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RIGIDITY OF WEIGHTED MANIFOLDS VIA CLASSIFICATION RESULTS FOR
SEMILINEAR EQUATIONS

GIULIO CIRAOLO, ALBERTO FARINA, AND TROY PETITT

ABsTrRACT. We study model semilinear equations on complete and non-compact weighted Riemannian
manifolds with non-negative Bakry-Emery Ricci curvature. Our main goal is to classify positive
solutions of the equation at the Sobolev-critical exponent, and furthermore to prove that the existence
of such solutions implies rigidity of the manifold and triviality of the weight. This is possible when the
weighted manifold has non-negative finite dimensional Bakry-Emery Ricci curvature, and even under
the weaker condition of non-negative infinite dimensional Bakry-Emery Ricci curvature, up to imposing
some additional conditions in the latter case. To exhibit the sharpness of these additional conditions, we
construct a non-trivial positive solution of the critical problem on a weighted manifold with positive
infinite dimensional curvature. We also obtain a corresponding rigidity result for solutions of the
Liouville equation on weighted Riemannian surfaces. Finally, we prove some non-existence theorems
when the nonlinearity is sub-critical or simply under certain volume growth conditions. In particular,
the latter rules out all positive solutions on shrinking gradient Ricci solitons.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension d € N* with d > 2, let p > 1, and let u be a
smooth, non-negative solution to the Lane-Emden equation

—Au=u in M. (1.1)

For M = R¢ with the Euclidean metric, a series of well-known papers classified non-negative solutions
to this problem up to and including the Sobolev-critical exponent

d+2 for d >3
d) :={ 42 = 1.2
ps(d) 00 for d=2. (1.2)

Indeed, for p strictly less than pg(d) (or for all p > 1 with d = 2), it was proved in [18] that u = 0 is
the only such solution to (1.1). For d > 3, it was proved in [9] that the set of positive solutions of (1.1)
with p = ps(d) coincides with the two-parameter family defined by

_d—2
u(z) = (a+blz—x0|*) * for a,b>0 satisfying 1 =d(d — 2)ab, (1.3)

and any xo € R These special solutions are known as Aubin-Talenti bubbles, and they were first
identified in [2, 35| as the unique optimizers of the Sobolev inequality in R? with sharp constant.
Already in [18], the non-existence (or Liouville-type) result for sub-critical p was extended to complete
and non-compact Riemannian manifolds with non-negative Ricci curvature. However, positive solutions
of (1.1) exist for all p > 1 in the negatively curved hyperbolic space M = H? - see [7, 26], so it is not in
general possible to relax the non-negative curvature assumption. Returning to the case of non-negative
curvature, there have been a few recent partial results concerning (1.1) with critical exponent p = pg(d)
in [13, 15, 17], which can be summarized by the following remarkable double rigidity statement: if

there exists a solution u > 0 to —Au = w2 in a complete, non-compact Riemannian manifold with
non-negative Ricci curvature, then?

(M, g) is isometric to (R? Euclgs) and wu is (1.3).
In dimension d = 2, the corresponding rigidity result concerns solutions to the Liouville equation
—Au=¢e" in M. (1.4)

In [15], the authors proved a sharp result for solutions of (1.4) under the assumption of non-negative
Gaussian curvature. In this case, they find that if there exists a solution u of (1.4) satisfying a certain

1At the present time, this result has been proven only under some restrictions on the dimension d or on the size of u.
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optimal asymptotic lower bound, then (M, g) is isometric to (R?, Euclg2), and

u(xz) =lo

g @bl $0‘2)2 for a,b > 0 satisfying 1 = 8ab, (1.5)
for some 2o € R?. Similar results are contained in [11, 13] by also assuming the finite mass condition
[ e* < +o00. We also mention the recent survey [10] for further references, historical comments, and
connections to geometry.

In this work, by suitably adapting the strategy of [15], we shall extend these results to the framework
of weighted manifolds, which we introduce now. As before, let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold of
dimension d > 2. For some f € C?(M), a weighted Riemannian manifold is the triple (M, g, i), where
i is the measure with density

dp=efdv,
where dv is the Riemannian volume element. The associated weighted Laplace operator is?
Lw = Aw—Vf-Vw = e/div(e™ Vw), (1.6)

for any w € C?(M). Clearly when V f = 0, we reduce to the case of unweighted manifolds.
We are concerned with classifying non-negative solutions of the Lane-Emden equation

—Lu =u’ in M for p>1, (1.7)
and solutions of the Liouville equation
—Lu=¢e“ in M, (1.8)

in dimension d = 2. In view of the above discussion, such classification is made possible by imposing
some Ricci curvature lower bounds on the weighted manifold. There are a few suitable definitions of
weighted Ricci curvature in the literature, first appearing in the works [3, 4] of D. Bakry. Indeed, for any
real number n satisfying n > d, or n = oo, we define the n-dimensional Bakry-Emery Ricci curvature
tensor

Ric + V2f if n=o00,
Ricp,q := { Ric+ V2f — YLEYL  if 5 >4, (1.9)
Ric if n=d.

We use the convention that n = d if and only if Vf =0, i.e. the weight is trivial. With this convention
in mind, from (1.9), it follows that Ric, ¢ < Rics g for all n > d, i.e. Ric, 4 > 0 is stronger than
Ricoo,g > 0. As we will see below, the real parameter n > d related to Bakry-Emery Ricci curvature
serves as a virtual dimension for the manifold M, whose topological dimension is d € N*.

Since we will make extensive use of comparison methods, let us briefly summarize what is known
when Ric is replaced by (1.9) on weighted manifolds. When (M, g, 1) satisfies Ric,, 4 > 0 for n > d,
the standard comparison results (of Laplacian and Bishop-Gromov type) for Ric > 0 were successfully
extended in [5, 34]. The corresponding theory for Rics,q > 0 is significantly more delicate and was
established in [38], up to imposing some further, unavoidable conditions. We summarize these results in
Appendix A. Let us quickly note that Laplacian comparison always implies volume growth comparison
with the same parameter, which for convenience we call d; see [38]. So in particular, if we assume

d—1
< —
~ dist(z, 0)
for some 0 € M, we implicitly assume in addition that volume comparison holds with respect to the
same point o, and with the same d, that is,

L(dist(z,0)) weakly in M | (1.10)

/ e~/ <CR?, forall R>r, (1.11)
Br(o)

for all r > 0, where C' > 0 depends only on d and the geometry of M in B,.(0). We also remark
that condition (1.11) is automatically satisfied when the potential function f is bounded on M (see for
instance 28] and [37]).

1.1. Notation. As is quite standard, we may use the notation dist(z, 0) or |z —o| to denote the geodesic
distance from a point x € M to a fixed point 0 € M. Furthermore, we may also consider geodesic radii
with symbols R, 7, or r(x,0) which again tacitly refer to the same geodesic distance when no confusion
occurs. Finally, an expression like v € O(|z|~%) means that u € O(|z — o|~%) for some 0 € M.

2In the below expression, and from now on, we take for granted that all metric and differential structures are defined
with respect to the Riemannian metric g, so we choose to omit such references in the notations whenever possible.
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2. STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULTS AND PAPER ORGANIZATION

As discussed above, in the weighted manifold framework there are two valid types of weighted Ricci
curvature that may replace the standard condition Ric > 0. First, we state our results involving the
Lane-Emden equation (1.7) and the infinite-dimensional Ricci curvature tensor defined in (1.9), and then
we provide a discussion and some relevant examples. Due to the notable lack of rigidity of weighted
manifolds satisfying Rics ¢ > 0, in order to achieve the desired results, it turns out to be necessary (see
Section 7) to make some further assumptions on the weighted manifold and the solution: these are the
comparison inequalities (1.10) and/or (1.11), and the pointwise condition

Vf Vu<0 in M, (2.1)

where u is the solution of (1.7) or (1.8) under consideration. Subsequently, we state some corresponding
theorems for the case of finite-dimensional Ricci curvature. Finally, we state our classification theorem
for the Liouville equation (1.8).

2.1. Results concerning the Lane-Emden equation under an infinity curvature condition.
The following theorem should be interpreted as a rigidity and triviality result for weighted manifolds
satisfying Riceo ¢ > 0 that admit positive solutions of (2.2). That is, if such a solution exists on a
suitable weighted manifold, it follows that w is a bubble (1.3), the manifold is in fact the Euclidean
space, and the weight is trivial (a constant).

Concerning the conditions %), i), and i) below, these are analogous to the ones used in [15] in the
unweighted case, which we emphasize are currently not known to be improvable.

Theorem 2.1. Let (M, g, 1) be a complete, connected, non-compact, boundaryless weighted Riemannian
manifold of dimension d > 3. Let Ricoo g > 0 and let u € C3(M) be a positive solution of

—Lu=uT? in M , (2.2)
where f € C?(M) additionally satisfies (2.1), and also assume that (1.11) holds with respect to some
0 € M. Assume that any of the three following conditions holds:

i) d€{3,4,5},
ii) d > 6, (1.10) holds, and
(d—2)(d—6)

- (2.3)

ue O(|z|~*) as |z] = 400, for a >

i11) u has finite weighted energy, namely that

/ et ud%i2 < 400,
M
and (1.10) holds.

Then (M, g) is isometric to (R? Euclga) and Vf = 0, i.e. L = A. Furthermore, u is precisely the
Aubin-Talenti bubble (1.3).

Remark 2.2. Although for simplicity we include (1.10) as a hypothesis in Theorem 2.1 ), it is in fact
only necessary to assume a significantly weaker pointwise control of the form

L(dist(z,0)) weakly in M, (2.4)

S —
— dist(z, o)
for some 0o € M and any C > 0, (the constant C > 0 in (2.4) can be much larger than the dimension
d). Indeed, in the proof, assumption (1.10) is only used via the Yau-type estimate found in Lemma
B.3, and the Laplacian comparison assumption in the statement of Lemma B.3 is precisely (2.4). For
Theorem 2.1 444) on the other hand, (1.10) with the precise constant d is needed.

Remark 2.3. One may ask about the suitability of the additional conditions (1.10) and/or (1.11) and
(2.1) used in the statement of Theorem 2.1. As is well-known, the condition Rice 4 > 0 is too weak
by itself to obtain the expected Bishop-Gromov, Laplacian comparison, or Myers’-type results; see |38,
Section 2] for some counterexamples. Therefore it is quite reasonable to expect that in the current
context, one must add some suitable conditions to reinforce the rigidity of the problem.

From the technical point of view, (2.1) is the crucial condition that allows us to completely exploit
the methods introduced in [15]. However, in Section 7, we prove that (2.1) is anything but a technical
assumption: in fact, we construct a family of weighted manifolds and solutions of (2.2) satisfying
Riceo,q > 0, (1.11), and (2.3)—(2.4) but not (2.1), i.e. valid counterexamples for Theorem 2.1 when (2.1)
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does not hold, for all d > 3 (in view of Remark 2.2 and the observation that (2.5) implies (2.3) for
p = ps(d)). See Theorem 2.4 below.

