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Abstract. We establish a local gradient estimate for positive Finsler p-eigenfu-
nctions on a complete non-compact Finsler measure space M with its weighted
Ricci curvature Ricy, bounded from below by a non-positive constant. As an
application, we obtain the corresponding Harnack inequality.
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1. Introduction

In Riemannian geometry, the study of harmonic functions is one of the center
topics in geometric analysis. It is well known that Yau’s gradient estimate
and Cheng-Yau’s local gradient estimate for positive harmonic functions under
the condition that Ricci curvature has a lower bound are important results in
Riemannian geometry ( [2], [15]), which have had profound influences on the
follow-up research about gradient estimate for harmonic functions and have
been generalized in different setting by many mathematicians.

In Finsler geometry, by using the Bochner-Weitzenbdck inequality given by
Ohta-Sturm ( [8]), C Xia generalized Cheng-Yau’s result to Finsler manifolds
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and proved the local gradient estimate for positive harmonic functions on for-
ward complete non-compact Finsler measure spaces under the condition that
Ricy > —K for some real numbers N € [n,400) and K > 0 ( [12]). Fur-
ther, Q. Xia proved local and global gradient estimates for positive Finsler p-
eigenfunctions on forward complete non-compact Finsler measure spaces with
the weighted Ricci curvature Ricy bounded from below by a non-positive con-
stant ( [13]). As the applications, C. Xia and Q. Xia obtained some Harnack in-
equalities, Liouville type theorems and an upper bound of the first p-eigenvalue
A1, for Finsler p-Laplacian, respectively.

In this paper, we always denote a Finsler manifold (M, F') equipped with a
smooth measure m by (M, F,m) , which we call a Finsler measure space. A
Finsler measure space is not a metric space in usual sense because Finsler metric
F may be nonreversible, that is, F(z,y) # F(z, —y) may happen. This non-
reversibility cause the asymmetry of the associated distance function. In order
to overcome this defect, Ohta extended the concepts of uniform smoothness
and the uniform convexity in Banach space theory into Finsler geometry and
gave their geometric interpretation ( [6]). The uniform smoothness and uniform
convexity mean that there exist two uniform constants 0 < k* <1 < Kk < ©
such that for v € M, V € T, M \ {0} and W € T, M, we have

K*F2(x, W) < gy (W, W) < kF?(2, W), (1.1)

where gy is the weighted Riemann metric induced by V.

The weighted Ricci curvature Ricy (N € (—o00,00)\{n}) and Ric in Finsler
geometry were defined via Ricci curvature Ric and S-curvature S by S. Ohta
in [5]. Here, n = dim M. By the definition and compared with Riemannian
case, it is natural to characterize functional and geometric properties on Finsler
measure spaces under the condition about the weighted Ricci curvature Rice,,
and the condition about Ric, is usually weaker than the condition about Ricy.
Besides, the role played by Ricy and the role played by Rics, in geometry and
geometric analysis are usually quite different. Actually, in the studies of many
problems, the results under the condition about Ric, can not be obtained from
the corresponding results under the condition about Ricy by letting N — oo.

Similar to the argument about uniform smoothness constant S(z) of Theo-
rem 4.2 in [6], we set

d= sup [S(z,v)]. (1.2)
(z,y)€TM\{0}

Our main result is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Let (M,F,m) be an n(> 2)-dimensional forward complete
and noncompact Finsler measure space equipped with a uniformly convex and
uniformly smooth Finsler metric F' and a smooth measure m. Assume that
Ricoe > —K for some K > 0 and 6 > 1. Let u be a positive p-eigenfunction



Local gradient estimate for Finsler p-eigenfunctions on Finsler manifolds with Riceo > —K 57

corresponding to the eigenvalue My, that is,
Apu = —NplulP~?u

i a weak sense in a forward geodesic ball B;R(q) C M for any q € M. Then
there exists a positive constant C = C (n,p, k, k™) depending on n, p, the uni-
form constants k and k*, such that

1+(¢E+ﬁ)R

sup {F(z,Vlogu(x)), F(z,V(—logu(z)))} <C 7

z€B}(q)

As a direct consequence of Theorem 1.1, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 1.2. Let (M, F,m) and Rico, and § be as in Theorem 1.1. Assumen
that u be a positive p-harmonic function in geodesic ball B;R(q) C M. Then
there exists some constant C' = C (n,p, k, k™), depending on n, p, the uniform
constants k and k*, such that

1+(¢E+6)R
- .

sup {F(z,Vlogu(x)), F(x,V(—logu(z)))} <C
z€B}(q)

Following the standard arguments in [12] and by Theorem 1.1, one can obtain
the folowing Harnack inequality.

