krad ≥ −κ + C1

r log(r+1)+1 for r ≫ 1 and a solution

of (−∆g − λ)u = 0 satisfies u = (log r)θ exp{−ar} for r ≫ 1, where C1 > 0 and
θ = θ(κ, n, C1, λ) > 0 are constants.

As for the lower bound of a ground state, we obtain the following:

Theorem 1.2. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional noncompact complete Riemannian

manifold and U be an (not necessarily relatively compact) open subset of M with

the compact C∞ boundary ∂U . Assume that M\U is connected and unbounded,

and denote r = distg(∂U, ∗) on M\U . Assume that there exist constants κ > 0,
r0 ≥ 0, 0 < δ < 1, and C1 > 0 such that

Ricg(∇r,∇r) ≥− (n− 1)

{

κ+
C1

r{log(r + 1)}1+δ + 1

}

(16)

on {x ∈ M\U | r(x) ≥ r0} \ Cut(∂U),

where Cut(∂U) stands for the cut locus in M\U with respect to the outward nor-

mal exponential map exp⊥∂U : N+(∂U) → M\U ; ∇r stands for the gradient of
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r. Assume that u is a positive solution of (−∆g − λ)u = 0 on M\U , where

0 < λ <
(n−1)2κ

4 is a constant. Then, there exists a constant C2 > 0 such that

u(x) ≥ C2 exp{−ar(x)} for x ∈ M\U,(17)

where “a” is the constant defined by (7).

Note that the constant “a” on the right hand side of (17) is sharp, as is seen above
in the typical example (Mtyp, gtyp); see also Theorem 1.3 below. Note also that the
condition (16) is sharp in the sense that, there exists a rotationally symmetric
manifold (Rn, g := dr2 + f(r)2gSn−1(1)) satisfying Krad ≤ −κ − C1

r log(r+1)+1 for

r ≫ 1 and a solution of (−∆g −λ)u = 0 satisfies u = (log r)−θ exp{−ar} for r ≫ 1,
where C1 > 0 and θ = θ(n, κ, C1, λ) > 0 are constants.

Theorem 1.2 immediately implies the following:

Corollary 1.1. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional noncompact complete Riemannian

manifold and U be a relatively compact open subset of M with C∞ boundary ∂U .

We write r = distg(∂U, ∗) on M\U , and assume that there exist constants κ > 0,
r0 ≥ 0, 0 < δ < 1, and C1 > 0 such that

Ricg(∇r,∇r) ≥ −(n− 1)

{

κ+
C1

r{log(r + 1)}1+δ + 1

}

(18)

on {x ∈ M\U | r(x) ≥ r0} \ Cut(∂U).

Assume also that λ0 = minσ(−∆) <
(n−1)2κ

4 and λ0 ∈ σpp(−∆g). Let u be a

ground state, that is, a positive solution of (−∆g − λ0)u = 0 on M . Then, there

exists a constant C2 > 0 such that

u(x) ≥ C2 exp{−a0r(x)} for x ∈ M,(19)

where a0 is the constant defined by (4).

Comparing assumptions, (1) and (18), and inequalities, (4) and (19), it can be
seen that Corollary 1.1 improves Theorem D2. Note that assumption (18) implies

that σess(−∆g) ≤ (n−1)2κ
4 ; note also that we do not assume that M\U is connected

in Corollary 1.1; hence, ∂U may have several but finitely many components.

When a Riemannian manifold (M, g) has ends with different curvatures, we
should note that the decay order of an eigenfunction differs on each end as men-
tioned below; it may be interesting to point out, in passing, the relationship of
various curvature bounds and spectral structures of −∆g:

Corollary 1.2. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional complete noncompact Riemann-

ian manifold and U be a relatively compact open subset of M with compact C∞

boundary. We denote r = distg(∂U, ∗) on M\U , and assume that ∇dr ≥ 0 on ∂U .

