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Abstract

In 2003, Del Pino and Dolbeault [11] and Gentil [14] investigated, independently, best constants and extremals associated
to sharp Euclidean LP-entropy inequalities. In this work, we present some important advances in the Riemannian context.
Namely, let (M, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 3. For 1 < p < 2, we prove that the sharp Riemannian

LP-entropy inequality

[ 1l tos(ful vy < " 10g (A / |vgu|f’dvg+6)
M p M

holds on all functions u € H"?(M) such that ||u||rr(ar) = 1. Moreover, we show that the first best Riemannian constant Aop¢
is equal to the corresponding Euclidean one. Our approach is inspired on the Bakry, Coulhon, Ledoux and Sallof-Coste’s idea
[2] of getting Euclidean entropy inequalities as a limit case of suitable Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities. It is conjectured that

the above inequality sometimes fails for p > 2.

1 Introduction

1.1. Overview Logarithmic Sobolev inequalities are a powerful tool in Real Analysis, Complex Analysis, Geometric Analysis,
Convex Geometry and Probability. The pioneer work by L. Gross [15] put forward the equivalence between a class of logarithmic
Sobolev inequalities and hypercontractivity of the associated heat semigroup. Particularly, the Gaussian logarithmic Sobolev

inequality has important applications such as the behavior of the Perelman entropy functional along the Ricci flow, which it
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plays a key role in the proof program of the Poincaré Conjecture [I8], the Talagrand transport-entropy inequality within the
optimal transport theory [20], the concentration of measure in probability theory [I7], among many others.

Recent developments has pointed out a close relationship between a class of sharp logarithmic Sobolev inequalities, known
also as sharp entropy inequalities, and hypercontrativity for some nonlinear diffusion equations. We refer the reader to [12],
[13] and [I4] for references in the Euclidean context and [4], [5] and [I4] in the Riemannian one.

The main interest here is best constants and sharp entropy inequalities within the Riemannian setting. Before going further
and describing some problems of interest, we present the Euclidean corresponding ones as well as their solutions.

The Euclidean LP-entropy inequality states that, for any function v € WH?(R"™) with [, |u’dz =1,

[t tosupyas < 2 1os (Aoe) [ 1vaas) | o
R p RN
where n > 2, p > 1 and Ay(p) denotes the best entropy constant.

In 1978, Weissler |[22] presented the sharp inequality (IJ) for p = 2, which it is equivalent to the Gaussian logarithmic Sobolev
inequality due to Gross [I5]. Later, Carlen [8] showed that the extremals of () are precisely dilations and translations of the
Gaussian

u(z) = eI’
When p = 1, Ledoux [I6] established the inequality () and Beckner [3] classified its extremals as normalized characteristic
functions of balls. In this same work, Beckner showed the validity of () for 1 < p < n and Del Pino and Dolbeault [II] proved

that the extremals are precisely dilations and translations of the function
—z I'(3+1) 67‘z‘ﬁ
n(p=1) ’
L(=5—=+1)
Finally, thanks to the uniqueness argument exhibited in [11] for some elliptic PDEs, Gentil [14] established the validity of ()

u(z) =m
and extended the above classification for any p > n. From this, they concluded for p > 1 that
L 2
—1\?! 5 T(Z2+1 "
Ao(p) =2 (p_) a8 % .
n e p(% +1)

Ao(2) = = .
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In particular,

It deserves mention a key idea introduced by Bakry, Coulhon, Ledoux and Salof-Coste in [2]. Namely, they discovered for
1 < p < n that the non-sharp Euclidean LP-entropy inequality can be deduced as a limit case of certain non-sharp Euclidean
Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities. Inspired on this remark, Del Pino and Dolbeault [I1I] considered a class of sharp Euclidean
Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities which interpolates the sharp LP-Sobolev and LP-entropy inequalities for 1 < p < n and utilized
symmetry results of positive solutions of elliptic PDEs in order to characterize all extremals of (IJ). In turn, the tools used by
Gentil in [I4] consist of an equivalence between inequality (] and hypercontractivity of the Hamilton-Jacobi semigroup and of

the proof of hypercontractivity via the Prékopa-Leindler inequality, also known as generalized Brunn-Minkowski inequality.

1.2. Riemannian setting Before stating extensions, problems and results, a little bit of definition and notation should be

introduced.



Let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 2 and p > 1 be a parameter. The head LP-entropy

inequality states that there exist constants A, B € R such that, for any u € H"?(M) with [, |ul’dv, = 1,

/ luf? log [u]? dv, < glog (A/ IV ulPdv, + B) 7 (L(A,B))
M M

where dv, denotes the Riemannian volume element, V4 is the gradient operator of g and H'?(M) is the Sobolev space defined

as the completion of C°°(M) under the norm

1
p
lullr oy = ( [ 19ul oy + [ Jup o, )"
M M

The following definitions and notations related to (L(.A, B))) are quite natural when one desires to extend the sharp LP-
entropy inequality () to the compact Riemannian context.

The first Riemannian LP-entropy best constant is defined by

Ao(p,g) :=inf{A €R: there exists B € R such that (L(A, B)) holds for all v € H"?(M) with / [ulPdvg, = 1} .
M

The first sharp Riemannain LP-entropy inequality states that there exists a constant B € R such that, for any
u € H"P(M) with [, [u[Pdvy = 1,

[ 1ul?tog ul” oy < 2o (Ao<p7g> / |vgu|"dvg+6) .
M p M

If the preceding inequality is true, then we can define the second Riemannian L”-entropy best constant as

Bo(p,g) := inf{B € R: (L(Ao(p,g),B)) holds for all w € H"P(M) with / |ulPdvg = 1}
M

and the second sharp Riemannian LP-entropy inequality as the saturated version of (L(Ao(p,g),B)) on the functions
u € H"P(M) with [, [u[Pdv, = 1, that is

[ og o, < % 10g (Aor9) [ 1Vsuldo, + Botors))
M p M

Note that (L(Ao(p, 9), Bo(p, g))) is sharp with respect to both the first and second best constants in the sense that none of them
can be lowered. In a natural way, it arises then the notion of extremals of (L(Ao(p,9),Bo(p,g))). A function uo € H“P(M)

satisfying [, |uo|Pdvy = 1 is said to be extremal, if

[ Tuol? 108 ual” oy = 2 10 (Aomg) |vguo|*’dvg+so<p7g>) .
M p M

We denote the set of extremals of (L(Ao(p, g), Bo(p,g))) by Eo(p, g).

