arXiv:2501.18379v2 [math.AP] 20 Feb 2025

OPTIMAL POINCARÉ-HARDY-TYPE INEQUALITIES ON MANIFOLDS AND GRAPHS

FLORIAN FISCHER AND CHRISTIAN ROSE

Abstract. We review a method to obtain optimal Poincaré-Hardy-type inequalities on the hyperbolic spaces, and discuss briefly generalisations to certain classes of Riemannian manifolds.

Afterwards, we recall a corresponding result on homogeneous regular trees and provide a new proof using the aforementioned method. The same strategy will then be applied to obtain new optimal Hardy-type inequalities on weakly spherically symmetric graphs which include fast enough growing trees and antitrees. In particular, this yields optimal weights which are larger at infinity than the optimal weights classically constructed via the Fitzsimmons ratio of the square root of the minimal positive Green’s function.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 35B09 ; Secondary 26D10; 31C12; 31C20; 35B09; 39A12; 58J60.

Keywords. Poincaré-Hardy-type inequalities, hyperbolic spaces, Damek-Ricci spaces, homogeneous trees, weakly spherically symmetric graphs

1. Introduction

A century ago, in the attempt of finding a simple and elegant proof of Hilbert’s double series inequality, Hardy proved the following inequality on the standard line graph N_0 : For all φ: N_0 → R with φ(0) = 0, we have ∞� n=0 |φ(n) − φ(n + 1)|^2 ≥ 1 4 ∞� n=1 φ^2(n) n^2 . Soon afterwards, he also proved its counterpart in the continuum, i.e., for all smooth and compactly supported functions φ: (0, ∞) → R we have

�_∞ 0 |φ^′(x)|^2 dx ≥ 1 4 �_∞ 0 φ^2(x) x^2 dx. Because of Hardy’s contributions, inequalities of this kind – in the discrete or continuum – nowadays bear his name. Versions of Hardy’s inequality to d-dimensional Euclidean space and large classes of Riemannian manifolds including Cartan- Hadamard manifolds [BEL15; Car97] were the starting point of diverse generalizations to various contexts (see e.g. [Dav99; DD14; Gri99; KMP06; KO09; KO13; 1

2 FLORIAN FISCHER AND CHRISTIAN ROSE

RS19; Sch22; Stu24; TU23]). In this paper, we focus on certain classes of smooth Riemannian manifolds and locally finite graphs.

Generally speaking, on a measure space (X, m), a Hardy inequality with respect to a quadratic form E holds on some reasonable large subset F of L^2(X, m) with norm ‖·‖ if there is a non-trivial weight function w such that

E(f) ≥ ‖f‖^2_w , f ∈ F,

where ‖·‖_w := ‖· √ w‖. The weight w is then called a Hardy weight.

If (X, m) is a measure space equipped with a (pseudo-)distance d, then the classical Hardy weight is given by

w = Cd^{−2}(o, ·)

for some C > 0 and o ∈ X. The optimal constant C > 0 in the classical Hardy weight depends on the geometric properties of the underlying space. By now classical are the cases R^d with constant (d − 2)^2/4, d ≥ 3, while for the real hyperbolic space H^d , it is (d − 1)^2/4, d ≥ 2. For further optimal constants for special subdomains or other spaces, see e.g. [Bar24; DP23; MMP98] and references therein.

If the weight is chosen to be the constant function w = λ > 0, i.e.,

E(f) ≥ λ ‖f‖^2 , f ∈ F,

the corresponding Hardy inequality is referred to as Poincaré inequality or L^2-gap. The latter comes from the fact that the best constant in the Poincaré inequality is given by the bottom of the L^2-spectrum of the generator of E. The Poincaré inequality usually requires stronger assumptions than the classical Hardy inequality, e.g. on Cartan-Hardamard manifolds the sectional curvature needs to be strictly negative.

Our main motivation is to show the existence of spaces where the classical Hardy and Poincaré inequalities can be combined to Poincaré-Hardy-type inequalities. To be more precise, we find spaces for which

E(f) ≥ ‖f‖^2_w, f ∈ F,

is optimal where w = λ + Cd^{−2}(o, ·) + w̃ for o ∈ X, some constants λ, C > 0 and function w̃ ≥ 0.

The aim of this paper is twofold: Firstly, we will review a simple method to get optimal Hardy-type inequalities on special Cartan-Hadamard manifolds. In cases where we have specific knowledge about the volume density function and the bottom of the spectrum, it will turn out that we get optimal Poincaré-Hardy inequalities. We discuss the method exemplarily and in detail for the hyperbolic space and then review its generalisations and extensions briefly.

Secondly, we will focus on the discrete counterpart. So far, only results about Poincaré-Hardy-type inequalities on trees are known, [BSV21]. We show how these

OPTIMAL POINCARÉ-HARDY-TYPE INEQUALITIES ON MANIFOLDS AND GRAPHS 3

results can be generalised to the much larger class of weakly spherically symmetric graphs. Moreover, we provide explicit calculations of the optimal Hardy weights with our new method. This is a simplification in comparison with the standard strategy of computing the Fitzsimmons ratio of the square root of the minimal positive Green’s function which is usually a hard task on graphs. Moreover, our method also results in weights which are larger at infinity than the weights computed with the standard method.

2. Manifolds

Let us briefly comment on the strategy for obtaining optimal Hardy-type inequalities. Details will be provided in the next subsections.

Take a function u > 0 which is superharmonic, i.e., −Δu ≥ 0, and define the so-called Fitzsimmons ratio by V = −Δu/u. The existence of a positive superharmonic function is provided by the Agmon-Allegretto-Piepenbrink theorem. By standard theory, V is a Hardy weight. Since √ u is also superharmonic, another Hardy weight is given by W := −Δ √ u/ √ u. Additional restrictions on u then provide a certain optimality of W , cf. [DFP14; DP16] or Subsection 2.1. These properties are naturally satisfied if u is just the (minimal positive) Green’s function.

In this article, we restrict our considerations to spaces X with radially symmetric volume densities f. Consider

u(r) = r/f(r), r = d(o, x), x ∈ S_o(r),

where S_o(r) denotes the distance sphere with center o ∈ X and radius r > 0. The radial symmetry of the Laplacian applied to u leads to the superharmonicity of u. Hence, the corresponding function W is a Hardy weight. A deeper analysis also provides its optimality. Moreover, in certain cases, this ansatz leads to Poincaré-Hardy type inequalities with an explicit weight which is larger than the Fitzsimmons ratio of the Green’s function.

Note that since V is generally not compactly supported, the fundamental theorem of optimality theory, cf. [DFP14, Theorem 2.2] or [KPP20a, Theorem 9.2.1], cannot be applied to obtain optimality. The fundamental theorem is actually cooked up for u being the Green’s function. However, this choice does not lead to Poincaré-Hardy-type inequalities on our manifolds, cf. [BGG17; FP25] for details.

In the next subsection we recall basics of optimality theory. Thereafter, we show in detail the construction of optimal weights on H^d . We close this section by giving extensions to models and harmonic manifolds.

2.1. A Short Reminder of Optimality Theory. Let (X, g) be a smooth Riemannian manifold of dimension d and with measure μ. Let −Δ ≥ 0 be the Laplace-Beltrami operator on (X, g) extended in the sense of Friedrichs to a selfadjoint operator on L^2(X, μ).

4 FLORIAN FISCHER AND CHRISTIAN ROSE

Its quadratic form is defined via

E(φ) := � X |∇φ|^2 dμ, φ ∈ C^∞_c (X).

The correspondence becomes visible via Green’s formula, i.e., E(φ) = ⟨−Δφ, φ⟩ , φ ∈ C^∞_c (X).

Here ⟨·, ·⟩ denotes the standard inner product on L^2(X, μ).

Let Ω ⊆ X be a domain and V a function. A function u ∈ C^∞(Ω) is called (−Δ + V )-(super-) harmonic if −Δu + V u = 0 (resp., −Δu + V u ≥ 0) in Ω. A (−Δ)-(super-)harmonic function is simply called (super-)harmonic.

Next, we recall the notion of optimality. It was stated first in [DFP14] and is motivated by ideas of Agmon, [Agm82, page 6]. Here, we formulate it for the special case Ω = X \ {o} in order to apply it to our setting.

Definition 2.1. Let (X, g) be a Riemannian manifold and o ∈ X and W ≥ 0 a non-trivial function such that the following Hardy-type inequality holds:

E(φ) ≥ � X\{o}

W |φ|^2 dμ, φ ∈ C^∞_c (X \ {o}).

Then W is called a Hardy weight of −Δ on X \ {o}, and −Δ is called subcritical on X \ {o}. Furthermore, W is optimal with respect to −Δ in X \ {o} if (1) −Δ − W is critical in X \ {o}, that is, there exists a unique (up to a multiplicative constant) positive smooth (−Δ−W )-superharmonic function u on X \ {o}. Such a function is (−Δ − W )-harmonic on X \ {o} and is called the (Agmon) ground state.

(2) −Δ − W is null-critical with respect to W , i.e., u ∉ L^2(X \ {o}, W μ).

Remark. Note that (1) holds if and only if for any ~W ⪈ W , the Hardy-type inequality E(φ) ≥ � X\{o}

~W |φ|^2 dμ, φ ∈ C^∞_c (X \ {o}),

does not hold, see e.g. [KP20, Lemma 2.11].

Moreover, (2) means that the Rayleigh-Ritz variational problem inf φ∈D^{1,2}(X\{o})

E_V (φ) � X\{o}

~W |φ|^2 dμ admits no minimiser, where D^{1,2}(X \ {o}) is the completion of C^∞_c (X \ {o}) with respect to the norm φ → � E(φ), cf. [DFP14; DP16]. Therefore, this condition is sometimes also called non-attainability, see e.g. [GKŠ22; ŠW24]. Example 2.2. On R^d , d ≥ 3, the classical Hardy weight

w(x) =

(d − 2)^2 4|o − x|^2

OPTIMAL POINCARÉ-HARDY-TYPE INEQUALITIES ON MANIFOLDS AND GRAPHS 5

for some o ∈ R^d , is an optimal Hardy weight, cf. [DFP14]. Also the Hardy inequality on (0, ∞) presented in the introduction is optimal.