Corollary 1.3. Let (M, F,m) and Ricy, and § be as in Theorem 1.1 and u be
a positive harmonic function in geodesic ball B;R(q) C M. Then there exists
some constant C = C (n, k, k*), depending on n, the uniform constants x and
K*, such that

sup u < eC(H(‘/FH)R) inf .

B (q) B (q)

In the remaining part of this paper, we will first recall some necessary basis of
Finsler manifolds in Section 2. Then we will give the detailed proof of Theorem
1.1 in Section 3.

2. Preliminaries

In this section,we briefly recall the fundamentals of Finsler geometry and give
some necessary definitions. For more details, we refer to [1], [5], [7] and [10].

Let (M, F) be a Finsler n-manifold with Finsler metric F' : TM — [0, 00).
Denote the elements in TM by (z,y) with y € T,M. Let TMy := TM\{0}
and 7w : TM\{0} — M be the natural projective map. The pull-back 7*T'M is
an n-dimensional vector bundle on T'My. The fundamental tensor g;; of F' is
defined by:

102F?(x,y
Gij (.’E, y) = 5 8y7’(8y7 )
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For a non-vanishing vector field V, one introduces the weighted Riemannian
metric gy on M given by
gV(y7w) :gij(xa Vm)ylea Vyaw € TzM

In particular, gy (V,V) = F?(V,V). The pull-back 7*TM admits a unique
linear connection, which is called the Chern connection. The Chern connection
D is determined by the following equations

DYY — DYy X = [X,Y], (2.1)
Zgv(X,Y) = gv(DZX.Y) +gv(X,DyY) +20v(D7V,X,Y) (2.2)
for Ve TM\ {0} and X,Y,Z € TM, where
1 PF(z,V)
4 9ViIQVIigVk
is the Cartan tensor of F and D{Y is the covariant derivative with respect to
the reference vector V.

Ov(X,Y,Z) := Cijp(2, V)X'YIZF = Xiyizk

Given a non-vanishing vector field V' on M, the Riemannian curvature R"
is defined by

RY(X,Y)Z = DX Dy Z — DY DX Z — D{x y\Z
for any vector fields X, Y, Z on M. Further, given two linearly independent
vectors V, W € T, M\ {0}, the flag curvature is defined by

gv (RV(V,W)W,V)
gv(V,V)gv (W, W) — gv(V,W)2’
Then the Ricci curvature is defined by

KY(V,W) =

n—1
Ric(V) := F(V)* > KV (V,e)), (2.3)
i=1
where e1,...,e,_1, % form an orthonormal basis of T, M with respect to

gv-

We define the reverse metric F of F by ?(w, y) = F(z,—y) for all (z,y) €
TM. Tt is easy to see that F' is also a Finsler metric on M. A Finsler metric F’
on M is said to be reversible if ?(m, y) = F(z,y) for all y € TM. Otherwise,
we say F' is nonreversible. In this case, we define the reversibility A of F' by

A Fz,y)
= sup = -
(z.9)€TM\{0} F (z,y)
Obviously, A € [1,00] and A = 1 if and only if F is reversible ( [9]). If F

satisfies the uniform smoothness and uniform convexity (see (1.1)), then A is

finite with
1<A< min{\/E, \/l/n*}.

F is Riemannian if and only if x = 1 if and only if s* =1 ( [6] [7]).
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For x1,z9 € M, the distance from z; to zs is defined by

dp (21,25) = inf /0 FO(8)dt,

Y

where the infimum is taken over all C! curves 7 : [0,1] — M such that ~(0) =
z1 and (1) = x2. Note that dp (z1,z2) # dp (x2,21) unless F' is reversible.
A C®°-curve v : [0,1] = M is called a geodesic (of constant speed) if F(v,%)
is constant and it is locally minimizing. The forward and backward geodesic
balls of radius R with center at = are defined by

Bi(x):={y € M |d(z,y) <R},  Bp(z):={y e M|d(y z) <R}
The exponential map exp, : T.M — M is defined by exp,(v) = ~(1) for
v € T, M if there is a geodesic v : [0,1] — M with y(0) = 2 and 4(0) = v.
A Finsler manifold (M, F) is said to be forward geodesically complete if the

exponential map is defined on the entire TM. By Hopf-Rinow theorem ( [1]),
any two points in M can be connected by a minimal forward geodesic and

the forward closed balls BE (p) are compact. For a point p € M and a unit
vector v € T, M, let p(v) = sup {t > 0 | the geodesic exp,(tv) is minimal }. If
p(v) < oo, we call exp, (p(v)v) a cut point of p. All the cut points of p is said
to be the cut locus of p, denoted by Cut(p). The cut locus of p always has null
measure (see [1], [10]).