As pointed out by Brouttelande in [6], the knowledge of values of Ao (2, g) and By(2, g) and the validity of (L(Ao(2, g),Bo(2,9)))
play a fundamental role in the study of hypercontractivity and/or ultracontractivity of the heat semigroup on compact mani-
folds. Indeed, let (P:):>0 be the heat semigroup related to a smooth compact Riemannian manifold (M, g) of dimension n > 2.
We recall the following result due to Bakry [I]:

Theorem 1.1. Assume that, for any u € H?(M) with fM uw?dvg = 1,

/ uw?logu® dvg < ¢ (/ |Vgu|2dvg) ,
M M



where ¢ : R. — Ry is a concave, increasing and of class C function. Then, for any 1 < p < q < oo,

[P flleacaey < €™ flle )y

where

q 4 q _ /
= [1 SO oy g g [N o
» 4s—1) » s
provided we find a function v > 0 for which these two integrals are finite.
Assuming Ao(2, g) = Ao(2), (L(Ao(2),B0(2,9))) is valid and choosing

As? Bo(2, g)

s—1 Ao(2) 7’

o(z) = glog(Ao(Q)x +Bo(2,9)) and v(s) =

one deduces (see [6]) that

1 e,
[P flloe (ary < mty 2 ® 0@ [ fll L1 (any
forall0 <t < % B’Z?Q(’Qg)). In particular, this conclusion shows that upper and lower bounds of By(2, g) are important. Note that
[|Pt|]1,00 is of the order of m 1)% for t > 0 small enough. For comparison, we recall that the heat semigroup on R" satisfies
1
1Pel1,00 = m
(4mt)=

for any ¢t > 0. Applications of this nature make us wonder about some issues related to the best constants Ao (p, g) and Bo(p, g)

and to sharp inequality (L(Ao(p, g),Bo(p,g))). A number of key questions make up the following Riemannian entropy program:
(a) Is Ao(p, g) well defined?
(b) Is it possible to find exact values and/or bounds for Ag(p,g) and Bo(p, g)?

)
)
(c) Is there a constant B € R such that (L(Ao(p, g),B)) is valid for all u € H"?(M) with [, |u|’dvy = 17
(d) Do Ao(p,g) and Bo(p, g) depend continuously on p and g in some topology?

)

(e) Is &o(p, g) non-empty and compact in some topology?

Perhaps, contrary to what one might expect, the issue (a) is not straightforward. The main difficult in Riemannian LP-
entropy inequalities is that local-to-global kind arguments do not work well. In other words, the normalization condition
Sy [ulPdvg =1 and the involved log functions in do not allow a comparison to the flat corresponding situation. In
conclusion, it is not clear that is true for some constants A and B and also that, for any € > 0, there exists a constant
B. € R such that

[ 1l tog ul oy < 2o (<A0<p>+a> / |vgu|pdvg+66)
M p M

holds for all w € H"?(M) with [, [u|Pdvy = 1.
Recent contributions on sharp Euclidean entropy inequalities, developments over thirty years in the field of sharp Riemannian

Sobolev inequalities and results and remarks contained in this work suggest the following conjectures:

(I) (well-posedness) Ao(p, g) is well defined for all p > 1

(II) (first best constant) Ao(p,g) = Ao(p) for all p > 1



(ITT) (validity) For any 1 < p < 2, there exists a constant B € R such that (L(Ao(p,g),B)) holds for all u € H"P(M) with
f Iy |u|Pdvg =1

(IV) (non-validity) If (M, g) has positive scalar curvature somewhere, then for any p > 2 and any constant B € R, there exists
up € H"P(M) with [, |ug|Pdvy = 1 such that (L(Ao(p,g), B)) fails for us

V) (extremal existence) £y(p, g) is non-empty if either 1 < p < 2 or Bo(2, g) > s—— maxys R,, where R, stands for the scalar
2nme g g
curvature of g

_1
2nme

VI) (compactness) E (p,g) is compact in the C* topology if either 1 < p < 2 or Bo(2,g) > maxy R
g

As claimed earlier, local-to-global kind arguments do not seem to be adequate to prove Conjecture I. Instead, using a trick
of [2], one concludes that Ao (p, g) is well defined for any 1 < p < n. Indeed, given a smooth compact Riemannian manifold

(M, g) of dimension n > 2 and parameters 1 <p <n and p < ¢ <p":= n”—_pp, by Holder’s inequality, one has

llullzaany < MlullZeanlull 52 o) -

for all u € LP” (M), where o = %j“"? Taking logarithm of both sides, one gets

log <7”“““(M)) +(a—1)log <7”u””“”) ) <o0.

Ilullze (ar el Lo~ (ar)

Since this inequality trivializes to an equality when ¢ = p, we may differentiate it with respect to ¢ at ¢ = p and it immediately

follows that
L*
* P
[t oglul doy < Z1og ([ v,
M D M

for all w € LP (M) with [ul|Le(ary = 1. So, the continuity of the embedding H?(M) — LP" (M) yields our claim. Moreover,

one easily deduces that

Lp— 1\, Tmrez+n \*
Ao(p,g) < Ao(p) == n (Z——p> T <1"(E)1“("(P1) +1)> ’

P
where Ao(p) is the value of the first best Sobolev constant corresponding to the Riemannian LP-Sobolev inequality.

The main focuses of this work are the first best constant and validity conjectures (or Conjectures II and III).
1.3. Main theorem and proof program

Our main contributions are gathered in the following result:

Theorem 1.2. Let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 2. For any 1 <p <2 and p < n, we

have:

(a) Ao(p,g) = Ao(p)
(b) there exists a constant B € R such that (L(Ao(p,g),B)) holds for all u € H"P(M) with [, |u|Pdvg = 1
In particular, Conjectures II and III are true or any dimensions n > 3 and parameters 1 < p < 2.

When we apply the idea of getting entropy inequalities as a limit case of Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities to the Riemannian

context, the situation changes drastically once extremal functions are usually unknown. In order to solve Conjecture III, Ceccon



and Montenegro have examined the validity of sharp Riemannian LP-Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities. The proof program of
Theorem relies on these inequalities for which we now provide an overview.