Remark. The original definition of an optimal Hardy weight by Devyver, Fraas and Pinchover also requires a condition called optimality at infinity (which is part (b) in Definition 2.1 of [DFP14], or see [KP20, Definition 2.14]). Recently, Kovařík and Pinchover showed in [KP20, Corollary 3.7] that for linear (not necessarily symmetric) second-order elliptic operators with real coefficients in divergence form, null-criticality implies optimality at infinity. For that reason, it is not necessary to give the definition of optimality at infinity, since it is covered by Condition (2).

In order to obtain optimality of the Hardy weight W := −Δ √ u/ √ u, where u(r) = r/f(r), r = d(o, x), x ∈ S_o(r), we need to show criticality of W . This will be achieved by the following two main tools: the Agmon-Allegretto-Piepenbrink theorem and a Khas’minskiĭ theorem. We will recall them here before turning to the proof of optimality of W on H^d in Theorem 2.5.

The famous Agmon-Allegretto-Piepenbrink theorem says that the quadratic form is non-negative if and only if there exists a positive superharmonic function, see e.g. [KPP20a, Proposition 9.2.2] and references therein. Here, it is enough to have just one of the implications. For convenience we show the short proof, cf. e.g. [Dav89, Theorem 1.5.12] or [Caz21, Section 2.2].

Lemma 2.3 (Agmon-Allegretto-Piepenbrink theorem). Let Ω ⊆ X be a domain in a smooth Riemannian manifold (X, g), W : Ω → R, and u ∈ C^∞(Ω) be a positive (−Δ − W )-harmonic function on Ω. Then,

E(uφ) − ‖uφ‖^2_W = � Ω u^2 |∇φ|^2 dμ, φ ∈ C^∞_c (Ω).

Proof. We infer from Green’s formula � Ω |∇uφ|^2 dμ = � Ω u^2 |∇φ|^2 dμ + � Ω ⟨∇(φ^2u), ∇u⟩ dμ = � Ω u^2 |∇φ|^2 dμ − � Ω φ^2u(Δu) dμ = � Ω u^2 |∇φ|^2 dμ + � Ω W (uφ)^2 dμ. □

The Khas’minskiĭ theorem actually provides a characterisation of Agmon ground states, but as before for the Agmon-Allegretto-Piepenbrink theorem, we only need one implication here.

Lemma 2.4 (Khas’minskiĭ theorem). Let K, Ω ⊆ X, K compact, Ω open, o ∈ int(K) and o ∈ Ω, and W : X \ {o} → R. Assume that u is a smooth positive (−Δ − W )-harmonic function in X \ {o}.

6 FLORIAN FISCHER AND CHRISTIAN ROSE

Assume that v_∞ is a smooth positive (−Δ − W )-harmonic function on X \ K which satisfies

lim_{x→∞} u(x) v_∞(x)

= 0.

Further, let v_0 be a smooth positive (−Δ − W )-harmonic function in Ω \ {o} which satisfies

lim_{x→o} u(x) v_0(x)

= 0.

Then u is the Agmon ground state with respect to −Δ − W in X \ {o}.

For a proof see, e.g., [FP25, Proposition 2.3] or [DFP14, Proposition 6.1]. These statements actually show that u is a global (−Δ−W )-harmonic function of minimal growth near infinity and o. It is shown in [PT08, Theorem 5.2] that such a function is the Agmon ground state, see also [Agm83].

2.2. Hyperbolic Manifolds. In order to demonstrate the advertised method, we focus here on the d-dimensional real hyperbolic space H^d . For later use, let us mention that the volume density on H^d is radial with respect to any o ∈ H^d and given by f(r) = sinh^{d−1}(r), where r = d(x, o) for x ∈ S_o(r).

Recall that λ_0(H^d ) = (d − 1)^2/4, cf. e.g., [McK70].

Theorem 2.5 (Poincaré-Hardy-type inequality on H^d , [BGG17, Theorem 2.1]). Let d ≥ 3, o ∈ H^d , and r = d(o, ·). We have

E(φ) ≥ ‖φ‖^2_W , φ ∈ C^∞_c (H^d ),

where W is an optimal Hardy weight on H^d \ {o} given by

W (r) := λ_0(H^d ) + 1 4r^2 + (d − 1)(d − 3) 4 sinh^2(r)

, r > 0.

Proof. The proof goes along the lines of the proof of [FP25, Theorem 2.7] by taking the non-compact harmonic manifold to be H^d , cf. [DFP14, Theorem 6.2] and [BGG17, Theorem 2.1].

As explained at the beginning of this section, the fundamental idea of the proof is to take the square root of the radial function

u(r) := r f(r) = r sinh^{d−1}(r)

, r > 0.

Note that u is smooth as H^d is Cartan Hadamard, whence the distance function is smooth. For radial functions v, the Laplacian of H^d is given by

Δv(r) = 1 f(r)

(f(r)v^′(r))^′ = v^{′′}(r) + f^′(r) f(r) v^′(r) = v^{′′}(r) + (d − 1) coth(r)v^′(r),

OPTIMAL POINCARÉ-HARDY-TYPE INEQUALITIES ON MANIFOLDS AND GRAPHS 7

for all r > 0. Hence, an elementary calculation yields −Δ √ u(r) = � λ_0(H^d ) + 1 4r^2 + (d − 1)(d − 3) 4 sinh^2(r) � √ u(r)= W (r) √ u(r), r > 0.

Thus, −Δ √ u − W √ u = 0 on H^d \ {o}, i.e., u is a smooth positive (−Δ − W )- harmonic function on H^d \ {o}. By the Agmon-Allegretto-Piepenbrink theorem, Lemma 2.3, we already get the desired inequality on H^d \ {o}. It remains to show that it is optimal, and that it also holds on H^d .

Let us consider optimality first. We start by showing that −Δ − W is critical on H^d \ {o}. Observe that r → √ u(r) · ln(r) is another radial (−Δ − W )-harmonic function on H^d \ {o}. Indeed, using ( √ u(r))^′ = � 1 r − (d − 1) cot(r) � � u(r) 2 , r > 0,

we get Δ( √ u · ln)(r) = ( √ u · ln)^{′′}(r) + (d − 1) coth(r)( √ u · ln)^′(r)

= ln(r)Δ √ u(r) + 1 r � 2( √ u)^′(r) − 1 r √ u(r) + (d − 1) cot(r) √ u(r) � = ln(r) √ u(r)W (r).

This means that r → √ u(r)·ln(r) is (−Δ−W )-harmonic on H^d \{o}, and positive outside the compact set B_1(o). Clearly, we have

lim_{r→∞} √ u(r) √ u(r) ln(r)

= 0.

By taking K = B_1(o) in the Khas’minskiĭ-type criterion, Lemma 2.4, we get that √ u has minimal growth near infinity. Replacing r → √ u(r) ln(r) by r → √ u(r) ln(1/r), the same argument shows that the latter function is positive (−Δ − W )-harmonic in B_1(o) \ {o}, whence u has minimal growth near o in H^d \ {o}. Therefore, we can apply Lemma 2.4 and get that √ u is an Agmon ground state of −Δ − W on H^d \ {o}. This is equivalent to −Δ − W being critical on H^d \ {o}.

Let us show null-criticality. Since u(r) = r/f(r), and W (r) ≥^1_{4r2} , we have � X\{o} √ u^2W dμ ≥ ω_d

�_∞ 0 ( � r/f(r))^2f(r) dr (2r)^2

= ∞,

and conclude that −Δ − W is null-critical with respect to W , and thus W is an optimal Hardy weight of −Δ in H^d \ {o}.

That we can enlarge the Hardy inequality from H^d \ {o} to H^d is mainly because of d ≥ 3. We leave out the details of this standard technique and explain only the idea of the proof: Since d ≥ 3, the capacity of {o} vanishes, i.e., there is a sequence (φ_j) in C^∞_0 (H^d ) such that 0 ≤ φ_j ≤ 1, φ_j = 1 in a neighbourhood of

8 FLORIAN FISCHER AND CHRISTIAN ROSE

{o} and φ_j → 0 in D_0(H^d ) = C^∞_c (H^d )^{|·|0} where | · |^2_0 := E_0(φ) + | · |^2 denotes the form norm. In particular, E_0(φ_j) → 0. We set ψ_j := (1 − φ_j )ψ, where ψ is an arbitrary function in C^∞_c (H^d ). Now it follows ψ_j → ψ in D_0(H^d \ {o}) similarly as in [DD14, Appendix A]). Note that the last step there is just an application of [PT08, Theorem 4.3] or [Tro00, Theorem 3]. □

Remark. As was remarked in [BGG17], it is possible to apply the general optimality theory to the shifted non-negative operator −Δ − λ for some λ ≤ λ_0(H^d ) by taking the Fitzsimmons ratio of the square root of the corresponding Green’s function. Since the heat kernels to this shifted operator are known explicitly, see e.g. [DM88; GN98], it is possible to calculate the corresponding Green’s function. The Fitzsimmons ratio of the square root of the Green’s function gives a Hardy inequality which results in a Poincaré-Hardy-type inequality. It seems to be much harder to derive very explicit optimal weights than with the method presented in Theorem 2.5.

On the other hand, the more direct approaches of showing a Poincaré inequality for the Schrödinger operator −Δ − (4r^2)^{−1}, or even showing the non-negativity of −Δ − λ_0(H^d ) − (4r^2)^{−1}, seem to be much more difficult than the approach via the choice u = r/f, and do not yield optimal inequalities.

2.3. Models and Harmonic Manifolds. The basic idea from the previous section generalises to larger classes of manifolds.

2.3.1. Model Manifolds. We follow [BGG17, Section 4] again.

Recall that a smooth d-dimensional Riemannian manifold (X, g) is called a Riemannian model with pole o ∈ X if it can be covered by one chart and the metric can be given in spherical coordinates with respect to o by

ds^2 = dr^2 + h^2(r) dω^2,

where dω^2 is the metric on the sphere S^{d−1} and h is a smooth non-negative function on [0, ∞) which is strictly positive on (0, ∞) and satisfies h(0) = h^{′′}(0) = 0 and h^′(0) = 1. These conditions ensure that the distance function is smooth. The volume density is then given by f = h^{d−1}.

For radial and smooth functions v, the Laplacian satisfies

Δv(r) = v^{′′}(r) + (d − 1) h^′(r) h(r) v^′(r), r > 0.