Given a Finsler structure F' on M, there is a natural dual norm F™* on the
cotangent bundle T* M, which is defined by

F*(x,€) .= sup ¢&(y) for any £ € Ty M.
F(z,y)<1

One can show that F* is also a Minkowski norm on 7% M and

g 52
5106 = 5 (Gage 7 ) @9

is positive definite for every (z,&) € T* M\{0}.
Define a map £: TM — T*M by

£ly) = {gy(y, )y Yy #0,

0, y = 0.

One can verify that

Fla,y) = F"(x, L(y)) and  g“(z,y) = g™ (z, L(y)),
where (g“(x,y)) = (gij(l',y))il. We call £ the Legendre transformation on
Finsler manifold (M, F) ( [10]). From the uniform smoothness and convexity
(1.1) one easily see that g/ is uniform elliptic in the sense that there exists
two constants & = (k*)~!, &* = k! such that for z € M,¢ € Ty M\{0} and
n € Ty M, we have

R F*2(z,n) < g% (x, &)nin; < RF*(z,1).
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Given a smooth function u on M, the differential du, = 2% (z)da’ is a 1-
form on M. The gradient vector Vu(x) of u at € M is defined by Vu(x) :=
L7 (du(z)) € T, M. In a local coordinate system, we can express Vu as

*1j ou 0
VU($) = g J(x7 du) da® dai T e Mu7
0, x € M\M,,
where M, = {x € M | du(x) # 0}( [10]).
The Hessian of u is defined by using Chern connection as
V2u(X,Y) = gva (DY"Vu,Y).

One can show that V2u(X,Y) is symmetric, see ( [8], [11]).

By a Finsler measure space we mean a triple (M, F,m) constituted with a
smooth, connected n-dimensional manifold M, a Finsler structure £ on M and
a measure m on M. Associated with the measure m on M, we may decompose

the volume form dm of m as dm = e®dz'da? - - - dz™. Then the divergence of a
differentiable vector field V on M is defined by

, ovi . od )

One can also define div,, V' in the weak form by following divergence formula
/ ¢ div,, Vdm = —/ do(V)dm
M M
for all ¢ € C§°(M). Now we define the Finsler Laplacian Au by
Au = div,, (Vu).

We remark that the Finsler-Laplacian is better to be viewed in a weak sense
due to the lack of regularity, that is, for u € W12(M) and all ¢ € C§°(M),

/M dAudm = — /M do(Vu)dm. (2.4)

One can also define a weighted Laplacian on M. Given a weakly differen-
tiable function u and a vector field V' which does not vanish on M,,, the weighted
Laplacian is defined on the weighted Riemannian manifold (M, gy, m) by

AV = div (Vvu) ,

where

TV g (x, V) g; % for € M, \{0},
0 for « ¢ M,.
Similarly, the weighted Laplacian can be viewed in a weak sense. We note that
VViy = Vu and AV% = Au.
Likewise, the Finsler p-Laplacian is defined by

/ A udm = —/ FP=2(Vu)dp(Vu)dm. (2.5)
M M
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It follows from the variation of the energy functional. It is easy to check that
Apu = div[FP~3(Vu)Vu] = FP~2(Vu)[Au + (p — 2)H,]

on M, where H, := %. We say that u is p-harmonic function on
M if u is weak solution of A,u = 0. Obviously, if p = 2, then A, is the Finsler
Laplacian A, u is a normal harmonic function on M ( [12], [16]).

