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ELLIPTIC PDES ON COMPACT RICCI LIMIT SPACES AND
APPLICATIONS
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Dedicated to the memory of Kentaro Nagao.

ABSTRACT. In this paper we study elliptic PDEs on compact Gromov-Hausdorff limit
spaces of Riemannian manifolds with lower Ricci curvature bounds. In particular we
establish continuities of geometric quantities, which include solutions of Poisson’s equa-
tions, eigenvalues of Schrodinger operators, generalized Yamabe constants and eigenval-
ues of the Hodge Laplacian, with respect to the Gromov-Hausdorff topology. We apply

these to the study of second-order differential calculus on such limit spaces.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let (X, v) be a compact metric measure space, which means that X is a compact met-
ric space and v is a Borel probability measure on X. We say that (X,v) is a smooth
n-dimensional compact metric measure space if X is a smooth n-dimensional closed Rie-
mannian manifold and v = H"/H"(X), where H" is the n-dimensional Hausdorff mea-
sure.

Let n € Nso, K € R and d € Rs. We denote by M(n, K,d) the set of (isometry
classes of ) smooth n-dimensional compact metric measure spaces (Y, v) with diamY < d
and Ricy > K(n — 1), where diam Y is the diameter and Ricy is the Ricci curvature.

Let M(n, K,d) be the set of (measured) Gromov-Hausdorff limit compact metric mea-
sure spaces of sequences in M(n, K,d). See |[Fuky87, |[Gr81b] or subsection 2.2 for the
definition of the Gromov-Hausdorff convergence. Note that W is compact with
respect to the Gromov-Hausdorff topology. A compact metric measure space which be-
longs to M(n, K, d) is said to be a Ricci limit space in this paper.

Assume (X, v) € M(n, K,d) with diam X > 0.

The main purpose of this paper is to study elliptic PDEs on (X, v). In order to introduce
the detail we first recall the Laplacian AY on X defined by Cheeger-Colding in [ChCO00b].

Cheeger-Colding proved in [ChCO0b] that (X, v) is rectifiable. As a corollary they con-
structed the canonical cotangent bundle 7*X of X. The fundamental properties include
the following:

e Every fiber 77 X is a finite dimensional Hilbert space. We denote the inner product
by (-, -) for short.

e For any open subset U of X, 1 < p < oo and f € H'(U), f has the canonical
differential df (x) € T; X for a.e. x € U, where H"P(U) is the Sobolev space. In
particular every Lipschitz function g on X is differentiable at a.e. x € X in this

sense.

See for instance subsections 2.3.2 and 2.5 for the details.
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For an open subset U of X, let us denote by D?(AY, U) the set of f € H?(U) satisfying
that there exists g € L*(U) such that

/U(df, dh>dv:/Ughdv

for every Lipschitz function h on U with compact support. Since g is unique if it exists,
we denote it by Avf.

1.1. Poisson’s equations. Let us consider Poisson’s equation for given g € L?(X):

Af=g (1.1)

on X. We introduce a continuity of solutions of Poisson’s equations with respect to the
Gromov-Hausdorff topology.

THEOREM 1.1. We have the following:
(1) A solution f € D*(AY, X) of (I1) exists if and only if

/ gdv = 0. (1.2)
X
(2) If (Z2) holds, then there exists a unique solution f € D*(AY, X) of (1) with

/ fdv=0.

X
We denote f by (AY)™1g.

(3) Let (X;,v;) Gromov-Hausdorff converges to (Xoo, Vo) (we write it (X;,v;) <l
(Xoos Vo) for short in this paper) in M (n, K, d) with diam X, > 0, and let {g; }i<oo
be an L*-weak convergent sequence on X of g; € L*(X;) with

X;

Then (Avi)~1g;, V((Avi)™'g;) L*-converge strongly to (AV=)"1g., V((AY)"1g.)
on X, respectively.

See [Hon13al, [KS03al, [KS03b|] or subsection 2.5.2 for the definition of the LP-convergence
with respect to the Gromov-Hausdorff topology. It is worth pointing out that the regu-
larity of Poisson’s equations given in [J14] by Jiang yields that if g € L*°(X) with (L2
and ||g||p~ < L, then

IV(A")gllr~ < C(n, K, d, L), (1.3)

where C'(n, K,d, L) is a positive constant depending only on n, K,d and L. See [J14]
Theorem 3.1].

Let B,.(z) := {y € X;dx(z,y) < r} and let B,(z) := {y € X;dx(z,y) < r}, where
dx(x,y) is the distance between x and y in X. By combining Theorem [[.1] with the
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existence of a good cut-off function constructed by Cheeger-Colding in [ChC96|, we have
the following local version of (4) of Theorem [Tt

THEOREM 1.2. Let (X, v;) <A (Xoos Uoo) in M(n, K,d), let R > 0, let {x;}i<oo be a
convergent sequence of v; € X;, and let foo € D*(AY<, Br(so)). Then for anyr < R with
Xoo # Br(2s0) and L*-weak convergent sequence {g;}i<oo 0n By (Too) of gi € L*(B,(x;))
with goo = A foo|B,(z.0), there exist a subsequence {i(j)}; and a sequence {fi;}; of
fiyy € DAV, B, (wy;))) such that gijy = AVO fi;y and that fij), V fi) L*-converge
strongly to foo, V foo on B.(To), respectively.

Recall that Ding proved in [Din02] that the uniform limit function of a sequence of
harmonic functions with respect to the Gromov-Hausdorff topology is also harmonic (see
also [Honl11l, [Hon13a] for a different approach). As a corollary of Theorem we have

the converse:

COROLLARY 1.3. Let x € X, let R > 0 and let h be a harmonic function on Bg(z),
i.e., h € D*(AY, Bg(x)) with A'h = 0. Then for every r < R, we see that h|p,(y is the
uniform limit function of a sequence of harmonic functions with respect to the Gromov-
Hausdorff topology in the following sense: Let {(X;,v;)}: be a convergent sequence to
(X,v) in M(n,K,d) and let {x;}; be a convergent sequence of z; € X; to x. Then there
exist a subsequence {i(j)}; and a sequence {h;;y}; of harmonic functions h;y on By ()
such that h;) converges uniformly to h on B,(x) (see subsection 2.3 for the definition of
the uniform convergence in this setting). In particular if h > 0 on Bg(z), then we have
the following Cheng-Yau type gradient estimate [ChgY75]:

Cn)R*(R|K|(n—1)+1)
(B2 —1?)R ")

Liph(y) < (1.4)

for every y € B,.(x), where

Liph(y) := lim ( sup M) . (1.5)

=0 \ e\ Ax(Y,2)

Note that (IL4]) follows directly from applying the original Cheng-Yau gradient estimate
[Chg¥T75] to hy;) in the case that (X;,v;) € M(n, K, d) for every i and that a Cheng-Yau
type gradient estimate for harmonic functions on metric measure spaces in more general
setting was already known via a different approach by Hua-Kell-Xia in [HKXT3].