With this in mind, we generalise Theorem 2.5 as follows:

Theorem 2.6 (Hardy-type inequality on models, [BGG17, Theorem 2.5]). Let d ≥ 3. Let o ∈ X be a pole of the d-dimensional Riemannian model (X, g) corresponding to the volume density f = h^{d−1}. We have the Hardy inequality

E(φ) ≥ ‖φ‖^2_W , φ ∈ C^∞_c (X),

OPTIMAL POINCARÉ-HARDY-TYPE INEQUALITIES ON MANIFOLDS AND GRAPHS 9

where W is given by

W (r) := 1 4r^2 + (d − 1) 4 � 2 h^{′′} h + (d − 3)

(h^′)^2 − 1 h^2 � + (d − 1)(d − 3) 4 1 h^2

, r > 0.

Moreover, −Δ − W is critical in X \ {o}, and if 2hh^{′′} ≥ −(d − 3)(h^′)^2 in X \ {o}, then W is optimal in X \ {o}.

The proof follows along the lines of Theorem 2.5. Simply set u(r) = r/f(r), and redo the calculations, i.e., show that √ u is the Agmon ground state. The optimality has not been observed in [BGG17, Theorem 2.5] but this follows from the same arguments as for the hyperbolic space.

We note the following three interesting geometrical interpretations appear in the Laplacian and in the Hardy weight:

• (d − 1)^{h′(r)}_{h(r)} is the mean curvature of the geodesic sphere of radius r in the radial direction;

• −^{h′′(r)}_{h(r)} is the sectional curvature with respect to planes containing the radial direction; and • −^{(h′(r))2 −1}

h^2(r) is the sectional curvature with respect to planes orthogonal to

the radial direction.

Remark. The drawback of Theorem 2.6 is that we do not have a Poincaré term in general. This leads to the non-linear problem of finding models for which the volume density f = h^{d−1} satisfies

(d − 1) 4 � 2 h^{′′} h + (d − 3)

(h^′)^2 − 1 h^2 � = λ + w̃,

for some constant λ > 0 and function w̃ ≥ 0. The ideal value for λ would be of course the bottom of the spectrum.

This also motivates to look for manifolds beyond models which include as a special case H^d . A famous class of such manifolds are harmonic manifolds which we will study next. It comes as a surprise that these harmonic manifolds bear a rich group of manifolds with the desired optimal Poincaré-Hardy-type inequalities.

2.3.2. Non-Compact Harmonic Manifolds. Apart taking the right function u, the proof of Theorem 2.5 uses strongly the simplified structure of the Laplacian for radial functions. Besides model manifolds, non-compact harmonic manifolds give a similar expression.

A complete Riemannian manifold (X, g) is harmonic if, around any point of X, there exists a local non-constant radial harmonic function. Another equivalent definition of harmonicity is that every harmonic function satisfies the mean value property, see e.g. [Rou03, Théorème 4].

Examples of non-compact harmonic manifolds are the Euclidean spaces, the real hyperbolic spaces and Damek-Ricci spaces, and it is a challenging open problem

10 FLORIAN FISCHER AND CHRISTIAN ROSE

whether there exist any further non-compact harmonic manifold. Note that these manifolds are in general non-symmetric as there is a 7-dimensional non-symmetric Damek-Ricci space. Moreover, harmonic manifolds are Cartan-Hadamard manifolds.

We note that for a non-compact harmonic manifold (X, g) with a pole o ∈ X, the Laplacian Δ of a smooth radial function v is again radial and given by

Δv(r) = v^{′′}(r) + f^′(r) f(r) v^′(r),

where f(r) is the volume density of the harmonic manifold. However, a noncompact harmonic manifold is a model only if it is R^d or H^d . Models have spherical symmetry of the metric whereas harmonic manifolds only have spherical volume homogeneity.

We assume in the sequel that the dimension of non-compact harmonic manifolds is always larger or equal to three.

Theorem 2.7 (Hardy-type inequality on harmonic manifolds). Let (X, g) be a non-compact harmonic manifold with volume density f = f(r), o ∈ X a pole, and r = d(o, ·). We have the Hardy inequality

E(φ) ≥ ‖φ‖^2_W , φ ∈ C^∞_c (X),

where W is given by

W (r) := 1 4r^2 + 1 4 � 2 f^{′′} f − (f^′)^2 f^2 � , r > 0.

Moreover, −Δ − W is critical in X \ {o}, and if 2ff^{′′} ≥ (f^′)^2 in X \ {o}, then W is optimal in X \ {o}.

The proof of Theorem 2.7 is similar to the one of Theorem 2.5 and can be deduced by considering u = r/f where f is the volume density, and showing that √ u is the Agmon ground state. Detailed are given in [FP25]. As in the case of general models, also for harmonic manifolds the Poincaré term is not visible but somehow magically it appears in the case of Damek-Ricci spaces X^{p,q}.

Damek-Ricci spaces X^{p,q} are solvable extensions NA of 2-step nilpotent groups N of Heisenberg-type by a one-dimensional abelian group A with left-invariant metrics. They are associated with a pair of parameters (p, q) which are the dimensions of particular subspaces of the underlying nilpotent Lie algebra of N, for more details see [Rou03]. In particular, λ_0(X^{p,q}) = (p + 2q)^2/16, [PS10, Remark 2.2], and the volume density is given by

f(r) = 2^{p+q} sinh^{p+q}(r/2) cosh^q(r/2),

i.e., in spherical coordinates (r, θ), the measure can be written as

dμ = f(r) dr dσ(θ),

OPTIMAL POINCARÉ-HARDY-TYPE INEQUALITIES ON MANIFOLDS AND GRAPHS 11

where dσ is the measure of the unit sphere in R^{p+q+1} , cf. [Rou03, Thèoréme 10].

Corollary 2.8 (Poincaré-Hardy-type inequality on X^{p,q}, [FP25, Theorem 2.2]). Let X^{p,q} be a Damek-Ricci space of dimension d = p + q + 1 ≥ 4, o ∈ X a pole, and r = d(o, ·). We have

E(φ) ≥ ‖φ‖^2_W , φ ∈ C^∞_c (X),

where W is an optimal Hardy weight on X \ {o} given by

W (r) := λ_0(X^{p,q}) + 1 4r^2 + p(p + 2q − 2) 16 1 sinh^2(r/2) + q(q − 2) 4 1 sinh^2(r)

, r > 0.

Proof. On X^{p,q}, the volume density is given by

f(r) = 2^{p+q} sinh^{p+q}(r/2) cosh^q(r/2).

Hence, via elementary calculation the inequality in Theorem 2.7 becomes a Poincaré- Hardy-type inequality with optimal weight as stated above, see [FP25] for details. □

Remark (Other variants). It is natural to vary the function u(r) = r/f(r) to find corresponding families of critical Schrödinger operators, see [FP25, Theorem 3.1] for non-compact harmonic manifolds or [Ber+20, Theorem 2.1] for H^d . It can be seen from these results that e.g. changing the power of u has a direct influence on the constant of the classical Hardy weight.

Weighted Hardy-type inequalities for hyperbolic spaces and related manifolds influenced by the superharmonic function method above can be found in [Ber+20; FP25].

A quasi-linear generalisation in terms of the p-Laplacian, p ≥ 2, has been obtained in [Ber+17; FP25].

3. Graphs

In this section, we transfer the method presented in Section 2 to the setting of discrete graphs and derive analogous Hardy-type and Poincaré-Hardy-type inequalities. The strategy is fruitful once we find reasonable replacements for the following two main ingredients from the manifold setting: Firstly, on both harmonic and model manifolds, the Laplacian of certain radial functions is again radial. Secondly, we need a well-suited radial function u.

Section 2 proved that in the setting of harmonic or model manifolds, a good choice for the function u was u = d(·, o)/f, where d and f denote the Riemannian distance and volume density, respectively. In the present setting, there is no canonical choice neither for one nor the other. Thus, we need to find a good class of graphs where we can find analogous quantities.

If we choose the combinatorial distance there is the rich class of weakly spherically symmetric graphs for which the Laplacian of a radial function is again radial.

12 FLORIAN FISCHER AND CHRISTIAN ROSE

Examples include homogeneous regular trees and anti-trees, whereas e.g. Z^d, d ≥ 2, is not included. This class will be considered in the following.

Once the combinatorial distance is chosen, the volume density function f has at least three reasonable possibilities: the inner curvature k_−, the outer curvature k_+ and the boundary curvature k, see the preceding subsection for definitions. These functions do not increase fast enough in general to obtain optimality. Instead, we choose k_− integrated over the distance sphere as a replacement for the density, and call this function the area function – denoted by area. Note that in the case of manifolds, the analogue choice would lead to the same results. Let us also remark that our interpretation is just one, and others might lead to other interesting Hardy inequalities.

This section is organised as follows: Since the notation on graphs is not standard, we provide them in the next subsection. Then we turn to discrete optimality theory and state with Lemma 3.3 the main tool to obtain criticality of a Hardy weight. Thereafter, we show a detailed construction of optimal Poincaré-Hardy weights on homogeneous regular trees. These trees are often considered to be a discrete counterpart of hyperbolic spaces. We end the discussion by showing an extension to weakly spherically symmetric graphs and show that the resulting optimal weights are larger at infinity than the optimal weights constructed via the Fitzsimmons ratio of the square of the Green’s function.

3.1. Setting the Scene. Let a countable set X be equipped with the discrete topology and a symmetric function b: X × X → [0, ∞) with zero diagonal be given such that b is locally summable, i.e., � y∈X b(x, y) < ∞, x ∈ X.

We refer to b as a graph over X and elements of X are called vertices.

Two vertices x, y are called connected (or neighbours) with respect to the graph b if b(x, y) > 0. A subset Ω ⊆ X is called connected with respect to b, if for every two vertices x, y ∈ Ω there are vertices x_0, . . . , x_n ∈ Ω, such that x = x_0, y = x_n and b(x_{i−1}, x_i) > 0 for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1}. A graph is locally finite if every vertex has only finitely many neighbours. We will always assume that X is connected with respect to the locally finite graph b.

The set of real-valued functions on X is denoted by C(X). If Ω ⊆ X, the set of finitely supported functions which vanish outside of Ω is denoted by C_c(Ω). A strictly positive function m ∈ C(X) extends to a measure with full support via m(Ω) = � x∈Ω m(x) for Ω ⊆ X. To emphasise the measure on the vertices, we will sometimes also speak of a graph b over the discrete measure space (X, m).

