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METRIC MEASURE SPACES SUPPORTING GAGLIARDO-NIRENBERG
INEQUALITIES: VOLUME NON-COLLAPSING AND RIGIDITIES

ALEXANDRU KRISTALY

ABSTRACT. Let (M,d,m) be a metric measure space which satisfies the Lott-Sturm-Villani curva-
ture-dimension condition CD(K,n) for some K > 0 and n > 2, and a lower n—density assumption
at some point of M. We prove that if (M,d, m) supports the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality or any
of its limit cases (LP—logarithmic Sobolev inequality or Faber-Krahn-type inequality), then a global
non-collapsing n—dimensional volume growth holds, i.e., there exists a universal constant Cy > 0 such
that m(Bz(p)) > Cop™ for all x € M and p > 0, where B.(p) = {y € M : d(z,y) < p}. Due
to the quantitative character of the volume growth estimate, we establish several rigidity results on
Riemannian manifolds with non-negative Ricci curvature supporting Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities
by exploring a quantitative Perelman-type homotopy construction developed by Munn (J. Geom. Anal.,
2010). Further rigidity results are also presented on some reversible Finsler manifolds.
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1. INTRODUCTION

An important role in the theory of geometric functional inequalities is played by the Gagliardo-
Nirenberg interpolation inequality and its limit cases. The present paper is devoted to the study of
Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities on metric measure spaces; to be more precise, we shall

(a) establish quantitative volume non-collapsing properties of metric measure spaces satisfying the
Lott-Sturm-Villani curvature-dimension condition CD(K, n) for some K > 0 and n > 2, in the
presence of a Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality or one of its limit cases (LP—logarithmic Sobolev
inequality or Faber-Krahn-type inequality);

(b) provide rigidity results in the framework of Riemannian and Finsler manifolds with non-
negative Ricci curvature which support (almost) optimal Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities by
using the volume non-collapsing property from (a) and a quantitative homotopy construction
due to Munn [17] and Perelman [22].

In §1.1 we recall the optimal Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities on normed spaces which play a com-
parison role in our investigations; in §1.2 we present the main results of the paper.

1.1. Recalling optimal Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities on normed spaces. The optimal
Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality in the FEuclidean case has been obtained by Del Pino and Dolbeault
[7] for a certain range of parameters by using symmetrization arguments. By using mass transporta-
tion argument, Cordero-Erausquin, Nazaret and Villani [6] extended the results from [7] to prove
optimal Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities on arbitrary normed spaces. In the sequel, we recall the
main theorems from [6] and some related results.
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Let || - || be an arbitrary norm on R"™; without loss of generality, we may assume that the Lebesgue
measure of the unit ball in (R™, || - ||) is the volume of the n—dimensional Euclidean unit ball w,, =
w%I‘(% +1)~!. The dual norm | - ||, of || - || is given by ||z||, = supjj,<1 @ -y where ' is the Euclidean

inner product. Let p € [1,n) and LP(R™) be the Lebesgue space of order p. As usual, we consider the
Sobolev spaces

WP(R™) = {u € LP"(R™) : Vu € LF(R")}
and

WIP(R™) = {u € LP(R") : Vu € LP(R")},
where p* = np—_"p and V is the gradient operator. On account of the Finslerian duality (see also §3.2),
if u € WIP(R"), the norm of Vu is defined by

1/p
IVl = ( / HVu(sc)uzzdx) ,
Rn

where dz is the Lebesgue measure on R".
Fixn>2,pe (1,n) and o € (0, ;2]\ {1}; for every A > 0, let

1
(@) = A+ (o — D)7, z e R,

where p’ = p%l is the conjugate to p, and r4 = max{0,r} for » € R. The following optimal Gagliardo-
Nirenberg inequalities are known on normed spaces:

Theorem A. [see [6, Theorem 4]] Let n > 2, p € (1,n) and || - || be an arbitrary norm on R™.
° If1<0z§n%p, then
[ull Lor < ga,pm”VUH%PHM };(opfl)Jrl? Vu € W:l’p(Rn)a (1.1)
where .
0 — pla—1) (1.2)

ap(p* —ap+a—1)

and the best constant
] ] 1 0 1

0 (;;_f);ﬁ <a(p—1)+l B ﬁ)c?p <a(p—1)+1);—c7p
a—1 n a—1 / a—
ga,p,n = ( p, >
(B (22 - 2.2))
is achieved by the family of functions hém, A > 0;
o [fO< a<1, then
el atr-n+1 < Napal Vull Lo llull ol Yu € WHPR™), (1.3)

S|

where
pr(l—a)
(p* —ap)(ap +1—a)’ (14)

and the best constant

N\t 1)+1
oy (87 ()
vy >

1
a(p—1)+1 <a(p—1)+l > a(p—1)+1

T
e

Na,p,n = (

is achieved by the family of functions hgm, A >
Hereafter, B(-,) is the Euler beta-function.

IThe function hg’p is positive everywhere for a > 1 while héyp has always a compact support for a < 1.
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The borderline case a = 2 (thus # = 1) reduces to the optimal Sobolev inequality, see Aubin [3]

and Talenti [26] in the Euclidean case, and Alvino, Ferone, Lions and Trombetti [1] for normed spaces.
Furthermore, inequalities (1.1) and (1.3) degenerate to the optimal LP—logarithmic Sobolev inequality
whenever a — 1 (called also as the entropy-energy inequality involving the Shannon entropy), while
(1.3) reduces to a Faber-Krahn-type inequality whenever aw — 0, respectively. More precisely, one has

Theorem B. Let n > 2, p € (1,n) and || - || be an arbitrary norm on R™.
e Limit case I (o — 1) [see [9, Theorem 1.1]%]: One has

Entg, (|ul’) = / |ul? log |ulPdz < %log (ﬁpmHVuHip) , Yu € Wl’p(R"), llullzr =1, (1.5)
R?’L
p

where the best constant p(p—1 p—1 n -2
b () (o)
p

n e

s achieved by the family of functions

S =

Az’

n 1 -
l;(g;)zAanPr<ﬁ+> e 171" x> o,

/
e Limit case II (o — 0) [see [6, p. 320]]: One has
1 .
lullzr < Fpull Vull o supp(u)| =77, Vu € WHP(R™) (1.6)

and the best constant
1 -1 _1
Fon=Um Ny pn=n rw,"(p/+n) ¥
a—0

s achieved by the family of functions
A — Tim A _ '
fp (LE) - il—>n10 ha,p(x) - ()‘ - ”pr )+7 S an
where supp(u) stands for the support of u and |supp(u)| is its Lebesque measure.

1.2. Statement of main results. As we already pointed out, the primordial purpose of the present
paper is to establish fine topological properties of metric measure spaces curved in the sense of Lott-
Sturm-Villani which support Gagliardo-Nirenberg-type inequalities. In fact, the metric spaces we are
working on are supposed to satisfy the curvature-dimension condition CD(K,n) for some K > 0 and
n > 2, introduced by Lott and Villani [15] and Sturm [24, 25]; see §2 for its formal definition.

1.2.1. Volume non-collapsing on metric measure spaces. Let (M,d, m) be a metric measure space (with
a strictly positive Borel measure m) and Lipy(M) be the space of Lipschitz functions with compact
support on M. For u € Lipg(M), let

o |u(y) — u(z)|
|Vaulg() : hr;lj;lp iy
Note that = — |Vu|4(x) is Borel measurable on M for u € Lipy(M).
As before, let n > 2 be an integer, p € (1,n) and o € (0, ;%]\ {1}. Throughout this section we
assume that the lower n—density of the measure m at a point xg € M is unitary, i.e.,
(D)2, : hminfm(Logf))) ~1,
p—0 Wnp
where B, (r) ={y € M : d(z,y) < r}.