Let 1<p<mnand1<gq<r<p* An interpolation inequality and the continuity of the embedding HP(M) — " (M)
produce constants A, B € R such that, for any u € H?(M),

p(1—-0)

= 7
( " d) s(A [ Vb o+ 8 [ d) ( [l dvg) o (Lo (A, B))
M M M M

_ __np(r—q)
where 6 = W S (0, 1)

A few basic notations and definitions associated to ([,,q.-(A, B)|) are as follows:
The first Riemannian LP-Gagliardo-Nirenberg best constant is defined by

Ao(p,q,7,9) :=inf{A € R: there exists B € R such that (L(A, B)) holds for all uw e H"P(M)} .

The first sharp Riemannain L?-Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality states that, there exists a constant B € R such that,
for any u € H"? (M),

p(1—0)

= 7
(/ " d) s(A()(p,qmg) Vol dvy + 8 [ P dvg) (/ ] dvg) q
M M M M

Whenever this inequality is true, we can define the second Riemannian LP-Gagliardo-Nirenberg best constant as

Bo(p,q,7,g) :=inf{B €R: (Ipq.(Ao(p,q,7,9),B)) holds for all ue H"P(M)}.

In this case, the second sharp Riemannain L”-Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality holds on Hl’p(M), namely

T_pe
(/ u|” dvg> < (Ao(nqm g)/ |Vgul? dvg + Bo(p,q,r, 9)/ Jul? dvg) (/ Jul? dvg)
M M M M

Rearranging the above inequality and taking logarithm of both sides, one obtains

p(1—6)

A()(p, q7 7179) fM |V9u|p dUg + Bo(p, q7 T7 g) fM |u|p dvg (2)
T .
q

P o Nellzrany < log
0 llullLaan) (f, lule dug)

The general program of proof consists in finding a suitable class of parameters ¢ and r converging to p such that
(a.1) Ao(p,q,r,g) converges to Ao(p,g) as ¢,7 — p
(«.2) Bo(p,q,r,g) is bounded for ¢ and r close to p

(«.3) the inequality @) yields (L(Ao(p,g),B)) as q,r — p

The success of this plan relies first on knowing, given 1 < p < 2, if the sharp inequality (Ip.q,r(Ao(p,q,7,9), B)) is valid for
some constant B. This question was answered by Ceccon and Montenegro in two works [9] and [10]. In the first one, in 2008,
we prove the validity for p < r and in the second one, in 2013, for p > r. In practice, the above-described proof strategy is
hard due mainly to the difficulty of the assertions (a.1) and («.2). In the most cases, the values of Ao(p,q,r,g) and Ao(p,g)
are unknown. However, one knows that Ao(p,q,7,g) = Ao(p, ¢, ) whenever p < r, where Ag(p, q,r) is the best constant to the

Euclidean Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality

p(1—6)

(/Rn |ul” dx)f" < (Ao(p,q,r) /Rn 2k dx) (/Rn ? dx) 0



This last claim follows directly from a usual unity partition argument.
The major motivation of [9] was proving the validity conjecture by choosing parameters introduced by Del Pino and Dolbeault

in [II], namely

p(s—1)
p—1 "~
Indeed, in occasion, we knew that Ao(p,s,r,g) = Ao(p,s,r), since p < r, and, as shown in [I1], that Ao(p,s,r) converged to

s>p and r=

Ao(p) as s — pT. Moreover, it was possible to prove that Ao(p,g) > Ao(p) and that (a.3) followed exactly as in [I1]. There
remained then the point («.2). However, our strategy was stopped because we were not able to prove the bound of Bo(p, s,7,g)
for the above family of parameters p, s and r. In other words, we were not able to perform Sections 4 and 5 of this work for such
parameters. Yet regarding this family, Brouttelande in [6] provided a short proof of («.2) for p = 2. His statement assumed that
Bo(p, q,7,g) is monotone with respect to ¢ < 2, however we were not able to understand why this fact is a direct consequence
from his remarks. The author also claims directly that 4o(2, g) = Ao(2), that is, Conjecture II is always valid for p = 2.

The proof of Conjectures II and III were recently resumed after Ceccon and Montenegro [10] answered positively that
(Ip,q,p(Ao(p,q,p, 9), B)) holds for some constant B whenever 1 < p < 2 and p < n. In short, the key ingredients involved in the

proof are:

(8.1) Ao(p,q,p) converges to Ao(p) as ¢ — p~

(8.2) Bo(p,q,p,g) is bounded for ¢ close to p
(8.3) Ao(p,g) = Ao(p)

The proof of the assertion (8.1) uses, among some ideas, a monotonicity result with respect to parameters for the best Gagliardo-

Nirenberg constants Ag(p,q,r) of [2] and the fact, proved in [I1], that Ao(p, s, p(s—*ll)) converges to Ao(p) as s — pt. When

r = p, we emphasize that extremals for Ao(p,q,r) are unknown. Unlike the ff)rst attempt in showing that Bo(p,s,r,g) is
bounded for Del Pino and Dolbeault’s parameters s and r close to p, we here establish the point (8.2). The proof is done by
contradiction and requires concentration and blow-up analysis which it is more delicate than those ones arisen in the Sobolev
and Gagliardo-Nirenberg contexts. The proof of the assertion (5.3) is based on estimates of Gaussian bubbles and Cartan’s
expansion of metrics around a point on M.

Joining (5.1), (8.2) and («.3), one discovers that the inequality (L(Ao(p), B)) is true for some constant B € R. In particular,
we have Ao (p, g) < Ao(p), so that, by (5.3), one concludes the proof of Theorem

Section 2 is devoted to the proofs of (8.1) and (3.3) and Sections 3, 4 and 5 are devoted to the proof of (3.2). Thanks to
(8.1), the proof of (a.3) is direct.