Assume further that M\U consists of finitely many ends E1, E2, · · · , Ep with radial

coordinates and that there exists a sequence of positive numbers κ1 < κ2 < · · · < κq

such that

−κi −Ki(r) ≤ Krad ≤ −κi +Ki(r) ≤ 0 on Ei,(20)

where we set

Ki(r) :=
Ci

r{log(r + 1)}1+δi + 1

5



for simplicity, and δi and Ci are positive constants (i = 1, 2, · · · q). Then, σess(−∆g) =

[ (n−1)2κ1

4 ,∞) and σpp(−∆g)∩
( (n−1)2κ1

4 ,∞
)

= ∅. Moreover, assume that σ(−∆g)∩
(

0, (n−1)2κ1

4

)

6= ∅ and λ ∈ σ(−∆g) ∩
(

0, (n−1)2κ1

4

)

; let u be an eigenfunction with

eigenvalue λ, and set

bi :=
(n− 1)

√
κi

2
+

√

(n− 1)2κi

4
− λ

Then, the decay order of u differs on each end as follows:

|u(x)| ≤ C2(i) · exp{bir(x)} for x ∈ Ei,

where C2(i) is a positive constant (i = 1, 2, · · · , q). Moreover, a ground state u0

satisfies

C3(i) · exp{bir(x)} ≤ u0(x) ≤ C4(i) · exp{bir(x)} for x ∈ Ei,

where C3(i) and C4(i) are positive constants (i = 1, 2, · · · , q). Furthermore, if we

replace (20) with the following stronger condition,

−κi −
Ci

r1+δi
≤ Krad ≤ −κi +

Ci

r1+δi
≤ 0 on Ei,(21)

then −∆g is absolutely continuous on
( (n−1)2κ1

4 ,∞
)

, where Ci and δi are positive

constants (i = 1, 2, · · · q).
The following explicit construction of a ground state (near the infinity) will serve

us to understand better the arguments and theorems, stated above:

Theorem 1.3. Let κ be a positive constant. Then, for “any” λ0 ∈ (0, (n−1)2κ
4 ),

there exists a rotationally symmetric manifold (M, g) = (Rn, dr2 + fλ0
(r)2gSn−1(1))

satisfying (i) and (ii) below:

(i) fλ0
(r) = Cr0 · exp{

√
κr} for r ≥ r0, and hence,

Krad ≡ −κ for r ≥ r0, and σess(−∆g) =
[ (n− 1)2κ

4
,∞

)

;

(ii) λ0 ∈ σpp(−∆g) and λ0 = minσ(−∆g). Moreover, a ground state u0, that is,

a positive-valued eigenfunction with eigenvalue λ0 satisfies

u0(x) = exp{−a0r(x)} for x with r(x) ≥ r0.

Here, r0 = r0(λ0, n) is a positive constant depending only on λ0 and n; Cr0 is a

constant depending only on r0; a0 is the constant defined by (4).

The method of proofs of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 is very simple but very
useful one: supersolution and subsolution method developed by S. Agmon [2].

2. Explicit construction of a ground state

In this section, we shall prove Theorem 1.3.

Let λ ∈
(

0, (n−1)2κ
4

)

be a constant. Then, there exists a unique constant R0 =

R0(λ, n) > 0 such that the first eigenvalue of the Dirichlet Laplacian −∆D
g0

on the
open ball BRn(0, R0) with its radius R0 in Euclidean n-space (Rn, g0) coincides with
λ. Let φ1 be a positive-valued Dirichlet first eigenfunction of BRn(0, R0). Then,
since (Rn, g0) is rotational symmetric, ϕ1 is a radial function, that is,

ϕ1(x) = v1(|x|) for |x| ≤ R0,

6



where |x| := distg0(0, x); moreover, we have

v1 > 0 on [0, R0); v′1 < 0 on (0, R0].