As for the relation between (1.10)—(1.11) and (2.1), in the radial case, i.e. when M, f, and u are all
rotationally symmetric about a pole o € M, (2.1) implies (1.10)—(1.11). This follows from [38, Theorem
1.2] and the observation that such solutions are monotonically decreasing along geodesics starting from

oM.
We formalize the above remark in the following Theorem, whose proof is postponed until Section 7.

Theorem 2.4. For all d > 3, d € N, there exists a smooth weighted Riemannian model manifold’
(M, g, 1) of dimension d with pole o € M satisfying Ricoo g > 0 in M and Ricso,q > 0 in M\ {0} and
admitting, for any € > 0 and any p > %, a smooth, positive, radial solution u of (1.7) satisfying the

following conditions:

1) M is complete, non-compact, boundaryless, and diffeomorphic to R?
2) Bishop-Gromov volume comparison (1.11) holds,
3) Laplacian comparison (1.10) does not hold, but (2.4) does hold,
4) ulo) = ¢,
5) w is decreasing along all geodesics starting from o,
6) Vf-Vu>0in M\ {o},
7) u satisfies
p—1
u(r) < (W) forall r >0, (2.5)
for C > 0.

We point out that the above Theorem furnishes a new example of a weighted manifold with positive
curvature where Laplacian comparison (1.10) does not hold. Whereas the example given in [38, Example
2.3] is "pathological" in the sense of differing strongly from R? (it has exponential weighted volume
growth and lacks symmetry), our example exhibits the expected polynomial volume growth and full
radial symmetry.

Next, let us discuss our non-existence results. The two following Liouville-type theorems are proven
independently and have quite different hypotheses. First, Theorem 2.5 requires a Ricci curvature condi-
tion, the condition (2.1), and a Bishop-Gromov volume growth condition, but is valid up to the classical
Sobolev exponent (1.2). On the other hand, Theorem 2.6 holds under a sole volume growth hypothesis,
but is valid only up to a lower exponent. When d = 2, the non-existence result holds under the sole
assumption of (1.11), as follows from Theorem 2.6. Note that in this case, (1.11) implies the main
assumption of Theorem 2.6.

Theorem 2.5. Let (M, g, p) be a complete, connected, non-compact, boundaryless weighted Riemannian

manifold of dimension d > 2. Let Ricoo g > 0, and let u € C3(M) be a non-negative solution of
—Lu=uP in M, forsome 1<p<pg(d),

where f € C*(M) additionally satisfies (2.1) with respect to u, and also assume that (1.11) holds with

respect to some o € M. Then u = 0.

In the following result, which is proven in Section 5.1, we do not make any curvature assumption, we
only assume a volume-growth condition.

Theorem 2.6. Let (M, g, u) be a complete, connected, non-compact, boundaryless weighted Riemannian
manifold of dimension d > 2. Let u € C3(M) be a non-negative solution of

—Lu=uP in M,
for some p > 1. Then*, if u(Br(0)) = O(R%) for some 0 € M, it follows that u = 0.

In the special case that (M, g, u) satisfies u(Br(0)) = O(R?*log R), by the above theorem it admits
no such positive solutions of (1.7) for any p > 1. This is consistent with [20, Theorem 9.7] (see also
the works cited therein), which implies that (M, g, u) is parabolic if p(Br(0)) = O(R?log R). We recall
that a weighted manifold is parabolic if and only if it does not support positive entire £-superharmonic
functions.

?’Meaning that the metric and the weight are radially symmetric about some point.
40n the right-hand side of the following equation, we are referring to little-o notation.
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The preceding Theorem 2.6, a direct consequence of integral estimates proved in Section 5, is in fact
a generalization of [15, Theorem 4.5] to weighted manifolds (for the unweighted case we also refer to [21]
where the authors consider non-negative supersolutions of —Awu = u?). However, in the case of weighted
manifolds, Theorem 4.5 attains a special significance thanks to its application to many relevant weighted
manifolds. This is discussed in the next Example 1, while the subsequent Example 2 is devoted to the
construction to a non-parabolic weighted manifold for which Theorem 2.6 applies.

Example 1. Any weighted manifold satisfying
Riceo,q > A, forsome A >0, (2.6)

has finite weighted volume — see [27, Corollary 4]. Therefore, Theorem 2.6 tells us that there are no
positive solutions to (1.7) for any p > 1 if (2.6) holds.
As a particular case, if (M, g, u) satisfies

Ricoo,g = A, forsome A >0,

it is a shrinking gradient Ricci soliton. Such manifolds have been intensely studied, due in part to
their relation to self-similar limits of Hamilton’s Ricci flow. Some explicit examples are the Gaussian
space® (R?, Euclga, e*adem), the weighted hyperbolic space (M?, gypa, e*adem) (for a suitable choice
of a > 0), or the warped product given in [32, p. 1]. Let us also point out that, differently from the
unweighted case, (2.6) does not imply that (M, g, 1) is compact, as can be seen by the above examples.
If the weighted manifold is compact, a Liouville theorem for non-negative solutions follows for all p
simply by applying the strong maximum principle.

Example 2. Here, we provide an example of a non-parabolic weighted model manifold for which
Theorem 2.6 applies for all p > 1, i.e. there exists a positive L-superharmonic function, but there do
not exist positive solutions to (1.7). For any d > 2, we consider (R, Euclga, p1) with dy = e~f dx for
any smooth radial weight f = f(r) satisfying

e f = Cr¥dlogf (r), forall r>1, (2.7)
with 8 > 1 and C' > 0. Calling S(r) = Cqr?1 e~/ the weighted surface area of dB,, we find from

(2.7) that
oo dr
/ % < +4o00,
which implies that the model manifold is not parabolic — see [20, Example 9.5] and the sources cited
therein. Furthermore

R
1(Bg) = c/ r?=te I dr < C R? 1og?(R), forall R>>1,
0

so it follows that u(Br) = O(R%) and Theorem 2.6 applies for all p > 1.

2.2. Results concerning the Lane-Emden equation under the condition Ric, 4 > 0. In the
following two Theorems, we take the stronger assumption Ric,, 4 > 0 and obtain weighted analogues of
the main results of [15] with a virtual dimension n > d.

Theorem 2.7. Let (M, g, 1) be a complete, connected, non-compact, boundaryless weighted Riemannian
manifold of dimension d > 3. Let Ric, q > 0 for some n > d, and let u € 03(/\/1) be a positive solution

to
n+2

—Lu=wu"-2 in M. (2.8)
If any of the following four conditions holds:
i) n<5b,
i) 5<n <6 and
— 9 (n —
ue O(lz|™*) as |z| — +oo, for a > W, (2.9)
ii) n > 6 and
- (n—2)(n—6)
@ fi - 2.1
ueO(|z|~*) as |z] = 4oo, or o> -1 (2.10)

5In the following two examples, we make a small abuse of notation by considering the density rather than the measure
in the third slot of the triple (M, g, u).
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w) u has finite weighted energy, namely

—f 2n_
e un—2 < 400,
M

then (M, g) is isometric to (R? Euclga) and Vf = 0, i.e. L = A, and n = d. Furthermore, u is
precisely the Aubin-Talenti bubble (1.3).

Notice that from Theorem 2.7 i) we obtain a classification and rigidity result when 5 < n < 6 and
u is bounded.

Next, we state a Liouville-type theorem, which was proven independently in [25, Corollary 1.10] using
the Bernstein-Yau method.

Theorem 2.8. Let (M, g, 1) be a complete, connected, non-compact, boundaryless weighted Riemannian
manifold of dimension d > 2. Let Ric, 4 > 0 for some n > d, and let u € C3*(M) be a non-negative
solution to

—Lu=uP” in M, forsome 1<p<pg(n). (2.11)
Then u = 0.

2.3. On the Liouville equation.

Theorem 2.9. Let (M, g, 1) be a complete, connected, non-compact, boundaryless weighted Riemannian
surface®. Let G(r) be any positive, non-decreasing function satisfying

< g .
/R* 0] = +oo0, forsome R*>0. (2.12)
Let Ricoo,2 > 0 and let u € C3(M) be a solution to
—Lu=¢e" in M,

where f € C?(M) additionally satisfies (2.1) with respect to u, and also assume that (1.11) holds for
some o € M. If u satisfies

u(z) > —4 log |r(z,0) g%(r(x, 0))} , forall z.€ M\ Bg-(0), (2.13)
then (M, g) is isometric to (R?,Euclgz) and Vf =0, i.e. L= A. Furthermore, u is precisely (1.5).

The condition (2.12) allows increasing functions behaving like G(r) & log(r) or G(r) ~ log(r) log(log )
at infinity.

In accordance with the previous results, one may expect to be able to remove the assumption (2.1)
by letting Ricy 2 > 0 for some n > 2, but, as we explain in Section 6.3 this is not possible using our
method of proof. Also, it is explained in [11, pp. 12-13] (see also [15, Theorem 1.2]) that the constant
4 in (2.13) is not improvable, even when Vf = 0.

2.4. Organization of the paper. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 3 we
state some key pointwise equations and inequalities derived by applying Bochner’s inequality to certain
auxiliary functions that are defined in terms of the given solution u of (1.7) or (1.8). In Section 4 we
prove our main non-existence result for non-negative Ric,, 4 curvature, Theorem 2.8. Section 5 is mostly
dedicated to the proof of Theorem 2.7. In order to prove this classification result, it is necessary to
first derive some integral energy estimates — Lemma 5.3 — from which Theorem 2.6 trivially follows.
In Section 6, we consider Rics, ¢ curvature, proving Theorem 2.1, Theorem 2.5, and Theorem 2.9.
Finally in Section 7, we prove Theorem 2.4 by constructing some positive solutions of (1.7) in weighted
manifolds satisfying Rics q > 0.

3. SOME POINTWISE RELATIONS IN THIRD DERIVATIVES

Let u be a positive solution of (1.7), and let v = u="z" . Notice that v satisfies

1 /m 9 2
— (™ 1
Lv U<2|Vv|—|—m_2>7 (3.1)
where m > 2 is defined by
m_ptl (3.2)
2 p—1 '

6This is a weighted Riemannian manifold of dimension d = 2.
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is a parameter that quantifies how much p differs from the critical value pg(n) defined in (1.2). Indeed,
when p 7 pg(n), it follows m \, n. On the other hand, if u is a solution of (1.8) in dimension d = 2,
and we set v to satisfy u = —2log v, it holds

1 , 1
Ly =— = 3.3
o= (Wl +3). (33
and we consider this as the case d = m = 2 (formally). So, from now on, we combine (3.1) and (3.3)
and simply consider positive solutions v of

1 /m 9
Lv = - (§\Vv| + cm) =:P, (3.4)
for
_2 if 92
Con = 1177,—2 1 m > ’ (35)
5 if m=2.

We use the symbol P to refer to the quantity in (3.4).

By the maximum principle for non-negative £-superharmonic functions (which holds in our context
of manifolds with non-negative Bakry-Emery Ricci curvature) either u = 0 or v > 0 everywhere for
solutions of —Lu = uP. Therefore, from now on, we assume that u > 0 everywhere, so it follows by
definition that v > 0 and P > 0 everywhere (by (3.4)). For the Liouville equation (1.8), on the other
hand, v may change signs, but v = (e“)*% is always strictly positive, and the same holds for P.