1.4. Open questions
Assuming Conjecture III to be true for p = 2, by using Theorem [I.T] of Bakry, Brouttelande [7] showed that, for any n > 2,

1
Bo(2,9) > e hax Ry (3)

and, moreover, that Conjecture V is true in the case that the above inequality is strict. That’s all so far known. In particular,

it follows completely open that:

e Conjecture I for any p > n

e Conjecture [l forp=1,n>2,p=2,n=2andp>2,n>2



e Conjecture [Il forp=1,n>2and p=2,n=2

Conjectures IV

Conjecture V for 1 <p<2,n>2

e Conjecture VI

2 Miscellaneous on best constants

In this section, we carry all notations of Sobolev type spaces and best constants introduced in the previous section.

2.1 Asymptotic behavior of Ag(p,q,p). In this subsection, we prove the following result:

Proposition 2.1. For 1 <p <n and 1 < g < p, we have

lim Ao(p,¢,p) = Ao(p) -
q—p

Proof of Proposition [2.9] Inspired on some ideas of [2], we can see that the best constant Ao(p,q,r) is monotone on ¢ and

r for each fixed 1 < p < n. Namely, given parameters ¢1 < g2 and r1 < ro respecting the range 1 < ¢; < r; < p*, we have

Ao(p,q1,m1) < Ao(p,g2,72) - (4)

In fact, it suffices to check that
p(1—067)

. T1p91 A P @ 0141
ul™ dx < Ao(p, q2,72) [Vul” do ul* dx ;
np(r1—qi1)

r1(q1(p—n)+np)”
On one hand, a usual interpolation inequality yields

1 A
ks q
</ |u|™ dx) ' < (/ [u] dm)
RrR" Rn

where 6, =

fors

1
(/"|ur2dx) .
R n

where L = 2 4 1=2
1 q1 2

In a similar way, we have

</ |U|Q2 dx) ” S </ |u|q1 diﬂ) a“ (/ |u|7‘2 dl’) "2 ,
RrR™ R™ n
q1 ro

Plugging these two inequalities in

1 © -
where é =L 4 lop

p(1—02)

s Y
Um%@“SMmm(/MMQUmW@”Z,
R™ R™ R™

np(ra—4a) one arrives at

where 0> = N Ty

1—69 —62

e () 2 (x5 4 )
</ |U|T1 dx) < 140(])7 q27’r‘2) </ |Vu|p dl’) (/ |u|Q1 dl’) )

On the other hand, from the definition of A\ and p and straightforward computations, we derive




and

E(u1792 )\)_31791

q1 1—-X 6- 11— o q1 01 ’
so that the assertion () follows.
For fixed 1 < p < n, choose parameters 1 < g <p and p < s < P(:—:;). From the previous conclusion, we have
p(s—1
Ao(p7 q7p) < Ao(p787 %) .

According to [I1], the right-hand side converges to Ao(p) as s — p*, so that

lim sup Ao(p, ¢, p) < Ao(p) -

q—p

By an adaptation of an argument of [2], we next show that

lim inf Ao(p, ¢, p) > Ao(p) .

q—=p~

In fact, consider the sharp Euclidean Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality

p(1—0q)

1 pL-—Y%q)
(/ |u|pdl’>9q§z40(p7q7p)</ |Vu|pdx) (/ |u|qczx) e
n RN R™

where 6, = —p=a) (0,1). Taking logarithm of both sides, one has

np+pqg—ngqg
1 Jull Va5 7
u u 2
—log< ”)élog<Ao(p,q,p) ") .
8,2 \lully allf

Using the definition of 6, and taking the limit on g, one has

2 VullP\ 7
P lim 1 log <||U||p) < log (limiano(p,q,p) I uup) "
n g=p= P —q [ullq a—p— [fullp

We now compute the left-hand side limit. First write

||u||p> 1 1 q—p 1
lo = Zlog(||u|®) — = log(||u||2) = =—= log(||ulls) + = (log(||u||E) — log(||u||D)) .

Applying two times the mean value theorem, one gets

1 1 P
lim —log(Hqu):—/ |u|plog< [ ) dz .
g—=p~ P —4q [[ullq P Jrn |lullp [l

P P P
/ [ log ( [l ) dx < n log <limiano(p7 q,p) ||Vu|z|7p) ,
R p

n [ullp [lull? a—p- [lullp

Therefore,

or equivalently,

/ [u)? log(Jul?) dz < n log <lim inf Ao (p, q,p)/ [Vul? d:p)
R™ p q—p~ R



for all uw € C§°(R™) with [|u||, = 1. But just this inequality implies the desired assertion. ]

2.2 A lower bound for Ay(p,g). As mentioned in the introduction, we need the following result:

Proposition 2.2. For eachn > 2 and 1 < p < n, we have

Ao(p,g) > Ao(p) -

Proof of Proposition Let A and B be constants such that L(A, B) is valid. It suffices to show that A > Ay(p). We
proceed by contradiction. Assume by contradiction that A < Ag(p). One knows that L(A, B) is equivalent to
1
[lullp

for all u € C*°(M).

[t tog(u) oy + (% = 1y tos(lull) < % 10g (A [ 19ulg g +5 [ Jul? av, ) )
M p p M M

_pP_
Let us fix a point 2o € M and an extremal function uo(z) = ae™!*! e WhP(R™) for the sharp Euclidean entropy inequality

/ [u|? log(|ul?) dz < 2 log <_Ao(p)/ [Vul? dx) ,

R p M

where a and b are positive constants such that ||ug||, = 1, see [[11I] or [14]]. Choose now a geodesic ball B(zo,d) C M and a
radial cutoff function n € C>(B(0,6)) satisfying n = 1 in B(0, £), n = 0 outside B(0,6), 0 < n < 1 in B(0,6). For € > 0 and
x € B(0,0), set

_n xT

us (expay (2)) = n(x)e™ > uo() -

The asymptotic behavior of some integrals computed for u. with € > 0 small enough are now presented. Denote
L :/ up log(ub) dz, I» :/ [Vuol|? dz |
n RTL

J1 = / ublz|® de, J» = / [Vuol? || dz, Js = / ub log(ul) || da .
R™ R R
Using the expansion of volume element in geodesic coordinates

\detg=1— % Z Ricyj(zo)ziz; + O(r®)

ij=1

where Ric;; denotes the components of the Ricci tensor in these coordinates and r = |z, one easily checks that

/ P dvg =1 — %Jﬁ +O@EY), (6)
M
/ ul log(u?) dvg = I — nloge — MJg,aQ + MJUSQ loge + o(e* log e) (7)
M 6n 6
and
[ 1l do, = <I2 - Baldo) 2 +0(s4)> . (8)
M

Plugging u. in (@) and evoking the asymptotic behaviors (@l), () and (&), one obtains

10



I —nloge — Rg6(:“) Jaze? + Ryéz‘)) Jie?loge + o(e*loge)

1-— —Rg6(:f“) J1e2 + O(e*)

+ (% —1)log (1 - %hf + 0(54)>

Rg(0)

< —nloga + glog (AIQ — 6—n.AJ252 + BeP + O(gq))

for € > 0 small enough, where ¢ = min{4, p + 2}.