For some Ω ⊆ X, let ℓ^2(Ω, m) denote the Hilbert space of square m-summable functions on Ω with inner product

⟨f, g⟩ := � x∈Ω f(x)g(x)m(x), f, g ∈ ℓ^2(Ω, m),

OPTIMAL POINCARÉ-HARDY-TYPE INEQUALITIES ON MANIFOLDS AND GRAPHS 13

and induced norm ‖f‖ := � ⟨f, f⟩, f ∈ ℓ^2(Ω, m).

Moreover, we will also consider ℓ^1(Ω, m) for some Ω ⊆ X, which is the set of functions f ∈ C_c(Ω) such that ‖f‖_1 := � x∈Ω |f(x)| m(x) < ∞.

3.1.1. Outer, Inner and Boundary Curvatures, and the Area Function. We denote by d := d_{comb} : X × X → N_0 the combinatorial distance, i.e., for two vertices x, y ∈ X, the value d(x, y) is the least number of edges of a path connecting x and y. In the following we introduce notation with respect to a fixed set O ⊆ X. For all x ∈ X, we let |x| := |x|_O := min_{o∈O} d(x, o).

Furthermore, we define the distance ball and sphere with respect to O for all r ∈ N_0 via B(r) := B_O(r) := {x ∈ X : |x| ≤ r} , S(r) := S_O(r) := {x ∈ X : |x| = r} .

If O is just a singleton, we usually do not write parentheses.

Recall that X is connected, hence {B(r)}_r is an exhaustion of X, and since the graph is locally finite and d is combinatorial, S(r) is a finite set for all r ∈ N.

Let define the outer and inner curvatures (or degrees) with respect to O via

k_+(x) := k_{+,O}(x) := 1 m(x) � y∈S(r+1)

b(x, y),

k_−(x) := k_{−,O}(x) := 1 m(x) � y∈S(r−1)

b(x, y),

for all x ∈ S(r) and r ∈ N_0 . Moreover, the boundary curvature (or degree) with respect to O is given by

k(x) := k_O(x) := 1 m(x) � y∈S(r)

b(x, y),

for all x ∈ S(r) and r ∈ N_0 . Note that it might occur that we sum over the empty set. In this case the value of the curvatures is zero.

The curvature ratio function is given by

κ(x) := κ_O(x) := k_+(x) k_−(x)

, x ∈ X.

We define the area function area := area_O : N_0 → R with respect to O ⊆ X as the total edge weight between the spheres S(r − 1) and S(r), i.e., area(r) := � z∈S(r−1), y∈S(r)

b(z, y) = � z∈S(r−1)

k_+(z)m(z) = � y∈S(r)

k_−(y)m(y).

14 FLORIAN FISCHER AND CHRISTIAN ROSE

for all r ∈ N_0 . Local finiteness of our graphs yields finiteness of the area function.

We call vol := vol_O : N_0 → [0, ∞)

vol(r) := m(S(r)) = � x∈S(r)

m(x),

the volume function with respect to O ⊆ X. The area function transfers knowledge of the edges and we think of it as an integrated version of the volume density, whereas the volume function is connected to the vertices.

A function u ∈ C(X) is called spherically symmetric with respect to O ⊆ X, if there exists a function ũ: N_0 → R such that u(x) = ũ(r) for all x ∈ S_O(r) and r ∈ N_0 . To simplify, we will just identify u = ũ in this case.

On any graph, area, vol and |·| are spherically symmetric functions with respect to any O ⊆ X.

3.1.2. Laplacians and Quadratic Forms. On the graph b over (X, m), we define the formal graph Laplacian −Δ: C(X) → C(X) via

−Δf(x) := 1 m(x) � y∈X b(x, y) (f(x) − f(y)) .

The associated quadratic form E : C_c(X) → R is given by

E(φ) := 1 2 � x,y∈X

b(x, y) |φ(x) − φ(y)|^2 , φ ∈ C_c(X).

Using Green’s formula, we have

E(φ) = � x∈X (−Δφ)(x)φ(x)m(x), φ ∈ C_c(X).

If V ∈ C(X), a function u ∈ C(X) is (−Δ + V )-(super-)harmonic on Ω ⊆ X if −Δu + V u = 0 (resp., −Δu + V u ≥ 0) on Ω. A (−Δ)-(super-)harmonic function is called (super-)harmonic.

3.2. A Short Reminder of Discrete Optimality Theory. Let us briefly recall the definition of optimality in the discrete setting, cf. [Fis24a; Fis24b; KPP18b].

Definition 3.1. Let Ω ⊆ X, and assume that there is 0 ⪇ w ∈ C(X) such that

E(φ) ≥ ‖φ‖^2_w, φ ∈ C_c(Ω).

Then w is called Hardy weight of −Δ on Ω, and −Δ is called subcritical on Ω. Furthermore, w is called optimal if the following three properties are satisfied:

(1) −Δ − w is critical on Ω, that is, there exists a unique (up to multiplication by a constant), positive (−Δ − w)-superharmonic function u on Ω, called Agmon ground state.

(2) −Δ − w is null-critical on Ω with respect to w, that is, the Agmon ground state u is not in ℓ^2(Ω, wm).

OPTIMAL POINCARÉ-HARDY-TYPE INEQUALITIES ON MANIFOLDS AND GRAPHS 15

(3) w is optimal near infinity, that is, E ≱ ‖·‖^2_{(1+λ)w} on C_c(Ω \ K) for all λ > 0 and finite K ⊆ Ω.

A function f ∈ C(X) which is strictly positive on Ω ⊆ X is of bounded oscillation on Ω if

sup_{x,y∈Ω}

b(x,y)>0

f(x) f(y)

< ∞.

Remark. (1) If the Agmon ground state exists, it is (−Δ − w)-harmonic, cf. [KPP20b]. Moreover, as on manifolds, −Δ − w is critical on Ω if and only if for any W ⪈ w on Ω the Hardy inequality does not hold on C_c(Ω), cf. [Fis22; Fis24a; KPP20a].

(2) In contrast to the situation on manifolds, null-criticality implies optimality near infinity on locally finite graphs if the Agmon ground state is of bounded oscillation, see [Fis24a, Theorem 11.2] or [Fis24b; KPP18b].

Example 3.2. In contrast to the situation on (0, ∞), the classical Hardy weight on Ω = N ⊊ N_0 = X is not optimal. An optimal improvement of the original discrete Hardy inequality is also known as Keller-Pinchover-Pogorzelski inequality [KŠ22], and can be observed as follows:

The standard line graph on N_0 is given by setting X = N_0 , m = 1, b(x, y) = 1 if and only if |x − y| = 1 for x, y ∈ N_0 , and b(x, y) = 0 otherwise. The action of the Laplacian on C(N_0 ) is then given by −Δv(0) = v(0) − v(1) and

−Δv(n) = 2v(n) − v(n − 1) − v(n + 1), n ∈ N.

Furthermore, k_+ = k_− = 1 on N, and the area function here is simply area_0(n) = 1 for all n ∈ N. Taking u(r) = r/ area_0(r) = r on N and u(0) = 0, we obtain the same optimal (Poincaré-) Hardy weight as Keller, Pinchover and Pogorzelski in [KPP18a]. Specifically, we get by elementary computations ∞� n=1 (φ(n) − φ(n − 1))^2 ≥ ∞� n=1 � 1 4n^2

+ O(n^{−4}) � φ^2(n), φ ∈ C_c(N).

In the following we generalise the basic idea in this example.

Motivated by the Agmon-Allegretto-Piepenbrink theorem in the continuum, Lemma 2.3, we recall its discrete counterpart. For a proof cf. [KPP20b, Proposition 4.8 and Theorem 5.3].

Lemma 3.3 (Agmon-Allegretto-Piepenbrink theorem). Let Ω ⊆ X, v > 0 in Ω, and set w = −Δv/v ≥ 0 on Ω. Then,

E(vφ) − ‖vφ‖^2_w = 1 2 � x,y∈X

b(x, y)v(x)v(y) (φ(x) − φ(y))^2 , φ ∈ C_c(Ω).

16 FLORIAN FISCHER AND CHRISTIAN ROSE

Moreover, −Δ − w is critical in Ω if and only if there is a sequence (e_n) in C_c(Ω) such that e_n(o) = α > 0 for some fixed o ∈ Ω and α > 0, and E(e_n) − ‖e_n‖^2_w → 0 as n → ∞.

3.3. Homogeneous Regular Trees. We start by studying homogeneous regular trees, sometimes considered to be the discrete counterpart of hyperbolic spaces.

The following result (in the unrooted case) can basically be found in [BSV21, Section 2.1]. Note that their proof relays on the general optimality theorem [KPP18b, Theorem 1.1]. We have a different ansatz which can be generalised to a wider class of graphs. Moreover, the definition of the underlying tree differs slightly.

Let d ≥ 2. A graph with root o ∈ X is a rooted homogeneous (d + 1)-regular tree, denoted by T_{d+1} , if b(X × X) = {0, 1}, m = 1, k_+(x) = d, k_−(x) = 1, k(x) = 0 for all x ∈ T_{d+1} \ {o}, and the root o has d children and no parent, i.e., k(o) = k_−(o) = 0 and k_+(o) = d, cf. [KPP20a, Example 9.3.11]. Note that for a homogeneous (d+1)-regular tree also the root has d+1 neighbours, confer [BSV21]. We consider rooted trees because T_2 is isomorphic to N_0 . Thus, Hardy inequalities on these rooted trees are a generalisation of the classical discrete Hardy inequality on N_0 .

We state two theorems in following, Theorem 3.4 and Theorem 3.5. The first one follows the narrative of the discrete (Poincaré-) Hardy inequality on N_0 from the Example 3.2 by setting a Dirichlet boundary condition on the set of test functions at zero. The second one can be interpreted as the counterpart to the case on hyperbolic spaces as it is an inequality on the whole tree. We will only prove Theorem 3.5 and comment on the necessary changes to prove Theorem 3.4.

Moreover, Theorem 3.4 is stated for d ≥ 1, while Theorem 3.5 only for d ≥ 2. This is because N_0 is isomorphic to T_2, and there only is a Hardy inequality on N_0 if we take an extra Dirichlet boundary condition at zero into account, cf. Example 3.2. It should be mentioned that in case d = 1, we obtain the same optimal inequality as [KPP18a].