Throughout the whole paper, we shall keep the notations from Theorems A and B (i.e., the four
best constants from the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities on normed spaces and the numbers 6 and
from (1.2) and (1.4), respectively); the Lebesgue spaces LP are defined on the measure space (M, m).
We now are the position to state our quantitative, globally non-collapsing volume growth results:

, v € M. (1.7)

2Gentil [9] proved an optimal L”—logarithmic Sobolev inequality for even, g—homogeneous (¢ > 1), strictly convex

’
— l=i®
= =iz

functions C': R™ — [0, 00). In our case, C(x)
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Theorem 1.1. [Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities| Let (M,d,m) be a proper metric measure space
which satisfies the curvature-dimension condition CD(K,n) for some K >0 andn > 2. Let p € (1,n)
and assume that (D)}, holds for some xo € M. Then the following statements hold:

(i) If 1 < a < ;%5 and the inequality

[ullzor < Cl[VulallGollwll )ty 1)srr Vu € Lipg(M) (GN1)c”
holds for some C > Go pn, then K =0 and

n

]
m(B(p)) > (%) wpp' for all x € M and p > 0.

(ii) If 0 < a < 1 and the inequality
[ull pato-v+1 < CllIVulall7y ull pod, Vu € Lipg(M) (GN2)¢”
holds for some C > Ny pn, then K =0 and

n

m(B(p)) > <A%> ! wpp” for all x € M and p > 0.

In the limit case o« — 1, we can state

Theorem 1.2. [LP—logarithmic Sobolev inequality] Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 1.1,
if
n .
Ent gm([ul”) =/ [ul”log |u[Pdm < ;bg (ClIVulalls) s Yu € Lipg(M), [lullzr =1 (LS)e
M

holds for some C > Ly, ,,, then K =0 and

m(B(p)) > (%) ! wpp' for all x € M and p > 0.

In the remaining limit case o — 0, one can prove
Theorem 1.3. [Faber-Krahn-type inequality] Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 1.1, if

1 )
lullzr < CJl[Vuldllom(supp(u))' ™+, Vu € Lipo(M) (FK)?
holds for some C > F, ,, then K =0 and

m(B.(p)) > <%> wpp” for all x € M and p > 0.

Some remarks are in order.

Remark 1.1. (a) The proofs of Theorems 1.1-1.3 are synthetic where we shall exploit some basic
features of metric measure spaces satisfying the CD(K,n) condition (such as generalized Bonnet-
Myers and Bishop-Gromov comparison inequalities) and direct constructions. Although the lines of
the proofs of these results are similar, our arguments require different technics, deeply depending on
the shape of certain test functions whose profiles come from the family of extremals in normed spaces
(cf. Theorems A & B). Note that instead of the CD(K,n) condition it is enough to consider the
slightly weaker measure contraction property MCP(K,n), see Ohta [20].

(b) The case p =2 and a = "5 (n > 3) is contained in Kristaly and Ohta [12], where the authors
studied Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg inequalities on metric measure spaces. We notice that the roots
of Theorem 1.1 (i) on Riemannian manifolds with non-negative Ricci curvature can be found in do
Carmo and Xia [8], Ledoux [13] and Xia [28].

(c) The generalized Bishop-Gromov inequality and density assumption (D)} imply m(By,(p)) <
wpp™ for all p > 0. In particular, the latter inequality and the conclusions of Theorems 1.1-1.3 imply
the Ahlfors n—regularity at the point x; therefore, the Hausdorff dimension of (M,d) is precisely n.

(d) (D)}, clearly holds for every point o on n—dimensional Riemannian and Finsler manifolds
endowed with the canonical Busemann-Hausdorff measure.
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1.2.2. Applications: rigidity results in smooth settings. Having fine volume growth estimates in The-
orems 1.1-1.3, important rigidity results can be deduced in the context of Riemannian and Finsler
manifolds supporting Gagliardo-Nirenberg-type inequalities.

In order to state such results, let (M, g) be an n—dimensional complete Riemannian manifold with
non-negative Ricci curvature (n > 2) endowed with its canonical volume form dvy. Let anrp(k,n) €
(0,1] be the so-called Munn-Perelman constant for every k = 1,...,n, see Munn [17]. In fact, based
on the double induction argument of Perelman [22], Munn determined explicit lower bounds for the
volume growth in terms of the constant aysp(k, n) which guarantee the triviality of the k-th homotopy
group mx (M) of (M, g); see details in §3.

For sake of simplicity, we restrict here our attention to the LP —logarithmic Sobolev inequality (LS)5
on (M, g) by proving that once C > 0 is closer and closer to the optimal Euclidean constant £, ,,, the
manifold (M, g) approaches topologically more and more to the Euclidean space R".

Theorem 1.4. Let (M,g) be an n—dimensional complete Riemannian manifold with non-negative
Ricci curvature (n > 2) and assume the LP—logarithmic Sobolev inequality (LS)Z holds on (M, g) for
some p € (1,n) and C > 0. Then the following assertions hold:

(i) C> Lpn;

(ii) The order of the fundamental group m (M) is bounded above by (ES ); :

(iii) IfC < aMp(ko,n)_%ﬁp,n for some ko € {1,...,n} then mi (M) = ... = 7, (M) = 0;
)
)

(iv) IfC < onp(n,n)_%ﬁp,n then M is contractible;
(
Remark 1.2. (a) Theorem 1.4 (v) answers an open question of Xia [29] for generic p € (1,n). For
p = 2 the latter equivalence is well known by using sharp analytic estimates for the heat kernel on
complete Riemannian manifolds with non-negative Ricci curvature; see Bakry, Concordet and Ledoux
[4], Ni [18], and Li [14]. Details are presented in §3.1 (see Remark 3.1).

(b) The conclusion C > L, , in Theorem 1.4 (i) is in a perfect concordance with the assumption of
Theorem 1.2. Analogous statements hold for the other Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities.

(c) Similar results to Theorem 1.4 can be stated also for Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities (GN1),,
and (GN2),, and Faber-Krahn inequality (FK)¢ with trivial modifications. In particular, we have:

v) C =Ly if and only if (M, g) is isometric to the Fuclidean space R™.

Corollary 1.1. [Optimality vs. flatness| Let (M, g) be an n(> 2)—dimensional complete Riemannian
manifold with non-negative Ricci curvature. The following statements are equivalent:

() (GNl)a’p holds on (M, g) for some p € (1,n) and o € (1

gl
(GN2) ’pyp holds on (M, g) for some p € (1,n) and o € (0, 1)10
(LS)%. r,.n holds on (M, g) for some p € (1,n);

(FK )I}p, holds on (M, g) for some p € (1,n);

(M, g) is isometric to the Euclidean space R™.

Remark 1.3. (a) The equivalence (i)<(v) in Corollary 1.1 is precisely the main result of Xia [28].

(b) A similar rigidity result to Corollary 1.1 can be stated on reversible Finsler manifolds endowed
with the natural Busemann-Hausdoff measure dVr of (M, F'); roughly speaking, we can replace the
notions ’'Riemannian’ and "Euclidean’ in Corollary 1.1 by the notions 'Berwald’ and 'Minkowski’,
respectively (see Theorem 3.2). The latter notions will be introduced in §3.2.