So, Taylor‘s expansion guarantees that

2 Rg(zo)

Ry(xo) , o Rg(zo) , o Ry(zo) 2
I —nl — 9 90/ 90/ — 9
1 —nloge 6 Jze” + 5 Jie"loge + 5 IiJie 5 Jie“loge (9)
n Ry(xo) , o 4 n n Rg(zo) J2 2 n B
(P _ 1y Lg\Zo) 1 < _ n _ nfig(Zo) J2 n_bo .» ay
(p ) o Jie® + O(e" loge) nloge + plog(.A I,) b 6n e + » e + O(e?)

Thanks to the assumption by contradiction A < Ao (p), after a suitable simplification, one arrives at the following contradiction

nJa
pI>
for € > 0 small enough. |

0< I — Plog(A I) < — Ral@0) (IIJI + B N - Jg) 2 4+ 0(e)
p 6n p

3 The bound of By(p,q,p,9)

The remaining of this work is devoted to the proof of the following theorem:

Theorem 3.1. Let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 2. For each fized 1 < p < 2 and p < n,
the best constant Bo(p, q,p, g) is bounded for any q < p close to p.

In this section, we present the PDEs setting after assuming the above assertion fails. Namely, given 1 < p < 2 and p < n,
suppose by contradiction that the conclusion of Theorem [B1]is false. Equivalently, by Proposition 2] there exists a sequence
(¢) C (1,p) such that

lim Cy =400,

q—p~

where

C., = BO(p, q7p7g) — (pi Q)
a7 A
o(p,4,p)
Since Cy < Bo(p, ¢, p,9)Ao(p,q,p) ", we have

Vg = ulgg-t JQ(U‘) < Ao(p7Q7p)71 ’ (10)
where H = {u € H"P(M) : ||ul|zrar) = 1} and

p(1—0q)

[
Jo(u) = </M |Voul? dvg + Cy /M [ul? dvg) (/M ] dvg) o

Note that .J, is of class C, so that standard variational methods involving constrained minimization easily produce a minimizer
uq € H of Jg, that is

11



Jo(ug) = vg = Jlelvf_[ Jq(u) -

One may assume uq > 0, since |Vg|uql| = |Vguq| a.e.. Moreover, as can be easily checked, u, satisfies
q ) glUq gUq ) y Uq

1-6 —1 V, —1
—2Bul™ =2ul™ on M,

04 0

where A, 5 = —divy(|V,4[P72V,) is the p-Laplace operator of g,

AgAp gug + AgCqul ™" +

r(1—0q)

6
Aq = (/ U,g dUg) o 5
M
p(1—0q) 1
qfq
B, = </ |V guq|? dvg + Cq) (/ ug dvg)
M M

In particular, we have the relation

q -
By ug dvg = vy .
M

By the Tolksdorf’s regularity theory [21], it follows that wu, is of class C.

‘We now assert that

lim v, = Ao(p) " .

q—p~

Indeed, a combination between the validity of Ip q,p(Ao(p, q,p), Bo(p, ¢, p,g)) and the definition of Cy gives

r(1—0q)

- 9% (r—q) P—q
Ao(p,q,p 1§</ Vauql? dv +C></uqdv> + = A, =y, + A .
o ) M| otal J ! Mo g Ao(p,q,p) ! ! ! Ao(p, q,p)

By Proposition 21 Ao(p, g, p) remains away from zero when ¢ is close to p. So,

lim inf vq > Ao(p) ™"
a—p~

and the conclusion follows from the inequality v < A(p, q,p)f1 forall 1 < q < p.

4 Concentration analysis of (u,)

Let 4 € M be a maximum point of ug, that is

uq(zq) = ||Uq||L°°(M) :

Our aim here is to establish the following concentration property satisfied by (uq):

Lemma 4.1. We have

lim lim 1 ouhdvg=1.
0240 q=p~ JB(xg,0AP)

12
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Proof of Lemma &1} By (I0), one has A,C, < Ao(p,q,p)”", so that, by Proposition I} A, — 0 asq —p~.
Let o > 0. For each z € B(0,0), define

1
hq(x) = g(exp,, (Aq @) ,
. 1
wa(@) = AJ" uq(exp,, (Af 7)) .
By ([@2) and (I3), one easily deduces that

_ 1-6 - -
Aphypq + AgCaph ™! + 7 Lygpl™t = ?cpg ' on B(0,0).
q q
Using the mean value theorem and the value of 4, one gets
- - pq —ng +np
Aphgpq + AqCapy t= vq (g L+ 4" log(q)) on B(0,0) (16)

n
for some pg € (¢—1,p—1).

Consider € > 0 fixed such that p +e < . Since 0o log () < pb~1 we then get

_ _ pq — ng +np _
APﬁq‘PQ‘*‘AqC’q‘/’g ' SVQ(‘PZ 1+T‘P§+p 1) on B(0,0).

Since all coefficients of this equation are bounded, the Moser’s iterative scheme (see [19]) produces

(Ag_ZHUqHLOO(M))p = sup ¢} < cg/ oh dhg = cg/ 1 up dvg < co
B(0,0) B(0,20) B(zq,20AF)
for all q close to p, where ¢, is a constant independent of gq.
On the other hand,
_ L\ P
1= ||uQ||iP(M) < ||Uq||1£0<?(1v1) ||UQ||qu(M) = (||uq||L°°(M) A ) )
so that
1< [l¢gllzoe 50,0y < 5" (17)

for all ¢ close to p.
By (I0) and Proposition 2] up to a subsequence, we have

Ao(p)™" > lim A,C,=C>0.

a—p~
Thanks to (IT7) and Tolksdorf’s elliptic theory applied to (@), it follows that ¢, — ¢ in C..(R™) and ¢ # 0. Letting ¢ — p~
in (I6) and using ([4)), one has

Apep +CpP ™ = Ao(p) ™" (tp"_l + gw”_l log(wp)) on R", (18)
where A, ¢ stands for the Euclidean p-Laplace operator.