If one suitably takes a further derivative of (3.4) and applies Bochner’s identity”

LAV = [|V205 ¢ + V- VAv + Ric(Vo, Vo)
or the L-generalized form
LLIVo* = | V207 o + Vv VLo + Riceo a(Vo, Vo) (3.6)

the L-weighted geometry of M appears in the form of the Bakry-Emery Ricci curvature tensor (1.9).
Indeed, combining [16, Lemma A.1l], where all the calculations can be found, with (3.4) yields the
fundamental pointwise equality

mu' " k[v] = divs (v VP), (3.7)
where
ko] = || V202 ¢ — (572)2 + Ricooq (V, V), (3.8)
and

divy( ) = efdiv(e™ ).
In the case Ric, 4 > 0 for n > d, it can also be checked that

Av |2

K[o] = || V20 — 2¥
ol =[[v2o- 5o

m—n

(£v)2—|- n-d

2
— — <£u+ nﬁdw : W) + Ricn.a(Vo, Vo),  (3.9)
H.S.

immediately implying that k > 0 as long as m > n, that is, that p < 2*2_ For the case n = oo, (3.9)
will be interpreted in Section 6.

The overarching strategy to prove our classification results, i.e. Theorem 2.1, Theorem 2.7, and
Theorem 2.9, is to first prove that P = ¢ for some constant ¢ > 0, and then deduce some consequences
from (3.7) and (3.9). Indeed, if VP = 0, then it follows from (3.7) that k[v] = 0. Therefore, the four
(non-negative) summands of (3.9) must all be zero, which in turn implies rigidity of the manifold M and
the solution u, and triviality of the weight f. This is an adaptation of the P-function method employed
in [15]. However, in the case of Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.9, some modifications to the strategy must
necessarily be made, due to the inherent lack of rigidity of weighted manifolds satisfying the weaker
condition Rics,q > 0.

For the rest of the paper, equation (3.7) is applied via the following pointwise inequality.

Lemma 3.1. Let v € C3(M) be a positive solution to (3.4). Then for any t € R, it holds
(t = 2) P 20* | VP2 + mP ! T W] < divy (P 0? T VP) (3.10)

"Note that IIllf.g. is the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of a matrix.
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where

m=4(Av)? + Ric(Vv, Vo) for n=4d,
Wilo] = { =1 (=t Lo+ V- Vo) + i IV f - Vol + Ricya (Vo, Vo) for n>d,  (3.11)
m=d(Lv)? + ZLvVf - Vv + Ricoo a(Vv, Vo) for n=occ.

m2

Proof. Let us begin by noticing that, by the definition of P in (3.4), we have

VP = —% vPVu+ m(Vzv)Vv =0 (V% - ng) Vu.
v v v m

By Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, it follows

c 2
Vv — —vg
m

2
m

[VP[* < 2‘
v

H.S

IVol?.

By (3.4), we see that
2
V]2 < =P,
m

so the above inequality becomes

2

P. (3.12)
H.S.

V3 — @g

2m
vpp? < \
v m

In order to relate the squared norm appearing here to (3.7) via (3.8), we expand the norm and apply
the definition of £ in (1.6) to find that

2 2 2 d
o2 _ - 2
e HV UHHAS. mﬁv Av + 3 (Lv)

2
= k[v] + Lo _ Riceo,a(Vv, Vv) — zﬁv Av + %(Cv)z
m m m

— K] — m&d(cvf - %ﬁv (Vf - Vo) ﬁ IV f - Vo|? = Ricy a(Vo, Vo)
— o] — W],

The last equality follows by completing the square and recalling the definition of W} in (3.11). Substi-
tuting this back into (3.12) yields

2m

[VBI* < == (K[v] — Wy[e]) P.

v
Now we multiply the above inequality by P*~2 12~ and apply (3.7) to the right-hand side to obtain
PI=2 2" |VP|? + 2m Pttt Wi [v] < 2P divy(v®~™ VP).
The thesis follows by noticing that
divy (Pt 0?2 ™ VP) = P! divy (v* 7™ VP) + (t — 1) P! =20~ ™|VP|?,

and rearranging terms. O

4. A LIOUVILLE-TYPE THEOREM FOR THE SUBCRITICAL LANE-EMDEN EQUATION

From now on, we frequently use the notation Br(0) C M to denote the geodesic ball of radius R > 0
centered at o € M and

Ar(0) = Bar(0) \ Br(o) ,
to denote the annulus. In Appendix B, we state and prove some standard results about cutoff functions,
which are used in the sequel to localize computations inside Br and Ag.

Proof of Theorem 2.8. Let us begin by fixing some notation. By the hypotheses p < pg(n) in (2.11),
we have m > n. Also, let us assume from now on that n > d, which is equivalent to Vf # 0. Indeed, if
n = d, we reduce to the case of [15, Theorem 1.4].

We aim to show that P = 0, which is a contradiction with v > 0 by (3.4). Finally, let us recall that,
by definition, Lv = P.
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Now we begin our calculations by studying (3.10)—(3.11). Since by assumption, Ric, 4 > 0, it follows
that both sides of (3.10) are non-negative, provided that

1
> . 4.1
>3 (4.1)

Let ¢ be a cutoff function as in Lemma B.1 (centered at any point o € M that will not play a role
in the proof). Now, we multiply all terms of (3.10) by e~/ % for some 6 > 1 to be chosen later and
integrate by parts on the right-hand side. For the sake of simplicity, we denote ¢ = @g until the end of
the proof. We obtain

(t— %)/ e T2 |2 o + m/ e TP W]
M M

S _9/ e—f Pt—l ,U2—’m. (VP . V(p) g09—1
M
Applying Young’s inequality to the right-hand side in the form
=2 2 i 62 t—2 2 60 0% pt 2 6-2
(P2 [WPI6#) (0P8 Vel "7 ) < eP 2| VR ¢ + Z P [Vl 02,
gives

(t—%—E)/ _fPt22m|VP|2<,0 +m/ —fPtl 1mVVf[}
M

<7/ pt2m|vw‘2 02

By (3.11) and the non-negativity of Ric,, 4, we may rewrite the above inequality in the following way:
(t — % — 6)//\/1 e fpt=2y2m |VP|? i

+ _m / e~ fpt=lyl—m ((m—_dﬁv +Vf- Vv)2 + m=n
d s m

?) ¢’ (4.2)

m —
92

< 7/ effptv2fm|v(p|2¢672.
€ JMm

In preparation for another application of Young’s inequality, this time to the term P? on the right-hand
side, we notice that

m—d m m

P = [y (2tp 1 91 Vo - 91 W0)] < 2 (22tp 4+ 91 W0)? 4 VS -9 |

so, indeed, using the above inequality and Young’s inequality with exponents % and t + 1, we find

PP VP P72 = (U Pt i il ) (2o [t P )

< ((<£m§)2)”11’“‘”41 ((22p+ Vs Vo)* + |9/ VUI) p=me wffl)

x (v27 Ao [V P2 )

82

2
< (P (Rt VF Vo)’ + [V Vo) ol )
+ K g2 mt |V<p|2(t+1) s09—2(t+1) 7
where € > 0 is arbitrary and K > 0 is a constant depending only on d, m, t, 8, and ¢. If we take
1 m m m-n

€<t_§/\mfd/\mfdn7d’

and plug the above inequality into (4.2), we obtain
(1=3-2) [ B TRp g (g —e) [ R (2t £ V)
M M
(g —e) [ P wv e )
M

< K/ = 2t |2 =20+
M

_|_
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Let us choose t = m — %7 (which in view of the hypothesis that m > n > 2 is a valid choice in the sense

of (4.1)), and @ sufficiently large, to obtain from the right-hand side of (4.3)

_f 1 2m—1 1 — 2m—1
/Me w2 IVel™ 7 < ol anion) /Me 1Vl
< CRRI—Qm R" ,
where C' > 0 depends only on d, n, the behavior of v in B (0), and the geometry of M in B;(0). In the
previous estimate, we have used (B.1) and (A.2), as well as the estimate
v(x) < Cdist(z, 0)2% in M\ Bi(0), (4.5)

for a constant C' > 0 depending only on n and the behavior of v in By(0), which follows from Lemma
A.3. In fact, in the application of (4.5), we have taken in particular the estimate with power 2 (i.e.

v2 < CR), which is justified by m > n, and as we will see now is sufficient to conclude.
Combining (4.3) and (4.4) yields

(== [ /PR (g ) [ TR (o £ 99
M M

(4.4)

m—d

+ (L mfg _ E) /M 6—f Pt—l ‘Vf . VU|2 Ul—m (‘0«9 (46)

m—d n—
< CR—2m+n+2 ,
for all R > 1, where C' > 0 depends only on d, n, m, the behavior of v in B;(0), and the geometry of
M in B;(0). We may take R — 400 in (4.6) to conclude that the left-hand side is equal to 0 if

n+2
2 b

m >

which clearly follows from m > n and n > 2.
In this way, we deduce that both of the following statements hold:
either P=0 or mT_dPJer«Vv:O (4.7
either P=0 or Vf-Vu=0. (4.8)
It is easy to see (in particular since m > d) that the combination of (4.7)—(4.8) implies that P = 0,
which, as we mentioned before, is a contradiction with the assumption that v > 0, implying v = 0. This

in turn is a contradiction with the assumption that u > 0 everywhere, which by the maximum principle
implies u = 0. (|

5. CLASSIFICATION RESULTS FOR THE CRITICAL LANE-EMDEN EQUATION

5.1. Some preliminary results.

Lemma 5.1 (An integration-by-parts formula). Let (M,g,u) be a complete weighted Riemannian
manifold of dimension d > 2, and let v € C3(M) be a positive solution to (3.4). Then, for any q € R
and ¢ € C2H(M) it holds

(Z+1-— q)/ et o™ |Vul]? ¢ + cm/ e vy = —/ e T (Vo - V), (5.1)
M M M
where ¢, is defined in (3.5).
Proof. Tt suffices to multiply (3.4) by e~/ v1=%4 and integrate one time by parts. O

Corollary 5.2 (Corollary to Lemma 5.1). Let (M, g, 1) be a complete weighted Riemannian manifold
of dimension d > 2, and let v € C3(M) be a positive solution to (3.4). Then for any ¢, € R and
Y € COL(M) it holds

(% +1- q)/ e T ptya |Vv\2 ¥+ cm/ e FPloT1q
M M

= —/ e~ fptol—a (Vv - Vi) — E/ e~ fpt-lyl—a (Vu-VP) v,
M M

(5.2)
where ¢, is defined in (3.5).

Proof. Take ¢ + P“4) in (5.1) a
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Lemma 5.3 (Integral estimates). Let (M, g, p) be a complete weighted Riemannian manifold of dimen-
sion d > 2. Let v € C3(M) be a positive solution to (3.4). Then the following estimates hold for all
oe M and all R > 0:

i) If2<q < +1, then

/ e v |Vl +/ e T v < C u(Byr(0)) R79. (5.3)
BR(O) BR(O)

i) If0 < q < 41 then
/ e~ T v™1 < C u(Bag(o)) R77, (5.4)
Br(o)
where p(Q)) = fQ dp = fQ e~fdx. The constant C > 0 depends only on d, m, and q.