Notations. When no confusion arises, ||-||» abbreviates: (a) [|-[|zr(as,gm) on the metric measure space
(M,d,m); (b) || - [[zr(as,dv,) O1 the Riemannian manifold (M, g) where dv, stands for the canonical
Riemannian measure on (M, g); (¢) || - [z (a,qv;) on the Finsler manifold (M, F') where dVr denotes
the Busemann-Hausdoff measure on (M, F'); and (d) || - ||»(rn,4z) o0 the Euclidean/normed space R™
where dz is the usual Lebesgue measure, respectively. When A is not the whole space we are working
on, we shall use the notation ||u||z»(4) for the LP—norm of the function u : A — R.
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2. VOLUME NON-COLLAPSING VIA (GAGLIARDO-NIRENBERG INEQUALITIES

Before the presentation of the proofs of Theorems 1.1-1.3, we recall for completeness some notions
and results from Lott and Villani [15] and Sturm [24, 25|, which are indispensable in our arguments.

Let (M,d, m) be a metric measure space, i.e., (M,d) is a complete separable metric space and m is
a locally finite measure on M endowed with its Borel oc—algebra. In the sequel, we assume that the
measure m on M is strictly positive, i.e., supp[m] = M. As usual, Po(M, d) is the L?—Wasserstein space
of probability measures on M, while Py (M, d, m) will denote the subspace of m—absolutely continuous
measures. (M,d, m) is said to be proper if every bounded and closed subset of M is compact.

For a given number N > 1, the Rényi entropy functional Sy (-|m) : P2(M,d) — R with respect to the
measure m is defined by Sy (p|m) = — [}, p_%d,u, p being the density of u®in pu = pu®+ p® = pm+ p?,
where p¢ and p® represent the absolutely continuous and singular parts of u € Py(M,d), respectively.

Let K, N € R be two numbers with K > 0 and N > 1. For every t € [0,1] and s > 0, let

—+00, if Ks?>(N-1)r%
1—L
Tz(;,)N(S) =9q t~ (sin( %ts) /sin( %s)) " , if 0< Ks? < (N —1)r%
t, if Ks?2=0.

We say that (M, d, m) satisfies the curvature-dimension condition CD(K, N) if for each pg, 1 €
Pa(M,d, m) there exists an optimal coupling 7 of pg, 11 and a geodesic I' : [0, 1] — P2(M,d, m) joining
1o and g1 such that

1 1

Sn(I(t)[m) < — /MxM[TI(é;\;) (d(mo,xl))po_ﬁ(azo) + TE?N,(d(xo,xl))pl_ﬁ(azl)]d’y(azo,xl)

for every t € [0,1] and N’ > N, where py and p; are the densities of ug and p; with respect to m.
Clearly, when K = 0, the above inequality reduces to the the geodesic convexity of Sn/(:jm) on the
L?—Wasserstein space Po(M,d, m).

It is well known that CD(K,n) holds on a complete Riemannian manifold (M, ¢g) endowed with the
Riemannian volume element dv, if and only if its Ricci curvature > K and dim(M) < n.

Let By(r) ={y € M :d(z,y) < r}. In the sequel we shall exploit properties which are resumed in
the following results.

Theorem 2.1. (see [25]) Let (M,d,m) be a metric measure space with strictly positive measure m
satisfying the curvature-dimension condition CD(K,N) for some K > 0 and N > 1. Then every
bounded set S C M has finite m—measure and the metric spheres 0B, (r) have zero m—measures.
Moreover, one has:

(i) [Generalized Bonnet-Myers theorem] If K > 0, then M =supp|m]| is compact and has diameter

less than or equal to \/%w.

(ii) [Generalized Bishop-Gromov inequality] If K = 0, then for every R >r >0 and € M,

m(Bx(r))

m(Bz(R))
rN ’

RN

>

Lemma 2.1. Let (M,d,m) be a metric measure space which satisfies the curvature-dimension condi-
tion CD(0,n) for some n > 2. If

By
029 = lim sup m(Bu, (0)) >
p—00 wp P

a (2.1)

for some xg € M and a > 0, then

m(B.(p)) > awpp”, Y € M, p> 0.
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Proof. Let us fix x € M and p > 0; then we have

M > limsup M [Bishop — Gromov inequality]
W P™ r—00 wyr"™
Bw - )
> Jimsup TBrlr ~ d@0, 7)) [Ba(r)  Buy(r — d(o, 2))]
r—o00 WnT
e (MBanlr = da0,2)) (r — dan.2)
00 wp(r — d(zg, z))™ rn
—
> a, [cf. (2.1)]
which concludes the proof. O

We are now in the position to prove our volume non-collapsing results.

2.1. Cases a > 1 & 0 < o < 1: usual Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities. In this subsection we
present the proof of Theorem 1.1 by distinguishing two cases:

Proof of Theorem 1.1 (i): the case 1 < a < ;2. In this part we follow the line of [12]; the proof is

divided into several steps. We clearly may assume that C > G, 5, in (GNl)g’p ; indeed, if C = Gapn
we can consider the subsequent arguments for C := G, 5, ,, + € with small € > 0 and then take ¢ — 0t.
STEP 1 (K = 0). If we assume that K > 0 then the generalized Bonnet-Myers theorem (see Theorem
2.1 (i)) implies that M is compact and m(M) is finite. Taking the constant map u(x) = m(M) in
(GN1).7 as a test function, one gets a contradiction. Therefore, K = 0.
STEP 2 (ODE from the optimal Fuclidean Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality I). We consider the op-
timal Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (1.1) in the particular case when the norm is precisely the Eu-

clidean norm |- |. After a simple rescaling, one can see that the function x — (A + ]w\p/)ﬁ, A >0, is
a family of extremals in (1.1); therefore, we have the following first order ODE

Sl

where h¢g @ (0,00) — R is given by

a(p—1)+1

ha()) = / (V- lal?) T dw, A0,
For further use, we shall represent the function hqg in two different ways, namely

—1 1 alp=1)4+1 , n
ha(\) = wﬂ}%g (M n ”)Aila +5

a—1 p/’ p/
::A wnp" f6(A, p)dp, (2:3)
where .
falnp) =y XEEL () i (24

STEP 3 (Differential inequality from (GN1)2"). By the generalized Bishop-Gromov inequality (see
Theorem 2.1 (ii)) and hypothesis (D)? one has that

M(Bay () _ (B (1)

=1 0. 2.5
wpp T r=0 Wy P (2:5)
Inspired by the form of h¢, we consider the function wg : (0,00) — R defined by

a(p—1)+1

wg(A) = /M ()\ + d(xo,x)p/> Y dm(z), A > 0.
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By using the layer cake representation, it follows that wg is well-defined and of class C'; indeed,

we(A) = /Ooom <{x eM: <>\+d(a:0,a;)p'> T t}) dt

o0 alp-1)+1
= /0 m(Bg, (p)) fa (A, p)dp [change t = <)\ + pp,> 7 and see (2.4)]
S e see (25)
0
= hg(N),
thus
0 <wg(A) <hg(A) <oo, A>0. (2.6)

For every A > 0 and k € N, we consider the function uy; : M — R defined by

1

u k(@) = (min{0, k — d(wo, 2)} + 1)+ <)‘ + max {d(zo, z), k‘_l}p,> h .