For each ¢ > 0, we have

/ ©P dz = lim o8 dhg = lim 1 ubdug <1 (19)
B(0,0)

a—p~ JB(0,0) 9=P" JB(zq,0Ar})

and, by (I0) and Proposition 21}

13



/ IVolP dz = lim |V, ¢ql? dhg = lim <Aq/ 1 | Vaual? dvg> < Ao(p)~*. (20)
B(0,0) B(0,0) q—p~ B(

q—=p- zq,0AL)
In particular, one has ¢ € W P(R™). Consider then a sequence of nonnegative functions (¢) C C§°(R™) converging to ¢ in

WhP(R™). Taking ¢ as a test function in (1)), we can write

%Ao(p)/ [Vol" 2V - Ve, do + %Ao(p)C " Lop da = / " Lorlog(¢?) dz + %/ " op da
R™ Rn

n n

_ _ n _
=/ ©" i log (") dm+/ " i log(¢”) dﬂc+—/ " ok d
[p<1] lp>1] D Jrn

Letting k — 400 and applying Fatou’s lemma and the dominated convergence theorem in the right-hand side, one gets

2 Ao(p) / Vol? de < / o log() dz + /
p R™ [¢<1]

©P log(¢?) dx + E/ o dx
[p>1] D Jrn

:/ @plog(cpp)dm—&—g/ o dx .

o(z)

T
= —=-— one has
lellLp ()

Rewriting this inequality in function of v (z)

n n
“aolp) [ Vol do< [ wrtog(wr) dot % [ w7 do s ogllel -
p R R™ P Jgrn

Note that this inequality combined with

/n PP log(y”) da < %log <Ao(p) /Rn [V[? dl’)

produces

Aot) [ 190 do < tog (Aoy) [ [T0 o)+ 14 Liog el
R™ R"™

Since logz <  — 1 for all > 0, it then follows that log ||<p||’zp(M) > 0 or, in other words, ||¢||Lra) > 1. Thus, by (I9), we
conclude that ||o||L»(ary = 1, so that

lim lim 1u§dvg:/ PPde=1.
R"

G0 qg—p~ B(xq,UAqE )

5 A uniform estimate for (u,)
As mentioned in the introduction, an essential lemma in the proof of Theorem is the following

Lemma 5.1. For any A > 0, there exists a constant cx > 0, independent of ¢ < p, such that

A_n
2

dg(a@xq)Auq(x) <aAg 7

for all x € M and q close enough to p, where dy stands for the distance with respect to the metric g.

14



Proof of Lemma [5.Il Suppose by contradiction that the conclusion of the above lemma fails. Then, there exist Ao > 0 and

Yq € M such that fq 1, (yq) — +o00 as ¢ — p~, where

o]

[V
1

far(x) = dgy(z, -’Eq))\uq (x)Ag

Without loss of generality, assume that fg x,(¥q) = ||fg,201|Lo0 (ar)- From [ID), we have

ug(Yq) A -2 A -2
faxo(Ya) §C#d9(xquq) 0Aq ¥ <cedg(mq,yq)°Ag T,
[[uglzoo (ary
so that
_1 3

dg(Tq,Yq)Aq® — +00 as ¢g—p . (21)

For any fixed € € (0,1) and ¢ > 0, we next show that
1
B(yq,ed(zq,yq)) N B(wq,0A7) =0 (22)

for g close enough to p. For this, it suffices to check that

1
dg(Tq,yq) > 0A§ +ed(zq,Yq) -

But the above inequality is equivalent to

_1
dg(2q,yq)(1 —€)Ag " > 0,
_1
which is clearly satisfied, since dg(xq,yq)Aq © — +00 for ¢ close to p and 1 — e > 0.

We claim that exists a constant ¢ > 0, independent of ¢, such that

uq(7) < cuq(yq) (23)

for all x € B(yq,edg(zq,yq)) and q close to p. Indeed,

dg(z,2q) > dg(q,yq) — dg(,yq) > (1 — €)dg(24,Yq)

for all x € B(yq,edg(zq,Yq))-

Thus,
n 2o n _ 2o
2 2
dg(q, ?J11)>\0ur1(lltz)‘4é7 "= FaroWa) 2 farno(®) = dg(x7xq)>‘“uq(x)z4§ !
n _ 2o
> (1- E)Aodg(xmyq)/\ouq(x) Arfz "
so that

ug(w) < ( L ) ta(va)

1—-¢
for all € B(yq,edg(zq,yq)) and ¢ close to p, as claimed.
Now define

15



By ([@2) and (I3)), it readily follows that

- e 1-6 a— Vg —pe
Ap,hq‘Pq+Aqu‘P§ Yt 0 qVq ‘Pg ! :9—(1(,05 ! on B(0,3) .
q

q
Applying the mean value theorem, one obtains

~ ~p— ~q— pqg —ng +np -\
AphgPq + chq‘PIz; t= Vq (‘Pg Y4+ — IOg(‘Pq)‘PZq) on B(0,3), (24)

where pg € (¢ —1,p — 1).
For fixed € > 0 such that p+¢ < n"—f;ﬂ we have log(¢5)@s* < @b~ '*°. So, the Moser’s iterative scheme applied to ([24) yields

_p_ n -
W = AP )y < sw gh<e [ phdh=c[ (25)
B(0,1) B(0,2) B(yq,AL)
for ¢ close to p, where
Hq = uq(yq)piq/ ugdvg . (26)
M

Note that two independent situations can occur: either
(i) there exists a subsequence (gx) of (g) such that pg, >1—86,,, or
(i) pg < 1 — 64 for g close enough to p.

In each case, we derive a contradiction. In fact, if (i) holds, we have

S~

_p_
liminf g, % >e 7 .
e o Hay, =

On the other hand, by (2], one gets

1
B(quA(fk) C B(qu,ad(mqk,qu)) (27)

for k large enough. So, by Lemma 1] (22)) and (23], one arrives at the contradiction

_n
P

0<e » < lim 1 uh, dug=0.