Proof. Part i): Let us fix o € M and R > 0 as in the statement of the lemma, and consider (5.1) with
(I @% for pgr as in Lemma B.1 and 6 > 1 to be chosen later. As before, for simplicity we continue to
call o = ¢. We have

(2 +1-— q)/ el v Vol ¢ + cm/ e Tom1y? < 9/ e T ul=9 =1 |Vu| |Vl (5.5)
M M M
Now, we use Young’s inequality (twice) in the form

0171 V| V| < ev? [Vl ¢ + Lo |Vl 2
<ev ™ |Vo]? o +ev779? + L1 [Vl 79" 79,

ea—1

for all € > 0, where we have used the assumption that ¢ > 2 in the second inequality by the use of

Young’s inequality with exponents ({, -%7). However, in the case where g = 2, one observes that the
second inequality is still trivially true.

Let us plug this inequality back into (5.5) to obtain

(+1—q-— 95)/ e T Vo|* ¥ + (em — 95)/ e Tom1y? <
M M
By taking # > ¢ and our assumption on ¢, we may now choose € > 0 small enough in terms of m and ¢
so that both terms on the left-hand side of (5.6) are positive. Furthermore, by the properties (B.1) of
@ = R, we have

0 _ _
v / e [Velt 1. (5.6)
M

g4

/ et v |Vol? +/ e fv 1<CR™ e,
Br(o) Br (o) Ar(o)
where C' > 0 depends only on d, m, and ¢g. The thesis trivially follows.

Part ii): If ¢ = 0, the result follows by definition. When 2 < ¢ < % + 1, (5.4) follows from (5.3) of
course. If 0 < ¢ < 2, simply by Hoélder’s inequality, we have

2—gq

3 =t
/ e fv 1< / e v2 / et
Br (o) Br(o) Br(o)
<C / et R / et ,
Bar(0) Br(o)

where we have used (5.3). The constant C' > 0 is as in the statement.
Now it is only left to check that (5.4) holds for ¢ = % +1. We have, by applying (B.1) to a particular
case of (5.5),

m 9 m
cm/ e T F < = e Tou™% V. (5.7)
Br(o) R J ar(o)

Let us choose € € (0, 52 A2). By Hélder’s inequality followed by (5.4) (with 0 < ¢ < 2 +1) and (5.3),

we have
/ e~ fv™% V| < / e fymEHl=e
Ar (o) Ar (o)

< CR™ % u(Byr(0)),

1

3
/ e_fv_%_“r‘5|Vv|2
Ar(o)

Nl=
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which, combined with (5.7) gives the thesis®. O

Proof of Theorem 2.6. Let us take ¢ = % +1in (5.4), and convert v and m back to the original variables
u and p. We obtain

/ e fur < CM(BQR(O))R’% ,
Br(o)
and the thesis follows from the hypothesis that p(Br(0)) = O(R%). O

The integral estimates in Lemma 5.3 will most frequently be applied below in combination with a
volume comparison result of the type (A.2). Thus we state the following Corollary, whose proof is
trivial.

Corollary 5.4 (Corollary to Lemma 5.3). Let (M, g, ) be a complete weighted Riemannian manifold
of dimension d > 2 that admits a volume comparison theorem of the type (A.2) for somen >d, o € M,
and all v > 0. Let v € C*(M) be a positive solution to (3.4). Then the following estimates hold for all
R>r:

i) If2<q <5 +1, then

/ e f v |Vul? +/ e fv 1 <CR"Y. (5.8)
BR(O) BR(O)
i) If 0 <q < +1 then
/ e fv 1 <CR", (5.9)
Br(o0)

The constant C' > 0 depends only on d, n, m, q, and the geometry of M in B,.(0).

Proposition 5.5. Let (M, g, ) be a complete weighted Riemannian manifold of dimension d > 2. Let
v € C3(M) be a positive solution to (3.4) that satisfies Wy[v] > 0 (defined in (3.11)). Then it holds

t 1

2
- —= / eI P72 WPl 2yl < 92/ e Pty ™ | Va2 =2, (5.10)
2 4) Ju M

forallt>1 R>0,0>2, and all € CH(M).

Proof. Since Wy[v] > 0 holds, (5.10) follows by a simple argument combining an integration by parts
and Hélder’s inequality. Indeed, let us multiply both sides of (3.10) by e~/ ¢?. We may integrate by
parts to obtain

(t— %)/ e P22 M VP2 f < —9/ e I Py m (VP - V) 1.
M M

Now we apply Hélder’s inequality on the right-hand side, rewritten in the form

/ (e_%P% U%Tm ‘VP| (pg) (e_g P% U272m |V90| (p%)
M

1
2
< (/ e fpt=2y2—m \VP\Q @9) (/ e~/ pty2—m |V30\2 @9_2>
M M

We conclude simply by rearranging the terms. O

SIS

5.2. Proof of Theorem 2.7. Note that in this subsection, it holds m = n, since we are working in the
critical case for equation (1.7). Also, since we assume that Ric, g > 0, (A.2) is in force, so Corollary
5.4 and in particular the estimates (5.8)—(5.9) hold.

Proof. The goal of the majority of the proof below will be dedicated to deriving that
VP=0 in M. (5.11)

Preliminary step: Let us show that (5.11) is enough to conclude the proof. By the maximum principle,
either u > 0 or u = 0 everywhere; from now on, we will assume the positive case. First, it follows from
(3.4) and VP = 0 that Lv = P = ¢ for some constant ¢, which is positive since v > 0 in (3.4). On
the other hand, it also follows from (3.7) and VP = 0 that k[v] = 0. Now formula (3.9) implies that

8In order to obtain the result with the ball of radius 2R on the right-hand side, it is only required to make some
modifications of the test functions ¢.
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the following statements all hold (recall that we are working under the assumption that n = m, so the
second term in (3.9) in any case vanishes):

Viy = %97 (5.12)
d=n or ﬁVf~Vv:fﬁvzfc, (5.13)
Ricy,q (Vv,Vu) =0. (5.14)

It is a curious feature of the proof that (5.14) is never used. Now, if the first case of (5.13) holds, that
is, if d = n, by the definition of (1.9), it follows that V f = 0 so we reduce to the case of [15, Theorem
1.1] and there is nothing left to prove.

Therefore to continue the chain of implications we assume from now on that n > d. Let us recall the
definition of £ and develop (5.13):

—c:—Evz—Av+Vf~Vv:—Av—c<n_d> )

n

This implies that
cd
n

Av =
is in fact a constant. If we plug this expression back into (5.12), it turns out that
c
Vv=—g in M.
n

This guarantees by [36, Theorem 2] that (M, g) is isometric to the Euclidean space RY, and so v is
quadratic, i.e.

C
v(r) = %\x—ﬂﬁoﬁ +b,

for some non-negative constant b and some zo € M = R?. By plugging this formula back into (3.4)
(and recalling that m = n), we find that b = —25 1, so it holds that

n—2c’

c 9 2 1
_Cy b 1
v(x) 2n|x xo| +n—267 (5.15)
for some ¢ > 0. This is precisely (1.3) with d replaced by n, so if n # d, we would have found a nontrivial
weighted Euclidean Aubin-Talenti bubble.
However, we can still derive a contradiction under the assumption that n # d, which we recall is
equivalent to Vf # 0. Indeed, let us observe that from (5.13) and (5.15) it follows

C(nd) :Vf~VU:£Vf~(x—m0),
n n

which implies that

r — X
\Y =—-(n—d)——;.
@) = ~(n - d)
Clearly, we now have a contradiction with the assumption f € C?(M). Therefore, we conclude that
Vf =0, n =d, and that the weighted bubble (5.15) is in fact the standard bubble (1.3) if d > 3. If
d = 2 on the other hand, it follows from [18] that there are no non-trivial positive solutions, so u = 0.

From now on, we will prove that VP = 0.

Proof of i), case 2 < n < 5. Let us begin by considering Proposition 5.5, applying (5.10) with
t = % + 6, for some § € (0, %) to be chosen later, and a fixed # > 2 which will not play a role in this
case. That is (after taking ¢ — g as in (B.1) for R > 1),

(52/ e I Pi=2 VP ¥ < %/ e I pty? (5.16)
Br(o) B2 J apo)

for C' > 0 depending only on d, and where we have also chosen a general center point o € M. By
definition, 1 — ¢ > 0 holds, and from (3.4), we have 1 < ¢, vP for a suitable ¢, > 0 depending only on
n. Therefore, it holds

1 <ec,(vP)tt,
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which we apply to the right-hand side of (5.16) (with n = m) to obtain

52/ e~ fpt—2 \VP|2 v < %/ e~ f 2t (vP)
Br(o) R J An(0) (5.17)
c .
= [ el
e v v ,
R? J 4(0)
for a constant C' > 0 depending only on d and n. Continuing the chain of inequalities, if
2§n—2+t<g+1 (5.18)

holds (which is equivalent to % < n < 5), the energy estimate (5.8) may be applied, yielding
/ e T2t (V]2 +1) < C R,
Ar(0)

for a constant C' > 0 depending only on d, n, t, and the geometry of M on B;(0). Plugging this estimate
back into (5.17) then yields

52/ eI P2 VP> v¥ " < CRt, (5.19)
Br (o)

for a constant C' > 0 depending only on d, n, t, and the geometry of M on B;(0), which, upon taking
R — 400, implies that VP = 0 as desired, for n,t satisfying (5.18).
If, on the other hand, it holds

0<n—2—tS

n
" 2
STio¢ Sa2th (5.20)

we conclude in a similar way. Note that, under our choice of ¢, (5.20) is equivalent to g < n < 4. Indeed,
let us rewrite P' v?~" = (P! v~ ") v*~"** and apply Hélder’s inequality with exponents + and -1 to the
right-hand side of (5.16). We obtain

t 1—t
/ e~/ pty2—n < (/ eva1> </ efvﬁnjt)
Ar Ar Ar
t o\
<C (/ e v2 (|V02+1)) </ e o 1—* )
.AR -AR

for a constant C' > 0 depending only on n, where in the second inequality we have used (3.4).
Now, since (A.2) is in force, both integral terms on the right-hand side of (5.21) can be estimated
using Corollary 5.4: the first by (5.8), since

(5.21)

n
2< —+1,
5+

and the second by (5.9), since we recall that (5.20) holds. In this way, from (5.21), we obtain

/ e TPt <O (R (R "Tf?t)H = CR 2, (5.22)
Ar

for a C > 0 depending only on d, n, t, and the geometry of M on B (o). Applying this to (5.10) yields
(5.19) again, and we conclude by taking R — 400 as before. Then VP = 0 for all n, ¢ satisfying (5.18)
or (5.20), the combination of which is equivalent to % < n < 5, recalling the definition of ¢ and the
arbitrariness of § € (0, 3).

