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RIESZ AND REVERSE RIESZ ON MANIFOLDS WITH

QUADRATICALLY DECAYING CURVATURE

DANGYANG HE

Abstract. We study Riesz and reverse Riesz inequalities on manifolds whose Ricci curva-
ture decays quadratically. First, we refine existing results on the boundedness of the Riesz
transform by establishing a Lorentz-type endpoint estimate. We then explore the relationship
between the Riesz and reverse Riesz transforms, proving that the reverse Riesz, Hardy, and
weighted Sobolev inequalities are essentially equivalent. Our approach relies on an asymp-
totic formula for the Riesz potential, combined with an extension of the so-called harmonic
annihilation method.
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1. Introduction

Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold equipped with the Riemannian volume measure
dµ (also denoted by dvol). Denote by ∇ and ∆ the associated Riemannian gradient and
Laplace-Beltrami operator, respectively, which satisfy the following relationship:

∫

g∆fdµ =

∫

∇f · ∇gdµ

for all f, g ∈ C∞
c (M). Then, one can define the Riesz transform by ∇∆−1/2. In [36], Strichartz

initiated the question of what extent of the classical harmonic analysis of the Laplacian on
Euclidean space can be extended to the Riemannian setting. A critical problem in this context
is to determine the range of boundedness of∇∆−1/2 on Lp spaces. That is, for what 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞,
one can establish inequality:

(Rp) ‖∇f‖p ≤ C‖∆1/2f‖p, ∀f ∈ C∞
c (M).
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Moreover, the study of (Rp) also leads to the concept of reverse Riesz inequality:

(RRp) ‖∆1/2f‖p ≤ C ‖∇f‖p ∀f ∈ C∞
c (M).

For the past several decades, to study the Riesz and reverse Riesz inequalities, much atten-
tions have been paid to the manifolds satisfying the so-called volume doubling condition: for
any x ∈ M and R ≥ r > 0,

(Dµ)
V (x,R)

V (x, r)
≤ C

(

R

r

)µ

,

where B(x, r) denotes the geodesic ball centered at x with radius r and V (x, r) = µ(B(x, r))
denotes the volume of the ball. It is also known that (Dµ) implies the following reverse doubling
property

C

(

R

r

)ν

≤ V (x,R)

V (x, r)
,(RDν)

for some 0 < ν ≤ µ.
Another frequently used condition in this context is the Poincaré inequality. Recall that

one says M satisfies Lq-Poincaré inequality (1 ≤ q < ∞) if for any ball B with radius r > 0,
∫

B

|f − fB|qdµ ≤ Crq
∫

B

|∇f |qdµ, ∀f ∈ C∞(B),(Pq)

where fB = V (B)−1
∫

B
fdµ.

We start by introducing some results about the Riesz transform. By [9], we know that the
conjunction of (Dµ) and (DUE) implies (Rp) for all 1 < p ≤ 2, where (DUE) refers to the
on-diagonal upper bound for heat kernel:

(DUE) e−t∆(x, x) ≤ C

V (x,
√
t)
, ∀x ∈ M.

In fact, it follows from [16] that under the assumption of (Dµ), (DUE) self-improves to

(UE) e−t∆(x, y) ≤ C

V (x,
√
t)
e−

d(x,y)2

ct , ∀x, y ∈ M.

While for p > 2, a result from [2] indicates that under the assumptions of (Dµ), (P2) and a
Lq-estimate for the gradient of heat kernel (for some q > 2), (Rp) holds for 2 ≤ p < q. In
[7], the authors consider the connected sum R

n#R
n for n ≥ 3 (see [18] for a more detailed

discussion of connected sums) and prove that (Rp) on such manifold only holds for 1 < p < n.
Subsequently, the authors of [23] generalize the above result by considering a class of non-
doubling manifolds, which fail to meet both (Dµ) and (P2), see also [21].

The boundedness of the Riesz transform can also be examined from the view of Ricci
curvature. Let o ∈ M be a fixed. We say M has quadratically decaying curvature if its Ricci
curvature satisfies property (see [30] for details):

Ricx ≥ − δ2

r(x)2
gx, ∀x ∈ M,(QD)

where δ ∈ R, and g stands for the Riemannian metric. Here, we use notation r(x) = d(x, o).
Manifolds with conical ends and the connected sums of several copies of Rn are two typical
examples which satisfy this (QD) condition; see [7, 19, 20, 29, 30]. By [3], it is well-known
that (Rp) holds for all 1 < p < ∞ on manifolds with non-negative Ricci curvature.
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To go further, let us further introduce two assumptions. The first one is the volume com-
parison condition. That is, for any R ≥ 1 and any x ∈ ∂B(o, R), we have

(VC) V (o, R) ≤ CV (x,R/2).

Then, [6, Theorem 2.4] tells us (VC)+(QD) implies (Dµ) and (DUE). The second assumption
is the so-called ”relatively connected to an end” condition (we may denote it by (RCE) through
this article). Suppose M has at most finitely many ends. Then, we say M satisfies (RCE)
if there exists a constant θ ∈ (0, 1) such that for all R ≥ 1 and all x ∈ ∂B(o, R), there is a
continuous path γ : [0, 1] → B(o, R) \ B(o, θR) and a geodesic ray τ : [0,∞) → M \ B(o, R)
such that

•γ(0) = x, γ(1) = τ(0), •length(γ) ≤ R/θ.

This (RCE) condition generalise the (RCA) condition introduced in [17] to the setting of
manifolds with finitely many ends. For more details about (RCE), we refer readers to [17, 6].
Next, by [6, Theorem A], under the assumptions of (QD), (VC), (RCE) and (RDν) (ν > 2)

for ”anchored balls”, the Riesz transform is bounded on Lp for 1 < p < ν. Note that this
result is sharp in the sense of Rn#R

n, see [7].
As noted above, on certain classes of manifolds, inequality (Rp) only holds over a bounded

range of exponents, in contrast to the Euclidean setting. This naturally prompts the question
of whether a suitable endpoint estimate for ∇∆−1/2 exists.
Before introducing the endpoint results, we have to recall some notations from Lorentz

spaces. We say f ∈ Lp,q (0 < p, q ≤ ∞) if the quasi-norm

‖f‖(p,q) =
{

(∫∞

0

(

t1/pf ∗(t)
)q dt

t

)1/q
, q < ∞,

supt>0 t
1/pf ∗(t) = supλ>0 λdf(λ)

1/p, q = ∞.