- kot By, ,Ad)
If the assertion (ii) is satisfied, we set

ha(z) = g(exp,, (AF 2))

Wa() = ug(yq) "Hug(exp,, (A7 @) .
Thanks to (I2) and (3], we have

1-6,
tq

Yq

_ v, _ _
Ap,hq¢q+Aqu 5 T4+ M—qwif t= 9 ¢§ ' on B(0,3),
q q

where pq is given in (206]). Rewriting this equation as
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_ 1-0 _ e
Byt + ACt ™+ 5 (200w = 2 - u) o BO.3),
q Hq q

the mean value theorem gives

_ vg (1—06 _ v —ng+n
Byt + AgCot ™ + 50 (10 1) g — LR byt on 5(0,3) (28)
q q

for some pg € (¢ —1,p—1).
Using the fact that 1;:‘7 —1>0, @I) and @3), one easily deduces that ¢, — v in W'P(B(0,2)). Let h € C&(B(0,2)) be such
that h =1 in B(0,1) and h > 0. Since, by the Moser’s iterative scheme, ¢ # 0, choosing ¥h” as a test function in (28], one

obtains

limsupi (179(] —1) <c.

q—p Hq Hq

Therefore, up to a subsequence, we can write

lim i(1*—9"f1>:720,
a—p— Og Hq

so that uqg — 1. Using the definition of 64, we then derive

p

lim pul % =e
q

q—p~

Finally, combining Lemma 1] ([22), (25) and the above limit, we are led to the contradiction

—+m

0<e % < Jim 1 uh dug=0.
9=pP~ JB(yq,AL)

6 Achieving the final contradiction

In the sequel, we perform several estimates with the aid of Lemma [51] in order to establish the desired contradiction in the
proof of Theorem .11

From now on, several possibly different positive constants independent of ¢ will be denoted by ¢ or ¢;.

Assume, without loss of generality, that the radius of injectivity of M is greater than 2. Let n € C§(R) be a cutoff function
such that n =1 on [0,1), n =0 on [2,00) and 0 < 7 < 1 and define nq(z) = n(dy(z,z4)).

The sharp Euclidean Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality provides

p(1—04)

1

g q0q
</ (qudx) < Ao(p,a,p) </ IV(uqnq)l”dx> </ (qudx)
B(0,2) B(0,2) B(0,2)

Expanding the metric g in normal coordinates around x4, one locally gets

(1 — cdg(z, xq)2)dvg <dzr<(1+ cdg(:v,xq)Q)dvg

and
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[V (uqng)[” < Vg (uqng)P(1+c¢ dg(xva)Q) .

Thus,
7
q
/ “5775 dz < | Ao(p,q,p)Aq [Vg(ugng)l” dvg + cAq |V9(uq77q)|pdg(mvxq)2 dvg
B(0,2) B(zq,2) B(zq,2)
p(1—6q)
fB(0,2) ugng dz'\ %
| B2 T
fM ug dvg

Using now the inequality

[Vg(ugng)l” < |Vguq|p775 + C|77qvguq|p_1|uqvg77q| + clugVgng|” ,

and denoting

X, = Aq /M nf;|Vguq|Pdg(x,xq)2 dvg

and

Y, = Aq/ |V9UQ|p_1|vg77q|uq dvg ,
M
we deduce that

a1 4 q p(1—0q)
fB(0,2) ugng d

0q q9q
/ ubnb dx < (Ao(p, q,p)Aq/ [VougPnl dvg + cXq + Yy + ch> —_—— . (29)
B(0,2) M fM ug dvg

On the other hand, choosing u,n} as a test function in (I2)) and using ([I3)), one gets

PP 1 p, P IM ugny dug
Ao(p7Q7p)Aq |Vqu| nq d’l}g S 1-—- Ao(p7Q7p)Aqu + uqnq dUg - q
M 0q M fM ug dvg
+C/ IVgqu”_IIVgnqluq dvg .
M

Using Holder’s inequality, (I0), Proposition 21l and Lemma 5.1 with a suitable value of A, the last integral can be estimated as

y2

1 1
T P
/ |V9ufJ|p_1|vg77Q|uq dvg < ¢ (/ [V guql” dvg) / us dug <cAq,
M M B(xq,2)\B(xzq,1)

so that

1 Jar wang dvg
Ao(ps0) Ay [ [Vl dvy <1 = 1A Cy o+ o ([ g v, - BT e, (30)
M 04 M fM ug dvg

for ¢ close to p.
Let

a4 g
Zy = L / uln dvg — 7IM Yallg P9 )
Oq \J s

fM ug dvg

By the mean value theorem and Lemma [5] there exists 74 € (g, p) such that
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Sy ud(nd —nf) dog < Pg—nq+np Jos Nog nglng®ud dvg

1 Sy wing dog 1
zZ — — P D d _ JMm Tala 79 < —
‘ 9, (/M talla @o = e du, )| 0,

Sy ud dug - n Sy ud dug
< ch(zqm\B(a;q,l) ug dvg <A,
fM ug dvg
for ¢ close to p.
Plugging ([B1) into ([B0) and after this one into (29]), one arrives at
1 p(1—04)

9 udnd de'\ 9%
/ ulnh dx <(1=cAyCq+ Zg+ cXq + Yy + cAy) fmo’Q)tidQ
B(0,2) fM Uq AUg

for ¢ close to p.

In order to estimate X, and Yy, we take ugdon? as a test function in (I2Z). From this choice, we derive

v uinddy(z,z 2 dv _

Xq < e </ ué’né’dg(qu)Q dvg — fM q}q g(q d 0 g) +CAq/ Uq775|vguq|p 1dg($7$q) dvg

M v Uq AUg M

+CIM ugngdg(a@xq)Q dvg
fM ugdvg

We now estimate the first two terms of the right-hand side above. Namely, after a change of variable, one has

+cYy +cAq .

2
2 1 B N
’ dvg < cA? Ca |kt — ol |z) da

2
ugngdg(, vq) =
Hq B(0,24, 7)

2
Ugngdg(%xq) - fM ug dUg

0 q9JM

2
= cAq / _1 [log(wqfig)l (‘Pqﬁq)pq|-’”|2 dx
B(0,244 ?)