To handle the case 2 < n < g we modify the previous argument, using additionally Lemma A.3 to
make a pointwise estimate a positive power of v. Indeed, rewriting (A.3) in terms of v, we have

v(x) < Cdist(z,0)> in M\ Bi(o), (5.23)

for a constant C' > 0 depending only on n and the behavior of v in By (0). Similarly to above, we rewrite

P! 2" = yz (Pty~t) p3 "+ apply Holder’s inequality with exponents 1 and 11, and finally apply
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(5.23), which yields

. t A1t
L <l (f, o) (], )
R R R
¢ 1—t
1 3/2—n+t
< C |v]? </ e T2 (Vo] +1 ) (/ e Ty )
rean ( ) . (5.24)

< CR(R™) (Rn——"’fif*)l‘t
=CR'*%,

for a constant C' > 0 depending only on d, n, ¢, the behavior of v in B1(0), and the geometry of M on
Bi(0). In (5.24), we have used the energy estimates contained Corollary 5.4 in the same way as before,
this time assuming that
3
— 3
0< n—y~°t < n
1—-1t 2
which is equivalent to 2 < n < 2. Plugging (5.24) into (5.16) yields

+1, (5.25)

/ e TP VP2 ® " <CR ™ =CRY,
BR(O)

where 6 > 0 is chosen sufficiently small and now C' > 0 depends only on d, n, the behavior of v in B (o),
and the geometry of M on Bj(0). It now suffices to take R — 400 to conclude that VP = 0. Note that
the three conditions (5.18), (5.20), and (5.25) taken together fully cover 2 < n < 5.

Proof of i), case n = 5. As before, the starting point is the estimate (5.10), but in this case § > 2 is a
variable to be chosen later. Let us carry all of the notation from the previous step, noting in particular
that R > 1. Applying (B.1), and setting m =n =15 and ¢t = % + 6§, we have

i _ 62 _ 3 g_
52/ efPt2|VP|203<p9§Cﬁ/ e TPty =3 pf=2, (5.26)
M Ar
for a C' > 0 depending only on d. We notice that, from (3.4), it follows
1< gvP, (5.27)
5 5
Vol < 3 vP, (5.28)
and
5 5 2
Pv< — — .2
vs o <5|V1}| + 3) , (5.29)

for any ¢ € (0,1]. By raising (5.27) to the power ¢, it follows

3\ 219 ]
/ e_f pt 3 @9_2 < () / e—f P1+25 ,U—§+6 @0_2
Agr 2 Ar

1
5 /3\2"° 2
<<l / e~ p20 =5 +9 Vo2 + = ) o2,
2 \2 A 3

where in the second inequality we have used (5.29) with ¢ = 1. We estimate the last term in (5.30)
using Corollary 5.2; take (5.2) with ¢ = — ¢, £ = 26, and 1) = ©?~2, obtaining

(5.30)

C e~ f plt20, —5+6 @072
Ar
< / e P2y 310 Wy . V| 3 +/ e~/ P12 349 |7y . | 02
Ar A

R

(5.31)

J1 J2

where C' > 0 only depends on # and 6.
Now, let us focus on the first term on the right-hand side: J;. An application of Young’s inequality,
with €1 > 0, ¢ > 1 and exponents (q, #) gives

PP Vo - V| ot <P 1p=1|Vy| V| < OPIH {e}_q @ 1P |Vo|? |[Vp|? + 51} ,
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for a constant C' depending only on ¢q. Therefore, we have

Ar

Ji,A (5.32)

+Ce / e~/ plH20y=5+9 02
Ar
for C' > 0 depending only on ¢. From (5.28) and (B.1) we obtain

Jia<Ce 1R o pl=3+26 =251 +6 =20
; .
where C' > 0 depends only on d and ¢g. Now, by choosing ¢ = 2(1 4+ 2§) and applying integral estimate
(5.9), we have
C

R—2(1+29) e—fp—5+38 @074745 < R3-9
— 1446 ’
Ar €1

Jia < 55
&1

for C > 0 depending only on d, n, §, and the geometry of M on B (0). Thus from (5.32) we get

C
J1 < mR%_‘S +Ce / e~/ plH20 =549 02 (5.33)
€1 Ar

for C' > 0 depending only on d, n, J, and the geometry of M on Bi(0).
Next, we consider J; in (5.31). We apply Young’s inequality to the integrand in the form

p—1+26 vngré |Vv - VP| @072 < p—1+20 ,Ungré Vvl |VP| @072

1 _1,85 6_ _345 _3 0
:<WP 1t I Ty g2 2)( 2e9 R2P™ 112972 | VP go?)

S e Rme P30 =242 |gy? 04 4 o) R2 P304 3 WP
0
for any ¢ > 0. Plugging this back into Jo, we obtain
1 :
Jo < 5 / e~ Pt =220 gy 2 0t g RQ/ eI P30 VP2 vl (5.34)
460 R Ar R
J2,4

Focusing on the first term, by applying (5.28) and then using Holder’s inequality we obtain

C
Joa < o~/ p3t+36 ,—1+26 i
’ €0 R? Anr

< c / e~ p(3+30)§ ,,(~1+36)§ S0974
[S1) R2 Agr

for some numerical C' > 0. Now from (5.27) we have that
3 1-(3+38)3
1 S <2 P 'U> y

for a sufficiently small §, which, inserted into (5.35), yields

. (5.35)

3
</ ot 38 8094) 7
Ar

Wl

1

c :
has g ([ et ) ([ ereme) (5.36)
EoR Agr Anr

for a numerical C' > 0. Since n = 5, it is easy to check that the integral estimates (5.8)—(5.9) may be
applied to the first and second terms, respectively, of (5.36) (first applying, as usual (5.29) to the first
term). In this way, we obtain

C
Joa < 533‘5, (5.37)

for C' > 0 depending only on d, n, and the geometry of M in B;(0). Then from (5.34) and (5.37), we
obtain that o
Jp < <RI 4 g R2/ e TPt |\yp? v 3 | (5.38)
o Ar
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for all g > 0, and for C' > 0 depending only on d, n, and the geometry of M in Bj(0). Putting together
(5.31), (5.33) and (5.38) we have

C e f plt20 ,,—5+¢ (pa—z < (E;(1+45) "1‘561) Ri-6
Ar

+e / e~ plt2d ,—3+¢ @0—2
Ar

+ o R? e~ /fp3te VP2 v=3
Ar
for any eg > 0, &1 > 0, R > 1, and a constant C' > 0 depending only on d, n, 6, d, and the geometry
of M in Bi(0). From now on in this proof C' > 0 will have only these dependencies. In particular, for
€1 small enough (depending on the above quantities through the constant C), the second term on the
right-hand side may be absorbed into the left-hand side, yielding

C i e~ P2 340 02 < egt R34 ¢, RQ/A e~/ p3to VP2 v=3 (5.39)
R R

where C' > 0 is as before, and we must have § > 4, and § € (0, 1), the latter of which must also be
sufficiently small, due to the step before (5.36).
To conclude, we combine (5.26), (5.30), and (5.39), which finally yields

/ eI P2 VPP v 3! <CR? (50_1 R0 4 ¢, R2/ e /P31 |yp? p3 <p‘9> ,
M Ar

where C' > 0 is as before. Recalling that ¢t — 2 = f% + 0, by choosing a sufficiently small gq (in terms
of 0, 0), we may absorb the integral on the right-hand side into the left-hand side, which gives

/ e fpt2 | vpP o3 < CR 2%, forall R>1, (5.40)
Br(o)

and for a C > 0 depending only on d, n, 0, ¢, and the geometry of M in B;(0). Taking R — +oco again
yields VP = 0.

Proof of ii) Let us fix a general 0o € M and R > 1 as usual. Let us consider (5.10) with ¢ > % to be
chosen later, and 0 > 2 fixed. That is,

/ e I P72 VP v? " < g/ e /Pty (5.41)
R2

Br(o) Ar(0)

for C > 0 depending only on d and ¢. Let us estimate the right-hand side, using (3.4):
Pt ,U2—n _ (’U P)t ,U2—n—t < Cl (IVU|2t T 02) U2—n—t ,

for C7 and Cs positive and depending at most on n and ¢. This yields

C 1 / 1
—fpt,2—n —f 2t , 2—n—t —f.,2—n—t

— e TP < — e |Vo|* v —|——/ e v ) (5.42)
2 AR(O) 2 AR(O) 2 AR(O)

Ir llr
for C' > 0 depending only on d and t.
In order to continue the estimate of g, it is useful to observe that by the assumption (2.10) it follows

that

v (z) < O (dist(z,0)) "2 in M\ Bi(o), (5.43)
where C > 0 depends only on the behavior of v in B;(0). Furthermore, from the Yau-type estimate
Lemma B.3 and (5.43), it can be derived (following [17, Corollary 2.2]) that

[Vo(@)[?

v(x)?

where C' > 0 only depends on d, n, and the behavior of v in By(0). With (5.43)—(5.44) in hand and
with the choice t = % + ¢ for a small € > 0, we may estimate | in the following way

2¢e .
lr = R*Q/ el |Vt pi e = R*2/ et <|Vv|> T |Vo|v~ 271+
Ar(0) Ar (o) v

4o a

<CR?*R "> R_n—2("—5_25)/ e |Vulom 27
Ar (o)

< O (dist(z,0)" "2 in M\ Bi(o), (5.44)

(5.45)
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for a C' > 0 depending on d, n, and the behavior of v in B;(0). In the application of (5.43), we have
used the fact that n > 5, and implicitly made the additional restriction € < ";5. We now complete

the argument by applying Holder’s inequality and integral estimates (5.8)—(5.9) to the right-hand side
of (5.45). That is,
1
2
/ e~ Voo 271 < / el 1HE | yy)? / e~ foymzlte
Ar(0) Ar(0) Ar(0)
< CRETME,
for C > 0 depending only on d, n, €, and the geometry of M in Bj(0). Plugging this estimate back into
(5.45) yields

1
2

—2a(n—542¢)+(n—2)(n—6+2¢)
2(n—

IRSCR (n—2) B

for a C' > 0 depending only on d, n, &, the geometry of M in B (o) and the behavior of v in B (0). In
view of (2.9), we may take ¢ > 0 sufficiently small so that

lim Ip=0. A4
Wl In =0 (6.46)

Let us now estimate |z, using only (5.43) and (5.9). We obtain

2a n—5+2e n__

g = R*Q/ e F o F =y B 1< CR 2R "="%  R%
Ar (o)

—20(n—542€)f(n=2)(n_6)

1_CR 3(n—2) ,

for a C > 0 depending only on d, n, €, the geometry of M in Bj(0) and the behavior of v in Bj(0).
Applying once more (2.9), we derive that

Lim g =0. (5.47)

In view of (5.41), (5.42), (5.46), and (5.47), it follows that VP = 0.

Proof of iii) Let us begin by considering (5.42), now with ¢ = 252. As before, we use (5.43) and the
Yau-type estimate (5.44). We derive

1 n—4 .
Ip = 72/ e~ Foy—e (W) p~ 2 lte |V’U|2
R Ar(o) v

2ae _2a(n—4)

<CR?R »n2R w2z / e~ T ym271Fe |y
Ar(o0)

20 __ 2a(n—4)

<CR 2R w2 R ~nz Rz 1te

—da(n—4+e)+(n—6+2¢)(n—2)

=CR 2(n—2) ,

for C' > 0 depending only on d, n, €, the geometry of M on B(0), and the behavior of v in B (0), where
in the last step we have used integral estimate (5.8). Clearly, in view of (2.10), it follows, taking £ > 0
suitably small, that

lr >0, as R— +oo. (5.48)
It is more straightforward to estimate llgz. We find, using (2.10) and (5.9)
2 —4a(n—4)4+(n—2)(n—6)

g =R2 e oy il < CR 2R w2 Y RITI=CR 202 ,
Ar(0)

for C' > 0 depending only on d, n, the geometry of M on B(0), and the behavior of v in B;(0). Again,
by (2.10), it follows that

g =0, as R— +o0,
which, combined with (5.41), (5.42), and (5.48) yields VP = 0.