We define v2(t) := exp{−a0t} on [R0,∞). By multiplying a positive large constant
c ≫ 1 by v1, if necessarily, we can take a positive-valued function v0 ∈ C∞[0,∞)
so that

(a) v0(t) =

{

v1(t) for t ∈ [0, R0

2 ]

v2(t) for t ∈ [R0,∞);

(b) v′0 < 0 for t ∈ (0,∞);

note that v′1 < 0 on (0, R0

2 ] and v′2 < 0 on [R0,∞). Using this function v0, let us
define

fλ(r) :=
R0

2
exp

{

− 1

n− 1

∫ r

R0
2

v′′0 (t) + λv0(t)

v′0(t)
dt

}

for r > 0.(22)

Then, since v′′1 (r) +
n−1
r

v′1(r) = −λv1(r) on (0, R0

2 ), a direct computation shows
that

fλ(r) = r for 0 < r ≤ R0

2
;

in particular, (Rn, gfλ := dr2+fλ(r)
2gSn−1(1)) is smooth around the origin 0 ∈ R

n.
Moreover, by the definition of v2, we see that

fλ(r) =
R0

2
· C(R0) · exp{

√
κ(r −R0)} for r ≥ R0,

where C(R0) is the constant defined by

C(R0) := exp

{

− 1

n− 1

∫ R0

R0
2

v′′0 (t) + λv0(t)

v′0(t)
dt

}

;

thus, Krad ≡ −κ for r ≥ R0 on (Rn, gfλ); since ∆gfλ
r ≡ (n − 1)

√
κ for r ≥ R0,

we obtain σess(−∆gfλ
) = [ (n−1)2κ

4 ,∞). Moreover, from the definition of (22), v0
satisfies

−v′′0 (r)− (n− 1)
f ′
λ(r)

fλ(r)
v′0(r) = λv0 for r > 0.

Here, note that, by the definition (a) above, v0 = v1 on [0, R0

2 ], and hence, −∆gfλ
(v0◦

r) = −∆g0(v1 ◦ r) = λv1 on BRn(0, R0

2 ); thus, including the neighborhood of 0, the
following equation holds:

−∆gfλ
(v0 ◦ r) = λ (v0 ◦ r) on (Rn, gfλ).

From the definition (4) of a0, we see that v0 ∈ L2(Rn, vgλ); thus, λ ∈ σ(−∆gfλ
).

Furthermore, since v0 > 0 on [0,∞), the mini-max principle implies that λ =
minσ(−∆gfλ

) and that (v0 ◦ r) is a ground state of (Rn, gfλ). Thus, we have
proved Theorem 1.3.

Remark 2.1. (i) In a fashion similar to the above, we can show that there exists
a rotationally symmetric manifold (Rn, g := dr2 + f(r)2gSn−1(1)) such that

Krad ≥ −κ+
C1

r log(r + 1) + 1
for r ≫ 1;

7



σess(−∆g) = [ (n−1)2κ
4 ,∞); an eigenfunction u with an eigenvalue λ <

(n−1)2κ
4

satisfies u = (log r)θ exp{−ar} for r ≫ 1, where C1 > 0 and θ = θ(κ, n, C1, λ) > 0
are constants. Hence, the curvature condition (14) in Theorem 1.1 can be seen to
be sharp, as is mentioned in Introduction.

(ii) As is pointed right after Theorem 1.2, the condition (16) can be seen to be
sharp by constructing a similar example of a rotationally symmetric manifold.