1
for some pq € (q,p), where 7j,(z) = 1(AZ ).

Thus, using Lemma [5.J] and the assumption p < 2, one obtains

61 /\4
q
In par 1(:1,113.['7 since

uinidy(z,24)? dv ) 2
/ ufz’nf;dg(x,mq)Q dvy — Jar ugng g(q q)” dvg :/ <u§ngdg(x7$q)2 _ UqTq g(@,2q) )dvg 7
M fM ug dvg M

Ugng%(% xl])Q

2
Ugngdg(%xq) - fM ug dvg

‘ dvg < cAq .

we have

fM ugngdy(z, zq)? du,

< cA
fM ug dug -

04

/ ugngdg(x,xq)Q dvg —
M

for g close to p.
Using Holder’s inequality, (IQ), Proposition 2.J] Lemma [5.1] and the fact that p < 2, one gets

p=1 >
/ Uq775|vgufJ|p_ld9(x7%) dvg <c (/ [Vgug|” dvg) ’ </ ugdg(x7$q)p d”a)
M M B(Iq,Q)

2-p 3
< cA,? / 1 phzlf de <ec
B(0,24, 7)
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for ¢ close to p.

Consequently, the above estimates guarantees that

fM udnddy(x, :vq)2 dvg
fM ugd dvyg

Again, with the aid of Lemma [5.1] and the condition p < 2, one derives

X < + Yy + cAq

2
Jar witzd (2, 2q)” duvg < CA% olz|® dhy < cA
a4 — q _1 q q = q

Loy ud dvg B(0,247/7)

By Holder’s inequality, (I0) and Proposition 2] we also have

1
Y, < cAp ul dvg < cAq

B(zq,2)\B(xzq,1)

In conclusion, from (34), [B3) and (B6]), it follows that

g 0 tam)? 4“2
q Uq Mg X a%q
P d <1+ Zy—c1AgCy+cAy) | 202 17—
</}3(0,2) q77 x) S (14 Zg = endoCy - edq) < fM ug dvug

(1 9) _ 1
Gq

for g close to p.

Taking logarithm of both sides and using the fact that 2 — ™=£ one has

04 Sy ud dog Sy ud dog

By the mean value theorem,

f ulnd dx 1 [ uln? dx
log/ WP dz — log B(0,2) qq q _1 / uP? da — B(0,2) qq q
B(0,2) fM ug dvg Tq B(0,2) fM ug dvg

for some number 7, between the expressions

udnd dx
/ ulny dx and m)iqqdq.
B(0,2) Jar i dvg

Using Cartan’s expansion of g in normal coordinates around x4 and Lemma [51] one obtains

max{ / upny dx f/ ulnl dvg
B(0,2) M
Indeed, since p < 2,

/ ulhny dm—/ ulmy dog
B(0,2) M

f3(072) ugng do _ Jas ugnidvg
fM ug dvg fM qdvg

fB(072) ugrg dx B IM ugngdug

Sy ud dog Sy uddug

)

}Sch

for ¢ close to p.

2
< c/ ubnPdy(z,24)* dvg < cA? / L Pl dhy < cAq
M B(0,24,/7)

and, by (39,

Cf]v] Ugngdg(x: xQ)2 dUg

< cA, .
fMuZ dvg !

Moreover, we also have

20

ulnidz _ udnd dx
1 <10g/( )ugngd:ﬂ ~log <M>) <log(1 4 Zy — c1AgCy + cAg) — nn P log <IB(0,2) qlq .
B(0,2

(36)

(37)

(38)

(39)



4,4
fM ugng dvg

' IMUZ dvg

max {

/ (ugnq)® dvg — 1
M

- 1‘} < cA, (40)

for ¢ close to p.
In fact, by Lemma [B.1]

[t ao, 1| = | [ g, [ g an,
M M M

fM ugng dvg fM\B(zq’l) U <A
fMug dvg fMuZ dug = e

Thanks to (39) and (@), one easily deduces that 7, ' = 1 + O(Ag). So, by (8),

1 fB(O o) Uqllg d 1 fB(O 0y UqTlg d
— log/ upnt dv —log | —F+———| | = — / upnt do — —=———— | (1 + O(4,)) . (41)
04 < B(0,2) e fM ug dvg 04 B(0,2) e fM ug dvg !

Now, from Cartan’s expansion and (B3], note that

1 S50, wing dz 1 and
o W e el el W IR e
q B(0,2) fM Uq Vg q B(0,2) fM Uq Vg

1 / PP ugng ) 1(/ <pp uln? ) )
~ 0, Uglly = Fa go” o ) T o~ ubnp — —21 ) O(d,(z,34)?) dv
0q ( m e fMug dvg g 0y \ S,y \ 9 fMuZ do, (dg(z,24)7) dvg

=Zq+ O(4Ay)

< c/ ul dvg < cAqy
M\B(zq,1)

and

dvg

fl‘gc

for g close to p.

Replacing this inequality in ([@I]), one gets

1 fB(O 2) ugng dx
— log/ ubn? dr —log | —~—— > Z,—cAy .
Oq < B2 Sy ud dog K a

In turn, plugging the above inequality in (37), one has
fB(0,2) ugng de
log 7 .
f ar Ua dvg

Finally, using Cartan’s expansion of g in normal coordinates, Taylor’s expansion of the function log and Lemma [5.] one obtains

<fB(o,2) ugng d:v)
log

fM ug dug

In short, for each fixed ¢ > 0 large, we deduce that

—-p

Zg—cAy <log(l1+4 Z; — c1A;Cq + cAy) + o

fM\B(qu) ug dvg N ch ulnldy(z,zq)? dug

< cA,.
Sy ud dog Sy ud dog

Zg <log(1+ Zy — c1AgCq + cAq) + cAq .

Since Cq — 400, there exists go = go(c) such that

14+Z; —c1AqCq+cAqg < Zg+1—cAy <log(l1+ Z; — c1AqCq + cAq) + 1

21



for all go < ¢ < p. Note that the preceding inequality implies 1+ Z4 —c1A4Cq+cAq = 1 for all ¢ > go. But this is a contradiction

since ¢ can be chosen large enough. |
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