Proof of iv) We first claim that

/ e/ ui’z < 400 implies / e~ |Vul’ < 400, (5.49)
M M
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the proof of which is quite standard. To this end, let us fix a general o € M and multiply (2.8) by

e~ up%, where ¢p is the standard cutoff function defined by Lemma B.1 with R > 1, and integrate
by parts. We obtain, using Young’s inequality

/ et |Vul? 0% g/ e unts Lp%—i-Z/ e T upr |[Vul |[Ver|
M M M
n 1
S/ el unt cp?%—i-f/ el |Vul? ¢%+2/ e T u? [Vpg|?.
M 2 Jm M

Next, applying Holder’s inequality and (B.1) yields
1 n
7/ e |Vul? g/ el unts +2/ e~ u? |Vog|?
2 /8 (o) M M
n—2 2
2n 2n R n
S/ e fun=z +2 (/ e_fu"-2> (/ €_f|VsOR|">
M M M
n—2
h
< / e furi 4O </ efun2"2> ,
M M

for all R > 1, where in the last passage we have used (A.2), and for a constant C' > 0 depending only
on d, n, and the geometry of M in B1(0). We take R — +00 to complete the proof of the claim (5.49).

Now to prove VP = 0, we fix a general o € M, and consider (3.10)—(3.11) with ¢ = 1 and m = n.
It holds Wr[v] > 0 as usual so we may ignore the second term on the left-hand side of (3.10). We now
multiply (3.10) by e=f gp% and integrate by parts, where # > 2 is fixed and R > 1. It holds, also using
Holder’s inequality, that

1
7/ e /P12 | VP2 < —9/ e f o Q7 (VP - V)
M M

2
) )
ge(/ e-fp-1v2—"VP|2@%) (/ e~ pui- @%‘2V¢Rl2) |
M M
(5.50)

The first term on the right-hand side of (5.50) is absorbed into its left-hand side.

Next, from (3.4) and making the change of variables v = ufﬁ, the following estimate on the second
term may be easily checked:

— -n 60— c - —-n
/ e~ po? @%2|V¢R\2§ﬁ/ el (Pv)o!
M Ar

5.51
= g/ et r \Vu\2 + un .
R[4, (n—2p 2" )
where C' > 0 depends only on d.
Now, by Lemma A.3, applied to v for R =1, it follows that
v(z) < Cdist(z,0)? if dist(z,0) > 1, (5.52)

where C' > 0 depends only on n and the behavior of v on Bj(0). If we insert (5.52) into (5.51), we
obtain

2n 2 2n
—fp a2 02 2 / —f 2 2
/Me VR Venlt < € ARe ((Tl— 2)? [Vul™+ n_2"" ) (5.53)

where C' > 0 depends only on d, n, and the behavior of u on Bj(0). Inserting (5.53) back into (5.50)
and suitably rearranging terms brings us to

/ e P12 VP2 < C et <|Vu|2 + uﬁz?) ,
Br(o)

Ar (o)

for a C > 0 depending only on d, n, and the behavior of u on B1(0). In view of the hypothesis and
claim (5.49), we may take R — 400 to determine that VP = 0. O
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6. ON INFINITY BAKRY-EMERY RICCI CURVATURE

We may make some adaptations to the strategy employed in the previous sections to prove our results
concerning oco-Bakry-Emery Ricci curvature — Theorem 2.1, Theorem 2.9, and Theorem 2.5. First of
all, since n = oo, all references to n disappear from the considerations, and we are just left with d, 7.e.
the (integer) dimension of M, and m, the sub-criticality index defined in (3.2) (when we are considering
positive solutions to (1.7)). On the other hand, for solutions of (1.8), we have d = m = 2.

The basic technical impediment for obtaining non-existence and classification /rigidity results involv-
ing Rics,q curvature is that Wy[v], a term appearing on the left-hand side of (3.10) reduces in this
context to

Wiv] = 254 (Lv)?> + 2 LoV f - Vo + Ricso 4(Vo, V), (6.1)
which may be negative if Vf - Vv is. However, thanks to the assumption (2.1), we ensure that in fact

Vf- Vv >0 (recall that Vv and Vu have opposite signs when u = v~ 7T or when u = —21n V).

Next, when one attempts to prove Theorem 2.1 or Theorem 2.9 via an adaptation of the proof of
Theorem 2.7, it turns out that P = ¢ does not imply in a straightforward way that M is diffeomorphic
to R? as in the preliminary step of the proof of Theorem 2.7. Indeed (3.7) still holds, so P = c still
implies that k[v] = 0, but (3.9) reduces to
Av ||?

2 1
kv] = Hv%—g +g£UVf-VU—|—g|Vf-Vv|2—|—Ricoc,d (Vu, Vv), (6.2)

d

where we have also used the fact that we are in the critical case m = d. Again, it is only due to our
assumption (2.1) that we may deduce useful information from (6.2) when k[v] = 0.

H.S.

6.1. Proof of Theorem 2.5.

Proof. By the maximum principle for L, either © = 0 everywhere or u > 0 everywhere. In order to
obtain a contradiction, let us assume the latter case, so it follows that v > 0 and P > 0. Also, from
now on we assume that d > 3, since d = 2 and the assumption (1.11) implies that u(Bgr) = O(R?), so
Theorem 2.6 holds for all p > 1.

Keeping in mind the stated non-negativity of Wy[v], let us adapt the proof of Theorem 2.8, making
suitable changes where necessary. First, (3.10) still holds, but now with the modified definition of W;[v]
given in (6.1). Then we may multiply all terms in (3.10) by e~/ ¢% (taking ¢r = ¢ for simplicity) and
integrate by parts as before. In fact, we may continue the proof (recalling that Ricee.q > 0) up to (4.2),
which in its modified form reads

—d
(t — % - 5)/ e~ fpt=2y2—m \VP\Q (,09 + m-d / e~/ pttlgyl-m cpe
M m. Jm
92
+ 2/ e TPyl =™ (V- Vo) b < —/ e TPty ™ | V|2 2.
M € Jm
(6.3)
We apply Young’s inequality to the right-hand side as
0% pt , 2— 2 0-2 t+1,1— 0 2—m+t 2(t+1) _60—2(t+1
Ept o> [Vopl? P72 < e PP 0l T o 4 RoPTH WD 20

for K > 0 depending only on 6 and . This yields (discarding the third term on the left-hand side of
(6.3), which by assumption is non-negative)

(t . % . E)/ e f pt=2,2-m |VP|2 (pe + (mn—ld _ 5)/ e~ T pttlyl-m 4,0‘9
M M (6.4)
< K/ e p2—mtt |V¢‘2(t+1) 909—2(15-{-1) _
M

Now we may conclude by taking ¢ = m — 2, and since m > d > 3, such a choice is valid in the sense of
(4.1). Now using (B.1) and (1.11), and choosing 6 sufficiently large in terms of m, the right-hand side
of (6.4) can be estimated as follows:

/ e—f ,U2—m+t |v(p|2(t+1) (P9—2(t+1) < / e—f |vw|2m—2 < CR2_2m+d,
M M

for a constant C' > 0 depending only on d,m,e. Since m > %, it follows that the right-hand side

converges to 0 as R — 40o0. Combining this with (6.4) and choosing a suitable € > 0 in terms of d and
m yields P = 0, which is a contradiction with v > 0. So v = 0, which is a contradiction with v > 0. O
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6.2. Proof of Theorem 2.1.

Proof. As before, from the maximum principle for £, either u = 0 everywhere or u > 0 everywhere. Let
us assume the latter case, so it follows that v > 0 and P > 0.

According to the hypotheses of the theorem, a volume comparison theorem always holds with dimen-
sional constant d. Therefore, in this proof, we may freely apply Corollary 5.4 and estimates (5.8)—(5.9),
with n replaced by d.

Preliminary step: As in the proof of Theorem 2.7, under certain assumptions on u or the dimension
d, we will derive that VP = 0. Indeed, if P = ¢ > 0, from (3.7) it follows that k[v] = 0, which from (6.2)
implies
A
Vi = 71} g, (6.5)
Vf-Vu=0, (6.6)

Ricoo,q (Vv, V) = 0.

Once again, (6.7) is not used in the sequel. By (6.6), it follows that Av = Lv = P = ¢. Plugging
this into (6.5) and using [36, Theorem 2|, it follows that (M, g, i) is isometric to R? with the standard
metric. It now follows that v has the form

v(z) = 2—0d|x70|2+b, (6.8)

for some non-negative constant b and some o € M. By plugging (6.8) back into (3.4) (and recalling
that m = d), we find that b = 7251, and converting back to u, it turns out that u is precisely (1.3).
Finally, we show that the weight f is trivial by plugging (6.8) into (6.6). We derive

rfr=0 in R?,

where the radii are taken with respect to the point o € M = R? which, together with the stated
regularity of f implies Vf = 0.

From now on we proceed similarly to the proof of Theorem 2.7, using Proposition 5.5 (recall that
since Vf - Vv > 0, it holds Wy[v] > 0) to prove that VP = 0 under suitable assumptions.

Proof of i), case d = 3. We consider (5.10) with ¢t = 246, § € (0,3), and £ < 6. Since d = 3 satisfies

d—2—-t d
0< ——< —+1
ST1o¢ Sa3th
i.e. (5.20) with n replaced by d, we may proceed exactly as in the proof of Theorem 2.7; in particular,
we simply redo the argument from (5.20) to (5.22) with n replaced by d. Along the way, we crucially
use (5.8)—(5.9) with n replaced by d. We obtain a modified version of (5.22), which, inserted back into

(5.10) yields exactly (5.19) with n = d. Taking R — 400 concludes the argument.
Proof of i), case d = 4. Note that d = 4 satisfies

d
2§d—2+t<§+1.
Therefore, we may rewrite all of the computations from (5.17) to (5.19) with n replaced by d. Taking
R — +00 again finishes the argument.

Proof of i), case d = 5. The exact same critical argument used in the proof of Theorem 2.7 i) with
n = 5 also works in our case, just by suitably replacing n with d. Once again, we find that (5.40) holds
with n = d =5 in the constant. We conclude by taking R — +o0.

Proof of ii) We proceed as in the Proof of Theorem 2.7 iii). The key ingredients are once again the
Yau estimate Lemma B.3 - which is valid thanks to the assumptions (2.1) and (1.10) (actually (2.4)) -
and (2.3).