We now introduce an application of Corollary

In [Honl4] we gave the notion of a weakly second-order differential structure (or sys-
tem) on rectifiable metric measure spaces and we knew that (X, v) has such a structure
associated with a convergent sequence (X;,v;) <A (X,v) of (X;,v;) € M(n,K,d). For
example if (X, v) is a smooth metric measure space, then a smooth coordinate system of
X gives an example of such systems. See subsection 2.3 for the precise definitions.
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Let {(X7,v!)}icoo je(12) be two convergent sequences of (X7, v!) € M(n, K, d) to (X,v)
and let A;’nd be the weakly second-order differential system on (X, v) associated with
{(X7,v])}; for every j € {1,2}.

]

Let us consider the following natural question:
Question 1. Are A}, and A3, compatible?

Note that we say that two weakly second-order differential systems A and A2 on (X, v)
are compatible if A'UA? is also a weakly second-order differential system on (X, v). Note
that the rectifiable version of this question has always a positive answer, i.e., for any two
rectifiable systems A’ and A2 L UA2 s also arectifiable

rec rec rec rec

on (X, v) we easily see that A
system on (X, v).
By Corollary we can give an answer to this question:

THEOREM 1.4. Al .\ and A2, are compatible. In particular the weakly second-order
differential structure and the Levi-Civita connection V9% on (X, v) defined in [Honl4] are

canonical.

Let v be a Borel probability measure on X with (X,v) € M(n, K,d). Then Cheeger-
Colding proved in [ChCO0b|] that v and v are mutually absolutely continuous on X. This
gives that the weakly second-order differential structure on (X, v) does not depend on the
choice of limit measures and that it depends only on the (Riemannian) metric structure.
Thus in this paper we write the Levi-Civita connection on (X, v) defined in [Honl4] by
V9% in order to distinguish this from Gigli’s Levi-Civita connection V" defined in [G14],
where gy is the Riemannian metric of X. See subsections 1.4 and 2.5.4 for the detail.

1.2. Schrodinger equations. Let us discuss the Schrodinger operator with a potential
g€ LI(X):

AV +g (1.6)

on X, where ¢ > 2.

Fukaya conjectured in [Fuky87] that eigenvalues of the Laplacian behave continuously
on M(n,K,d). Cheeger-Colding solved this conjecture in [ChCO0b]. We will give a
generalization of the continuity to Schrodinger operators.

It is easy to check that if (X, v) satisfies the (2¢/(q —2), 2)-Sobolev inequality on X for
some pair (A, B) of nonnegative constants A, B, then the spectrum of (L.6]) is discrete,
where we say that (X, v) satisfies the (g, p)-Sobolev inequality on X for (A, B) if

( / Iflqdv)p/qSA [ 1apavs s [ (spac
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for every Lipschitz function f on X. See Proposition 5.1l Then we write the spectrum by
M (X) S M(X) S M(X) <---

THEOREM 1.5. Let 2 < p < oo and let (X;,v1) D (Xao,va) in M(n, K, d) with

diam X, > 0. Assume that there exist A, B > 0 such that for every i < oo, (X;, v;)
satisfies the (2p/(p—2), 2)-Sobolev inequality on X; for (A, B). Then we have the following:
(1) (Xoo,Uso) satisfies the (2p/(p — 2),2)-Sobolev inequality on X for (A,B). In

particular the spectrum of A= + g, s discrete.
(2) For any q > p/2 and Li-weak convergent sequence {g;}i<oo 0n Xoo of g; € LI(X;)

we have

Jim AZ(X) = M (o) (17)
for every k > 0. Moreover for every k, if foo € L*(Xs) is the L*-weak limit on
Xeo of a sequence { fi}icoo of A\Y(X;)-eigenfunctions fi; of AVi+ g; with || fi||2 = 1,
then we see that fu is a M= (X )-eigenfunction of A< + g, that f; L%/(P=2).
converges strongly to fo on X and that df; L*-converges strongly to dfs on X.

Combining this with the (2n/(n — 2),2)-Poincaré inequality given by Maheux-Saloff-
Coste in [MS95] yields the following.

COROLLARY 1.6. Assume n > 3. Let ¢ > n/2 and let (X;, v;) e (Xoo, Uso) N

M(n, K,d) with diam X, > 0. Then for every Li-weak convergent sequence {g;}ti<oo
on X of g; € LU(X;) we have
Jim A (X,) = A (X (19

for every k > 0.

Note that (L.8]) for g; = 0 corresponds to the continuity of eigenvalues of the Laplacian
proved by Cheeger-Colding in [ChC00b|] and that if we consider

n—2
4(n—1)

when (X;,v;) is a smooth n-dimensional compact metric measure space for every i < oo,

g9i = SXZ-(:3 §X¢)

then Corollary gives the continuity of eigenvalues of the conformal Laplacian, where
sx, is the scalar curvature of Xj.

1.3. Yamabe type equations. Assume n > 3. Let us consider the following quantity,
called the generalized (n-) Yamabe constant of (X, v) associated with g € LY(X):

YO(X) = ir}f/X (1df[2 + gl f2) do, (1.9)

where f runs over all Lipschitz functions on X with || f||;2n/m-2 = 1 and 1 < g < oc.
This is introduced by Akutagawa-Carron-Mazzeo in [ACM13] for more general setting.
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We first recall the original Yamabe constant Y (M) of a closed n-dimensional Rie-
mannian manifold M. It is defined by

VM (M) = inf/ (|df | + sm| fI?) dH™, (1.10)
I Jm

where f runs over all Lipschitz functions on M with || f||p2n/(n-2 = 1.
Then it is known that every positively valued minimizer f of (ILI0]) satisfies the following
equation:

Af+5uf— YﬁM(M)‘f|(n+2)/(n—2) = 0.

We now recall the Yamabe problem on M which means finding a minimizer of (LI0).
The following is well-known:

(1) Aubin’s inequality
Yo (M) < Vs (S")

holds.

(2) For every € > 0 there exists B > 0 such that (M, H") satisfies the (2n/(n —2), 2)-
Sobolev inequality on M for ((Y?*s"(S"))~! +¢, B).