is finite, where f ∗ denotes the decreasing rearrangement function: f ∗(t) = inf{λ > 0; df(λ) ≤
t}, and df is the usual distribution function i.e. df(λ) = µ({x; |f(x)| > λ}).
In [24], building on the framework introduced in [23], the author establishes a Lorentz-type

endpoint estimate. Specifically, it is shown that ∇∆−1/2 is bounded on Lp0,1, yet it is not
bounded from Lp0,p to Lp0,q for any 1 < p < ∞ and p ≤ q ≤ ∞, where p0 is the endpoint
exponent for the boundedness of the Riesz transform. This finding aligns with the result in
[29], which demonstrates that on a class of conic manifolds, ∇∆−1/2 fails to be of weak type
bounded at the endpoint.
Before presenting our results, let us briefly discuss the motivation behind these endpoint

estimates. In [7], the authors study the connected sums M = R
n#R

n and show that on a
compactification of M , which we denote by M , the Riesz potential exhibits an asymptotic
form:

∆−1/2(x, y) ∼
∞
∑

j=n−1

aj(x)|y|−j, x ∈ M, |y| → ∂M,(1.1)

where an−1 is a nontrivial harmonic function on M . In particular, when M = R
n, a similar

asymptotic behavior holds with an−1 = 1.
Applying a gradient operator in the x-variable, the maximum principle ensures that ∇an−1

does not vanish, leading to a leading term in the y-variable that decays like |y|1−n near the
boundary. The function |y|1−n can only pair boundedly with functions in Lp for p < n, which
in a sense explains why the boundedness range of the Riesz transform terminates at p = n.
By contrast, when M = R

n, the gradient annihilates the leading term because an−1 = 1.
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Consequently, the kernel then decays like |y|−n near the boundary, making it can be boundedly
pair with functions in Lp for all 1 < p < ∞.

Next, to address the endpoint issue, note that forM = R
n#R

n, a straightforward calculation
shows that |y|1−n lies in the Lorentz space L

n
n−1

,∞(∂M). By duality, this implies that |y|1−n

should be able to pair with functions in Ln,1. Although the asymptotic expansion (1.1) has
only been verified on R

n#R
n, one may naturally conjecture that it holds for a broader class

of manifolds.
Our first result supplements [6, Theorem A] and can be stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold satisfying (QD), (VC), (RCE) and
reverse doubling condition for ”anchored balls” i.e.

C

(

R

r

)ν

≤ V (o, R)

V (o, r)
, ∀R ≥ r > 0.(RDo

ν)

for some ν > 2. Then, the Riesz transform, ∇∆−1/2, is of restricted weak type (ν, ν). That is

‖∇∆−1/2f‖(ν,∞) ≤ C‖f‖(ν,1)

for all f ∈ C∞
c (M).

We note that the condition ν > 2 is not essential; see also [6, Remark 3.1], the assumptions
of Theorem 1.1 already imply (Rp) for all 1 < p ≤ 2, independent of ν. Consequently, a
Lorentz-type endpoint result at p = ν for 1 < ν ≤ 2 carries no additional significance; see also
Remark 2.3 below.

In our next investigation, we study the reverse Riesz inequality. By [10, Proposition 2.1], it
is well-known that on any complete Riemannian manifolds, (Rp) implies (RRp′). However, the
converse is not always true. Therefore, the following two natural questions arise: how to prove
such a reverse inequality, and why is (RRp) less demanding (compare to prove (Rp))? For the
first question, a natural way is to use the duality argument directly ([10, Proposition 2.1]).
For examples, by [9], (Dµ) and (DUE) implies (Rp) for 1 < p ≤ 2 and hence by duality, (RRp)
holds for p ≥ 2,

To address the above reverse Riesz problems more thoroughly, we present the following three
illustrative examples. First, by establishing a Calderón–Zygmund decomposition for Sobolev
functions, Auscher and Coulhon [1] showed that the conjunction of (Dµ) and (Pq) (for some
1 ≤ q < 2) implies (RRp) for all q < p < ∞. Under the same assumptions, however, one
can only derive (Rp) for 1 < p < 2 + ǫ (for some ǫ > 0). Second, in [27], one considers the
Dirichlet Laplacian outside some convex bounded obstacle in R

d (d ≥ 3). By establishing a
Littlewood-Paley theory, prove that (RRp) is valid for all 1 < p < ∞, whereas (Rp) only holds
for 1 < p < d; see [26] for the analogous result when d = 2. Third, in a recent article [25], the
author examines a class of manifolds that does not satisfy either (Dµ) or (Pq) (for 1 ≤ q ≤ 2),
and for which the Riesz transform is only Lp-bounded on a finite interval. Nonetheless, by
using the so-called harmonic annihilation method, the results there still confirm that (RRp)
holds for every 1 < p < ∞. Further details can be found in [1, 27, 26, 22, 25].

To describe our next result, one recalls for 1 ≤ p < ∞, the Lp Hardy’s inequality holds on
M if

‖f/r(·)‖p ≤ C‖∇f‖p, ∀f ∈ C∞
c (M).(Hp)
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Another ingredient of the statement is the so-called weighted Sobolev inequality. We say M
satisfies weighted Sobolev inequality if

‖f/ρ(·)‖(p∗,p) ≤ C‖∇f‖p, ∀f ∈ C∞
c (M), p∗ =

µp

µ− p
,(WSµ

p )

where 1 ≤ p < µ and

ρ(x) =
r(x)

V (o, r(x))1/µ
.

Note that here we ask for a Lorentz quasi-norm Lp∗,p on the left of (WSµ
p), which is the sharpest

form of Sobolev inequality in the sense of Rn; see [4, 32].
We present our next result in the following way.

Theorem 1.2. Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold satisfying (QD), (VC), (RDν)
(ν > 1), and (RCE). Then, the following statements are equivalent:

(i) (Hp) holds for p ∈ (1, ν),
(ii) (RRp) holds for p ∈ (1, ν),
(iii) (WSµ

p ) holds for p ∈ (1, ν), where µ ≥ ν is the doubling exponent in (Dµ).

In this article, rather than adapting the approach from [1] (see also [12]) based on conditions
(Dµ) and (Pq), we focus on the intrinsic connection between (RRp) and the Riesz transform
itself. Specifically, we extend the harmonic annihilation method introduced in [25] to manifolds
with quadratically decaying curvature.
To elaborate our method; see also [25], let us again consider M = R

n#R
n. Let f, g ∈

C∞
c (M) such that g is supported near the boundary ∂M . We consider bilinear form 〈∆1/2f, g〉.