The Laplacian of a spherically symmetric function u on T_{d+1} is explicitly given by −Δu(0) = d(u(0) − u(1)) and

−Δu(r) = (d + 1)u(r) − u(r − 1) − du(r + 1), r > 0.

Recall that λ_0(T_{d+1} ) = ( √ d − 1)^2 is the bottom of the ℓ^2-spectrum of the (rooted) tree, cf. [MW89].

Theorem 3.4 (Poincaré-Hardy-type inequality on T_{d+1} \ {o}). Let d ≥ 1. On T_{d+1} , we have

E(φ) ≥ ‖φ‖^2_{w0} , φ ∈ C_c(T_{d+1} \ {o}),

OPTIMAL POINCARÉ-HARDY-TYPE INEQUALITIES ON MANIFOLDS AND GRAPHS 17

with optimal weight

w_0(r) := λ_0(T_{d+1} ) + √ d � �2 − � 1 − 1 r − � 1 + 1 r � � , r ≥ 1.

In particular, for all r ≥ 2,

w_0(r) = λ_0(T_{d+1} ) + √ d 4r^2

+ 2 · √ d � n∈2N\{2} � 2n n � 1 2^{2n}(2n − 1) 1 r^n . Theorem 3.5 (Poincaré-Hardy-type inequality on T_{d+1} ). Let d ≥ 2. On T_{d+1} , we have E(φ) ≥ ‖φ‖^2_{wγ} , φ ∈ C_c(T_{d+1} ),

where for any γ ∈ � d/(2 √ d − 1)^2, (2 − 2 √ 2)^2 � the optimal Hardy weights w_γ are given by

w_γ (r) := λ_0(T_{d+1} ) + � � � � �

√ d � 2 −^1√_γ � − 1, r = 0, √ d(2 − 2 √ 2 − √ γ), r = 1, √ d � 2 − � 1 −^1_r − � 1 +^1_r � , r ≥ 2.

In particular, for all r ≥ 2,

w_γ (r) = λ_0(T_{d+1} ) + √ d 4r^2 + 2 √ d � n∈2N\{2} � 2n n � 1 2^{2n}(2n − 1) 1 r^n . We need the following technical lemma for showing criticality.

Lemma 3.6. We have

lim_{n→∞} 1 ln^2(n)

n−1� r=1 ln^2 � 1 + 1 r � · r · � 1 + 1 r = 0.

Proof. Approximating the logarithm and the square root, we obtain ln � 1 + 1 r � = 1 r − 1 2r^2

+ O(r^{−3}), � 1 + 1 r = 1 + 1 2r + O(r^{−2}), r > 1.

Hence,

ln^2 � 1 + 1 r � · r · � 1 + 1 r = 1 r + 1 r^2

+ O(r^{−3}), r > 1.

18 FLORIAN FISCHER AND CHRISTIAN ROSE

Thus, for some constants c_1, c_2 > 0, 1 ln^2(n)

n−1� r=1 ln^2 � 1 + 1 r � · r · � 1 + 1 r = 1 ln^2(n) � ln^2(2) √ 2 + n−1� r=2 1 r + 1 r^2

+ O(r^{−3}) �

≤ c_1 ln^2(n)

n−1� r=2 1 r ≤ c_2 ln(n − 1) ln^2(n)

→ 0,

as n → ∞. □

Proof of Theorem 3.4 and Theorem 3.5. Let d ≥ 2. The main idea is to take the radial function

u(r) = � � � r d^r , r = |x|o > 0,

γ, x = o,

for some γ ≥ 0. Note that

area_o(r) = d^r, r ∈ N.

Let us check if w_γ := −Δ √ u/ √ u is a Hardy weight. We first observe that −Δ √ u(0) = d( √ γ − √ d^{−1}), and −Δ √ u(1) = (d + 1)/ √ d − √ γ − √ 2. For r ≥ 2, we get instead the following −Δ √ u(r) = (d + 1) √ u(r) − √ u(r − 1) − d √ u(r + 1) = √ d · √ u(r) � �d + 1 √ d − � 1 − 1 r − � 1 + 1 r � � . Recall that λ_0(T_{d+1} ) = ( √ d − 1)^2. Then, we have

w_γ (r) = −Δ √ u(r) √ u(r)

= λ_0(T_{d+1} ) + � � � � �

√ d � 2 −^1√_γ � − 1, r = 0, √ d(2 − 2 √ 2 − √ γ), r = 1, √ d � 2 − � 1 −^1_r − � 1 +^1_r � , r ≥ 2.

By the assumption γ ∈ � d/(2 √ d − 1)^2, (2 − 2 √ 2)^2 � , the remainder w_γ (r) − λ_0(T_{d+1} ) is non-negative for all r ≥ 0. Moreover, in the case of γ = 0, we see that w_0(r) − λ_0(T_{d+1} ) is non-negative for all r ≥ 1. Hence, we conclude via Lemma 3.3 that w_γ is a Hardy weight.

Let us show the series representation of w_γ . Recall the binomial series for α ∈ R and x ∈ R with |x| < 1:

(1 + x)^α = ∞� n=0 � α n � x^n,

OPTIMAL POINCARÉ-HARDY-TYPE INEQUALITIES ON MANIFOLDS AND GRAPHS 19

where the real binomial coefficients are given by � α n � := α(α − 1) · · · (α − n + 1) n! . In particular, they satisfy the relation � 1/2 n � = � 2n n � (−1)^{n+1} 2^{2n}(2n − 1)

, n ∈ N.

Applying first the binomial series to both square roots in the definition of w_γ , adding them and applying the above identity, we get for all r ≥ 2

w_γ (r) = λ_0(T_{d+1} ) + √ d 4r^2

− 2 · √ d � n∈2N\{2} � 1/2 n � 1 r^n

= λ_0(T_{d+1} ) + √ d 4r^2 + 2 √ d � n∈2N\{2} � 2n n � 1 2^{2n}(2n − 1) 1 r^n .

Let us turn to criticality. Our proof is inspired by [KN23, Lemma 7] and [FKP23, Remark 17]. Consider e_n = √ u · φ_n where φ_n(o) = 1 and

φ_n(x) = φ_n(r) = � 1 − ln r ln n � + , x ∈ S(r), r ≥ 0.

Then e_n ∈ C_c(Ω) for Ω = T_{d+1} \ {o} if γ = 0, and Ω = T_{d+1} otherwise. Moreover, e_n is spherically symmetric, e_n(1) = √ u(1) > 0 and e_n ↗ √ u pointwise. Let us apply the Agmon-Allegretto-Piepenbrink theorem, Lemma 3.3, which reads

E(e_n) − ‖e_n‖^2_w = 1 2 � x,y∈T_{d+1}

b(x, y) � u(x)u(y) (φ_n(x) − φ_n(y))^2 =: I.

By symmetry, definition of φ_n and since we are using the combinatorial distance, we only sum twice over the set

S := � (x, y) ∈ T^2_{d+1} : 1 ≤ |y| < |x| ≤ n �

= n−1� r=1 � (x, y) ∈ T^2_{d+1} : b(x, y) > 0, |y| = r, |x| = r + 1 � .

20 FLORIAN FISCHER AND CHRISTIAN ROSE

Recall that area(r) = � y∈S(r) � x∈S(r+1) b(x, y) = d

r and κ(r) = d on T_{d+1} . Hence, I = � (x,y)∈S

b(x, y) � u(x)u(y) (φ_n(x) − φ_n(y))^2

= 1 ln^2 n

n−1� r=1

� r(r + 1) � area(r) area(r + 1) ln^2 � 1 + 1 r � � y∈S(r) � x∈S(r+1)

b(x, y)

= 1 ln^2 n

n−1� r=1 � r(r + 1) � �area(r + 1) area(r) ln^2 � 1 + 1 r �

= 1 ln^2 n

n−1� r=1 � κ(r)r � 1 + 1 r ln^2 � 1 + 1 r � . Since κ is bounded, we can apply Lemma 3.6, and thus, the right-hand side tends to 0 as n → ∞. Hence, by Lemma 3.3, (−Δ − w) is critical in Ω.

We show null-criticality. From the series representation of w_γ it follows that w_γ (r) ≥ √ d/(4r^2) for r ≥ 2. Recall that vol(r) = d^r. Hence, � x∈T_{d+1}\{o} √ u^2(x)w_γ (x) ≥ ∞� r=2 vol(r) r d^r √ d 4r^2 = ∞� r=1 √ d 4r = ∞.

Thus, u is not in ℓ^2(Ω, w), and therefore (−Δ − w) is null-critical with respect to w. We have that u is of bounded oscillation since for all r ≥ 2, u(r) u(r ± 1) = r r ± 1 · d^{r±1} d^r

≤ 2d^{±1} < ∞.

Hence, by the first remark after Definition 3.1, we get that w_γ is optimal.

Note that in the case of γ = 0, i.e., Ω = T_{d+1} \ {o}, also d = 1 is a valid choice, cf. [KPP18a, Theorem 1]. □

Remark. The weights w_γ and w_0 are larger than the optimal weight constructed via the Green’s function outside of B_o(1), which is equal to λ_0(T_{d+1} ) for all r ≥ 1, see [KPP20a, Example 9.3.11] or [BSV21, Proposition 2.3].

3.4. Weakly Spherically Symmetric Graphs. Next, we generalise the basic idea from the previous section to larger classes of locally finite graphs.

Fix O ⊆ X. We want to find abstract conditions under which we obtain optimality with u(r) = r/ area(r) on X \ O, r = |x| for all x ∈ S(r). Usually, we set u = γ ≥ 0 outside of X \ O.

One of the key properties on manifolds was the simplification of the Laplacian for radial functions. A similar result holds on weakly spherically symmetric graphs. Firstly, let us recall their definition, see [KLW21, Chapter 9] for more details.

OPTIMAL POINCARÉ-HARDY-TYPE INEQUALITIES ON MANIFOLDS AND GRAPHS 21

Definition 3.7. A graph on (X, m) is called weakly spherically symmetric with respect to O ⊆ X if the outer and inner curvatures are spherically symmetric functions with respect to O.

These graphs do not need to be locally finite a priori, but, as explained before, we will only consider locally finite ones. Fundamental examples are homogeneous regular trees and anti-trees, see e.g. [KLW21, p. 381] for details. A counterexample is Z^d.