(3) If Y (M) < Y™ (S™), then there exists a smooth positively valued minimizer of

(4) If Y°M(M) = Y*s"(S™), then M is conformally equivalent to S™. In particular we
can also find a smooth positively valued minimizer of (LI0I).

See [Aub76al, [Aub76bl [Sc84l, [SY8S| [Tr68), [Yam60] for the details. Note that from above
we see that the Yamabe problem is solvable in the smooth case and that by definition
if (X, v) is a smooth n-dimensional compact metric measure space and g = Sx, then we
have

Y&(X) = (H"(X) 7"y (X).

We now turn to the nonsmooth case.

By combining Akutagawa-Carron-Mazzeo’s works in [ACM13] with Cheeger-Colding’s
works in [ChCOOb], we see that if ¢ > n/2, (X,v) satisfies the (2n/(n — 2),2)-Sobolev
inequality on X for some (A, B) and an Aubin type strict inequality

YI(X) < A

holds, then there exists a minimizer f € H%?(X) of (L9). Thus we can regard this as a
generalization of (3) above.

We now introduce a main result on generalized Yamabe constants. It means that
roughly speaking, a uniform Sobolev inequality and a uniform Aubin type strict inequal-
ity yield the continuity of generalized Yamabe constants with respect to the Gromov-
Hausdorff topology:
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THEOREM 1.7. Let ¢ > n/2, let (X, v;) e (Xoo, Uso) tn M(n, K,d) with diam X, > 0,
and let {g;}i<oo be an Li-weak convergent sequence on X of g; € LI(X;). Assume that
there exist A, B > 0 such that for every i < oo, (X;,v;) satisfies the (2n/(n—2),2)-Sobolev
inequality on X; for (A, B) and that

lim sup Y7 (X;) < AT
71— 00
Then we have

lim Y9 (X;) = Y9 (X.0).

1—00
In particular we have

Y9 (X)) < A7

Moreover if fo is the L*-weak limit on X, of a sequence {f;}icoo of minimizers f; €
HY2(X;) of Y9(X;) with || fi]| j2n/-2 = 1, then we see that f; L*"/("=2)_converges strongly
t0 foo 0n Xoo, that df; L*-converges strongly to dfs, on X and that f is also a minimizer
of Y9 (X ).

As a corollary, we have the following continuity of almost nonpositive generalized Yam-
abe constants:

COROLLARY 1.8. There exists 6 := §(n, K,d) > 0 such that the following holds: Let
(X, v;) ey (Xoos Uoo) in M(n, K, d) with diam X, > 0, let ¢ > n/2, and let {g;}i<oo be
an Li-weak convergent sequence on X, of g; € LY(X;) with

limsup Y9 (X;) <.
i—v00
Then
lim Y9 (X;) = Y9 (X ).

1—00

1.4. Hodge Laplace equations. Let us consider the Hodge Laplacian:
Apy = 0d+dd

acting on differential k-forms. We first recall the notion of RC D(K, co)-spaces.

The notion of RC'D(K, 0o)-spaces is introduced by Ambrosio-Gigli-Savaré in [AGS14al
based on the study of CD(K, o) spaces by Lott-Villani in [LV09] and Sturm in [St06al,
St06b]. Roughly speaking, a metric measure space said to be an RC' D (K, 0o) space if the
Sobolev space H 5 for functions is a Hilbert space and the Ricci curvature bounded from
below by K. They developed the study of RCD(K, oo)-spaces in [AGSI4al, [AGS14D].
In particular by the stability with respect to the Gromov-Hausdorff topology proven in
[AGS14a] we knew that (X, v) is an RCD(K(n — 1), 00) space.

Gigli established in [G14] a second-order differential calculus on RC'D(K, co)-spaces.
Let us consider the following question:
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Question 2. Is the second-order differential calculus on (X, v) given in [Honl4] compat-
ible with Gigli’s one?

In order to give more precise statements, we introduce Gigli’s notation and terminology
in [G14] for the case of (X, v) only.

In a similar way of the construction of 7*X we can define the tangent bundle T'X.
More generally, for any r, s € Zx¢, the tensor bundle

T r+s
X =QQTrxe K "X
=1 i=r+1

is well-defined. We denote the set of LP-tensor fields of type (r, s) on a Borel subset A of
X by LP(TTA). Let

TestF(X) := {f € D*(AY, X); AUf € H'(X),df € L®(T*X)}.

By using this Gigli defined
e the Sobolev spaces W5(TX),W1*(A\* T*X) for vector fields, differential k-forms
on X, respectively,
e the covariant derivative V*V € L*(T}X) of V € W5(TX), and
e the differential d'w € L2 (A" T*X) of w € W} A(A* T*X).

Note that we used a slight modified version of Gigli’s covariant derivative because it is
simple to use the modified version for discussing the compatibility between [G14] and
[Hon14] (for example our manner is based on [S96]). The original Gigli’s covariant deriv-
ative of V € WHA(T'X) is in L*(T2X), however it is essentially same to our terminology
via the identification:

TXRTX=ZTX®T*X

UR VI vRu, (1.11)

where u* € T* X is the dual element of u € T'x by the Riemannian metric gx. See Remark
2. 13l

In a similar way of Gigli’s manner in [G14] we can define the Sobolev space W& (T7 X))

for tensor fields and the covariant derivative VVT € L*(T7,,X) for T € W5*(T7 X). In

particular define W52(A* T*X) == WAA(TPX) N L2(\* T*X) via the canonical embed-
ding:
k
AT*X — TP X.
See subsection 2.5.4 for the details.
Let W22(X) be the set of f € H'?(X) with V.f € W&*(TX) (note that this holds if and
only if df € W5*(T*X) holds), where Vf € L*(T'X) is the dual section of df € L*(T*X).
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Put

N
TestFormy (X) := {Z foidfiiN---ANdfyi; N eN, f;; € TestF(X)} )
i=1

Gigli proved D*(AY, X) ¢ W??(X) and TestForm,(X) ¢ W, *(A*T*X). We define the
Hessian Hess}y € L*(T7X) of f € W**(X) in Gigli’s sense by

Hess} 1= V"df.

Let us consider the following question.

Question 3. When does Hess} = Hess?* hold?

Note that Hess?x = V9%df is the Hessian of a weakly twice differentiable function f on

X defined in [Honl14].
The following is an answer to this question:

THEOREM 1.9. We have the following.