By using a suitable resolution to identity, we have by (1.1),

〈

∆1/2f, g
〉

=
〈

∇f,∇∆−1/2g
〉

∼
〈

∇f,

∫

∂M

∞
∑

j=n−1

∇aj(x)|y|−jg(y)dy

〉

.(1.2)

While by integration by parts, the leading coefficent ∇an−1 vanishes since an−1 is harmonic,
which implies

〈

∆1/2f, g
〉

∼
〈

f,

∫

∂M

∞
∑

j=n

∆aj(x)|y|−jg(y)dy

〉

.

Let Q(x) be some potential. We rewrite the above bilinear form as

〈

∆1/2f, g
〉

∼
〈

f(x)

Q(x)
,

∫

∂M

∞
∑

j=n

Q(x)∆aj(x)|y|−jg(y)dy

〉

.

Finally, we reduce the problem to the estimates of the left and right entries of the above
bilinear form separately.
By restricting our attention to manifolds with quadratically decaying curvature, our method

explaines why (RRp) is comparatively easier to satisfy than (Rp): in the above bilinear setting,
the problematic leading coefficient ∇an−1 disappears.
Next, under additional geometric assumptions on the manifold, we essentially recover the

result of [12, Corollary 1.4]. In [12], the authors establish a Calderón–Zygmund decomposi-
tion for Sobolev functions which was established in [1], and then use it to prove the reverse
inequality. Here, however, we offer an alternative proof that leverages the intrinsic connection
between the Riesz and reverse Riesz transforms.
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We recall that M is said to have bounded geometry if and only if its Ricci curvature is
bounded from below and its radius of injectivity is strictly positive.

Theorem 1.3. Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold with bounded geometry satisfying

(QD), (VC), (RDν) (ν > 1) and (RCE). Then, (RRp) holds on M for all p ∈ (1, ν) ∪ [2,∞).

2. Preliminaries

Throughout the paper, we use notations A . B, A & B and A ≃ B to denote A ≤ cB,
A ≥ cB and cB ≤ A ≤ c−1B respectively for some constant c > 0. We also write dx =
dµ(x) = dvol(x) for simplicity.

One of [6]’s main results, which is the one we continue to study here, can be described in
the following way.

Theorem 2.1. [6, Theorem A] Assume (M, g) is a complete Riemannian manifold satisfying

(QD), (VC) and (RCE). If furthermore, M satisfies (RDo
ν) for some ν > 2, then the Riesz

transform, ∇∆−1/2, is bounded on Lp for all p ∈ (1, ν).

Remark 2.2. Here, as also remarked in [6, Remark 3.1], we note that the aforementioned
result also holds for 1 < ν ≤ 2. However, since the assumptions already imply (Rp) for all
1 < p ≤ 2 (see Remark 2.3 later), the case where 1 < ν ≤ 2 is not that interesting. In
particular, we will use this observation in our argument later.

We say M satisfies the relative Faber-Krahn inequality if there exists α > 0 such that for
all x ∈ M , R > 0 and any open subset Ω ⊂ B(x,R), we have

(FK) λ1(Ω) & R−2

(

µ(Ω)

V (x,R)

)−2/α

,

where λ1(Ω) stands for the smallest eigenvalue of the Laplacian on Ω for the Dirichlet boundary
condition.

Remark 2.3. Although not explicitly stated in Theorem 2.1, ∇∆−1/2 is also of weak type
(1, 1). Indeed, by combining results from [6], [9], and [14], one obtains the following chain of
implications: the assumptions of Theorem 2.1 imply (FK), and, by [14], (FK) is equivalent
to the conjunction of (Dµ) and (DUE). Finally, as established in [9], (Dµ) and (DUE) ensure
that ∇∆−1/2 is bounded on Lp for p ∈ (1, 2] and of weak type (1, 1).

The main idea of [6] is to decompose the kernel of ∇∆−1/2 into three parts with respect to
the following regimes: for some κ ≥ 4,

(1) {(x, y) ∈ M ×M \ {x = y}; d(x, y) ≥ κ−1r(x), r(y) ≤ κr(x)}.
(2) {(x, y) ∈ M ×M \ {x = y}; d(x, y) ≤ κ−1r(x)}.
(3) {(x, y) ∈ M ×M \ {x = y}; r(y) ≥ κr(x)}.
For simplicity, we write ∇∆−1/2 = T1 + T2 + T3, where Tj(x, y) is the kernel of Riesz

transform restricted to the regime (j), (j = 1, 2, 3). The following lemma is a combination of
[6, Proposition 4.1, 4.2; Lemma 3.2] (also see Remark 2.2).

Lemma 2.4. [6] Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold satisfying (QD), (VC), (RCE)
and (RDo

ν) for some ν > 1. We have the following results:

(i) T1 is bounded on Lp for all p ∈ (1,∞).
(ii) T2 is bounded on Lp for all p ∈ (2,∞).
(iii) T3 has kernel estimate: for any x, y ∈ M ,

|T3(x, y)| .
r(y)

r(x)

1

V (o, r(y))
.
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Next, for later use (the proof of Theorem 1.3), one considersM satisfying (QD) and bounded
geometry condition. We keep the notations from [12] for convenience.

Definition 2.5. Let o ∈ M and r0 > 0. We say that the ball B = B(x, r)
(i) is remote if r ≤ r(x)/2,
(ii) is anchored if x = o,
(iii) is admissible if B is remote or anchored with radius r ≤ r0.

Definition 2.6. M is said to satisfy Lq-Poincaré inequality on the end if for every admissible
ball B,

(PEq) ‖f − fB‖Lq(B) . r‖∇f‖Lq(B), ∀f ∈ vol∞(B),

where r is the radius of B.

The following lemma is a direct consequence of [6, Theorem 2.4] and [12, Theorem 2.3].

Lemma 2.7. Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold with bounded geometry which satisfies

(QD), (RDν) (ν > 1), (VC) and (RCE). Then, one deduces

(i) (Dµ) and (DUE) hold on M .

(ii) The following version Lp-Hardy inequality holds
∫

M

( |f(x)|
1 + r(x)

)p

dx .

∫

M

|∇f |pdx, ∀f ∈ C∞
c (M)

for all 1 ≤ p < ν.