Note that since (M,d,m) is proper, the set supp(uxy) = Ba,(k+ 1) is compact. Consequently,
uyk € Lipy(M) for every A > 0 and k € N; thus we can apply these functions in (GN1)z”, i.e.,

[urllzor < ClIIVunklall ol kll ooy

Moreover,
1
lim wy i(z) = ()\ + d(a:o,a;)p/> T =y ().
k—00
By using the dominated convergence theorem, it turns out from the above inequality that u) also
verifies (GN1):7, i.e.,
0 1-6
[unllzer < ClVulallzolluall a1y - (2.7)

The non-smooth chain rule gives that

/ el

P (A + d(xo,x)P’) % d(z0, 2)P "L Vd(x0, )a(2), = € M. (2.8)

a—1

Since d(zg,-) is 1-Lipschitz (therefore, |Vd(zg,)|q(z) < 1 for all z € M), due to (2.7), (2.8) and the
form of the function we, we obtain the differential inequality

[Vuylg(z) =

9

e /“)ﬁ“( VY (o) + b)) ey ()

alp—1)+1¢ a—1 p—1)+1

STEP 4 (Comparison of wg and hg near the origin). We claim that

lim wa(A)
A—=0t ha(A)

—1. (2.10)

By hypothesis (D)7, , for every € > 0 there exists p. > 0 such that
m(Bay(p)) > (1= e)unp” for all p € [0, p.]. (2.11)
By (2.11), one has that

we(h) = /0 " (Bay () fe (A p)dp

Y e

a(p—1)+1

Pe n peA
> (1- E)/ wnp" fa(\, p)dp = (1 — )X~ = ¥ / wnp" fc(1, p)dp.
0 0



GAGLIARDO-NIRENBERG INEQUALITIES ON METRIC MEASURE SPACES 9

Thus, by the representation (2.3) of hg and a change of variables, it turns out that

peA P
" fa(1,p)dp
) / wnp" fa(1,p
ey = 0~
0" he - /0 wnp" fa(1, p)dp

The above inequality (with € > 0 arbitrary small) combined with (2.6) proves the claim (2.10).
STEP 5 (Global comparison of wg and hg). We now claim that

1
’

=1—ce.

wa(N) > <%>5 ha(\) = hg(\), A > 0. (2.12)

Since we assumed that C > Gq pp, by (2.10) one has

m wG(A)—( ¢ >z>1.

i _ =
A—07F h(;()\) ga,p,n

Therefore, there exists Ag > 0 such that for every A € (0, \g), one has wg(A) > ha(N). .
By contradiction to (2.12), we assume that there exists A > 0 such that wg(\*) < hg(\?). If
N =sup{0 < A < M\ :wg(N) = hg(\)}, then 0 < \g < A* < A*. In particular,

wa(N\) < ha(N), YA € [N, 7]
The latter relation and the differential inequality (2.9) imply that for every A € [\*, \*],

Moreover, since hg(\) = (g‘*c’f""> ’ ha(N), the ODE in (2.2) can be equivalently transformed for every

(1-0)p

ch <ap_/1> <}~1G(/\)+a(pa_7_l)l_’_1/\w/6(/\)> hio (AT, (2.13)

IN

A > 0 into the equation
1
l—a - a8 v [0 \P /- a—1 - - (1-0)p
E— = h e — % h -1, (2.14
(oo™ ™ =8 (225) (e + 2y i) ) ) ™7 214

For A > 0 fixed we introduce the increasing function jé : (0,00) — R defined by

1
A a—1 ad P\ a-1 - 1-0)p
t) = —————=1 Ahg(A)#l-D+D ¢,
jalt) <a(p—1)+1> e <a—1> alp—1)+1 ¢A)7er

Relations (2.13) and (2.14) can be rewritten into

/ (1-0)p

p~ ~
jé(—w’(;u))gc%( P ) Fe ) TR — A (<RG0, VA € A AF],

a—1
which implies that
—wg(A) < —hg(A), YA€ [\, A7,

i.e., the function hg — wg is non-increasing in [A\*, \#]. In particular, 0 < (hg — wg)(A\#) < (hg —
wea)(A*) = 0, a contradiction. This concludes the proof of (2.12).
STEP 6 (Asymptotic volume growth estimate w.r.t. xp). We claim that

%0 := lim sup m(Bzo (p) > (ga’p’"> ! ) (2.15)

p—+00 Wpp™ o C
By assuming the contrary, there exists €y > 0 such that for some py > 0,

M(Buo(0) _ (Gapm\ ?
< sl _ > X
(Unpn C €0, vp Z Po
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By (2.12) and from the latter relation, we have for every A > 0 that

o = wo) - (%) oy
- [ <m<f:;£p>> ) (gc>> s

< (1 +e0 — (—gag’">

By using (2.3), a suitable rearrangement of the terms in the above relation shows that

— n / o _ ,
B <M -z ﬁ) A< L <1+€o = <ga,p,n> 9) Ap =) 1 iy

|3

£0o e}
>/0 wnp"fc(k,p)dp—so/o wnp" fa(A, p)dp

n+p C a—1

If we take the limit A — +o0 in the last estimate, we obtain a contradiction. Thus, the claim (2.15)
is proved and it remains to apply Lemma 2.1, which concludes the proof of Theorem 1.1 (i). ]

Proof of Theorem 1.1 (ii): the case 0 < o < 1. We shall invoke some of the arguments from the
proof of Theorem 1.1 (i), emphasizing that subtle differences arise due to the ’dual’ nature of the
Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities (GN1)z"” and (GN2)2", respectively. As before, we may assume
that the inequality (GN2)2” holds with C > N p .

STEP 1. The fact that K = 0 works similarly as in Theorem 1.1 (i).

1

STEP 2. Since x +— ()\p/ - \x!f”/> "% is an extremal function in (1.3) for every A > 0, we obtain the
+
ODE
e = A (—E) () + —— T ) "
N -1 -a N plalp -1+

1—y

11—« / ap
X AP R (A ) , 2.16
(7t 210

where the function Ay : (0,00) — R is defined by

a(p—1)+1

hn(N) :/n (Ap’— \xyp’)+ T da, A >0,

It is clear that hy is well-defined, of class C' and can be represented as

n ap—1)+1 n app’ | A "
hN()\) = wﬂ?B (% +1, ]7) A17Q+ = /0 Wnp fN()‘vp)dpv
where
NN p) = p/% </\p/ — p”/>E pp/_l, for every A > 0 and p € (0, \). (2.17)

STEP 3. Let wy : (0,00) — R be the function defined by

a(p—1)+1

wx(\) = /M (¥ = d(eo,ap”) =T dm(@), A >0,

where xg € M is from (D)} . By the layer cake representation and relations (2.5) and (2.17), wy is
well-defined, positive, of class C! and

A A
0 <wny(A) = /0 m(By, () N (A, p)dp < /0 wnp" N\ p)dp = hn(X) < 0o, A > 0. (2.18)



GAGLIARDO-NIRENBERG INEQUALITIES ON METRIC MEASURE SPACES 11

1 -
Since uy = ()\7’/ — d(z, -)p/> "% is a Lipschitz function on M with compact support By, (A), it belongs
+

to Lipo(M). Therefore, we may apply uy in (GN2):"”; a similar reasoning as in (2.8) leads to the
differential inequality

~

1 / v — o P
wN()\) alp-DF1 < C <1 ]i a) <—wN()\) + p’(a(; — 1) n 1) )\wfv()\)> X
1 — l_plw/ 1‘;71:/
X <p,(04(p — 1) n 1))\ N()\)) , A> 0. (2.19)

STEP 4. For an arbitrarily fixed ¢ > 0, let p. > 0 from (2.11). If 0 < A < p., one has that