3. Proof of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2

In this section, we shall prove Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2.
Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional connected noncompact complete Riemannian

manifold and V be a (not necessarily relatively compact) open subset of M with
compact C∞ boundary ∂V . We assume that M\V is unbounded and set r =
distg(∂V, ∗) on M\V . We shall consider a solution u of the eigenvalue equation

(−∆g − λ)u = 0(23)

on M\V , where λ ≥ 0 is a constant. By a supersolution of (23), we mean a
real-valued function u in H1

loc(M\V ) such that
∫

Ω

{〈∇u,∇ϕ〉 − λuϕ} dvg ≥ 0

for every non-negative function ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (M\V ); analogously, by a subsolution of

(23), we mean a real-valued function u in H1
loc(M\V ) such that

∫

Ω

{〈∇u,∇ϕ〉 − λuϕ} dvg ≤ 0

for every non-negative function ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (M\V ). First, we shall recall the following:

Lemma 3.1 (S. Agmon [2]). Let w be a positive-valued continuous supersolution

of (23) and v be a continuous subsolution of the same equation (23). Assume that

there exists a constant α > 1 such that

lim inf
R→∞

{

R−2

∫

B(αR)\B(R)

|v|2 dvg
}

= 0,

where we set B(t) := {x ∈ M\V | r(x) ≤ t} for t > 0. Then, there exists a positive

constant C such that

v(x) ≤ Cw(x) on {x ∈ M\V | r(x) ≥ 1}.
Firstly, we shall prove Theorem 1.1. Let E be an end with radial coordinates

satisfying conditions (13) and (14). Then, the comparison theorem in Riemannian
geometry implies that

∆gr ≥ (n− 1)
√
κ− C3

r(log r)1+θ
on E(r0 + 2,∞),(24)

where C3 > 0 and θ ∈ (0, δ) are constants. Direct computations show the following:

Lemma 3.2. Let λ <
(n−1)2κ

4 be a positive constant and u be a solution of the

differential equation (−∆g − λ)u = 0 on E. Let a be the constant defined by

(7) and ε be a constant satisfying 0 < ε < θ. Assume that (24) holds. Then,

exp{−ar−(log r)−ε} is a supersolution of (23) on some neighborhood of the infinity

of E.

8



Proof. A simple computation shows that

exp
{

ar + (log r)−ε
}

(−∆g − λ) exp{−ar − (log r)−ε}(25)

=− a2 − ε2r−2(log r)−2ε−2 + 2aεr−1(log r)−ε−1 + ε(ε+ 1)r−2(log r)−ε−2

+ εr−2(log r)−ε−1 + (∆gr)
(

a− εr−1(log r)−ε−1
)

− λ

=− a2 + 2aεr−1(log r)−ε−1 + (n− 1)
√
κ
(

a− εr−1(log r)−ε−1
)

+
(

∆gr − (n− 1)
√
κ
) (

a− εr−1(log r)−ε−1
)

− λ+O(r−2(log r)−ε−1)

=
(

2a− (n− 1)
√
κ
)

εr−1(log r)−ε−1

+
(

∆gr − (n− 1)
√
κ
) (

a− εr−1(log r)−ε−1
)

+O(r−2(log r)−ε−1),

where we have used the equation a2 − (n − 1)
√
κ a + λ = 0. Combining (24) and

(25), we obtain

exp
{

ar + (log r)−ε
}

(−∆g − λ) exp
{

−ar − (log r)−ε
}

(26)

≥
{

2a− (n− 1)
√
κ+O(r−1)

}

εr−1(log r)−ε−1 −O(r−1(log r)−θ−1).

From 2a− (n− 1)
√
κ > 0 together with 0 < ε < θ, we see that the right hand side

of (26) is positive for large r ≫ 1; thus exp{−ar − (log r)−ε} is a supersolution of
(23) on some neighborhood of the infinity of E. �

By applying Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.2 implies that

|u(x)| ≤C exp{−ar(x)− (log r(x))−ε}
≤C exp{−ar(x)}

on E(r0 + 2,∞), where C > 0 is a constant. Thus, we have proved Theorem 1.1.