Proof. For (i), see [6, Theorem 2.4] or Remark 2.3. Next, for (ii), [34, Theorem 5.6.5] guar-
antees (PEq) holds on M for all q ≥ 1 (since M satisfies (QD)). Therefore, it follows by [12,
Theorem 2.3], see also [31], that (Dµ),(RCE),(PEq) and (RDν) imply the above Lp Hardy’s
inequality for all 1 ≤ p < ν.

�

3. Endpoint Estimate for Riesz Transform

In this section, we give a quick proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Recall notations from Section 2. We decompose the Riesz transform
into three parts:

∇∆−1/2 = T1 + T2 + T3.

It follows by Lemma 2.4 (also see [6, Proposition 4.1, 4.2]) that T1, T2 are bounded on Lν and
hence are of restricted weak type (ν, ν). Therefore, it suffices to study operator

T : f 7→ r(·)−1

∫

B(o,κr(·))c

r(y)

V (o, r(y))
|f(y)|dy.

Define function

Gx(y) =
r(y)

V (o, r(y))
χM\B(o,κr(x))(y).

It follows by Hardy-Littlewood inequality and Hölder’s inequality,

T f(x) ≤ r(x)−1

∫ ∞

0

f ∗(t)G∗
x(t)dt

≤ r(x)−1‖f‖(ν,1)‖Gx‖(ν′,∞),



8 DANGYANG HE

where

‖Gx‖ν
′

(ν′,∞) = sup
λ>0

λ
ν

ν−1vol ({y ∈ M ;Gx(y) > λ})

= sup
λ>0

λ
ν

ν−1vol

({

y ∈ M ; r(y) ≥ κr(x) and V (o, r(y)) <
r(y)

λ

})

:= sup
λ>0

λ
ν

ν−1vol(I).

Note that since r(y) ≥ κr(x), one deduces by (RDo
ν)

(

r(y)

κr(x)

)ν

.
V (o, r(y))

V (o, κr(x))
.

Hence, for y ∈ I,

V (o, r(y)) <
r(y)

λ
=

κr(x)

λ

r(y)

κr(x)
≤ C

κr(x)

λ

V (o, r(y))1/ν

V (o, κr(x))1/ν
.

This implies

V (o, r(y)) ≤ Cλ
−ν
ν−1

(

r(x)

V (o, κr(x))1/ν

)
ν

ν−1

.

Consequently,

vol(I) ≤ vol

({

y ∈ M ;V (o, r(y)) ≤ Cλ
−ν
ν−1

(

r(x)

V (o, κr(x))1/ν

)
ν

ν−1

})

≤ Cλ
−ν
ν−1

(

r(x)

V (o, κr(x))1/ν

)
ν

ν−1

.

It is now plain that

‖Gx‖(ν′,∞) .
r(x)

V (o, κr(x))1/ν
.

To this end, one concludes that

T f(x) .
‖f‖(ν,1)

V (o, κr(x))1/ν
.

The proof is then complete since V (o, κr(x))−1/ν ∈ Lν,∞:

sup
λ>0

λνvol
({

x ∈ M ;V (o, κr(x))−1/ν > λ
})

= sup
λ>0

λνvol
({

x ∈ M ;V (o, κr(x)) < λ−ν
})

. 1.

Remark 3.1. We mention that this result is sharp in the Lorentz sense. Indeed, by [29], the
Riesz transform on metric cone is not even of weak type (p0, p0), where p0 is an endpoint in
the metric cone setting. Some similar results could be found in [24] and the author’s Ph.D.
thesis.

�
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4. From Hardy to Reverse Riesz

In this section, we verify the implication (i) =⇒ (ii) in Theorem 1.2.
As mentioned before, under the assumptions (QD), (VC) and (RCE), M satisfies (Dµ) and

(DUE). Then, a result of [15] guarantees the estimate for time-derivative of heat kernel:

|∂te−t∆(x, y)| . 1

tV (x,
√
t)
e−

d(x,y)2

ct , ∀x, y ∈ M, ∀t > 0.

Recall that o ∈ M is a fixed point and we use notion r(x) = d(x, o) for all x ∈ M .

Theorem 4.1. Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold satisfying (QD), (VC), (RDν)
(ν > 1) and (RCE). Then, (Hp) implies (RRp) for all p ∈ (1, ν).

Proof of Theorem 4.1. First of all, by [6, Theorem A] and duality, we only need to confirm
(RRp) for

p ∈
{

(1, ν), 1 < ν ≤ 2,

(1, ν
ν−1

], ν > 2.
(4.1)

Let o ∈ M be fixed. By [8], there exists a smooth function ηǫ (ǫ > 0) such that
• supp(ηǫ) ⊂ B(o, 4ǫ/3),
• ηǫ = 1 on B(o, ǫ),
• ‖ηǫ‖∞ + ǫ‖∇ηǫ‖∞ + ǫ2‖∆ηǫ‖∞ . 1.
Let κ ≥ 4. Then ηκ−1r(y)(x) is a smooth function supported in the regime: {4r(y) ≥ 3κr(x)}.

Next, for the Riesz transform, ∇∆−1/2, we have resolution to identity

∇∆−1/2 =

∫ ∞

0

∇e−t∆ dt√
πt

.

Denote by pt(x, y) the heat kernel. We may decompose

∇∆−1/2(x, y) =

∫ ∞

0

ηκ−1r(y)(x)∇pt(x, y)
dt√
πt

+

∫ ∞

0

[

1− ηκ−1r(y)(x)
]

∇pt(x, y)
dt√
πt

:= R1(x, y) +R2(x, y).

Note that R2 is supported in the range {(x, y) ∈ M ×M \ {x = y}; r(y) ≤ κr(x)}. Obviously,

|R2(x, y)| . T1(x, y) + T2(x, y),

where T1, T2 (introduced in Lemma 2.4) are operators of ∇∆−1/2 restricted to the domains:
{

(x, y) ∈ M ×M \ {x = y}; r(y) ≤ κr(x), d(x, y) ≥ κ−1r(x)
}

,

and
{

(x, y) ∈ M ×M \ {x = y}; d(x, y) ≤ κ−1r(x)
}

respectively. Then, it follows by Lemma 2.4, also see [6, Proposition 4.1, 4.2], that

(4.2) ‖R2‖q→q . ‖T1 + T2‖q→q . 1

for all q ∈ (2,∞).
Now, let f, g ∈ C∞

c (M) with ‖g‖p′ = 1. We consider inner product

〈∆1/2f, g〉 =
〈
∫ ∞

0

∆e−t∆f
dt√
πt

, g

〉

.