For any n € C?(M), the linearization of A, on M, is given by

Lu(n) = div {Fp72(Vu) [VV“U +(p- 2)F72(Vu)du(vvun)Vu} }
= div [FP2(Vu)ha(VVy)], (2.6)
where h,, =id+(p—2) }i,%%vvu“)( [14]). Obviously, £, (u) = (p—1)Apu. If p =2,

then £, is reduced to the weighted Laplacian AV*.
For any nonzero function u € WHP(M)\{0}, we define the energy of u by

 JyF(z, du)]Pdm
E(u) = M [

Note that (u) is C* on WHP(M)\{0}. It is easy to check that d,€ = 0 if and
only if

(2.7)

Apu = =N |ulP~?u

in a weak sense, that is,

/ do [FP~%(Vu)Vu] dm = )\p/ olu|P~2udm, (2.8)
M M

where A\, = £(u). In this case, A, is called an eigenvalue of A, and u is called
an eigenfunction of A, corresponding to Ap.

Now, write the volume form dm of m as dm = o(x)dz'dz? - - - dz™. Define

det (gi;(z,y))
o(x) '

7(z,y) :=1n (2.9)

We call 7 the distortion of F.

It is natural to study the rate of change of the distortion along geodesics.
For a vector y € T, M\{0}, let 0 = o(¢t) be the geodesic with ¢(0) = z and
6(0) =y. Set

S(a,y) = (o060
=0
where S is called the S-curvature of F' ( [10]). It is easy to see that Au =
trewV2iu — S(Vu) on M, ( [4] [11]).
Let Y be a C'*° geodesic field on an open subset U C M and § = gy. Let

dm :=e ¥ VOI?], VOIQ =4/ det (gij (xa Ym))d.’bl ceeda

It is easy to see that v is given by
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which is just the distortion along Y, at x € M ( [3] [4]).

Definition 2.1. ( [5] [7]) Given a unit vector V € T, M, let n : [—¢,e] = M
be the geodesic such that 1(0) = V. Decompose m as m = e~ ¥ Vol along 7,
where Voly, is the volume form of g;; as a Riemannian metric. Then

Ricy (V) = Ric(V)+ (¥on)'(0) — w, for N € (n,c0);
Ricoo (V) = Ric(V)+ (¥on)’(0).
For ¢ >0 and N € [n,o0], Ricy(cV) := % Ricy (V).

Note that the quantity (¥ on)’(0) = S(z, V'), which is just the S-curvature
with respect to the measure m and (¥ o n)”(0) = S(z,V) = Sim(z, V)V,
where “|” denotes the horizontal covariant derivative with respect to the Chern
connection ( [1], [7]). We say that Ricy > K for some K € R if Ricy(v) >

KF?(v) for all v € TM.

3. Proof of the main theorem

In this section, we will mainly give the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Let u be a positive p-eigenfunction in the forward geodesic ball Bogp :=
Bip(q) for any ¢ € M, namely, (2.8) holds on Bag. Then u € C1*(Bag) N
W22 (Bag) if p > 2 and u € CY® (Bag) N WP (Bag) if 1 < p < 2. Moreover,
u € L (Bag) and u is smooth on the set M, N Bag.

Denote v = (p — 1)logu, then M, = M, and Vv = %Vu. For any
¢ € WP (Bag) N L™ (Bag), we have -2 € Wy? (Bag) N L™ (Bag) from the
regularity and boundness of u.

Let f(z) := F%(z,Vv). Then f € W2 (Bag) N C® (Bag) if p > 2 and

C

fe VVll’p (Bar) N C®(Bag) if 1 < p < 2. Moreover, f is smooth on M, N Bag.

oc
By (2.8) and the above argument, in the weak sense, we have

1 _ _ _r
Av=—2(p=2)fdf (Vo) = f = (p— P If 2 H0
In order to prove Theorem 1.1, we first give following lemma about the
linearization operator L, of the Finsler p-Laplacian.
Lemma 3.1. Given f € W17 (Bag) N C® (Bag). Assume that |S| < . Then
we have

D

1 »_ v e2 p_ . 2 .» 2 .
L,(f) > —§f2 ? va fHHS(Vv) +2f% 7 Ricoo (V) + ﬁf2+1 - ﬁ(sz

=D g 1)

point-wise on M, N Bag, where vafoi{S(Vv) = gvo (VVV,VVf).
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Proof. From (2.6) and the Bochner-Weitzenbock formula ( [8])

v F2 Vv . 2
A% () = a(@0)(90) + Riew (90) 4 [0,

it is easy to see

1 p_ v p_
L) = 0= IV Hlusn + 285 V0 rsony
+2f% 71 Ricoo (V) — pf 2 ~1df (V). (3.2)
Note that
1 1
V20 sy = D0 2 - (1100, VP0)" = S (A0 S(V0)P, (33)
1’7.]