Proof of iii) Now we adapt the Proof of Theorem 2.7 iv). First, under the assumption (1.10), and in
view of the discussion around (1.11), (5.49) holds with n = d. Next, since (1.10) again holds, we may
use Lemma A.3 with n = d. These elements allow one to reproduce the proof, thus we find that VP = 0
and Vf-Vov=0. O
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6.3. Proof of Theorem 2.9. Let us quickly explain why making the stronger assumption Ric, 2 > 0

for some n > 2 does not in any case allow us to drop the additional condition (2.1). Indeed, let us
- 2
consider (6.2) with m = d = 2 and use Riceo,2 (Vv, Vo) = Ric,, 2 (Vo, Vo) + L0 this case, (6.2)
becomes
2
+ LoV Vv + IV f- Vo> + Ric,.2 (Vu, Vv).

klv] = HV211 - gg
H.S.

2

2(n —2)

Due to the presence of the second (possibly sign-changing) term on the right-hand side, in order to
deduce a series of consequences from k[v] = 0, it is still necessary to assume (2.1), i.e. Vf- Vv > 0.

Proof. Our goal will be to show that P = ¢ for some ¢ > 0. From there, under the crucial assumption
(2.1), we may reuse the Preliminary step of the Proof of Theorem 2.1 to conclude that v = e~ % is
precisely (6.8), V.f = 0 and that (M, g, 1) is isometric to R? with the standard metric. Converting v
back into u gives that u is equal to (1.5). Before we begin, let us also recall that we assume that the
volume growth comparison result (1.11) holds for some o € M.

To this end, let us begin by taking Lemma 5.1 with ¢ = 1, m = 2, and ¢ = go%, where g is
the standard cut-off function centered at o € M defined in Lemma B.1. Indeed, applying (5.1) and
subsequently applying Young’s inequality yields

1
/ el o7 Vo o} + */ eTolgf = —2/ e or (Vu-Ver)
M M M

2
1 N 2 2 —f 2
<- € v |Vv| (PR+ e ’U|VQDR| .
2 Jm M

Rearranging terms and using the definition (3.4) of P, and the definition of ¢ g, we obtain

/ e fp< CR_2/ e lu, (6.9)
BR(O) AR(O)

for C' > 0 depending only on d. Now, we rewrite (2.13) in terms of v
v(z) < r¥(x)G(r(z)) forall € M\ Bg-(0),
and plug this estimate into (6.9) to obtain (for all R > RT)
/ e~/ P < CG(2R) u(An(0)) < CG(2R) R? (6.10)
Br(o)
for some C' > 0 depending only on d and the geometry of M in Bg-(0).
Also, a direct application of (3.10) with ¢ € [%, 1) and m = d = 2 implies that
LP'>0, Vtel[i1), (6.11)

where once again we have crucially used the assumption that Vf - Vv > 0. Using the comments in
[31, p. 30] and [33, Proposition 1.3], (2.12), (6.10), and (6.11) are enough to apply [31, Theorem 1.1]
to determine that P! = ¢ > 0. From this point, we may conclude as explained at the beginning of the
proof. O

7. POSITIVE SOLUTIONS WITH NON-NEGATIVE INFINITY CURVATURE

In this section we construct critical and supercritical radial solutions of (1.7) for d > 3 in radial
weighted model manifolds that satisfy Rics 4 > 0 and have Euclidean volume growth rate (1.11), but
do not satisfy (2.1), thus showing the optimality of the latter condition in Theorem 2.1.

7.1. The Lane-Emden equation on model manifolds. Let us take (M, g, 1) to be a model mani-
fold. That is, M has a pole 0 € M, and in polar coordinates p + (r,0) for r = dist(p, 0) and § € S,
and the metric g has the expression

g=dr? +4*(r)d#* on M\ {o}, (7.1)
where df is the usual metric on S~!. The function
b€ CF([0,+00)) ,
satisfies for any non-negative integer k

YO0y =0, '(0)=1, ¢'(r)>0 forall r>0. (7.2)
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These assumptions are sufficient to guarantee that M is globally diffeomorphic to R?, and in particular
that ¢ in (7.1) can be extended to the pole o € M. For more information on such manifolds, see for
example [19, Section 3] or [1, Section 1.8]. In this context, the Laplacian operator is written as
0? o)
A=—+(d-1)——
a2 " ( ) W Or
where Aga-1 is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on S?~!. We also assume that the weight f only depends
on r and is smooth up to r = 0.
Now, since we are looking for radial solutions of (2.2), the problem reduces to finding positive
solutions of the semilinear ordinary differential equation

—u”—(d—l)%’u’:u”—f’u’ r>0,
u(0) >0, (73)
w'(0) =0.

=+ ASd—l R

We recall that we are concerned with solutions satisfying V f - Vu > 0 (somewhere in M), which, in
view of the radial setting and the previous observation, reduces to

f'(r) <0 for some r>0.

The oo-Bakry-Emery Ricci tensor reduces to a function of r:

1"

Ricoea = | ~(d 1) + f’/} dr? + |9+ (d—=2) (1= @)7) + 00| do?. (7.4)

r
oco,d

- 100
Ric Ricg, 4

See [8, eq. (2)] and [30, p. 634] for a justification of this formula. We recall that we will be constructing

r

a solution with Rico ¢ > 0, so it will sufficient for both Ricy, ; and Ricqu to be non-negative.

7.2. Constructing a global positive solution - Proof of Theorem 2.4. Let us make a few pre-
liminary observations on the solvability and properties of solutions of (7.3).

Claim 1: local existence and monotonicity. Since «(0) > 0, it is possible using standard methods
to construct a local positive solution of (7.3) for r € (0, R), for some R > 0.
Next, let us notice that the equation in (7.3) can be rewritten in divergence form as
— (e~ it u’)/ = e Typd=lyP . (7.5)
By integrating, it follows that

W) = =) [T gt ds <o,
0

so u is always decreasing in its interval of existence.
Claim 2: energy is decreasing. First, under the assumption
!
< (d— 1)% = (et >0 = Lr>o0, (7.6)

it is easy to rule out energy singularities developing in finite time. Indeed, using (7.3), it holds

En(r) =/ (r)u"(r) + u(r)? o/ (r) = u'(r)? ((d - 1)1/}/ + f’> <0,

under (7.6). From now on, we assume (7.6).

Claim 3: the solution does not vanish with its derivative. Next, let us confirm that «'(R) =
u(R) = 0 is not a possibility for any R > 0. To see this, an integration of (7.5) yields

R
0= / e ypd=tuP ds,
0
which is incompatible with « > 0 in (0, R).

Claim 4: the solution does not vanish with a negative derivative. Finally, to prove the existence
of a positive solution of (7.3), it is now enough to rule out the case that u(R) = 0 and «'(R) < 0 for
some R > 0.
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In what follows, we adapt the strategy used in [6, 7, 29]. That is, consider the energy function
_u(r)? ()Pt
2 p+1

)

and the Pohozaev/Lyapunov function

Py = ([ e vt as) e

We use these two functions to extend the locally-defined positive solution of (7.3) for all » > 0. Notice
that u(R) = 0 and «/(R) < 0 implies that P,(R) > 0, so if we can show that P,(r) < 0 for all r, we
have obtained a contradiction. That is, the local solution u can be extended for all > 0.

To this end, we calculate the derivative®

Pl(r) = K; + il) et — (e ydt) (/Ore—f Pt dsﬂ u'(r)?. (7.8)

K(r)

P IO () () (r) (7.7)

Therefore, to construct a global positive solution, it is enough to show that K(r) < 0 for all r.
It is now necessary to calculate K(r), and in particular fOT e~f 141 ds, which is (up to a constant)
the weighted volume of B,.. To this end, we begin by making the calculation

"y d-1 _ T a1y el ydt
/06 v /O(e 4 )(effwdﬂ)'
( —F = 1)2_ r y dl( R )’
T (e Tyt /0 Ty
( Tyt 1)2 I A T( e S it )2 —f d—1\"
ey v, () )

where we have crucially used the assumption (7.6).
From this point, using the definition (7.4) of the radial part of the Riceo 4 curvature tensor, we may
continue the calculation to eventually find that

1 1 d—1 _
0= (345 ) v

d—1 (e Tyd=1) [r/ e=fyd=1 \N* . . 2 ;L ()P

Note that (7.9) is consistent with the formulas established in [29, pp. 769-770] for the unweighted case.
Therefore, to find a global solution of (7.3) (by proving that K(r) < 0), it is enough to find a pair (¥, f)
satisfying

o 2 (f')?
RlCoo,d‘FmE’rf/—f-d_lSO,
which, in view of (7.4) and the definition of £, can be rewritten as
" !’ gl 7\2
—(d-1)—+f" 2¢f ) <0. 7.10
T T = (7.10)

Also, note that the constant % + p% — % is negative for p > pg(d) and vanishes for p = pg(d), so, if

we can find a pair (v, f) satisfying (7.10), the manifold (M, g, 1) admits both critical and supercritical
solutions of (1.7).

Let us now summarize the conditions that we request ¥ and f to satisfy in order to have the global
existence of a positive solution to (7.3), and Rics ¢ > 0 in M \ {o}:

i) 0 <Rick, 4= —(d—1)%" + f", for r >0,
i) 0 < Ric?, ;= —" ¢ + (d — 2)(1 - (¢')2) L' f, for >0,
ill) Ricy, 4 < 27’[’ Iy (f ) , (so u is globally positive in view of (7.8)—(7.10)).

9From now on, we drop references to the argument r where possible in order to lighten the notation.
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To construct an example of (¢, f) satisfying i)—iii), let us consider any ¥ such that (7.2) holds, and
that

¥""(0) <0 and ¢"(r) <0 forall r>0. (7.11)

Furthermore, we request that
P(r)=ar+o(r) and / V" (s)(s)ds = o(r'=°) as r — +oo, (7.12)
0

for some a € (0,1) and € > 0. There is an explicit example that satisfies (7.2) and (7.11)—(7.12):

P(r)=ar+(1— a)\/r%ﬁ for somea € (0,1).
Next, we set f to satisfy
f”+2£/f/= (d—l)v’[]—”, (7.13)
G G

so iii) above is immediately satisfied. Furthermore, (7.13) is a first-order linear differential equation in
the variable f’, so there is a whole family of solutions

) = FO) 4+ (d— 1) /0 "Jo Wf;)(;/’)m T 4s  forall r>0. (7.14)

Since 9" < 0 for all r > 0, from (7.14) we have f’ < 0 for all » > 0. From f’ < 0 and (7.13), i) holds.
This also implies that Vf - Vu > 0 in M\ {o}.
Now it is only left to check ii). In fact, by the sign of 1", it is enough to check that
= (d - 2)(1 - @)) +vd'f > 0.
Taking first the derivative and then applying (7.13), we derive
U= —2(d = 2)"Y" + " + W)+

= —(d=3)y"p" — () + 4" f > 0.

In view of f’ < 0 and ¥” < 0 it follows that ¥ is increasing and
T(r) > T(0) =0

This implies that ii) is satisfied.