By the positivity and self-adjointness of ∆,

〈∆e−t∆f, g〉 = 〈f,∆e−t∆g〉 = 〈∇f,∇e−t∆g〉, ∀t > 0.
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Hence,

〈∆1/2f, g〉 =
〈

∇f,

∫ ∞

0

∇e−t∆g
dt√
πt

〉

= 〈∇f, R1g〉+ 〈∇f, R2g〉.

By (4.2), it is plain that

|〈∇f, R2g〉| ≤ ‖∇f‖p‖R2g‖p′ . ‖∇f‖p.
Therefore, we may focus on the following bilinear form

I(f, g) :=
∫

M

∇f(x) ·
∫

M

∫ ∞

0

ηκ−1r(y)(x)∇pt(x, y)g(y)
dt√
πt

dydx.

Apply integration by parts to get

I(f, g) =
∫

M

f(x)

∫

M

∫ ∞

0

ηκ−1r(y)(x)∆xpt(x, y)g(y)
dt√
πt

dydx

−
∫

M

f(x)

∫

M

∫ ∞

0

∇x[ηκ−1r(y)(x)] · ∇pt(x, y)g(y)
dt√
πt

dydx.

The following estimate is crucial.

Lemma 4.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.1, one has
∫ ∞

0

|∇x[ηκ−1r(y)(x)] · ∇pt(x, y)|+ |ηκ−1r(y)(x)∆xpt(x, y)|
dt√
t
.

χr(x)≤4κ−1r(y)/3

r(y)V (o, r(y))
.

Proof of Lemma 4.2. Recall that onM (see for example [6, Section 3.2, 3.3]), we have gradient
estimate

|∇pt(x, y)| ≤
[

1√
t
+

1

r(x)

]

C

V (x,
√
t)
e−

d(x,y)2

ct , ∀x, y ∈ M, ∀t > 0.

Note that for r(y) ≥ κr(x), d(x, y) ≃ r(y). Moreover, for x ∈ supp(∇ηR) (R > 0), we have
r(x) ≃ R (to be precise, in our situation, ∇ηR supports on {κ−1r(y) ≤ r(x) ≤ 4κ−1r(y)/3}).
It is then plain that by (Dµ),

∫ r(x)2

0

|∇x[ηκ−1r(y)(x)]||∇pt(x, y)|
dt√
t
.

∫ r(x)2

0

χr(x)≃r(y)

r(y)

e−
d(x,y)2

ct

V (x,
√
t)

dt

t

.
χr(x)≃r(y)

r(y)V (x, r(y))

∫ r(y)2

0

e−
r(y)2

ct

(

r(y)√
t

)µ
dt

t

.
χr(x)≤4κ−1r(y)/3

r(y)V (o, r(y))
.

Similarly, one can use (RDν) instead:

∫ ∞

r(x)2
|∇x[ηκ−1r(y)(x)]||∇pt(x, y)|

dt√
t
.

∫ ∞

r(x)2

χr(x)≃r(y)

r(y)r(x)

e−
d(x,y)2

ct

V (x,
√
t)

dt√
t

.
χr(x)≃r(y)

r(y)2V (o, r(y))

∫ ∞

r(y)2
e−

r(y)2

ct

(

r(y)√
t

)ν
dt√
t

.
χr(x)≤4κ−1r(y)/3

r(y)V (o, r(y))
.
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As for the second part of the integral, recall time-derivative estimate:

|∂tpt(x, y)| ≤
C

tV (x,
√
t)
e−

d(x,y)2

ct , ∀x, y ∈ M, ∀t > 0.

One deduces
∫ ∞

0

|ηκ−1r(y)(x)||∆xpt(x, y)|
dt√
t
.

∫ ∞

0

t−
3
2χr(x)≤4κ−1r(y)/3

V (x,
√
t)

e−
r(y)2

ct dt

.

∫ r(y)2

0

t−
3
2χr(x)≤4κ−1r(y)/3

V (o, r(y))

(

r(y)√
t

)µ

e−
r(y)2

ct dt

+

∫ ∞

r(y)2

t−
3
2χr(x)≤4κ−1r(y)/3

V (o, r(y))

(

r(y)√
t

)ν

e−
r(y)2

ct dt

.
χr(x)≤4κ−1r(y)/3

r(y)V (o, r(y))

as desired. �

Define operator

T : u 7→ r(·)
∫

B(o,3κr(·)/4)c

u(y)

r(y)V (o, r(y))
dy.

The next ingredient of the proof is the following.

Lemma 4.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.1, T is of weak type (q′, q′) for all 1 < q <
∞.

Proof of Lemma 4.3. By Hölder’s inequality, for all 1 < q < ∞,

|T u(x)| . r(x)‖u‖q′
(
∫

B(o,3κr(·)/4)c

dy

r(y)qV (o, r(y))q

)
1
q

.

Introduce the Riemann-Stieljes measure: V (r) = V (o, r). One infers that by setting δ =
3κr(x)/4 and integrating by parts, the integral on the RHS above equals
∫ ∞

δ

1

rqV (r)q
dV (r) = − 1

δqV (δ)q−1
−
∫ ∞

δ

V (r)
[

−qr−q−1V (r)−qdr − qV (r)−q−1r−qdV (r)
]

.

Hence, one concludes
∫ ∞

δ

1

rqV (r)q
dV (r) .

1

δqV (δ)q−1
+

∫ ∞

δ

1

rq+1V (r)q−1
dr.

By (RDν),

1

V (r)q−1
.

δν(q−1)

V (δ)q−1
r−ν(q−1).

Consequently, for all 1 < q < ∞,
∫ ∞

δ

1

rq+1V (r)q−1
dr .

δν(q−1)

V (δ)q−1

∫ ∞

δ

r−q−1−ν(q−1)dr . δ−qV (δ)1−q.

Immediately, we deduce

|T u(x)| . ‖u‖q′
V (o, r(x))

q−1
q

.
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As a consequence, for all λ > 0,

vol ({x ∈ M ; |T u(x)| > λ}) . vol

({

x ∈ M ;V (o, r(x)) <

(‖u‖q′
λ

)q′
})

.

(‖u‖q′
λ

)q′

,

i.e. T is of weak type (q′, q′) for all 1 < q < ∞. �

Now, by interpolation, one gets in particular that for p in the range (4.1),

‖T g‖p′ . ‖g‖p′.
Therefore, by Hardy inequality (Hp), and Lemma 4.2, Lemma 4.3

|I(f, g)| ≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

M

f(x)

∫

M

∫ ∞

0

ηκ−1r(y)(x)∆xpt(x, y)g(y)
dt√
πt

dydx

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

M

f(x)

∫

M

∫ ∞

0

∇x[ηκ−1r(y)(x)] · ∇pt(x, y)g(y)
dt√
πt

dydx

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

∫

M

|f(x)|
r(x)

|T g(x)|dx .