A A
wn() = [ m(Bay() I oo > (1 =) [ f(h oo = (1= (),

Consequently, the latter relation together with (2.18) implies that

. wn(A)
1 = 1. 2.20
)\i)%l+ hN()\) ( )
STEP 5. We shall prove that
wy(N) > (%) "N = hy (M), A > 0. (2.21)

By (2.20) one has

n

m X ()
A—=0t h,N(A) Na’p,n

which implies the existence of a number Ay > 0 such that wy(\) > hn(N) for every A € (0, Ao).
We assume by contradiction that there exists A7 > 0 such that wy (A7) < hy (A7), If A* = sup{0 <
A<M cwn(A) = hy(N)}, then 0 < Mg < A* < A# and

wy(A) < hn(N), YA € A, \7]. (2.22)

For every A > 0, let jﬁ, : <p/(°‘(§’i$, oo) — R be the function defined by

1—v

ro-¢(:5) (i) Grosir ™)

It is clear that j])\‘, is well-defined, positive and increasing. A direct computation yields that both

values (logwy)'(\) = Zif’g; and (log hy) (\) = Z/Z&; are greater than % for every A > 0.

Taking into account (1.4), we have

S S ke
ap—1)+1 »p ap n’
therefore, if we divide the inequality (2.19) by w N()\)%Jrl;_;, we obtain that
wy(N) 77 < g3 ((logwn) (V) , VA > 0. (2.23)

In a similar manner, by Ay (\) = (%) i hn () and relation (2.16), we have that

~

An(A) "% = i ((1og EN)’(A)) , VA > 0. (2.24)
Thus, by (2.22), (2.23) and (2.24), it turns out that

Jn ((10?; ilN)'O\)) = hy(N) 77 Swy(N) 77 <G8 (logwy) (), VA € (M, A7),
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Since the inverse of ji is also increasing, it follows that (loghy) (A) < (logwy) () for every A €

[A\*, A#]. Therefore, the function A + log Z% ((i\\)) is non-increasing in the interval [A\*, \¥]. In particular,
it follows that ) )
hv (M) h (AY)
<lo =0,
wy (V) = 08wy ()

a contradiction, which proves the validity of the claim (2.21).

STEP 6. We shall prove that
lim sup m(Bzo (0) > (Na’p’n> " (2.25)
p—oo  Wnp" c

By contradiction, we assume that there exists g9 > 0 such that for some py > 0,

m (B, (p)) Napn\ 7
< Wy _ > X
o C €0, Vp = po

The above inequality and (2.21) imply that for every A > po,

0 < wn(N)- <%>%hm> - /0 A (m(B“(p ) <N°Z§p’">%> wap I\, p)dp

wWpp"
< (1 +e0 — <N—aép’n>

Reorganizing the latter estimate, it follows that for every A > 0,

n_(ap—1)+1 n . Noapn 7\ a(p—1)+1 iy
B2 “ 412\t <2 (1 B D T AP
60p’ < Y i T “n+p T e C 1—a 0

0 < log

23

20 A
>/0 wnp”fN(A,p)dp—ao/O wnp" fn (A, p)dp.

Once we let A — oo, we get a contradiction. Therefore, (2.25) holds and Lemma 2.1 yields that

m(Ba(p)) > <N°ép’">w, Ve e M, p>0,

which concludes the proof of Theorem 1.1 (ii). O

2.2. Limit case I (o« — 1): LP—logarithmic Sobolev inequality. In this subsection we shall
provide the proof of Theorem 1.2. We shall assume that C > £, ,, in (LS)?.

STEP 1. As in the previous proofs, we obtain that K = 0; the only difference is that we shall
consider u(z) = m(M)~'/? as a test function in (LS)Z, in order to fulfil the normalization assumption
[ullr = 1.

STEP 2. Since the functions l;‘ (A > 0) in Theorem B are extremals in (1.5), once we plug them we
obtain a first order ODE of the form

(A  n P\ R (N)
—loghr(\) + Ahi(A) = log <—£p7n (5) A #(M) , A>0, (2.26)

where A, : (0,00) — R is defined by

hi(\) = / e Mol gy

For later use, we recall that hy can be represented alternatively by

3

o2rs I <IT> / > 2P np—1 =7 > —t ntp'—1
hr(A) = — - = \p'wp, e p dp =X\ "puwy, et dt. (2.27)
' 0 0
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STEP 3. Let wy, : (0,00) — R be defined by

wr(A) :/ e=Md@02)" gm (),
M

n

where g € M is the element from hypothesis (D)7 . Note that wy is well-defined, positive and
differentiable. Indeed, by the layer cake representation, for every A > 0 we obtain that

wr(A) = /OO m ({x e M : e Mo t}) dt = /1 m ({x e M : e e t}) dt
0 0

= [ B ) [change t = e~
0
< /\p'wn/ e P 1) [see (2.5)]
0
= hL()\) < +00.
Let us consider the family of functions @y : M — R (A > 0) defined by
e—%d(xo,m)p/
uy(r) = ————, x € M.
wr(A)7

It is clear that ||@y||z» = 1 and as in the proof of Theorem 1.1 (i), the function @) can be approximated
by elements from Lipg(M); in fact, @) can be used as a test function in (LS)’C). Thus, plugging uy
into the inequality (LS)%, applying the non-smooth chain rule and the fact that |Vd(z,)|¢(z) < 1
for every x € M, it yields

wrp(A) _n < <p’>p wlLO‘)>
—1 N+ A2 < Zlog (—C (=) NP . A>0. 2.28
STEP 4. We prove that
weN) (2.29)

A—+00 hL()\)
For a fixed € > 0, let p. > 0 from (2.11). Then one has

> / / Pe / ,
we(A) = A /0 m(Buy(p)e " o7 "1dp > A\p/(1 = e)wy /0 e g,

1

n pEAF / ’ L
= XN 7p(1— 5)wn/ et Ly, [change t = A\¥ p]
0
Therefore, by the third representation of hy, (see (2.27)) it turns out that
.. cwr(A)
1 f >1-—=c
Aioo hp(N) © 0 ©

The arbitrariness of € > 0 together with Step 3 implies the validity of (2.29).
STEP 5. We claim that

wr(\) > (%) ’ hi(\) =: hi()\), A > 0. (2.30)

Since C > Ly, », by (2.29) it follows that

W) (L7,

im =
A——+o0o hL()\) ﬁpm
Consequently, there exists A > 0 such that wr,(\) > hz(\) for all A > . If we introduce the notations
W(A) =logwr(\) and H(\) = loghr()), A >0,

the latter relation implies that ) .
W(A) > H(X\), YA > A, (2.31)
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while relations in (2.28) and (2.26) can be rewritten in terms of W and H as

— W)+ AW () < %log <—c <%>p X”W’(A)) L A>0, (2.32)
" —H(\) + AH'(\) = %log (—c (%)p )\pﬁ’()\)> A > 0. (2.33)

Claim (2.30) is proved once we show that W(A) > H()\) for all A > 0. By contradiction, we assume
there exists A\* > 0 such that W(\#) < H(A"). Due to (2.31), A¥ < A. On the one hand, let
A =inf{\ > A\* : W()\) = H(\)}. In particular,

WA < H(N), YA e [\, A7 (2.34)
On the other hand, if we introduce for every A > 0 the function jé : (0,00) = R by
2t) = Llog <c <’i/>pvt> FAL L0,

p p

relations (2.32) and (2.33) become
W) < (=W'\) and = HQ\) = jp(=H'(A)), A >0.
By the above relations and (2.34) it yields that
G (=H' (V) = —H\) < =W(A) < (=W'(N), YA€ AN,
Since jﬁ is increasing, it follows that W — H is a non-increasing function on [A7, X\*], which implies
0= (W —H)(\*) < (W —H)(M\) <0,

a contradiction. This completes the proof of (2.30).