(1) For any open subset U of X and f € D?*(Av,U), we see that f is weakly twice
differentiable on U with respect to the canonical weakly second-order differential
structure of (X, v) in the sense of Theorem[1.]]. Moreover if (X, v) is the noncol-
lapsed Gromov-Hausdorff limit of a sequence in M(n, K, d), then

AVf = AIXf, (1.12)

where AIX f := —tr(Hess?*) and tr is the trace.
(2) For every f € D*(AY, X) we have

v o_ gx
Hess ;= Hess e

(3) If (X,v) is the noncollapsed Gromov-Hausdorff limit of a sequence in M(n, K,d),
then we have D*(AY, X) = H**(X), where H**(X) is the closure of TestF(X) in
W?22(X) with respect to the W*2-norm

vp2 Y12
1 fllwaz == ([[f1172 + [V fI72 + |[Hess§l[72) .

Note that we proved in [Honl3a] that (LI2]) holds for most functions, that (I12) is new
even if (X,v) € M(n, K,d) and that Gigli proved in [GI4] that H??(X) coincides with
the closure of D?(AY, X) in W2(X). Theorem [[L9 gives a positive answer to Question
2 for functions.

Next let us discuss differential k-forms on X.

Let w be a differential k-form on X which is differentiable at a.e. x € X with respect
to the canonical weakly second-order differential structure. Recall that in [Honl4] we
defined the differential dw and the covariant derivative V9*w.

Let us consider the following question:
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Question 4. When do Vw = V'w and dw = d"w hold?

From the divergence theorem and Theorem we easily see that this question has a
positive answer in the following two cases:

e (X,v) € M(n,K,d) and w € C=(\* T*X).

e w=df for some f € D*(AY, X).

We introduce a generalization of these:

THEOREM 1.10. Assume that there exist a convergent sequence {(X;, v;)}; in M(n, K, d)
of (X;,v;) € M(n,K,d) to (X,v) and an L*-strong convergent sequence {w;}; of w; €
C2(N"TX;) tow on X with

sup/ |Vw;|2dv; < oo. (1.13)
i Jx,

Then we see that w is differentiable at a.e. © € X, thatw € WE(N* T*X)nW 2 (A" T*X),
that Vw = VYw and that dw = d*w.

Note that in Theorem [0 if £ = 1, then the assumption (LI3]) can be replaced by a
weaker condition:

sup/ (Jdwi|* + |6w;]?) dv; < oo. (1.14)
i Jx,

See Theorems [6.13], [7.8], and Proposition [7.11
In order to give a sufficient condition for satisfying the assumption of Theorem [0
we consider the following question:

Question 5. When is there a smooth approximation to w in the following sense?

e There exist a convergent sequence {(X;, v;)}; in M(n, K, d) of (X;,v;) € M(n, K, d)
to (X,v) and a sequence {w;}; of w; € C®(A"T*X;) such that w;,dw;, dw; L2-
converge strongly to w, d'w, §*w on X, respectively (we call {w;}; a smooth Wgﬁ-
approximation to w with respect to {(X;,v;)}i)-

We now recall the definition of the codifferential 0¥ as above defined by Gigli in [G14].
Let D2(87, X) be the set of w € L2(A\" T* X) satisfying that there exists n € L2(A*' T*X)

such that

/ (w,d’a)dv = / (n, aydv (1.15)

X X

for every a € TestFormy_1(X). Since 7 is unique if it exists because TestFormy_;(X) is
dense in Lz(/\k_1 T*X), we denote it by dw or by §°w for short. Note that D?(§¢, X) is
a Hilbert space equipped with the norm

1/2
lwllsy = (llwrllzz + llopw][72)
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Let WA T*X) .= WA T*X) N D2(6Y, X). Tt is a Hilbert space equipped with
the norm
v (V) 1/2
lwllwyz = (llwllZz + lld"w]Z2 + [|0°w][72)
Gigli proved that TestFormy(X) ¢ WA (A" T*X). Let HL* (A" T*X) be the closure of
TestFormy(X) in WL (A" T*X).
We now give an answer to Question 5:

THEOREM 1.11. Let {(X;,v;)}:i be a convergent sequence in M(n, K, d) to (X,v). As-
sume w € Hy*(T*X). Then there exist a subsequence {i(j)}; and a sequence {wi¢j};
of wijy € TestFormy (X)) such that wijy,d" Dwj), 0" Dw;;y L*-converge strongly to
w,d’w,0%w on X, respectively. Moreover if (X;,v;) € M(n,K,d) for every i < oo,
then we can choose {w;(;)}; as C-differential 1-forms. Therefore there exists a smooth
W11{’2—appr0ximati0n to w with respect to {(X,(), vij))}j. In particular the assumption of
Theorem [1.10 for w holds.

By the density of TestForm; X in L2(A" T*X), since H*(\* T*X) is dense in L2(\* T*X),
we see that Questions 4 and 5 have positive answers for most 1-forms. Note that we
can also establish an approximation for differential k-forms which is similar to Theorem
[[.ITin some weak sense. See Remark These give also positive answers to Question
2 for differential forms.

Next we discuss the Hodge Laplacian Ay, on X defined by Gigli in [G14].

Let D*(A};,, X) be the set of w € WL (A T*X) satisfying that there exists 7 €
L2(A\"T*X) such that

/X (0, a)dv — /X (dVw, d°a)dv + /X (6w, 6 a)du (1.16)

for every a € TestFormy(X). Since 7 is unique if it exists by the same reason above we

denote n by Aj,w (we will use the notation Ay yw = Ay, w if (X,v) € M(n, K,d) and

w e C°(N\"T*X) for brevity). Note that Gigli established in [GI4] the Hodge theorem

for harmonic forms by restricting the domain of Ay, to D*(Ay,, X) N HP (N TX).
Let us consider the following question.

Question 6. How do eigenvalues of the Hodge Laplacian behave with respect to the
Gromov-Hausdorff topology?

Note that in the case of O-forms, i.e., functions, the continuity of eigenvalues of the
Laplacian acting on functions proved by Cheeger-Colding in [ChCO0b] (i.e., Theorem
in the case that g; = 0) gives the complete answer to this question.

However it seems that in general it is difficult to study the behavior of eigenvalues of the
Hodge Laplacian with respect to the Gromov-Hausdorff topology than that in the case of



RICCI CURVATURE 13

functions. See for instance [AC95, [CCI0, [CCO0L Lot02] Lot03, P97, [Tak02]. In particular
Perelman showed in [P97] that there exist a sequence {(X;, v;)}icoo in M(4,0,1) and the
noncollapsed Gromov-Hausdorff limit (X, vs) of them such that

bg(Xz) — 00,

where by (X;) is the second Betti number of X;. This shows that even for a noncollapsed
sequence, it is not easy to control the behavior of harmonic 2-forms with respect to the
Gromov-Hausdorff topology under lower Ricci curvature bounds only. Note that for the
first Betti number by, by Gallot and Gromov in [Ga83| [Gr81a], it is known a uniform
bound:
b1(X) < C(n, K, d)

for every (X,v) € M(n,K,d).