∥

∥

∥

∥

f(·)
r(·)

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

‖T g‖p′

. ‖∇f‖p‖g‖p′.
It then follows by duality

‖∆1/2f‖p ≤ sup
‖g‖p′=1

|〈∇f, R1g〉|+ sup
‖g‖p′=1

|〈∇f, R2g〉|

. sup
‖g‖p′=1

|I(f, g)|+ sup
‖g‖p′=1

‖∇f‖p‖R2g‖p′

. ‖∇f‖p.
The proof of Theorem 4.1 is now complete.

�

Remark 4.4. Note that the above proof can also be used to show the implication: (iii) =⇒
(ii). Indeed, by the argument above, one only needs to show the inner product I(f, g) is
bounded by some constant multiple of ‖∇f‖p‖g‖p′. Now, instead of treating T in Lemma 4.3,
we consider operator

T̃ : u 7→ r(·)
V (o, r(·))1/µ

∫

B(o,3κr(·)/4)c

u(y)

r(y)V (o, r(y))
dy.

By some similar estimates as in Lemma 4.3, one checks that

|T̃ u(x)| . ‖u‖q′
V (o, r(x))1/q′+1/µ

=
‖u‖q′

V (o, r(x))1/(q∗)′
,

where q∗ = µq
µ−q

for all 1 < q < ν ≤ µ. Immediately, one concludes that T̃ is of weak type

(q′, (q∗)′). Hence, by interpolation, one deduces for all 0 < s ≤ ∞,

‖T̃ u‖((p∗)′,s) . ‖u‖(p′,s), ∀u ∈ C∞
c (M).

Choosing s = p′, one confirms by Lemma 4.2 and (WSµ
p) that

|I(f, g)| .
∫

M

f(x)

ρ(x)
|T̃ g(x)|dx ≤ ‖f/ρ‖(p∗,p)‖T̃ g‖((p∗)′,p′) . ‖∇f‖p‖g‖p′
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as desired.

Remark 4.5. It is also worth mentioning that in the above proof, the (RDν) condition can be
weakened to (RDo

ν). Additionally, it is interesting to note that the harmonic leading coefficient,
within the setting of manifolds satisfying the (QD) curvature condition, appears in exactly
the same range as the case studied in [25], i.e. the range where r(y) & r(x). The proof
of Theorem 4.1 closely follows the approach in [25, Theorem 1.3], where a so-called implicit
harmonic annihilation is employed.

5. From Reverse Riesz to Weighted Sobolev

In this section, we study weighted Sobolev inequality. Classically, one studies Sobolev
inequality in the form

(
∫

M

|f |
np

n−pdx

)
n−p
np

.

(
∫

M

|∇f |pdx
)

1
p

, 1 ≤ p < n,(5.1)

where n usually stands for the dimension of M . However, such inequality can be disturbed by
very simple perturbation of the geometry. For instance, on the cylinder Rn × S

m−1, (5.1) fails
for any 1 ≤ p < n+m− 1. This simple example in a sense suggests that, generally speaking,
the topological dimension may not reflect the ”real” geometry of a manifold.
In [31], the author proved that on any complete n-dimensional Riemannian manifolds M

(n ≥ 3). If M has non-negative Ricci curvature and satisfies (RDo
ν) with some ν > 2, then it

admits a weighted Sobolev inequality
(
∫

M

|f/ρo|
np

n−pdx

)1−p/n

.

∫

M

|∇f |pdx, ∀f ∈ C∞
c (M),(5.2)

with p = 2 and

ρo(x) =
r(x)

V (o, r(x))1/n
.

Subsequently, it follows by [37, Theorem 1.1], a special case, that if one further assumes
Poincaré inequality (Pq) and (Dn) for some 1 ≤ q < min(ν, n), then (5.2) holds with the same
weight ρo for q ≤ p < min(ν, n).
On R

n, it is well-known that by [32], the Sobolev inequalities admit its sharpest form

‖f‖( np

n−p
,p) . ‖∇f‖p, 1 ≤ p < n.

Then, it was proved by Bakry, Coulhon, Ledoux and Saloff-Coste [4] that the classical Sobolev
inequality, including its sharpest Lorentz form, can be obtained by a family of ”weak type”
Sobolev inequalities.
In what follows, we may prove the weighted Sobolev inequality in a different way. The idea

is based on [27, Lemma 5.4], see also [28], where the authors proved Hardy type inequalities
via the estimates of Riesz potential. In particular, we verify the implication (ii) =⇒ (iii) in
Theorem 1.2.

Lemma 5.1. Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold satisfying (Dµ), (RDν), (DUE).
Then, (RRp) implies (WSµ

p ) for all 1 < p < ν.

Proof. Since ∆1/2C∞
c (M) is dense in Lq(M) for 1 ≤ q < ∞, see [33, Lemma 1], one only needs

to show

T : u 7→ ρ(·)−1∆−1/2u(·)
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is bounded from Lp → Lp∗,p for all 1 < p < ν and u ∈ C∞
c (M).

Using the resolution to identity, we have

∆−1/2 =

∫ ∞

0

e−t∆t−1/2dt,

where we omit the non-essential constant.
It is well-known that by [16], the conjunction of (Dµ) and (DUE) implies (UE). Thus, one

has kernel estimate

T (x, y) ≤ ρ(x)−1

∫ ∞

0

C

V (x,
√
t)
e−

d(x,y)2

ct t−1/2dt

. ρ(x)−1 1

V (x, d(x, y))

∫ d(x,y)2

0

V (x, d(x, y))

V (x,
√
t)

e−
d(x,y)2

ct t−1/2dt

+ ρ(x)−1 1

V (x, d(x, y))

∫ ∞

d(x,y)2

V (x, d(x, y))

V (x,
√
t)

e−
d(x,y)2

ct t−1/2dt.

By (Dµ), the first term above is thus bounded by

d(x, y)µ

ρ(x)V (x, d(x, y))

∫ d(x,y)2

0

e−
d(x,y)2

ct t
1−µ

2
−1dt .

d(x, y)

ρ(x)V (x, d(x, y))
.