Weakly spherically symmetric graphs bear the following key properties, confer [KLW21, Lemma 9.4]: We have

area(r) = k_+(r − 1) vol(r − 1) = k_−(r) vol(r), r ∈ N,

and for any spherically symmetric function v ∈ C(X) with respect to O, we have that −Δv is spherically symmetric with

−Δv(x) = k_+(r)(v(r) − v(r + 1)) + k_−(r)(v(r) − v(r − 1)),

for all x ∈ S(r), r ∈ N_0 , where we set v(−1) = 0, and recall k_−(0) = 0.

If −Δ is subcritical on a locally finite weakly spherically symmetric graph with respect to a finite set O, the positive minimal Green’s function G := G_O with respect to O can be represented via the area function and is spherically symmetric (see [KLW21, Corollary 9.10, Exercise 9.11]): for all x ∈ S(r)

G(x) = ∞� n=r+1 1 area(n) . If O is a singleton, then a weakly spherically symmetric graph is also called model graph.

The following paragraph presents our main results for weakly spherically symmetric graphs. As for T_{d+1} , we separate the results into different theorems. Theorem 3.8 shows the generalisation of Theorem 3.4, and thus of the classical result on N_0 in [KPP18a], and Theorem 3.9 shows an optimal inequality on the whole graph in the spirit of Theorem 3.5.

Theorem 3.8 (Poincaré-Hardy-type inequality on X \ O). Let b be weakly spherically symmetric over (X, m) with respect to some finite set O ⊆ X.

Assume that (1) κ is bounded and κ(1) ≥ 2, and (2) for r ≥ 2,

κ(r) ≥ 1 r + � 1 − 1 r � κ(r − 1).

Then, we get E(φ) ≥ ‖φ‖^2_{w0} , φ ∈ C_c(X \ O),

22 FLORIAN FISCHER AND CHRISTIAN ROSE

with optimal weight

w_0(r) := k_−(r) � �1 + κ(r) − � κ(r) � 1 + 1 r � − � κ(r − 1) � 1 − 1 r � � � , r ≥ 1.

Moreover,

w_0(r) ≥ k_−(r) � � � κ(r) − 1

�_2 + � κ(r) 4r^2 � � , r ≥ 2.

In particular, if κ(r) = κ ≥ 2 and k_−(r) = k_− > 0 are constant, we get the optimal Poincaré-Hardy inequality

w_0(r) := k_−( √ κ − 1)^2 + k_− √ κ � �2 − � 1 + 1 r − � 1 − 1 r � � , r ≥ 1,

and we have λ_0(X) ≥ k_−( √ κ − 1)^2.

Theorem 3.9 (Hardy-type inequality on X). Let b be weakly spherically symmetric over X with respect to some finite set O ⊆ X. Additionally to (1) and (2) in Theorem 3.8 assume that 1 k_+(0) vol(0)

≤ γ ≤ κ(1) − 1 k_+(0) vol(0) . Then, we have E(φ) ≥ ‖φ‖^2_{wγ} , φ ∈ C_c(X), where the optimal Hardy weights w_γ are given by

w_γ (r) := � � � � � � �

k_+(0) � 1 −^1

√_{k+(0) vol(0)γ} � , r = 0,

k_−(1) � 1 + κ(1) − � 2κ(1) − � k_−(1) vol(1)γ � , r = 1,

k_−(r) � 1 + κ(r) − � κ(r) � 1 +^1_r � − � κ(r − 1) � 1 −^1_r � , r ≥ 2.

If one only has κ(r) > 0 then one can still get an optimal Hardy inequality on X \ B(t) with the same methods for t large enough.

Note that similar to the situation in Theorem 3.5, and additional restrictions on γ and κ are needed in order to ensure that also the remainder w_γ (r)−k_−(r)( � κ(r)− 1)^2 is non-negative for all r ≥ 0.

In preparation of the proof of Theorem 3.8 and Theorem 3.9, we provide several lemmata. In order to formulate them, recall that a function f ∈ C(X) which is strictly positive on Ω ⊆ X is called proper on Ω if f^{−1}(I) ∩ Ω is a finite set for any compact set I ⊆ (0, ∞).

Remark. The existence of a proper function of bounded oscillation implies already local finiteness (see e.g. [KPP18b]), and our choice u(r) = r/ area(r) is such a function.

OPTIMAL POINCARÉ-HARDY-TYPE INEQUALITIES ON MANIFOLDS AND GRAPHS 23

Note that a proper function of bounded oscillation on an infinite graph cannot have both, a maximum and a minimum, and cannot be constant if Ω ⊆ X is infinite.

Lemma 3.10 (Properness). Let O ⊆ X finite, and f be spherically symmetric with respect to O ⊆ X such that f ≤ C · area for some constant C > 0. Set u = r/f. If √ u is strictly superharmonic on X \ O, then u is proper on X \ O.

Proof. Since √ u is by assumption a positive and strictly superharmonic function, −Δ is subcritical on X \ O (see e.g. [Fis24a; KLW21; KPP20b]). By the Nash- Williams area test (see e.g. [Gri18, Theorem 6.9]), we thus have ∞� n=2 1 area(n)

< ∞.

This implies that area(r) → ∞ as r → ∞, and that r/ area(r) → 0 as r → ∞. Otherwise the sum would not be finite. Indeed, if r/ area(r) ≥ C > 0 for all r ≥ r_0, then C/r ≤ 1/ area(r) for all r ≥ r_0. But then � r≥r_0 area

−1(r) ≥ C � r≥r_0 r

−1 = ∞. Hence, r/ area(r) → 0, and by comparison also r/f(r) → 0 as r → ∞. Thus, for any ε > 0 we have r/f(r) ≥ ε only for finitely many r ∈ N. Since the graph is locally finite and d is combinatorial, S_O(r) is finite for all r > 0, and therefore the desired preimage of any compact set in (0, ∞) is a finite union of finite sets. Hence, r/f = u is proper. □

On the way of proving our main results, we will show that the square root of u(r) = r/ area(r) is strictly superharmonic under certain mild restrictions. Hence, the lemma tells us that we get properness for free. Another requirement is that u is of bounded oscillation, which we will investigate next.

Lemma 3.11 (Bounded oscillation). Let f be spherically symmetric with respect to O ⊆ X. If the ratios f(r ± 1)/f(r), r ∈ N, are bounded from above, then u = r/f is of bounded oscillation on X \ O.

In particular, if the graph is weakly spherically symmetric with respect to O ⊆ X with κ being bounded from above and below by positive constants. Then, we have that u(r) = r/ area(r) is of bounded oscillation on X \ O.

Proof. A simple calculation yields for all x ∼ y, x ∈ S(r),

u(x) u(y)

≤ 1 ∨ 2 � f(r ± 1) f(r) � . Employing the boundedness assumption gives the result. The second part follows from inserting f(r) = area(r) = k_−(r) vol(r). □

Thus, if the area of adjacent spheres is proportional, we get that u is a function of bounded oscillation.

We remark the following useful result.

24 FLORIAN FISCHER AND CHRISTIAN ROSE

Lemma 3.12 (Superharmonicity). Let b be weakly spherically symmetric graph over (X, m) with respect to O ⊆ X, and x ∈ S(r), r > 0. Set

u(r) = � � � r area(r) , r ≥ 1,

γ, r = 0, for some γ ≥ 0. Then, we have for all r ≥ 2,

− Δu(r) = u(r)k_−(r) � κ(r) − κ(r − 1) + κ(r − 1) − 1 r �

= 1 vol(r)

(r (κ(r) − κ(r − 1)) + κ(r − 1) − 1) .

Thus, u is superharmonic outside of B(1) if and only if for all r ≥ 2

κ(r) ≥ 1 r + � 1 − 1 r � κ(r − 1).

For r = 1, we obtain,

−Δu(1) = 1 vol(1)

(κ(1) − 1) − k_−(1)γ,

and, for r = 0, we have

−Δu(0) = k_+(0)γ − 1 vol(0) . In particular, if κ(r) = κ is constant, then u is superharmonic for r ≥ 2 if and only if κ ≥ 1.

Moreover, if u is superharmonic and non-constant, then u^α is strictly superharmonic for all α ∈ (0, 1).

Proof. Straight computation yields for all r ≥ 2,

−Δu(r)

u(r)

= k_+(r) + k_−(r) − k_+(r) � 1 + 1 r � area(r)

area(r + 1)

− k_−(r) � 1 − 1 r � area(r)

area(r − 1)

= k_+(r) + k_−(r) − k_+(r) � 1 + 1 r � k_−(r)

k_+(r)

− k_−(r) � 1 − 1 r � k_+(r − 1) k_−(r − 1)

= k_+(r) − k_−(r)κ(r − 1) + k_−(r) κ(r − 1) − 1 r . Hence,

−Δu(r) = 1 vol(r)

(r (κ(r) − κ(r − 1)) + κ(r − 1) − 1) .

OPTIMAL POINCARÉ-HARDY-TYPE INEQUALITIES ON MANIFOLDS AND GRAPHS 25

The calculations for r ∈ {0, 1} are analogous. The last statement follows from the mean value theorem and Lemma 3.10, cf. [Fis24a, Proposition 12.5]. □

Actually, superharmonicity of √ u is enough to get a corresponding functional inequality of Hardy-type via the discrete version of the Agmon-Allegretto-Piepenbrink theorem, see Lemma 3.3. Note that this strategy alone does not yield optimality.

Lemma 3.13 (Fitzsimmons ratio). Let b be weakly spherically symmetric graph over X with respect to O ⊆ X, and x ∈ S(r), r > 0. Set

u_γ (r) = � � � r area(r) , r ≥ 1,

γ, r = 0,

for some γ ≥ 0. Then, we have for all r ≥ 2, −Δ √ u_γ (r) = � � � k_−(r)r vol(r) � �1 + κ(r) − � κ(r) � 1 + 1 r � − � κ(r − 1) � 1 − 1 r � � . For r = 1, we obtain, −Δ √ u_γ (1) = � � � k_−(1)

vol(1) � 1 + κ(1) − � 2κ(1) � − k_−(1) √ γ, and for r = 0, we have −Δ √ u_γ (0) = k_+(0) � �√ γ − 1 � k_+(0) vol(0) � � . Moreover, √u_γ is superharmonic for r ∈ {0, 1} if and only if 1 k_+(0) vol(0)

≤ γ ≤ 1 k_+(0) vol(0) � 1 + κ(1) − � 2κ(1)

�_2 , where the lower bound is the restriction for r = 0 and the upper bound is the restriction for r = 1. In particular, there exists γ ≥ 0 such that √u_γ is superharmonic on B(1) if κ(1) ≥ 2. Furthermore, √u_γ is superharmonic outside of B(1) if and only if for all r ≥ 2

κ(r − 1) ≤ � 1 + κ(r) − � κ(r) � 1 +^1_r �2 1 −^1_r . In particular, if κ(r) = κ ≥ 1 is constant, then √u_γ is superharmonic for r ≥ 2.