STEP 6. We claim that

n

lim sup M Bz (P)) (ﬁpv"f. (2.35)

pP—>00 Wp P o C
By assuming the contrary, there exists €9 > 0 such that for some py > 0,
m(Beo(e) _ (Lon)F L s
Wy P C
Combining the latter relation with (2.30) and (2.27), for every A > 0 we obtain that

ws)— (%) hay

0

IN

n

PO / , n
Ap'/ m(Ba,(p))e " p"' ~dp + Ap'wy, <<£ >
0

C
Lon\ " [ as iy
—\pwn < éﬂ) p / e p" P dp.
0

Rearranging the above inequality, by virtue of (2.5) it follows for every A > 0 that

> 2P np'—1 »Cp,n » PO 2P np'—1
€0 e P dp<|1- e + &0 e P dp.
0 0

Due to (2.27), the latter inequality implies

1 Lyn\ 7 v
€0ﬁr<ﬁ/+1>§ 1—<ﬂ>p+€0 Po /,)\>0.
AT \P C n+p

IN

v —1
— 60 / e_ P pn""p - dp
0
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Now, letting A — 0% we arrive to a contradiction. Therefore, the proof of (2.35) is concluded. Thus,
Lemma 2.1 gives that

Wy P C
concluding the proof of Theorem 1.2. O

m(BZB(p)) > <£p7">p , Yo € M, p > 0’

2.3. Limit case II (o — 0): Faber-Krahn-type inequality. In this part we sketch the proof of
Theorem 1.3. Similarly as before, we assume that C > F, .
STEP 1. Analogously to Theorem 1.1 (i), it follows that K = 0.

STEP 2. The function = — ()\f’” - \x!f”’> being extremal in (1.6) for every A > 0, a direct
+

computation shows that

p*

1 1
1 1 /
) = Fout! (e )+ 2N 0)) (SN HE) T (2.36)
where hp : (0,00) — R is given by
hp()) = N zlP") dx, A > 0.
= (),
STEP 3. Let xg € M from (D)}, . Since uy = ()\p/ — d(zo, -)p/) € Lipg(M), we may insert uy into
+
(FK)% obtaining

_ 1
luxllzr < CllIVurlall om(supp(u))' =7 (2.37)

First, we observe that
[Vuylg(z) = p'd(xo,x)p/_IIVd(a:O, Nalz) < p’d(xo,x)p/_l, Va € By, (),

while |Vuy|¢(z) = 0 for every = ¢ By, (\). Moreover, since the spheres have zero m—measures (see
Theorem 2.1), we have that

m(supp(uy)) = m(By, (X)) = m(Bg, (A)).

We now introduce the function wg : (0,00) — R given by

wrp(A) = /M ()\pl - d(a:o,a;)pl)+ dm(z), A > 0.

Due to the layer cake representation, one has

wp()) = /B . (W'~ d(ao.2)"") dm(x) = X' m(B, (X)) ~ /B z ()\)d(mo,x)p,dm(x)

AP
— W m(Ba (V) — /O m (€ Buy() : dlao.2)” > 1)) i
A
= NWm(Bg(N) - P//O (M(Byy(\)) — m(Bay(p))) o ~'dp  [change t = p¥']

A
= o [ B o),

Therefore,
1.,
Jullzr = wr(X), m(supp(uy)) = m(Bzy(A)) = 17%1 Pwp(N),

mwwﬂmsﬂ</
Bazg (M)

0

and

d(xo,:n)p/dm(:n)) ' =p (—wF(/\) + I%Aw};@\)) '
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Consequently, inequality (2.37) takes the form

==

1
1o, =5
(HAl‘p %(A)) T a0,

which is formally (2.19) if @ — 0 since due to (1.4), lim,—0y = 1 and lim,_,o 1;—; =1- 1%'

Therefore, we may proceed as in the proof of Theorem 1.1 (ii) (Steps 4-6), proving that

wr()) < Cyf (—wm) n %Aw'p(x))

- wp(A)
1 =1
rmor hp(N)
Fon \"
wr(A) > T hr(X), YA >0,
and finally
B(E n "
m( (p)) 2 <]:P7 ) , \V/x c M, p > 0,
Wy P C
which concludes the proof of Theorem 1.3. O

3. RIGIDITY RESULTS IN SMOOTH SETTINGS

As a starting point, we need an Aubin-Hebey-type result (see [3] and [11]) for Gagliardo-Nirenberg
inequalities which is valid on generic Riemannian manifolds.

Lemma 3.1. Let (M, g) be a complete n— dimensional Riemannian manifold and C > 0. The following
statements hold:

(i) If (GN1)2* holds on (M, g) for some p € (1,n) and a € (1, ] then C = Gapn;

(ii) If (GN2)" holds on (M, g) for some p € (1,n) and o € (0, 1) then C > Napn:

(iil) If (LS)z holds on (M, g) for some p € (1,n) then C > Ly, ;

(iv) If (FK)Z holds on (M, g) for some p € (1,n) then C > Fp .

Proof. (i) By contradiction, we assume that (GN1)Z* holds on (M, g) for some p € (1,n), a €
(1, n%p], and C < Gopn- Let g € M be fixed arbitrarily. For every ¢ > 0, there exists a local chart
(Q,¢) of M at the point xyp and a number § > 0 such that ¢(Q2) = By(d) = {# € R" : |Z| < 0} and the
components g;; = g;j(x) of the Riemannian metric g on (€2, ¢) satisfy

(L —¢)dij < gij < (1 +¢)dy; (3.1)
in the sense of bilinear forms. Since (GIN1)z” is valid, relation (3.1) shows that for every ¢ > 0 small
enough, there exists 6. > 0 and C. € (C, Qapn) such that for every ¢ € (0,6.) and v € Lipy(By(9)),

HUHLQP (Bo(9),dx) <C: ||VU||LP(BO ,dz) HUHLa(9p71)+1(BO(5)’dx)‘ (3'2)

Let us fix v € Lipy(R™) arbitrarily and set vy(x) = )\FU(A:U), A > 0. For A > 0 large enough, one has
vy € Lipg(Bo(9)). If we plug in vy into (3.2), by using the scaling properties

VO Lo (Bo (8),dz) = MV Ul Lo®n gz and o] La(By©6),de) = A7 @ Jull La@n dn)s Vg > 0, (3.3)
and the form of the number 6 (see (1.2)), it follows that

HUHLO‘Z’(R" dx) < C HVUHLP R” dx) ”u‘ La(p D+1(R?,d)”

If we insert the extremal function h)) a,p of the optimal Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality on R™ (a > 1)
into the latter relation, Theorem A yields that G, p, < C., a contradiction.

The proofs of (ii) (111) and (iv) are analogous to (i), taking into account in addition to (3.3) that
Ent g, (JoA|") = Entgy ([ul”) + nllul7, log A,

and
H"(supp(vx)) = A" H" (supp(u)),
respectively. O



GAGLIARDO-NIRENBERG INEQUALITIES ON METRIC MEASURE SPACES 17

3.1. Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities on Riemannian manifolds with Ricci> 0. Before pre-
senting the proofs of Theorem 1.4 and Corollary 1.1, we recall some results from Munn [17].