While for the second term, one uses (RDν) instead and bounds it above by

d(x, y)ν

ρ(x)V (x, d(x, y))

∫ ∞

d(x,y)2
e−

d(x,y)2

ct t
1−ν
2

−1dt .
d(x, y)

ρ(x)V (x, d(x, y))
,

since 1 < ν/p < ν.
Define

ǫ(x) =
‖u‖p/µp

V (x, r(x))1/µM(u)(x)p/µ
,

where M stands for the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function. We set

O = {x ∈ M ; ǫ(x) ≤ 1} .
For x ∈ O, we proceed in a standard way.

|T u(x)| . 1

ρ(x)

∫

d(x,y)≤ǫ(x)r(x)

d(x, y)

V (x, d(x, y))
|u(y)|dy

+
1

ρ(x)

∫

d(x,y)≥ǫ(x)r(x)

d(x, y)

V (x, d(x, y))
|u(y)|dy := I + J .

Observe that by (Dµ)

I = ρ(x)−1

∞
∑

j=0

∫

ǫ(x)r(x)/2j+1<d(x,y)≤ǫ(x)r(x)/2j

d(x, y)

V (x, d(x, y))
|u(y)|dy

.
V (x, r(x))1/µ

r(x)

∞
∑

j=0

ǫ(x)r(x)

2j
1

V (x, ǫ(x)r(x)/2j+1)

∫

B(x,ǫ(x)r(x)/2j )

|u(y)|dy

. ǫ(x)V (x, r(x))1/µM(u)(x) = M(u)(x)1−p/µ‖u‖p/µp .(5.3)
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As for J , one deduces by Hölder’s inequality

J ≤ ρ(x)−1‖u‖p
(
∫

B(x,ǫ(x)r(x))c

d(x, y)p
′

V (x, d(x, y))p′
dy

)1/p′

.

Introduce Riemann-Stieljes measure: V (r) = V (x, r). One infers by integrating by parts, that
the above integral equals (set R = ǫ(x)r(x) for a moment)

∫ ∞

R

rp
′

V (r)p′
dV (r) =

[

rp
′

V (r)p′−1

]∞

r=R

−
∫ ∞

R

V (r)
(

p′rp
′−1V (r)−p′dr − p′V (r)−p′−1rp

′

dV (r)
)

,

which gives

∫ ∞

R

rp
′

V (r)p′
dV (r) .

∣

∣

∣

∣

[

rp
′

V (r)p′−1

]∞

r=R

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∫ ∞

R

rp
′−1

V (r)p′−1
dr.

Note again by (RDν), one infers

rp
′−1

V (r)p′−1
.

Rν(p′−1)

V (R)p′−1
r−ν(p′−1)+p′−1.

Consequently, since 1 < p < ν, one concludes

J . ‖u‖p
V (x, r(x))1/µ

r(x)

ǫ(x)r(x)

V (x, ǫ(x)r(x))1/p
.

Now, recall that for x ∈ O, one has ǫ(x) ≤ 1. Then, (Dµ) guarantees that

J . ǫ(x)‖u‖pV (x, r(x))1/µ−1/p

(

V (x, r(x))

V (x, ǫ(x)r(x))

)1/p

. ǫ(x)1−µ/p ‖u‖p
V (x, r(x))1/p∗

= M(u)(x)1−p/µ‖u‖p/µp .(5.4)

Next, one considers x ∈ Oc. It is plain that by a similar argument above and the assumption
ǫ(x) ≥ 1, we have

|T u(x)| . 1

ρ(x)

∫

d(x,y)≤r(x)

d(x, y)

V (x, d(x, y))
|u(y)|dy

+
1

ρ(x)

∫

d(x,y)≥r(x)

d(x, y)

V (x, d(x, y))
|u(y)|dy

. V (x, r(x))1/µM(u)(x) +
‖u‖p

V (x, r(x))1/p∗

.
‖u‖p

V (x, r(x))1/p∗
.

‖u‖p
V (o, r(x))1/p∗

.



16 DANGYANG HE

To this end, for λ > 0, it is clear that by maximal theorem

vol ({x ∈ M ; |T u(x)| > λ}) . vol
({

x ∈ O;M(u)(x)1−p/µ‖u‖p/µp > λ
})

+ vol

({

x ∈ M \ O;
‖u‖p

V (o, r(x))1/p∗
> λ

})

≤
‖u‖p∗p/µp

∥

∥M(u)1−p/µ
∥

∥

p∗

p∗

λp∗

+ vol

({

x;V (o, r(x)) <

(‖u‖p
λ

)p∗
})

.

(‖u‖p
λ

)p∗

.

That is T is of weak type (p, p∗) for all 1 < p < ν. By interpolation on Lorentz spaces, see for
example [13, Theorem 1.4.19], we conclude that for all 0 < s ≤ ∞,

‖T u‖(p∗,s) . ‖u‖(p,s).

The proof of Lemma 5.1 follows by choosing s = p.
�

Remark 5.2. It is clear to see that the above argument also proves the implication (ii) =⇒
(i), which generalizes the result of [28, Theorem 1.5] (this simple generalization was also
mentioned in [12, Question 2.4]). In fact, one only needs to modify the estimates of I and J .
Replacing ρ(x) = r(x) and ǫ = 1, a similar argument above gives

I . M(u)(x) and J .
‖u‖p′

V (o, r(x))1/p′
.

The implication (ii) =⇒ (i) then follows directly by maximal theorem and interpolation.

6. From Weighted Sobolev to Hardy

To end the proof of Theorem 1.2, we have to confirm the implication (iii) =⇒ (i).
Arguably, on Euclidean space, the classical Sobolev inequality and Hardy inequality are almost
”equivalent”, see for example [5, Proposition 1.4.1, Proposition 1.4.3].

Lemma 6.1. Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold. Then, (WSµ
p ) implies (Hp), where

µ > 1 and 1 ≤ p < µ.

Proof of Lemma 6.1. It is clear that by Hölder’s inequality in Lorentz space,

(
∫

M

∣

∣

∣

∣

f(x)

ρ(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

p ∣
∣

∣

∣

ρ(x)

r(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

dx

)1/p

≤
∥

∥

∥

∥

f

ρ

∥

∥

∥

∥

(p∗,p)

∥

∥

∥

ρ

r

∥

∥

∥

(µ,∞)

since

1

p
=

1

p∗
+

1

µ
,

1

p
=

1

p
+

1

∞ .
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Now, by (WSµ
p ), the first term is apparently bounded by ‖∇f‖p. While for the second term,

one checks easily for all λ > 0,
∥

∥

∥

ρ

r

∥

∥

∥

µ

(µ,∞)
= sup

λ>0
λµvol ({x ∈ M ; ρ(x)/r(x) > λ})

= sup
λ>0

λµvol
({

x ∈ M ;V (o, r(x)) < λ−µ
})

≤ 1.