Proof. The equalities are straight calculations. The restrictions for superharmonicity follow right away.

26 FLORIAN FISCHER AND CHRISTIAN ROSE

Assume that the curvature ratio is constant. Then we get

1 + κ(r) − � κ(r) � 1 + 1 r � − � κ(r − 1) � 1 − 1 r �

= 1 + κ − � κ � 1 + 1 r � − � κ � 1 − 1 r �

≥ 1 + κ − 2 √ κ = ( √ κ − 1)^2 ≥ 0. □ Proof of Theorem 3.8 and Theorem 3.9. Firstly, consider γ > 0. Set

u(r) = � � � r area(r) , r ≥ 1,

γ, r = 0.

By Lemma 3.10 and Lemma 3.11, and since γ > 0 and κ is bounded, u ⪈ 0 is proper, takes its maximum and is of bounded oscillation.

By Lemma 3.12 and Assumptions (1), (2) and the one on γ in Theorem 3.9, u is superharmonic on X, and √ u is strictly superharmonic on X.

Hence, Lemma 3.3 can be applied, and w_γ (r) = −Δ √ u/ √ u is a Hardy weight on X. The explicit value of w_γ can be deduced from Lemma 3.13.

Criticality of −Δ − w_γ can be shown exactly as in the proof of Theorem 3.4 and Theorem 3.5 by using that κ is bounded.

We show null-criticality. From Assumption (1) and Assumption (2) it follows that

w_γ (r) ≥ k_−(r) � � � κ(r) − 1

�_2 + � κ(r) 4r^2 � � ≥ k_−(r) 4r^2

, r ≥ 2.

Here are the details: Because of κ(1) ≥ 2, Assumption (2) implies that κ(r) ≥ (r + 1)/r ≥ 1. Moreover, Assumption (2) is equivalent to

κ(r − 1) ≤ κ(r) −^1_r 1 −^1_r . Hence, for r ≥ 2,

w_γ (r) k_−(r)

= 1 + κ(r) − � κ(r) � 1 + 1 r � − � κ(r − 1) � 1 − 1 r �

≥ � κ(r) − 1

�_2 + � κ(r) � �2 − � 1 + 1 r − � 1 − 1 κ(r)r � �

≥ � κ(r) − 1

�_2 + � κ(r) � �2 − � 1 + 1 r − � 1 − 1 r � �

≥ � κ(r) − 1

�_2 + � κ(r) 4r^2 ≥ 1 4r^2 ,

OPTIMAL POINCARÉ-HARDY-TYPE INEQUALITIES ON MANIFOLDS AND GRAPHS 27

where the last estimate follows from κ ≥ 1 and the second last from the binomial series expansion, confer the proof of Theorem 3.4 and Theorem 3.5.

Thus, using area(r) = k_−(r) vol(r) we infer as in the proof of T_{d+1} , � x∈X √ u^2(x)w_γ (x)m(x) ≥ ∞� r=2 vol(r) area(r)

· r · k_−(r) 4r^2 = ∞� r=1 1 4r = ∞.

Therefore, u is not in ℓ^2(X, w_γ ), i.e., (−Δ − w_γ ) is null-critical with respect to w_γ . Since u is of bounded oscillation, w_γ is optimal.

The estimate for the bottom of the spectrum follows directly from the spectral version of the Agmon-Allegretto-Piepenbrink theorem, see e.g. [KLW21, Theorem 4.12] since also (−Δ − k_−( √ κ − 1)^2)u ≥ 0, i.e. u is a positive superharmonic function of the Schrödinger operator −Δ − k_−( √ κ − 1)^2.

The result for γ = 0 follows by considering X \ O instead of X. □

A significant feature of this new optimal Hardy weight is that it is larger at infinity than the Fitzsimmons ratio of the square root of the Green’s function −Δ √ G √ G , which is also an optimal Hardy weight, cf. [KPP18b]. This remarkable feature is stated next and closes our discussion on Poincaré-Hardy weights.

Theorem 3.14. Let b be a weakly spherically symmetric graph over (X, m) with respect to some finite set O ⊆ X. Assume the existence of r_0 > 1 such that for all r ≥ r_0 we have κ(r) = κ > 1 is constant. Let w_0 be defined as in Theorem 3.8 (and not necessarily optimal). Then, for all r ≥ r_0 we have

w_0(r) > −Δ √ G(r) � G(r) .

Proof. Recall from the beginning of the section that the Green’s function is given by G(r) = ∞� n=r+1 1 area(n)

, x ∈ S(r).

Since κ is constant we have area(r + 1) = κ area(r) for all r ≥ r_0. A straight forward iteration argument reveals

G(r) = 1 κ 1 area(r) ∞� k=0 κ^{−k} = 1 area(r)(κ − 1) .

28 FLORIAN FISCHER AND CHRISTIAN ROSE

By the symmetry property of Δ and G, we have for all r ≥ r_0 −Δ √ G(r) � G(r)

= k_+(r) + k_−(r) − k_+(r) � � � G(r + 1) G(r)

− k_−(r) � � � G(r − 1) G(r)

= k_−(r) � �κ + 1 − κ � � � area(r) area(r + 1) − � � � area(r) area(r − 1) � � = k_−(r) � κ + 1 − 2 √ κ � , where we used κ = k_+/k_− in the second last and area(r + 1) = κ area(r) for all r ≥ r_0 in the last line. Recall the definition of w_0 via

w_0(r) = −Δ √ u(r) � u(r)

, r ≥ 0

with

u(r) = � � � r area(r) , r ≥ 1,

0, r = 0.

Thus, for all r ≥ r_0, we obtain

w_0(r)

= k_+(r)+k_−(r)−k_+(r) � � 1 + 1 r � � area(r) area(r + 1) � −k_−(r) � � 1 − 1 r � � area(r)

area(r − 1) �

= k_−(r) � �κ + 1 − √ κ � � � 1 + 1 r + � 1 − 1 r � � � � . Since r → � 1 + 1/r + � 1 − 1/r is strictly increasing, strictly smaller than two, and converges to two as r → ∞, the claim follows. □ Remark. In the previous theorem, we assumed that the curvature ratio is constant. This was done mainly to simplify computations, and we believe that the statement remains true with weaker constraints.

Acknowledgements. C.R. gratefully acknowledges support by the DFG (Grant 540199605). Parts of this work developed at the School and Conference on Metric Measure Spaces, Ricci Curvature, and Optimal Transport at Villa Monastero in Varenna, Italy. The authors wish to thank the organisers of this school and conference for the beautiful atmosphere they created. Moreover, we thank Philipp Hake for comments which improved the manuscript.

REFERENCES 29

References

[Agm82] S. Agmon. Lectures on exponential decay of solutions of second-order elliptic equations: bounds on eigenfunctions of N-body Schrödinger operators. Volume 29. Mathematical Notes. Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ; University of Tokyo Press, Tokyo, 1982, page 118 (cited on page 4).

[Agm83] S. Agmon. On positivity and decay of solutions of second order elliptic equations on Riemannian manifolds. English. Methods of functional analysis and theory of elliptic equations, Proc. Int. Meet. dedic. Mem. C. Miranda, Naples/Italy 1982, 19-52 (1983). 1983 (cited on page 6).

[Bar24] G. Barbatis. “The Hardy constant: a review”. English. In: Modern problems in PDEs and applications. Extended abstracts of the 2023 GAP Center summer school, Ghent, Belgium, August 23 – September 2, 2023. Cham: Birkhäuser, 2024, pages 3–11. doi: 10.1007/978-3-031-56732-2_1 (cited on page 2).

[BEL15] A. A. Balinsky, W. D. Evans, and R. T. Lewis. The analysis and geometry of Hardy’s inequality. Universitext. Springer, Cham, 2015, pages xv+263 (cited on page 1).

[Ber+17] E. Berchio, L. D’Ambrosio, D. Ganguly, and G. Grillo. “Improved L^p-Poincaré inequalities on the hyperbolic space”. In: Nonlinear Anal. 157 (2017), pages 146–166. doi: 10.1016/j.na.2017.03.016 (cited on page 11).

[Ber+20] E. Berchio, D. Ganguly, G. Grillo, and Y. Pinchover. “An optimal improvement for the Hardy inequality on the hyperbolic space and related manifolds”. English. In: Proc. R. Soc. Edinb., Sect. A, Math. 150.4 (2020), pages 1699–1736. doi: 10.1017/prm.2018.139 (cited on page 11).

[BGG17] E. Berchio, D. Ganguly, and G. Grillo. “Sharp Poincaré-Hardy and Poincaré-Rellich inequalities on the hyperbolic space”. In: J. Funct. Anal. 272.4 (2017), pages 1661–1703. doi: 10.1016/j.jfa.2016.11.018 (cited on pages 3, 6, 8, 9).

[BSV21] E. Berchio, F. Santagati, and M. Vallarino. “Poincaré and Hardy inequalities on homogeneous trees”. In: Geometric properties for parabolic and elliptic PDEs. Volume 47. Springer INdAM Ser. Springer, Cham, 2021, pages 1–22 (cited on pages 2, 16, 20).

[Car97] G. Carron. “Inégalités de Hardy sur les variétés riemanniennes non-compactes”. In: J. Math. Pures Appl. (9) 76.10 (1997), pages 883–891. doi: 10.1016/S0021-7824(97)89976-X (cited on page 1).

[Caz21] C. Cazacu. “The method of super-solutions in Hardy and Rellich type inequalities in the L^2 setting: an overview of well-known results and short proofs”. In: Rev. Roumaine Math. Pures Appl. 66.3-4 (2021), pages 617–638 (cited on page 5).

[Dav89] E. B. Davies. Heat kernels and spectral theory. English. Volume 92. Cambridge etc.: Cambridge University Press, 1989, pages ix + 197 (cited on page 5).

[Dav99] E. B. Davies. “A review of Hardy inequalities”. English. In: The Maz’ya anniversary collection. Vol. 2: Rostock conference on functional analysis, partial differential equations and applications, Rostock, Germany, August 31–September 4, 1998. Basel: Birkhäuser, 1999, pages 55–67 (cited on page 1).