We can give an answer to this question. It means that for 1-forms, the L2-strong limit
of a sequence of eigenforms is also an eigenform in some weak sense.

THEOREM 1.12. Let {\; }icoo be a bounded sequence in R, let {(X;, v;) }icoo be a sequence
in M(n, K,d), let (X, Vo) be the Gromov-Hausdorff limit of them with diam X, > 0,
let {w;ticoo be a sequence of Ai-eigenforms w; € C(T*X;) with ||wi||r2(x,) = 1, i.e.,

A%’lwi = )\,-wi
and let ws, be the L?-strong limit on X of them. Then we see that the limit

i—00

exists and that we € D*(ARY, Xoo) with
AUOO o — (1 7,) 00+
i = (Jim )

Note that in Theorem [[LT2] by using a mean value inequality by Li-Tam given in [LT91]

we will prove a uniform L°-estimate for w;:
sup [|wil[r~ < oo.

In particular we see that we, € L¥(A"T*X,) and that ws is the LP-strong limit of
{w;}icoo for every p € (1,00). See Proposition [[.I8 We will also prove a similar con-
tinuity of eigenvalues of the Hodge Laplacian for differential k-forms with an additional
assumption. See Theorem [.20 and Corollary [.211

By Theorems [[.10 and [[.12 we can easily see that the following final question is impor-
tant:

Question 7. Is there a nice compactness for the L?-strong convergence?

Note that in [KS03al [KSOS, [HonI3a] we knew the L?-weak compactness with respect
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to the Gromov-Hausdorff topology which means that every L?-bounded sequence has an
L?-weak convergent subsequence (this also holds in the LP-case for every 1 < p < 00).
The following is an answer to this question:

THEOREM 1.13. Let {(X;,v;)}icoo be a sequence in M(n, K,d), let (Xoo, Vo) be the
noncollapsed Gromov-Hausdorff limit of them and let {w;}i<eo be a sequence of w; €
C=(N°T*X;) with l|wil[22(x,) = 1 and (LL3). Then there exist a subsequence {i(j)}; and
Weo € L2(/\k T*X o) such that wi;y L*-converges strongly to we on Xo.

In Theorem [I.13]if we consider the case of k = 0, i.e., functions, then we have the same
conclusion without the noncollapsed assumption. This is a Rellich type compactness in
the Gromov-Hausdorff setting proven in [Honl3al [KS03a]. See Theorem 216l However,
in the case of differential forms, the noncollapsed assumption is essential. See Remark

0.1l

1.5. Organization of the paper. In Section 2 we introduce our notation and terminol-
ogy.

In Section 3 we give several new results on the LP-convergence. In particular we discuss
the stabilities of Poincaré and Sobolev inequalities with respect to the Gromov-Hausdorff
topology. We also give generalizations of Fatou’s lemma and Sobolev embeddings to the
Gromov-Hausdorff setting. They play crucial roles to prove Theorem [L.7l

In Section 4 we discuss Poisson’s equations. In particular we prove the results stated
in subsection 1.1. As applications we also prove Theorems and [LITl

In Section 5 we study Schrodinger operators and generalized Yamabe constants. We
also give a generalization of Theorem [[L7l See Theorem [5.6l

In Section 6 we establish a Rellich type compactness for tensor fields with respect to
the Gromov-Hausdorff topology which is a generalization of Theorem [L.13] See Corollary
[6.15. This plays a crucial role to prove results stated in subsection 1.4 and gives a positive
answer to Question 7 for tensor fields. As an application we show that the noncollapsed
Gromov-Hausdorff limit of a sequence of compact Kahler manifolds is also Kéahler in some
weak sense. See Theorem [6.19L

Section 7 is mainly devoted to the proofs of the remained results stated in subsection
1.4. We also establish new Bochner inequalities. See Theorem and Corollary [7.4]

It is worth pointing out that we will introduce a new ‘test class’

TestF(X) := {f € D*(A", X): A" f is a Lipschitz function on X }. (1.17)

Note that Theorem [ yields that Test F(X) is a linear subspace of TestF(X).
By using this test class instead of TestF'(X), we will define new Sobolev spaces,
H>?(X),W:*(TX), and so on in the same manner of Gigli [(14]. By using Theorem

4

[[.1] we can check that these new Sobolev spaces (i.e., ‘~-versions’) behave nicely with

respect to the Gromov-Hausdorff topology.
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On the other hand, by definition, we can easily check the following trivial relationship
between them and Gigli’s one:

HCHCWCW,. (1.18)

A key result in proofs of theorems stated in subsection 1.4 is to establish that the original
Gigli’s Sobolev spaces and the ~-versions are coincide, i.e.

H=HW=W.

In particular Gigli’s original Sobolev spaces behave nicely with respect to the Gromov-
Hausdorff topology. See Theorems [[.8 and [T.9
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2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we fix our notation and terminology on metric measure geometry. We
also recall several results on Ricci limit spaces.

2.1. Metric measure spaces. Let X be a metric space. We say that X is proper if
every bounded closed subset of X is compact. We also say that X is a geodesic space
if for any p,q € X there exists an isometric embedding 7 : [0, dx(p, ¢)] — X such that
~7(0) = p and v(dx(p, q)) = ¢ hold (we call v a minimal geodesic from p to q).

We denote the space of Lipschitz functions on X by LIP(X), the space of locally
Lipschitz functions on X by LIP)..(X), and the space of f € LIP(X) with compact
support by LIP.(X). For every f € LIP(X), let us denote the Lipschitz constant of f by
Lipf, i.e.,

e fla) = f()]
Lipf = il;}z W.
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We sometimes denote the local Lipschitz constant Lipf(z) of f by |V f|(z) (see (LL3)).

Let v be a Borel measure on X. In this paper we say that a pair (X, v) is a metric
measure space if 0 < v(B,(z)) < oo for any x € X and r > 0. For two metric measure
spaces {(Z;, v;) }iz1,2, we say that (Z, 1) is isometric to (Z, 1) if there exists an isometry
¢ Z1 — Z5 (as metric spaces) such that vy (A;) = ve(¢p(Ay)) for every Borel subset A; of
Z1.