where (v;;) denotes the Hessian of v with respect to Chern connection. Further,
by (2.8), we can derive the following

Av = —%(p —2)fYdf (Vo) — f — (p— 1)P7IN, f 5L

by A, > 0 and using the inequality (a + b)? > a? + 2ab, we know that

Aot SOTOP = |50 DF V04 F 4 (=17 - S(70)
> [ £+ 50 -2 (v0) - S(70)
> [P (520 w0 - 870
= [+ (p—2)df(Vv) — 2fS(Vv)]
> [+ (p—2)df (Vo) —2f6] . (3.4)
Then plugging (3.3) and (3.4) into (3.2) yields (3.1). O

From now on, we assume that Ric,, > —K and |S| < § for some real numbers
K > 0. For any nonnegative smooth function ¢ with a compact support in
Bor N M, from (2.6) and by integrating (3.1) by parts, one obtains

p 1 3
/ dp [ 1570, (VY1) am - < 5/ e A Y
BarNM,, BarnMy
+2(K+6)/ o f?/2dm
Ba2rNM,

_3/ of*tdm
" JByrNM,

ter / of 5 Ldf (Vv)dm, (3.5)
BarNM,

is a positive constant since n > 2.

—2)p+d
where ¢; := %
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Choose ¢ = fPn? as the test function in (3.5), where 8 > 1 is to be deter-
mined later. Then we have

B FEHA=2df [hy, (VY f)] dm+2/ nf ey [hy (VYU )] dm

Bar Bar

1 I3 _ 2 P
< 5/ n2fE+8 2vaf||HS(W) dm+2(K+5)/ 2 fetBam
Bagr Bar

2 p p
77/ n2f§+ﬁ+1dm+cl/ n? £ HP-Ldf (Vo)dm. (3.6)
Bar

n Bar

Assume that the Finsler metric F satisfies the uniform convexity and uniform
smoothness. Then, by (1.1), we have

ok v p||? i pa
(2, Vf) < ||VY f||HS(W) =g (x,Vo)f;f; < EF*(x,Vf). (3.7)
For the first term of the LHS of (3.6), since

he (V9°F) = 978 + (p— 2)4 1o (V77 F) o

we have
df [ho (VYU 1)] = g7 (Vo) fify + (0 — 2)F 71 (97 (Vo) fivy)
>{ 9" VU ) fif; ifp=>2 (3.8)
| (p—-1Dg¥(Vu)fif; ifl<p<2 )
> coR*F%(Vf).

Here, co = min{1,p — 1}. By a similar argument and by (3.7), we have

2d1) [hy (VYUF)] = 2[99 (Vo) fims + (0 = 2)F 7" (97 (Vo) fivy) (97 (Vo)vimy)]
{ 20p - VRE(Vf)F(Vn) ifp=>2

23— p)RF(VA)F(Vn) ifl<p<2
—cskF(Vf)F(Vn),

v

(3.9)
where ¢3 = max{2(p — 1),2(3 — p)}. By (3.7)-(3.9) and choosing a sufficiently
large 5 > &/ (coi*) > 1, (3.6) can be rewrite as

Rl [ RV < o / nfEETLE(V ) F(V)dm

2 Bar Bar

+2(K+6)/ n? fE P dm
Bar

2
77/ 2 f 5
" JBsr

+c1/B n2f T TR (V f)dm. (3.10)



Local gradient estimate for Finsler p-eigenfunctions on Finsler manifolds with Rico, > —K 65

Let ¢4 := 2 (c3i)? /o and c5 := 2¢2/cy. By using the fundamental inequality
2ab < a? + b? and letting

(e B)% _V2esk
V2 (cofi*f)?

the first term of the RHS in (3.10) is less than or equal to

CoR* 2 B4 B2 12
n f2 FA(Vf)dm + —
8 Bar ( ) K*p Bar

nfHHETIR(VE), b= Fies

1
a:§ F(Vn)7

Cq

FEYPRY(Un)dm,  (3.11)
and the fourth term of the RHS in (3.10) is less than or equal to

CoR* 2 243212
n°fz2 F2(Vf)dm + —
8 Bar ( ) K*B Bar

C5

2 fE 0 . (3.12)