To do this, let (M, g) be an n(> 2)—dimensional complete Riemannian manifold with non-positive
Ricci curvature endowed with its canonical volume element dv,. The asymptotic volume growth of
(M, g) is defined by

. Vol,(Bg(r
AVGprg) = TILn;o %.
By Bishop-Gromov comparison theorem it follows that AVG s,y < 1 and this number is independent
of the point x € M.
Given k € {1,...,n}, let us denote by dy, > 0 the smallest positive solution to the equation

105720y, (k)s (1 + i)k =1 in variable s, where
. 1 if i =0,
Ck’n('l) = . n—1 . no s .

3+ 10Ck (i — 1) + (16k)" "1 (1 + 10Cy (i — D))" if i€ {1,....k}.

We now consider the smooth, bijective and increasing function hy,,, : (0,0x,,) — (1,00) defined by
_ |1 qpk+2 s k1o
hion(s) = [1 10720 0 (k)5 (1 + %) }
For every s > 1, let
—1
1—[1+f7"} it k=1,
h s)|™
5(k7 s? n) = [ 1””( )] h71 (8)
max {ﬁ(l,s,n),ﬂ(i, 1++t—n):i=1,.. k- 1} it ke{2,..,n}

Note that the constant 5(k,s,n), which is used to prove the Perelman’s maximal volume lemma,
denotes the minimum volume growth of (M, g) needed to guarantee that any continuous map f :
Sk — B,(p) has a continuous extension g : D! — B, (cp), where DFT! = {5y € RF*! . |y| < 1} and
Sk = gD*+1| see [17, Definition 3.3]. Finally, the Munn-Perelman constant is defined as

aMP(ka TL) = sEl(Illfc‘)o) /B(k7 S, TL)

By construction, apsp(k,n) is non-decreasing in k; for numerical values of app(k,n) one can consult
[17, Appendix A].

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let (M, g) be an n—dimensional complete Riemannian manifold with non-
negative Ricci curvature (n > 2) and assume the LP—logarithmic Sobolev inequality (LS)g holds on
(M, g) for some p € (1,n) and C > 0.

(i) It follows from Lemma 3.1 (iii), i.e., C > L, .

(ii) Anderson [2] and Li [14] stated that if there exists cg > 0 such that Voly(Bz(p)) > cownp™ for
every p > 0, then (M, g) has finite fundamental group 7y (M) and its order is bounded above by ¢~ 1.
Thus it remains to apply Theorem 1.2.

(iii) Assume that C < OéMp(k?(],’l’L)_%ﬁp,n for some kg € {1,...,n}. By Theorem 1.2, we have that

Vol (B, (1))

L P
= i e > .. >
AVG yy,4) rlimo o > < C > > ayp(ko,n) > ... > apyp(l,n).
By Munn [17, Theorem 1.2], it follows that w1 (M) = ... = mg, (M) = 0.
(iv) If C < aMp(n,n)_%Ep,n, then 7 (M) = ... = m,(M) = 0, which implies the contractibility of

M, see e.g. Luft [16].

(v) If C = L, ,, then by Theorem 1.2 and the Bishop-Gromov volume comparison theorem follows
that Vol,(Bg(p)) = wpp™ for every z € M and p > 0. The equality in Bishop-Gromov theorem implies
that (M, g) is isometric to the Euclidean space R™. The converse trivially holds. O
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Remark 3.1. In the study of heat kernel bounds on an n—dimensional complete Riemannian manifold
(M, g) with non-negative Ricci curvature, the logarithmic Sobolev inequality

n [ee]
Enta,, (u?) < 5 10g (CVyulauran ) » Y € CEAD), ullpz = 1, (3.4)

plays a central role, C' > 0. In fact, (3.4) is equivalent to an upper bound of the heat kernel p;(z,y)
on M, i.e.,
sup pi(z,y) < Ct73, t >0, (3.5)
x,yeM
for some C' > 0. According to Theorem B (from §1.1), the optimal constant in (3.4) in the Euclidean
space R" is given by C = L, 5 = %; this scale invariant form on R"™ can be deduced by Gross [10]
logarithmic Sobolev inequality

Entd-yn(u2) S 2||VUH%2(R”,d’yn)7 V'LL € C(C))O(Rn), ||UHL2(Rn7d,\/n) = 1,

||

where the canonical Gaussian measure 7, has the density d,(z) = (21)"2e” 2, € R", see Weissler
[27]. Sharp estimates on the heat kernel shows that on a complete Riemannian manifold (M, g)
with non-negative Ricci curvature the L?—logarithmic Sobolev inequality (3.4) holds with the optimal
Euclidean constant C' = L, 2 = —2_if and only if (M, g) is isometric to R™, cf. Bakry, Concordet and

nme
Ledoux [4], Ni [18], and Li [14]. In this case, C = (47)~2 in (3.5).

In particular, Theorem 1.4 (v) gives a positive answer to the open problem of C. Xia [29] concerning
the validity of the optimal LP—logarithmic Sobolev inequality for generic p € (1,n) in the same
geometric context as above. Xia’s formulation was deeply motivated by the lack of sharp LP—estimates
(p # 2) for the heat kernel on Riemannian manifolds with non-negative Ricci curvature.

Similar results to Theorem 1.4 can be stated for the other three Gagliardo-Nirenberg-type inequal-
ities; here we formulate one for (GN1)a"7, the other two inequalities are left to the reader.

Theorem 3.1. Let (M,g) be an n—dimensional complete Riemannian manifold with non-negative
Ricci curvature (n > 2) and assume the (GN1)2" holds on (M, g) for some p € (1,n), a € (1, il
and C > 0. Then the following assertions hold:

(i) € > Gapm;
(ii) The order of the fundamental group m (M) is bounded above by (Gacpn>§ :
(iii) IfC < aMp(k;o,n)_%ga,p,n for some ko € {1,...,n} then m(M) = ... = mp, (M) = 0;
)

(iv) IfC < onp(n,n)_%ga,p,n then M is contractible;
(V) C = Gapn if and only if (M, g) is isometric to the Euclidean space R™.

3.2. Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities on Finsler manifolds with n—Ricci> 0. Let M be
a connected n—dimensional C*°-manifold and TM = |J ¢, T M be its tangent bundle. The pair
(M, F) is called a reversible Finsler manifold if a continuous function F': TM — [0, c0) satisfies the
conditions:

(a) F' e C(TM \ {0});

(b) F(z,tv) = |t|F(x,v) for all t € R and (z,v) € TM;
(c) the n x n matrix g;;(z,v) = %giggj} (z,v) is positive definite for all (x,v) € TM \ {0}.
Herev =>", vl 82“ and we shall denote by g, the inner product on T, M induced by the above form.
If gij(z) = gij(z,v) is independent of v then (M, F) is called Riemannian manifold. A Minkowski
space consists of a finite dimensional vector space V' and a Minkowski norm which induces a Finsler
metric on V' by translation, i.e., F'(z,v) is independent of z. A Finsler manifold (M, F) is called a
locally Minkowski space if every point in M admits a local coordinate system (z°) on its neighborhood
such that F(z,v) depends only on v and not on x.