Let A be a Borel subset of X, let Y be a metric space and let G be a Borel map from
AtoY. We say that G is differentiable at a.e. a € A if there exists a countable collection
{A;}; of Borel subsets A; of A such that v(A\ J; 4;) = 0 and that G|, is Lipschitz for
every 4. It is important that if XY are Riemannian manifolds and A is an open subset
of X, then this notion coincides with that in the ordinary sense.

2.2. Gromov-Hausdorff convergence.

2.2.1. Compact case. Let {X;}i< be asequence of compact metric spaces and let {v;}; be
a sequence of Borel probability measures v; on X;. We say that (X, v;) Gromov-Hausdorff
converges to (X, Uso) if there exist a sequence {¢;}; of Borel maps ¢; : X; — X, and a
sequence {¢;}; of ¢, > 0 such that the following four conditions hold:

e lim;, ., ¢, =0.

o |dx,(x,y) —dx. (¢i(2),di(y))| <€ for any i and z,y € X;.

o X, = B, (¢i(X;)), where B.(A) is the e-open neighborhood of A.
e We have

lim v;(B,(2i)) = Voo (Br(200))

1—00
for any sequence {z; }i<oo Of z; € X; with ¢;(2;) = 2 in Xoo (We denote it z; ol Zoo

for short and we call it a convergent sequence) and r > 0.
GH

Then we denote it (X;,v;) = (X0, Uso) for short.
2.2.2. General case. Let {X;}i<oo be a sequence of proper metric spaces, let {z;};<c be
a sequence of x; € X; and let {v;};<o0 be a sequence of Borel measures v; on X;. We
say that (X;, z;, v;) Gromov-Hausdorff converges to (X, Too, Uso) if there exist sequences
{R;, € }; of R;,e; > 0 and a sequence {¢;}; of Borel maps ¢; : Bg,(z;) — X such that
the following five conditions hold:

e lim;, ... ¢; =0 and lim;_,., R; = oc.

o |dx,(x,y) —dx. (0:i(2), d:i(y))| < € for any i and z,y € Bg,(x;).

o Bp. (7o) C B, (¢:(Bg,(z;))) holds for every i < oco.

o ¢i(r;) = T in Xo. We also denote it by z; ol Too and we call it a convergent

sequence.
e We have

lim v;(B,(2i)) = Voo (Br(200))

1—00
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for any convergent sequence {z;}i<o 0f z; € Bg,(z;) and r > 0.

Then we also denote it by (X, z;, v;) o (Xoos Too, Uso) for short.

Assume (X, z;,v;) o (Xoos Toos Uso). Let {C}icoo be a sequence of subsets C; of X
satisfying that there exists L > 0 such that C; C Bp(z;) for every i < co. Then we
denote lim sup,_, . C; C Cy if for every € > 0 there exists iy such that ¢;(C;) C B.(Cx)
for every i > ig. We also denote C, C liminf;_,, C; if for every € > 0 there exists iy such
that Co C Be(¢:;(C;)) for every i > ig. We say that a subset K of X is a (Gromov-
Hausdorff) limit of {C}icoo (with respect to the convergence (X, x4, v;) <A (Xoos Toos Vo))
if limsup,_,, C; C K and K C liminf; ,, C;. It is easy to check the following:

o If K| and K, are limits of {C;}i<0, then K| = K, where Kj is the closure of K;
in X..
e There exists a subsequence {i(j)}; such that a limit of {Cj(;)}; exists.
From above we see that the compact limit of {C;}; is unique if it exists. Thus we denote
it by lim;_,, C;.

Assume that Cy is a limit of {C;},;. Let Y be a metric space. For a sequence {f;}i<co
of continuous maps f; : C; — Y, we say that f; converges uniformly to f., on Cy if for
every € > 0 there exist iy and § > 0 such that dy (f.(y), fi(x)) < € for any i > iy, x € C;
and y € Cy with dx_ (¢i(z),y) < 0. See also subsection 2.2 in [Honli].

Let us denote by M (n, K) the set of (isometry classes of) pointed proper metric measure
spaces (X, x, H"/H"(B1(x))), where X is an n-dimensional complete Riemannian mani-

fold with Ricy > K(n —1). We denote by M (n, K) the set of Gromov-Hausdorff limits
of sequences in M(n, K). Note that M(n, K) is compact with respect to the Gromov-
Hausdorff topology. See [ChC97, [Fuky87] [Gr81b].

In this paper we also call a pointed metric measure space which belongs to M (n, K) a

Ricci limit space for short.

2.3. Rectifiable metric measure spaces and weakly second-order differential
structure.

2.3.1. Buclidean spaces. Let A be a Borel subset of R*, let F' = (fi,..., fm) be a Lipschitz
map from A to R™ and let y € Leb A := {a € A;lim, .o H*(AN B,(a))/H*(B,(a)) = 1}.
Then we say that F is differentiable at y if there exists a Lipschitz map F from R* to
R™ such that F|4 = F and that F is differentiable at y. Note that if F is differentiable
at y, then the Jacobi matrix

J(F)(y)
of F does not depend on the choice of such F. Thus we denote it by
J(F)(y) = (0fi/0x;(y))ij-
Note that by Rademacher’s theorem [R19] we see that F' is differentiable at a.e. z € A.
This is compatible with the similar notion introduced in subsection 2.1.
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Let G be a Borel map from A to R™. Assume that G is differentiable at a.e. = € A.
Note that from above we easily see that J(G)(z) is well-defined for a.e. x € A. We say
that G is weakly twice differentiable on A if J(G) is differentiable at a.e. a € A. It is
important that if A is open and G is a C*!'-map, then G is weakly twice differentiable on
A.

Let T =Y, ca Th Qi Vary @@L, dxyg be a tensor field of type (r, s) on A, where
A is the set of maps from {1,...,r + s} to {1,...,k}. We say that T is a Borel tensor
field on A if T is a Borel function for every A\. We also say that T is differentiable at a.e.
a € A if T) is differentiable at a.e. a € A for every \.

For two Borel tensor fields {7;};—1 2 of type (r,s) on A, we say that T} is equivalent to
Ty on A if Ti(a) = Ty(a) holds for a.e. a € A. Let us denote by [T] the equivalent class
of T, denote by I'g(T7A) the set of equivalent classes of Borel tensor fields of type (r, s),
and denote by I'y (77 A) the set of [T'] € I'g(T7 A) represented by a Borel tensor field T of
type (r, s) which is differentiable at a.e. a € A. We often write 7' = [T'] for brevity. See
subsection 3.1 in [Honl4] for the details of this subsection.