Now, we take 8 > max {K/ (c2k*),csn/K*} > 1 large enough. Then (3.12) is
less than or equal to
CQFQ*B
8 Bar

It follows from (3.10)-(3.13) that

P 1 g
W fEPTRRA(Y fdm + — / ' dm. (3.13)
Bar

. pig_ 4c 2
f'B | P fETPTFAV dm < ;@*Z | PETOE (Vn)dm
2R 2R
+8(K+6)/ ?fE8dm
Bar
4

—f/ 20 dm, (3.14)
N JBar

Recall that F(Vf) = F*(df) and F*(§ +n) < F*(§) + F*(n). From (3.14),
there exist positive constants ¢; = ¢; (p, &, 5*,n) (i = 6,7,8) depending only
on p, k, K*,n such that

/ F2(d(nf%5) ) dm < e | fEPE2(dn)dm
BzR BZR
+er (K4 6)8 nzngrﬂdm
Bar

—csf3 n’fEHP dm. (3.15)
Bar
The following Sobolev inequality is necessary because of the need for Moser’s
iteration in the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 3.2. ([3]) Let (M, F,m) be a forward complete Finsler manifold with
finite reversibility A. Assume that Rice, > K and S > —§ for some K € R
and 0 > 0. Then, there exist constant v > 2 and positive constants ¢ = c¢(n, )
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depending on n and the reversibility A of F' such that

(/BR u — a7 dm> = < 66(1+(6+m)R)m(BR)7%R2/ F2(du)dm

R
3.16
foru € Wlif(M) and Br = B}, (z0) is the forward geodesic ball of radius R(<

s

51/ ”T_l if K > 0) for any xg € M, where @ := m fBR u dm. Consequently,

(/ u| 72 dm) o < ec(1+(6+m)R)m(BR)_%R2/ (F*2(du) + R~2u?) dm.
o o (3.17)

Next, let 7 := —*5. Taking u = nf%Jrg in (3.17) and using (3.15), one

obtains

NIM

1
(/ WQTfT(ngﬁ)dm) T < S(IHVEHOR) (B2r) ¥ x
Bar

{06R2 2P F*2(dn)dm — csBR? / 224 dm
Bor Bar

2 D
+max {c7,1} 8 [1—|—(VK+5)R] / n2f2+5dm} . (3.18)
Bar
Here, in the last row of (3.18), we have used the fact that

K+o< (VE+V5) < (VE +6)

because 6 > 1 and K > 0.
On the other hand, the following lemma is also indispensable to prove our
result. One can follow the same argument of Lemma 4.1 in C. Xia [12] by

setting By = ¢ (1 + (WK + 6)R> and 81 = (Bo + §)7 to prove the following
lemma.

Lemma 3.3. There exits a positive constant ¢ = c(p, k, k*,n) such that for
Bo = ¢g (1 + (VK + 5)R) and 1 =T (% + 50)7 we have f € LA (B%R> with

S)R)? 1
[E[S (52) < c(1+(¢§+ B o (Bor) e

where cg := max {K/ (cak*),csm/RK*} > 1.

Now we are in the position to prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We will start from (3.18) and use the standard Moser
iteration to prove Theorem 1.1. Let Ry, = R+ 2t and ), € C§°(Bg, ) satisfying

Ognk S 17 Nk =1 GBRkJrN F*($>d77k) Sé

Sk
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Let By, 81 be the numbers in Lemma 3.3 and Siy1 = 78k for k > 1. one can
deduce from (3.18) with 8 + & = B and n = 7, that

1 2 1
oo,y < (e Fm(Bag) 75 (85 + 380 15l s,y

1 __2 1
— (ClleCIOBO)Bk m(B2R) VB (4]43 +ﬁg7—k_1ﬁ1)ﬂk ||f||LBk(BRk)

Note that 8, = 7718, , 7 = -5 , then ) Bik = ﬁ, and then

1
k\* 1 1 2
k—o0 ﬂk k—o0 51E7—T T v
Thus ), % converges. By using Lemma 3.3, we get

1 _2 1 1
Ifleo(pry < cralcire®) Aom(Bag) ™ > 2 B (B3)%% 5 [| || Lo ()

C(1 + (VK +0)R)?
— R2 )
which implies that

1P, V1o 1) =y < LY E DR,

For F(x,V(—logu)), the same argument works. Thus we finish the proof of
Theorem 1.1. g
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