The proof follows immediately.
�

7. Proof of Theorem 1.3

This section is devoted to prove Theorem 1.3.
Note that in [12], the authors proved that under the assumptions of (Dµ), (UE), (RDν) for

some ν > 1 and (RCE). Then, Poincaré on the end (PEq) (1 < q < min(2, ν)) implies (RRp)
for q ≤ p < 2. Next, as a corollary, [12, Corollary 1.7], for manifold with Ricci curvature
bounded from below, satisfying (QD), (VC), (RCE) and (RDν) (ν > 1), (RRp) holds for all
p ∈ (1,∞). In the following, to better understand the interplay between Riesz and reverse
Riesz transforms, we present an alternative proof by using the method established in previous
sections.
Most of the arguments are followed by the proof of Theorem 4.1. We only need to make

some necessary modifications. Recall notions R1, R2, I, η, T from Section 4.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. By duality, it suffices to consider (RRp) with p in the range (4.1). The
only obstacle is that the Hardy inequality we got (see Lemma 2.7) is slightly different to the
normal one (Hp).
Let f ∈ C∞

c (M). Pick some cut-off function X ∈ vol∞(M) such that supp(X ) ⊂ B(o, 2)
and X = 1 on B(o, 1). Split f = fX + f(1− X ) := f0 + f1. We start by claiming

‖∆1/2f0‖p . ‖∇f‖p(7.1)

for all p in the range (4.1).
By spectral theory, one writes

∆1/2 =

∫ 1

0

∆(∆+ k2)−1dk +

∫ ∞

1

∆(∆ + k2)−1dk := OL +OH .

Lemma 7.1. Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold with bounded geometry. Then, the

high energy part:

OH : u 7→
∫ ∞

1

∆(∆ + k2)−1u(·)dk

satisfies

‖OHu‖q . ‖∇u‖q, ∀u ∈ C∞
c (M)

for all 1 < q < ∞.

Proof of Lemma 7.1. The result is a direct consequence of duality and bounded geometry
property. Let v ∈ C∞

c (M) with ‖v‖q′ ≤ 1. By the positivity and self-adjointness of ∆, one has

〈OHu, v〉 =
〈

∇u,

∫ ∞

1

∇(∆ + k2)−1vdk

〉

≤ ‖∇u‖q
∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ ∞

1

∇(∆ + k2)−1vdk

∥

∥

∥

∥

q′
.
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Note that the operator above applying to v is nothing but the high energy part of the Riesz
transform (see [23, Proposition 5.1]). By [23, Proposition 5.1], one infers that

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ ∞

1

∇(∆ + k2)−1vdk

∥

∥

∥

∥

q′
. ‖v‖q′

for all 1 < q < ∞. We mention that the proof of [23, Proposition 5.1] is employable provided
that M has bounded geometry and ∆ satisfies finite speed of propagation, see for example [35,
36] for a formal definition. Next, by [35], this finite speed propagation property is equivalent
to the so-called Davies-Gaffney condition with respect to ∆, which holds on any complete
Riemannian manifolds. The result follows by ranging all ‖v‖q′ ≤ 1. �

Next, we treat the low energy part OL. Observe that

∆(∆ + k2)−1 = Id− k2(∆ + k2)−1.

Hence, for 1 < q < ∞

‖OL‖q→q =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ 1

0

∆(∆ + k2)−1dk

∥

∥

∥

∥

q→q

≤
∫ 1

0

∥

∥∆(∆ + k2)−1
∥

∥

q→q
dk(7.2)

≤ 1 +

∫ 1

0

k2‖(∆ + k2)−1‖q→qdk . 1,

where the last inequality follows by writing (∆ + k2)−1 =
∫∞

0
e−t∆e−tk2dt and using the con-

tractivity of heat semigroup. Now, it is plain that by Lemma 7.1 and (7.2) that

‖∆1/2f0‖p . ‖f0‖p + ‖∇f0‖p . ‖f‖Lp(B(o,2)) + ‖∇f‖p.

Note that for x ∈ B(o, 2), one checks 1 + r(x) ≤ 3. It is then clear that by Lemma 2.7 (ii),

‖f‖Lp(B(o,2)) .

∥

∥

∥

∥

f(·)
1 + r(·)

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

. ‖∇f‖p, ∀1 < p < ν.(7.3)

The claim (7.1) has been verified.
To this end, we need to confirm

‖∆1/2f1‖p . ‖∇f‖p, ∀p in (4.1).

It follows by a similar argument as in Section 4, we have by Lemma 4.2

|I(f1, g)| ≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

M

f1(x)

∫

M

∫ ∞

0

ηκ−1r(y)(x)∆xpt(x, y)g(y)
dt√
πt

dydx

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

M

f1(x)

∫

M

∫ ∞

0

∇x[ηκ−1r(y)(x)] · ∇pt(x, y)g(y)
dt√
πt

dydx

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

∫

M

|f1(x)|
r(x)

|T g(x)|dx.

Note that for x ∈ B(o, 1)c, one has 1+ r(x) . r(x). Thus, by Lemma 2.7 (ii) and Lemma 4.3,
the above is bounded by

∥

∥

∥

∥

f(·)
1 + r(·)

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

‖T g‖p′ . ‖∇f‖p‖g‖p′.
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It then follows by duality that

‖∆1/2f1‖p ≤ sup
‖g‖p′=1

|〈∇f1, R1g〉|+ sup
‖g‖p′=1

|〈∇f1, R2g〉|

. sup
‖g‖p′=1

|I(f1, g)|+ sup
‖g‖p′=1

‖∇f1‖p‖R2g‖p′

. ‖∇f‖p + ‖∇f1‖p . ‖∇f‖p + ‖f‖Lp(B(o,2))

. ‖∇f‖p,
where the last inequality follows by (7.3). Combining this with (7.1), the proof of Theorem 1.3
is complete.

�

Remark 7.2. The proof of (7.3) is, in fact, a direct consequence of p-hyperbolicity of the man-
ifold (see, for example, [38, 11]) and this p-hyperbolic property is an immediate consequence
of Lp Hardy’s inequality.
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