REMARK 2.1. Throughout this paper we make no distinction between two objects which
are coincide at a.e. for simplicity. For instance if a function f on a metric measure space
(X, v) satisfies that there exists a Borel subset A of X such that v(X \ A) = 0 and that
f|a is Lipschitz, then we also say that f is Lipschitz on X.

2.3.2. Rectifiable metric measure spaces. Let (X, v) be a metric measure space. We say
that (X,v) is rectifiable if there exist m € N, a collection {C!}1<i<m.ien of Borel subsets
C! of X, and a collection {¢'};; of bi-Lipschitz embedding maps ¢! : C! — R! such that
the following three conditions hold:

e v(X\ Ul,z‘ Ci) =0.

e For any i,/ and = € C! we have

0 < liminf (M> < lim sup (M> < 0.

t—0 t! =0 t

e For any I, z € | J;.n C! and 0 < 6 < 1 there exists i € N such that z € C! and
max {Lipgbﬁ, Lip(gbé)_l} <145

See [ChCO0b, Definition 5.3] and the condition i) of page 60 in [ChCOO0b] (see also
[Fed69]).
We say that a family A := {(C!, ¢})},; as above is a rectifiable coordinate system of
(X,v) and that each (C!, ¢l) is an [-dimensional rectifiable coordinate patch of A.
Assume that (X, v) is rectifiable. We introduce several fundamental properties of rec-
tifiable metric measure spaces which include a generalization of Rademacher’s theorem to
such spaces:
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THEOREM 2.2. [Ch99, [ChCO0b|] There exist a topological space T*X and a Borel map
m:T*X — X such that the following hold.

(1) v(X \7(T*X)) =0.

(2) For every w € w(T*X), (7)Y (w)(=: T:X) is a finite dimensional real Hilbert
space. We denote the inner product by (-,),. Let |v| = /{v,v), for every
velrX.

(3) For every f € LIP..(X), there exist a Borel subset V' of X, and a Borel map
df : V. — T*X such that v(X\V) = 0, that wodf = idy and that |df|(w) = Lipf(w)
for every w € V.

See Section 6 in [ChCO0b] or page 458 — 459 of [Ch99] (or subsection 2.3 in [HonlI3al)
for the details.

Let A be a Borel subset of X. As an important corollary of Theorem we see that if
a function f on A which is differentiable at a.e. a € A, then df(a) € TFX is well-defined
for a.e. a € A. Let us denote by I'g(A) the set of Borel functions on A and denote by
['1(A) the set of f € I'y(A) which is differentiable at a.e. a € A.

Moreover for any r,s € Zx we can define the (L*°-)vector bundle

T QRTX @ RTX — X.
i=1 j=1
For convenience we use the following notation:

T7A = (7)) (A).
We call a Borel measurable section T': A — TTA a Borel tensor field of type (r,s) on
A. Let I'o(T7TA) be the space of Borel tensor fields of type (r,s) on A. It is important
that for every 1" € I'g(7 A), each restriction T'|¢ins of T to C!'N A can be regarded as in
Po(Tii(CN A)).

We also denote by (-, ) the canonical metric on each fiber of 77 X which is defined by
that of T*X for short. In particular we call the canonical metric on T'X the Riemannian
metric of (X,v) and denote it sometimes by gx.

For every 1 < p < o0, let

LP(TTA) i= {T € To(T7 A): T] € L(A)}.

Note that LP(TT A) is a Banach space equipped with the LP-norm and that gy € L>®°(T9X).
Forany V € T'o(T'A) and f € T1(A),let Vf := (df)* € To(T'A) and let V(f) := (V,V[) €
[o(A), where * is the canonical isometry 77X = T, X defined by the Riemannian metric
9x-
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Let U be an open subset of X. Let us denote by D?(div”,U) the set of T € L?*(TU)
satisfying that there exists a unique h € L?(U) such that

—/UfhdU:/U(Vf,T>dv

holds for every f € LIP.(U). Write div'T := h. We also denote the set of w € L*(T*U)
satisfying w* € D?(div’,U) by D?*(6Y,U). Then write 6'w := —div’w*. See subsection
2.3 in [Honl4] for the details of this subsection.

2.3.3. Weakly second-order differential structure. Let (X, v) be a rectifiable metric mea-
sure space and let A := {(C!, ¢})};; be a rectifiable coordinate system of (X, v).

We say that A is a weakly second-order differential system of (X,v) if ¢! o (gbz-)‘l is
weakly twice differentiable on gbé-(C’f N C’Jl) for any 1, j.

Assume that A is a weakly second-order differential system of (X, v).

Let A be a Borel subset of X. We say that a Borel tensor field T" € T'o(T7A) is
differentiable at a.e. a € A (with respect to A) if each T'|ciq 4 (recall that it can be regarded
as in To(T7¢L(Ct N A))) is in Ty (TF¢L(CE N A)). Let us denote by I'y(77 A; A) the set of
T € I'o(TT A) which is differentiable at a.e. a € A. We often write I'; (17 A) :=T'1(T7 A; A)
for brevity.

We say that a function f € I'o(A) is weakly twice differentiable on A (with respect to
A)if f €T'1(A) and df € T'1(T*A). Let us denote by I'y(A) = I'y(A; A) the set of weakly
twice differentiable functions on A. Note that for any U,V € I';(T'A), the Lie bracket
(U, V] € I'y(T'A) is well-defined by satisfying

(U V]f =UWV () =V{UW))
for every f € I'y(A).
Similarly we can define Iy (A" T*A) and the differential dw € To(A"' T*A) of w €
I (N T*A).

Assume gx € I';(T3 X ). We are now in a position to introduce a main result of [Hon4].

THEOREM 2.3. [Honl4] There exists the Levi-Civita connection V9% on X uniquely in
the following sense:
(1) V9% is a map from To(TX) x T1(TX) to T'o(TX). Let VIV :=V9x(U,V).
(2) VE(V + W) = VEV + VEW for any U € To(TX) and V,W € T1(TX).
(3) VW = fVEW + hVIEW for any U,V € To(TX), W € I'((TX) and
fyheT(X).
(4) VIX(fV) =U(f)V + fVEV for any U e To(TX), V € I'(TX) and f € T'1(X).
(5) VIXV — VXU = [U,V] for any U,V € T1(TX).
(6) Ugx (VW) = gx(VIZV. W) 4+ gx(V,VFW) for any U € To(TX) and VW €
I (TX).