We consider on the pull-back bundle 7*T'M the Chern connection, see Bao, Chern and Shen [5,
Theorem 2.4.1]. The coefficients of the Chern connection are denoted by F;k, which are instead of

the well-known Christoffel symbols from Riemannian geometry. A Finsler manifold is of Berwald type
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if the coefficients I‘fj(:n,v) in natural coordinates are independent of v. It is clear that Riemannian
manifolds and (locally) Minkowski spaces are Berwald spaces. The Chern connection induces in a
natural manner on 7T M the curvature tensor R, see Bao, Chern and Shen [5, Chapter 3]. By
means of the connection, we also have the covariant derivative D,u of a vector field u in the direction
v € T,M. Note that v — Dyu is not linear. A vector field u = wu(t) along a curve o is parallel
if Dsu = 0. A C* curve o : [0,a] — M is a geodesic if Do = 0. Geodesics are considered to
be parametrized proportionally to arc-length. The Finsler manifold is complete if every geodesic
segment can be extended to R. For a C*®-curve o : [0,]] — M, its integral length is given by

!
Lp(o):= / F(o(t),o(t))dt. Define the distance function dp : M x M — [0, 00) by
0

dp(ilﬁl,l‘Q) = inLF(O'),

where o runs over all C'*°-curves from z1 to z3. Geodesics locally minimize dp—distances.
Let u,v € T, M be two non-collinear vectors and S = span{u,v} C T, M. By means of the curvature
tensor R, the flag curvature of the flag {S,v} is defined by

g(R(U, V)V, U)
gv(V’ V)QU(U7 U) - gv(Uv V)2 ’

where U = (v;u), V = (v;v) € 7*TM. If (M, F) is Riemannian, the flag curvature reduces to the well
known sectional curvature.

Let v € T, M be such that F'(z,v) =1 and let {e;}i=1,. , with e, = v be a basis for T, M such that
{(v;ei)}i=1,....n is an orthonormal basis for m,TM. Let S; = span{e;,v}, i = 1,...,n — 1. The Ricci
curvature Ric: TM — R is defined by Ric(cv) = ¢? Z?:_ll K (S;;v) for every ¢ > 0.

Let (M, F) be an n—dimensional complete Finsler manifold and let m be an arbitrarily positive
smooth measure on M; such a manifold is viewed as a regular metric measure space and we denote it
by (M, F,m). Let v € T, M be such that F(x,v) =1 and let

B vol,, (B(0,1))
o) = ()

where vol,, and m; denote the Lebesgue measures on 7, M induced by g, and m, respectively, while
B(0,1) = {y € T,M : F(z,y) < 1} is the unit tangent ball at T, M. The latter relation can be
rewritten into the more familiar form m,(B(0,1)) = e~ *®vol,, (B(0,1)). We introduce the notation

d.. .
0,1 = ZT(E(0)] o, (3.6)

where o : (—¢,e) — M is the geodesic with 0(0) = 2 and ¢(0) = v. We say that the space (M, F, m)
has n—Ricci curvature bounded below by K € R if and only if Ric(v) > K and 9, = 0 for every
v € T, M such that F(z,v) = 1, see Ohta [19, Theorem 1.2] and Ohta and Sturm [21, Definition 5.1].
Note that a Berwald space endowed with the Busemann-Hausdorff measure mppy (and inducing the
volume form dVy) verifies the property 9,T = 0, see Shen [23, Propositions 2.6 & 2.7].

The polar transform of F is defined for every (x,«) € T*M by

K(S;v) =

a(v)

F*(zx,a) = sup

. 3.7
veT, Mm\{oy F' (@, v) (3.7)

Note that, for every x € M, the function F*(z,-) is a Minkowski norm on 7M.
If u € Lipg(M), then relation (1.7) can be interpreted as

|Vulg, (x) = F*(x, Du(x)) for a.e. x € M, (3.8)

where Du(x) € T)(M) is the distributional derivative of u at z € M, see Ohta and Sturm [21]. In
particular, if (M, F') = (M, g) is a Riemannian manifold, then |Vulq, = |V ju|, where d,, is the distance
function on (M, g), V, is the Riemannian gradient on (M, g), and | - | is the norm coming from the
Riemannian metric g, respectively.
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Although a slightly more general result can be proved, we present an application on Berwald spaces
(M, F) endowed with the canonical Busemann-Hausdorff measure mpy (and its induced volume form
dVr), by exploring the results of Cordero-Erausquin, Nazaret and Villani [6] and Gentil [9] (see
Theorems A & B).

Theorem 3.2. [Optimality vs. flatness| Let (M, F') be an n—dimensional complete reversible Berwald
space with non-negative Ricci curvature. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) (GNl)O"pP holds on (M, F) for some p € (1,n) and o € (1

]
n n—p
(i) (GN2){” . holds on (M, F) for somepe (1,n) and a € (0,1);
(iii) (LS)% £, holds on (M, F) for some p € (1,n);

(iv) (FK )’}p holds on (M, F) for some p € (1,n);

(v) (M, F) is isometric to an n—dimensional Minkowski space.

Proof. We divide the proof into two parts.
(i)v(ii)V(iii)V(iv)=-(v). Note that the Busemann-Hausdorff measure mpp satisfies the n—density
assumption for every x € M, i.e.,
iy, MBH (Ba(p))
p—0 wp P
see Shen [23, Lemma 5.2]. Since (M, F') is a Berwald space (thus 0,1 = 0 for every v € T, M, x € M,
see (3.6)), the non-negativity of the Ricci curvature on (M, F') coincides with the non-negativity of
the n—Ricci curvature on (M,dp,mpp), thus the metric measure space (M,dp, mpy) satisfies the
curvature-dimension condition CD(0,n), see Ohta [19]. Moreover, the completeness of (M, F) via
Hopf-Rinow theorem implies that the (M,dr,mpp) is proper. Applying now any of the Theorems
1.1, 1.2 or 1.3 (according to which of the assumptions (i), (ii), (iii) or (iv) is satisfied), it yields that

mp (Bz(p)) > wpp” for all z € M, p > 0.

=1,

By the generalized Bishop-Gromov theorem on Finsler manifolds and the n—density property we also
have the reverse inequality, thus

mpr (B (p)) = wpp™ for all z € M, p > 0. (3.9)

The latter relation immediately implies that the flag curvature on (M, F) is identically zero, see
Ohta [19, Theorem 7.3], and Kristaly and Ohta [12, Theorem 3.3]. Due to Bao, Chern and Shen [5,
Section 10.5]), every Berwald space with zero flag curvature is necessarily a locally Minkowski space.
By (3.9) it follows that (M, F) is actually isometric to a Minkowski space.
(v)=(i)A(ii)A(iii)A(iv). Let us fix an arbitrary norm || - || on R", and let ® : (M, F) — (R™, | - )
be an isometry. Then
F(z,y) = ”d@x(y)”7 reMyeT,M,

and a simple computation based on the definition of the polar transform (see (3.7)) gives
F*(z,a) = Hadfb H*, x e M,aeTiM. (3.10)
If we consider the change of variables & = ®(x), relations (3.8) and (3.10) imply
IV|g, (2) = F* (2, Dv(z)) = [[(D(v o ® 1) (&))||+, v € C(M), x € M. (3.11)
Thus, for every v € C§°(M), p € (1,n) and g > 0, we have

P ¢ M (:CE <1>—1><:z>>u€d:z>% - ( /M<|vU|dF<:c>>pdvF<x>>%

= IVvlapllze(ar,avie)s

Entg; (Jv o @7 [P) = Entay, (Jv]) and [[vo @7 ze = [[v]|Ls.

It remains to apply the results of Cordero-Erausquin, Nazaret and Villani [6] and Gentil [9] (cf. The-
orems A & B) for u =vo &L O
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