Next, we shall prove Theorem 1.2. First, let us recall that the comparison
theorem in Riemannian geometry implies the following:

Lemma 3.3. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional connected noncompact complete Rie-

mannian manifold and U be an (not necessarily relatively compact ) open sub-

set of M with C∞-boundary ∂U . We set r(∗) := distg(∂U, ∗) on M\U . Let

exp⊥∂U : N+(∂U) → M\U be the outward normal exponential map and Cut(∂U)
be the corresponding cut locus of ∂U in M\U , where N+(∂U) :=

{

v ∈ TM |∂U |
v is outward normal to ∂U

}

. Assume that there exist constants κ > 0, 0 < δ < 1,
C3 > 0, and r0 ≥ 0 such that

Ricg (∇r,∇r) (x) ≥ −(n− 1)

(

κ+
C1

r(x){log(r(x) + 1)}1+δ + 1

)

for x ∈ M\ (U ∪ Cut(∂U)) with r(x) ≥ r0.

Then, there exist constants C4 > 0 and 0 < δ′ < δ such that

∆gr ≤ (n− 1)
√
κ+

C4

r{log(r + 1)}1+δ′ + 1
on M\U,(27)

where (27) holds “in the sense of distribution”.

For a proof of the fact that (27) holds “in the sense of distribution”, see Kasue
[10], [11], and references listed there; in particular, contributions due to Calabi,
Cheeger-Gromoll, Yau, and Wu.
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Lemma 3.4. Let (M, g) and U be as in Theorem 1.2, and assume that (27) holds
in the sense of distribution. Then, exp{−ar + (log r)−ε} is a subsolution of (23)
near the infinity of M\U , and exp{−ar + (log r)−ε} ∈ L2

(

B(2,∞)
)

. Here, ε is a

constant satisfying 0 < ε < δ′ and B(2,∞) := {x ∈ M\U | r(x) ≥ 2}.
Proof. First, note that exp{−ar + (log r)−ε} ∈ H1

loc

(

B(2,∞)
)

(cf. [4] or [3]). For
x ∈ B(2,∞)\Cut(∂U), a simple calculation shows that

exp
{

ar − (log r)−ε
}

(−∆g − λ) exp
{

−ar + (log r)−ε
}

(28)

=−
(

a+ εr−1(log r)−ε−1
)2 − ε(ε+ 1)r−2(log r)−ε−2 − εr−2(log r)−ε−1

+
(

∆gr − (n− 1)
√
κ
) (

a+ εr−1(log r)−ε−1
)

+ (n− 1)
√
κ
(

a+ εr−1(log r)−ε−1
)

− λ

=
{

(n− 1)
√
κ− 2a

}

εr−1(log r)−ε−1

+
(

∆gr − (n− 1)
√
κ
) (

a+ εr−1(log r)−ε−1
)

−O
(

r−2(log r)−ε−1
)

,

where we have used the equation −a2 + (n− 1)
√
κ a− λ = 0. Combining (27) and

(28), we see that

(−∆g − λ) exp
{

−ar + (log r)−ε
}

(x) < 0(29)

for x ∈ B(r1,∞)\Cut(∂U) with r(x) ≥ r1, where r1 ≫ min{r0, 2} is a large con-
stant; note that (n−1)

√
κ−2a < 0; a > 0; 0 < ε < δ′. Since exp {−ar + (log r)−ε} ∈

H1
loc

(

B(2,∞)
)

and the measure of Cut(∂U) is zero, (29) holds in the sense of distri-

bution on some neighborhood of the infinity of M\U . Thus, exp {−ar + (log r)−ε}
is a subsolution of (23) near the infinity of M\U .

Next, we shall prove exp {−ar + (log r)−ε} ∈ L2
(

B(2,∞)
)

. Let ν denote the
outward unit normal vector field along ∂U , and set

ρ(w) := sup
{

t > 0 | distg
(

U, exp⊥∂U (t · ν(w))
)

= t
}

for w ∈ ∂U ;

D∂U :=
{

t · ν(w) ∈ N+(∂U) | 0 ≤ t < ρ(w), w ∈ ∂U
}

.