Conclusion: Proofs of further properties.
Tt is still left to prove properties 2), 3), and 7) of Theorem 2.4. First, we notice that
d—1
fiir)= Tw’”(O)T—Fo(T) asrT — 0,

and, from (7.12),

fl(r)=o(r17%) asr — +o0,
which implies that f is bounded. Now 2) (i.e. (1.11)) easily follows. Indeed, let Cy, C3 be such that

0<C <e M <0y forall r>0. (7.15)

Furthermore, by construction, it holds that

ar <y(r)<r foral r>0. (7.16)

By these estimates,

voly (B, (0)) :/ e Fyd-l < %rd.
0
Next, we show 3), i.e. that (1.10) does not hold, but (2.4) does. To this end, from (7.14) and

integration by parts, we have

Lr=(d= 1) - 7'0)
W) () els) ds
(d=1) — @-D2—55 (7.17)
gl @
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so (1.10) holds if and only if x(r) := [, (¢/'(s))? ds — 20 <, However, it can be easily checked that

2
X'(r) = <1/J’(r) - 1@) > @ —1)°>0 forallr >0,

and x(0) = 0, where we have used (7.16) and ¢ < 0. Therefore x(r) > 0 for all » > 0 and (1.10) fails.
Although (1.10) does not hold, the weaker estimate (2.4) does holds for some C > 0. This is once

again a simple consequence of (7.15)—(7.16). Indeed, from (7.17), we have'’

d—1

a?r

Lr

IN

Finally, we prove 7) - the asymptotic upper bound (2.5) - by adapting [29, Proof of Theorem 1.4
i)]. We exploit the fact that P,(r) < 0 defined in (7.7) (which follows from (7.8) and IC(r) < 0). Our

’ 2
4 (;) in &,(r) and rearrange some terms: we obtain

—u'(r) _ Jo e TOP(s) ds

starting point is to discard the term

w(r) = e TMy(r)d-t
The left-hand side is equal to p%l(u(r 1=pP) whereas the right-hand side is estimated using (7.15)—
(7.16). This yields the estimate
S (u(r)'7P) > %O‘dgl r forall >0,
integrating this inequality from 0 to r and suitably rearranging yields (2.5) with C = %%ad_l.

APPENDIX A. WEIGHTED LAPLACIAN COMPARISON AND CONSEQUENCES

In this section, we consider some consequences of the weighted Laplacian comparison inequality
o —

. 1
L(dist(x,0)) < dist(z, 0)

weakly in M, (A1)

for some 0 € M and some k > 1.

Remark A.1 (On the distance function and the cut locus). On Riemannian manifolds the distance
function from a point 0 € M is globally Lipschitz continuous (with constant 1) and smooth away from
the cut locus of o in M, denoted by cut(o). Since the cut locus is a zero-measure set, (A.1) thus holds
a.e. z € M.

The following statement combines well-known results from [5, 34, 38].

Lemma A.2. Let (M,g,un) be a complete weighted Riemannian manifold of dimension d > 2. If
Ricp, ¢ > 0 for some n > d, then for all 0 € M, (A.1) holds with k = n and pointwise in M \ cut(o),
which implies

/ e/ <CR" forallR>r, (A.2)
Br(o)

for all r > 0, where C > 0 depends only on d, n and the geometry of M in B,.(0).

If Ricoo,q > 0 and there exists a point o € M such that f' > 0 along all geodesics starting at o, then
(A.1) holds with respect to o for all v > 0 and with k = d. As a consequence, (A.2) holds in this case
forn=d and for C > 0 depending only on d and the geometry of M in B,.(0).

We state and prove a useful lemma regarding superharmonic functions in our generalized framework,
the proof of which follows [13, Lemma 2.8].

Lemma A.3. Let (M,g,u) be a complete, non-compact weighted Riemannian manifold of dimension
d > 2. Let u € C*(M) be positive and L-superharmonic, i.e. —Lu > 0, and assume that (M, g, 1)
satisfies a Laplacian-type comparison inequality (A.1) for some k > 2 and o € M. Then for all R > 0
there is a constant A > 0 depending only on R, k, and the behavior of u on Bgr(o) such that

u(z) > A

= W’ for all z GM\BR(O) (A?))

101 view of Lemma A.3, the following estimate implies an asymptotic lower bound on u.
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Proof. Let us fix 0 € M, and for a fixed R > 0, we define

A

u(z) = u(z) — dist(z, 0)"2

in M\ Br(o),

where A = RF2 mingg, o) u. If one applies (A.1), it requires just a simple calculation to determine
that

—Lu >0 weakly in M\ Bg(o).

Also, by construction we have

>0 on 9Bgr(o). (A.4)

Furthermore, by the positivity of u, it holds that
liminf w(z) > 0. (A.5)

|z|—+o00

Now, by the maximum principle applied to u on open annuli Byg(0) \ Bg(o) for A > 1, we have
min U = min (
Bxr(0)\Br(0)

By taking A — 400, and applying (A.4)—(A.5), we find that @ > 0 in M \ Bgr(0), and the thesis
follows. O

HLazSR(o)’ ﬂLazs’m((;)) :

APPENDIX B. CHENG-YAU-TYPE ESTIMATES

Before we begin with the Yau—type estimates, let us briefly discuss cutoff functions on M. Since our
discussion involves the cut locus of o, let us recall from Remark A.1 that this set always has measure
zero in Riemannian manifolds.

Lemma B.1 (Cutoff functions). Let (M, g,un) be a complete, connected, non-compact, weighted Rie-
mannian manifold of dimension d > 2. Then, for all o € M and all R > 0, there is a non-negative
function o € COY(M) satisfying
0<ppr<1 in M, pr=1 in Br(o), ¢r=0 in M\ Bar(o),
C (B.1)
Verl < 5. Vel <CEL i M)\ cut(o),

for C > 0 depending only on d. Furthermore, if (A.1) holds for some o € M and k > 1, then for all
R>0,

—Lpr < % in M\ cut(o), (B.2)

for C >0 depending only on d and k.

Remark B.2. The existence of cutoff functions satisfying (B.1) is classical - see e.g. [22, Lemma 1] or
[24, Proof of Theorem 5.1]. Notice that, in view of Remark A.1, to state estimates involving derivatives
of o we must avoid the cut locus of o in M, where the distance function fails to be smooth.

Proof of Lemma B.1. As remarked above, it is only necessary to provide a proof of (B.2). The cutoff
function pr may be constructed by means of the composition ¢gr(z) = ¢r(dist(x,0)), where ¢p €
C?([0, +00)) satisfies

¢or=1 on [0,R], ¢r=0 on [2R,4R),
C C
_¢IR S Ea _¢,]/2 S ﬁa on [074R)a
for some C' > 0 depending only on d. Let us set r = dist(z, 0). Now, using (A.1), it holds

(’i_l)(b/Ri 1" <£
R k= R2>

as desired. This computation is valid only outside the cut locus. O

—Lypr=—¢rLr — ¢ < —

Note that when n > d, similar estimates to the following ones were proven in [25].
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Lemma B.3. Let (M,g,pn) be a complete, non-compact, boundaryless weighted Riemannian manifold
satisfying Ricy,.q > 0 for some n > d. If u € C3(M) is positive solution of (2.8), then for all o € M,

Vul? 1
sup [Vl SC(RQJF sup un42>, (B.3)

BR (O) u2 BQR(O)

where C' > 0 depends only on d and n.
If instead we have Ricoo ¢ > 0, and (A.1) holds for some k > 1, and (2.1) holds, then (B.3) still
holds, with n replaced by d, and with C' > 0 now depending only on d and k.

Proof. First of all, if n = d, the statement reduces trivially to [17, Lemma 2.2|, [15, Theorem A.3].
Therefore, we assume from now on that n > d or n = co.

Case n > d: The strategy, which is an adaptation of the classical Bernstein technique, essentially
consists in evaluating the function

Q=0 X g,
at a point of global maximum xg, where ¢p, defined in Lemma B.1, is a standard cut-off function
centered at 0 € M, and G is a positive function to be defined below!!. By such a construction, it follows
that 2o € Bar(0), and

0= VQ(z0) = VG(20) pr(z0) + G(z0) Ver(zo) (B.4)

AQ(zp) <0. (B.5)

Now using (B.4)—(B.5) and the definition of £, it holds

0> AQ(zo) = LQ(z0) + Vf(z0) - VQ(20)

= LO(xo) (B.6)
= LG (x0) pr(z0) +2VG(20) - Vor(2o) + G(20) Lor(T0) -
Now, let us define G. To this end, we set w = —logu and 5 = ﬁ, and it is straightforward to verify
from (1.7) that
Lw=|Vw]?+e =G, (B.7)

where, as indicated, G will denote the right-hand side of (B.7). Let us now estimate £G from below,
directly employing the generalized Bochner formula (3.6). That is, (from now on taking for granted
that we are evaluating all functions at x)

LG = L|Vw|? + Le™ P
=2 ||V2w||12{.s. +2Vw - VLw + 2 Ricoo o(Vw, Vw) 4 B2 e Y |Vw|? — Be Y Lw
> 2(Aw)? 4+ 2Vw - VG + 2Ric, o(Vw, Vw) + 2|V f - Vuw|? — Be PG

> 2(Aw)? +2Vw- VG + 2 |Vf Vu|* — Be G

2
= 2G2 1 2Vw VG + 2220 (G + L2V f Vu) — feivg
> 262 1 2Vw - VG - fe PG,

where in the second-to-last line we have simply completed the square using the definition of £, and in
the last line we have discarded a positive term which will not be used below. Throughout, we have used
Lw = G to simplify.

Next, let us plug the above estimate into (B.6), multiply by ¢r, and also use (B.4) to rewrite VG(zo)
(and divide by G = ?QR) Using these ingredients yields

2 Vor|?
nQ§2Vw-V<pR+2|;fR|E<pR+565w¢R
R

|Vor|?
R

1
S5VU}2@R+(2+ ) ~Lor+Be PP pr.

€
We notice that by definition, |Vw|? o < G ¢r = Q. This gives
2 1\ [Vog|?
(6) Q< <2+> ﬂfﬁsﬁRJrﬂ@*BwsﬁR-
n € ©OR

HNote that from now on we are assuming that zo ¢ cut(o). If this is not the case, one may follow the classical
approximation technique in [12, Proof of Theorem 3| or [14, Proof of Theorem 3]. See also [23, Proof of Theorem 6.1].
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Now using the properties (B.1)—(B.2) of ¢, the definition @ = G pr and recalling that we are evaluating
at xg, we have

Q(zg) <C (1;2 + eﬁ“’@m)) : (B.9)

where C' > 0 depends only on d and n. Now, since by construction Q = G ¢ achieves its maximum at
zo € Bar(0), we have from (B.9),

1
sup [Vw|? < sup G < Q(z0) <C | o5 + sup e 7|,
Br(o) Br(0) R? " B,p(0)

where we have used the definition of G on the left-hand side. The thesis follows simply by converting w
back into u.

Case n = oo: We use the same strategy, only making a few modifications. Let us begin by studying
the second line of (B.8), and continue the chain of inequalities, keeping in mind that Rice,q > 0 holds,
rather than the stronger condition Ric,, 4 > 0 for some n > d. We have

LG = 2||V2w|% s +2Vw - VLw + 2 Rico o( Ve, V) + 8% e [Vul® — B Luw
2(Aw)® +2Vw - VG —Be PG
2G2 1 4GV -Vuw+2Vw - VG — Be PG,

Under the assumption (2.1) and (B.7), it holds that GV f-Vw > 0, so that term may be discarded. We
may now proceed exactly as in the case n > d to conclude. O

2
2
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