[DD14] L. D’Ambrosio and S. Dipierro. “Hardy inequalities on Riemannian manifolds and applications”. English. In: Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré, Anal. Non Linéaire 31.3 (2014), pages 449–475. doi:

10.1016/j.anihpc.2013.04.004 (cited on pages 1, 8).

[DFP14] B. Devyver, M. Fraas, and Y. Pinchover. “Optimal Hardy weight for second-order elliptic operator: an answer to a problem of Agmon”. In: J. Funct. Anal. 266.7 (2014), pages 4422–4489. doi:

10.1016/j.jfa.2014.01.017 (cited on pages 3, 4, 5, 6).

[DM88] E. B. Davies and N. Mandouvalos. “Heat kernel bounds on hyperbolic space and Kleinian groups”. English. In: Proc. Lond. Math. Soc. (3) 57.1 (1988), pages 182–208. doi: 10.1112/plms/s3-57.1.182 (cited on page 8).

[DP16] B. Devyver and Y. Pinchover. “Optimal L^p Hardy-type inequalities”. In: Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire 33.1 (2016), pages 93–118 (cited on pages 3, 4).

[DP23] U. Das and Y. Pinchover. A lower bound for the weighted-Hardy constant for domains satisfying a uniform exterior cone condition. Preprint, arXiv:2307.01372 [math.AP] (2023). 2023 (cited on page 2).

[Fis22] F. Fischer. Quasi-Linear Criticality Theory and Green’s Functions on Graphs. To appear in Journal d’Analyse Mathematique. 2022. doi: 10.48550/ARXIV.2207.05445. arXiv: 2207.05445 [math-ph] (cited on page 15).

[Fis24a] F. Fischer. “Hardy inequalities on graphs”. doctoralthesis. Universität Potsdam, 2024, pages vi, 160. doi: 10.25932/publishup-64773 (cited on pages 14, 15, 23, 25).

30 REFERENCES

[Fis24b] F. Fischer. “On the optimality and decay of p-Hardy weights on graphs”. In: Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 63.7 (2024), Paper No. 162. doi: 10.1007/s00526-024-02754-0 (cited on pages 14, 15).

[FKP23] F. Fischer, M. Keller, and F. Pogorzelski. “An improved discrete p-Hardy inequality”. In: Integral Equations Operator Theory 95.4 (2023), Paper No. 24, 17. doi: 10.1007/s00020-023-02743-6 (cited on page 19).

[FP25] F. Fischer and N. Peyerimhoff. “Sharp Hardy-type inequalities for non-compact harmonic manifolds and Damek-Ricci spaces”. In: Israel J. Math. (2025). doi: 10.1007/s11856-024-2713-y (cited on pages 3, 6, 10, 11).

[GKŠ22] B. Gerhat, D. Krejcirik, and F. Štampach. An improved discrete Rellich inequality on the half-line. 2022. arXiv: 2206.11007 [math.SP] (cited on page 4).

[GN98] A. Grigor’yan and M. Noguchi. “The heat kernel of hyperbolic space”. English. In: Bull. Lond. Math. Soc. 30.6 (1998). doi: 10.1112/S0024609398004780 (cited on page 8).

[Gri18] A. Grigor’yan. Introduction to analysis on graphs. English. Volume 71. Univ. Lect. Ser. Providence, RI: American Mathematical Society (AMS), 2018. doi: 10.1090/ulect/071 (cited on page 23).

[Gri99] A. Grigor’yan. “Analytic and geometric background of recurrence and non-explosion of the Brownian motion on Riemannian manifolds”. In: Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. (N.S.) 36.2 (1999), pages 135– 249. doi: 10.1090/S0273-0979-99-00776-4 (cited on page 1).

[KLW21] M. Keller, D. Lenz, and R. a. K. Wojciechowski. Graphs and discrete Dirichlet spaces. Volume 358. Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften [Fundamental Principles of Mathematical Sciences]. Springer, Cham, 2021, pages xv+668. doi: 10.1007/978-3-030-81459-5 (cited on pages 20, 21, 23, 27).

[KMP06] A. Kufner, L. Maligranda, and L.-E. Persson. “The prehistory of the Hardy inequality”. In: Amer. Math. Monthly 113.8 (2006), pages 715–732. doi: 10.2307/27642033 (cited on page 1).

[KN23] M. Keller and M. Nietschmann. “Optimal Hardy Inequality for Fractional Laplacians on the Integers”. In: Ann. Henri Poincaré 24 (2023), pages 2729–2741. doi: 10.1007/s00023-023-01307-z (cited on page 19).

[KO09] I. Kombe and M. Özaydin. “Improved Hardy and Rellich inequalities on Riemannian manifolds”. In: Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 361.12 (2009), pages 6191–6203. doi: 10.1090/S0002-9947-09-04642-X (cited on page 1).

[KO13] I. Kombe and M. Özaydin. “Hardy-Poincaré, Rellich and uncertainty principle inequalities on Riemannian manifolds”. In: Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 365.10 (2013), pages 5035–5050. doi: 10.1090/S0002-9947-2013-05763-7 (cited on page 1).

[KP20] H. Kovařík and Y. Pinchover. “On minimal decay at infinity of Hardy-weights”. English. In: Commun. Contemp. Math. 22.5 (2020). Id/No 1950046, page 18. doi: 10.1142/S0219199719500469 (cited on pages 4, 5).

[KPP18a] M. Keller, Y. Pinchover, and F. Pogorzelski. “An improved discrete Hardy inequality”. In: Amer. Math. Monthly 125 (2018), pages 347–350 (cited on pages 15, 16, 20, 21).

[KPP18b] M. Keller, Y. Pinchover, and F. Pogorzelski. “Optimal Hardy inequalities for Schrödinger operators on graphs”. In: Commun. Math. Phys. 358 (2018), pages 767–790 (cited on pages 14, 15, 16, 22, 27).

[KPP20a] M. Keller, Y. Pinchover, and F. Pogorzelski. “Critical Hardy Inequalities on Manifolds and Graphs”. In: Analysis and Geometry on Graphs and Manifolds. Edited by M. Keller, D. Lenz, and R. K. Wojciechowski. London Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series. Cambridge University Press, 2020, 172–202. doi: 10.1017/9781108615259.010 (cited on pages 3, 5, 15, 16, 20).

[KPP20b] M. Keller, Y. Pinchover, and F. Pogorzelski. “Criticality theory for Schrödinger operators on graphs”. In: J. Spectr. Theory 10.1 (2020), pages 73–114. doi: 10.4171/JST/286 (cited on pages 15, 23).

[KŠ22] D. Krejčiřík and F. Štampach. “A sharp form of the discrete Hardy inequality and the Keller- Pinchover-Pogorzelski inequality”. English. In: Am. Math. Mon. 129.3 (2022), pages 281–283. doi:

10.1080/00029890.2022.2011569 (cited on page 15).

[McK70] H. P. McKean. “An upper bound to the spectrum of Δ on a manifold of negative curvature”. In: J. Differential Geometry 4 (1970), pages 359–366 (cited on page 6).

[MMP98] M. Marcus, V. J. Mizel, and Y. Pinchover. “On the best constant for Hardy’s inequality in R^n”. English. In: Trans. Am. Math. Soc. 350.8 (1998), pages 3237–3255. doi: 10.1090/S0002-9947-98-02122-9 (cited on page 2).

[MW89] B. Mohar and W. Woess. “A survey on spectra of infinite graphs”. In: Bull. London Math. Soc. 21.3 (1989), pages 209–234. doi: 10.1112/blms/21.3.209 (cited on page 16).

REFERENCES 31

[PS10] N. Peyerimhoff and E. Samiou. “Spherical spectral synthesis and two-radius theorems on Damek- Ricci spaces”. English. In: Ark. Mat. 48.1 (2010), pages 131–147. doi: 10.1007/s11512-009-0105-5 (cited on page 10).

[PT08] Y. Pinchover and K. Tintarev. “On positive solutions of minimal growth for singular p-Laplacian with potential term”. English. In: Adv. Nonlinear Stud. 8.2 (2008), pages 213–234. doi: 10.1515/ans-2008-0201 (cited on pages 6, 8).

[Rou03] F. Rouvière. “Damek-Ricci spaces: Geometry and analysis”. French. In: Analyse sur les groupes de Lie et théorie des représentations. Paris: Société Mathématique de France, 2003, pages 45–100 (cited on pages 9, 10, 11).

[RS19] M. Ruzhansky and D. Suragan. Hardy inequalities on homogeneous groups. Volume 327. Progress in Mathematics. 100 years of Hardy inequalities. Birkhäuser Springer, Cham, 2019, pages xvi+571 (cited on page 2).

[Sch22] M. Schmidt. “(Weak) Hardy and Poincaré inequalities and criticality theory”. In: Dirichlet forms and related topics. Volume 394. Springer Proc. Math. Stat. Springer, Singapore, 2022, pages 421– 459 (cited on page 2).

[Stu24] K.-T. Sturm. Bakry-Èmery, Hardy, and Spectral Gap Estimates on Manifolds with Conical Singularities. Preprint, arXiv:2405.10734 [math.DG] (2024). 2024 (cited on page 2).

[ŠW24] F. Štampach and J. Waclawek. Optimal discrete Hardy-Rellich-Birman inequalities. Preprint, arXiv:2405.07742 [math.CA] (2024). 2024 (cited on page 4).

[Tro00] M. Troyanov. “Solving the p-Laplacian on manifolds”. English. In: Proc. Am. Math. Soc. 128.2 (2000), pages 541–545. doi: 10.1090/S0002-9939-99-05035-2 (cited on page 8).

[TU23] M. Takeda and T. Uemura. “Criticality of Schrödinger forms and recurrence of Dirichlet forms”. In: Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 376.6 (2023), pages 4145–4171. doi: 10.1090/tran/8865 (cited on page 2).

Florian Fischer: Institute for Applied Mathematics, University of Bonn, Endenicher Allee 60, 53115 Bonn, Germany

Email address: fischer@iam.uni-bonn.de

Christian Rose: Institute of Mathematics, University of Potsdam, Campus Golm, Haus 9, Karl-Liebknecht-Str. 24-25, 14476 Potsdam, Germany Email address: christian.rose@uni-potsdam.de