Let A∂U denote the induced Riemannian measure on ∂U , and write the Riemannian
measure dvg on exp⊥∂U (D∂U ) = M\

(

U ∪ Cut(∂U)
)

as follows:

dvg =
√

G(r, w) dr dA∂U for w ∈ ∂U and 0 ≤ r < ρ(w).

Then, ∆r =
∂r

√
G(r,w)√

G(r,w)
on M\

(

U ∪ Cut(∂U)
)

; hence, (27), together with a >

(n−1)
√
κ

2 , implies that exp {−ar + (log r)−ε} ∈ L2
(

B(2,∞)
)

. �

Lemma 3.1, together with Lemma 3.4, implies that

u ≥ C5 exp
{

−ar + (log r)−ε
}

≥ C5 exp {−ar} on B(2,∞),

where C5 > 0 is a constant. Thus, we have proved Theorem 1.2.

As for Corollary 1.2, the fact that σ(−∆g) = [ (n−1)2κ1

4 ,∞) follows from Theorem

1.2 in [12] together with σess

(

− ∆D
M\E1

)

= [ (n−1)2κ2

4 ,∞), where −∆D
M\E1

stands

for the Dirichlet Laplacian of M\E1; Theorem 1.6 in [13] implies the absence of
10



eigenvalues embedded in
( (n−1)2κ1

4 ,∞
)

; the absolutely continuity on the interval
( (n−1)2κ1

4 ,∞
)

follows from [15].

4. Further arguments

If s0 = minσess(−∆g) > 0, attaching a large standard n-sphere Sn(R0) to (M, g)
with a thin neck between them would produce a finite number of eigenvalues below
s0. But, the following curvature bound (31) seems to be interesting, because it
yields infinitely many discrete spectrum below s0 and also satisfies the bound (14)
above:

Corollary 4.1. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional noncompact complete Riemannian

manifold and U be a relatively compact open subset of M . Assume that M\U
consists of a finite number of ends with radial coordinates and write r := distg(∂U, ∗)
on M\U . Assume also that there exist constants κ > 0, r0 ≥ 0, 0 < δ < 1, C1 > 0,
and β > 1

(n−1)2 such that

∇dr ≥ 0 on {x ∈ M\U | r(x) = r0}.(30)

and

−κ+
β

r2 + 1
≤ Krad ≤ −κ+

C1

r{log(r + 1)}1+δ + 1
≤ 0(31)

on {x ∈ M\U | r(x) ≥ r0}.

Then, there exists a sequence of eigenvalues {λi}∞i=0 of −∆g such that

(0 <) λ0 < λ1 < · · · < λi < λi+1 < · · · < (n− 1)2κ

4
;

limi→∞ λi =
(n−1)2κ

4 ; each eigenvalue λi has a finite multiplicity. Let λi <
(n−1)2κ

4
be one of eigenvalues above and ui be a corresponding eigenfunction and set

ai =
(n− 1)

√
κ

2
+

√

(n− 1)2κ

4
− λi.

Then, there exists a positive constant C2,i such that

|ui(x)| ≤ C2,i · exp
{

− ai r(x)
}

on M\U.(32)

Moreover, σess(−∆g) = [ (n−1)2κ
4 ,∞) and σpp(−∆g) ∩

( (n−1)2κ
4 ,∞

)

= ∅. If we

replace (31) with the following stronger condition

−κ+
β

r2
≤ Krad ≤ −κ+

C1

r1+δ
≤ 0 on {x ∈ M\U | r(x) ≥ r0},(33)

then −∆g is absolutely continuous on
( (n−1)2κ

4 ,∞
)

.

Since (31) implies σess(−∆g) = [ (n−1)2κ
4 ,∞), [14, Theorem 1.1] shows that there

exists infinitely many discrete spectrum below (n−1)2κ
4 under the curvature assump-

tion (31).
11
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