Note that V9% is local in the following sense:
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e The Levi-Civita connection induces the map V9x|, : I'o(TA) x '\ (TA) — T'o(T'A)
by letting V9| 4(U, V) := V{7, (14V).
Thus we use the same notation: V9% = V9%| 4 for brevity.
Next we introduce several key notions in this paper.

ProOPOSITION 2.4. [Honld] Let f € T'y(A), let w € T'1(T*A) and let W € TI'1(TA).
Then there exist uniquely

(1) the covariant derivative V9%w € To(TYA) of w such that VI*w(U, V) = gx(VFw*, U)
for any U,V € I'y(TA);

(2) the Hessian Hess?* := V9xdf € T'o(Ty A) of f;

(3) the divergence div?* W := tr(VIXW*) € T'g(A) of W;

(4) the codifferential §9%Xw := —div*¥w* € I'y(A) of w;

(5) the Laplacian AIX f = —div¥ (V9X f) = 09% (df ) = —tr(Hess?*) € T'o(A) of f.

Moreover we have the following:

(a) Hess? (x) is symmetric for a.e. x € A,
(b) div¥* (hW) = hdiv?* W + gx(Vh, W) for every h € T'1(A).
(c) A9X(fh) = hAIX f —2gx(Vf,Vh)+ fAIXD for every h € I'y(A).

More generally we can also define the covariant derivative of tensor fields V9x
' (T7A) — T'g(T7,,A) in the ordinary way of Riemannian geometry (c.f. [S96]), i.e.,
for every T € I'1(T7 A), VIXT € I'o(T7,, A) is defined by satisfying that

T s+1
<VHXT’ ® V; ® ®(A)j>
i=1 j=1
(e
i=1 j=1

—Z<T,V1®---®w_1®vg§+lvi®m+l®---®W®®wj>
i=1 Jj=1

-3 (r@riew s s ue (Vi ) Sumer ou) @1
j=1 i=1

for any V; € I'1(T'A) and w; € I'1(T*A). For any T € I'1(T7A) and V € I'y(T'A) we define
VIXT € To(Tr A) by satisfying that

(WH1.QWe @) - (v @rie®uev)
=1 j=1 i=1 j=1
for any V; € I'o(T'A) and w; € I'y(T*A). Then it is easy to check that

nggX = 0
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and that
2

dw(Vy, ..., Vi) = Z(—Ui(v@fw)(%, Vi, Ve, VR) (2.2)

=0
for any w € D1 (A" T*A) and V; € Ty(TA).

Let A be a weakly second-order differential system of (X, v). It is trivial that if A and A
are compatible (see subsection 1.1 for the definition), then the notions introduced here are
compatible, i.e., for instance we see that Iy(A; A) = Ty(A; A), T1(T7A; A) = Ty (T A; A)
and so on.

2.4. Sobolev and Poincaré inequalities. Let (X, v) be a metric measure space and
let p,q € [1, 00).

DEFINITION 2.5. Let U be an open subset of X.

(1) We say that (X, v) satisfies the (q,p)-Sobolev inequality on U for a pair (A, B) of
some A, B > 0 if

p/q
9d A Lip f|Pd B Pd 2.3
(/U|f|v)§/U|1pf|v+ [1gva (2.3)

holds for every f € LIP.(U).
(2) We say that (X,v) satisfies the (q, p)-Poincaré inequality on U for some T > 0 if

(W /;T-(:c) I- m Lr(x) fae qdv) : =7 (@ /Br(x) |Lipf\pdv) v

(2.4)
holds for any = € U, r > 0 with B,.(z) C U, and f € LIP),.(U).

REMARK 2.6. In Definition 2.5]let us consider the case that U = Bg(z) for some R > 0
and z € X.

By using a cut-off function, it is not difficult to check that if (2:4]) holds for any f €
LIP.(Bgr(2)), x € Bgr(z) and r > 0 with B,(x) C Bg(z), then (X,v) satisfies the (g, p)-
Poincaré inequality on Bg(z) for 7. In particular (2.4]) holds for any f € LIP(X), x €
Bgr(z) and r > 0 with B,.(z) C Bg(z) if and only if (X, v) satisfies the (g, p)-Poincaré
inequality on Bgr(z) for 7.

REMARK 2.7. Let U be a bounded open subset of X, let 7, R > 0 and let z € X. Then
it is not difficult to check the following.
(1) If ¢ < p, then (X, v) satisfies the (g, p)-Sobolev inequality on U for (0,v(U)P/971).
(2) If (X, v) satisfies the (g, p)-Sobolev inequality on U for some (A, B), then for every
4 < q, (X, v) satisfies the (¢, p)-Sobolev inequality on U for (v(U)@~D/(D A 4(U)@=9/(@d) B).
(3) If (X, v) satisfies the (g, p)-Poincaré inequality on Bg(z) for 7, then (X, v) satisfies
the (g, p)-Sobolev inequality on Bg(z) for (2°~17P RPv(Bg(2))?/971, 20710 (Bg(2))P/171).
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We introduce the following Poincaré inequality given by Maheux-Saloff-Coste in [MS95]
Théoreme 1.1] (c.f. [Heb91l, Theorem 3.21] and [HKO00, Theorem 5.1]):

THEOREM 2.8. [MS95] Let R > 0 and let (X, z,v) € M(n,K). Then foranyl1 <p<n
and p < q < np/(n —p), (X,v) satisfies the (q,p)-Poincaré inequality on Bg(x) for
Cre@UHVIEIR) “yphere Cy = Cy(p, q) > 0 and Cy := Cy(n) > 0.

2.5. Ricci limit spaces.

2.5.1. Rectifiability, weakly second-order differential structure and dimension. Let (X, z,v) €
M(n, K) with diam X > 0. We say that a pointed proper metric measure space (Y, y, )

is a tangent cone of (X,v) at a point z € X if there exists a sequence {r;}; of r; > 0
with r; — 0 such that (X, z,v/v(B,,(2)),7; 'dx) <A (Y,y,v). For every 1 < k < n, let us
denote by Ry, the set of z € X satisfying that every tangent cone (Y,y,v) of (X,v) at z

is isometric to (R¥, 0y, H*/H*(B;(0))), where 0, = (0,...,0) € R*. Let

k=1
We first introduce several Cheeger-Colding’s results:

THEOREM 2.9. [ChC97, [ChC00al [ChCO0b] We have the following:

(1) For any 1 < p < oo and open subset U of X, the Sobolev space H"P(U) is well-
defined. Moreover if U = Bg(z) for some z € X and R > 0, then LIPy,.(Bgr(z)) N
H'?(Bg(2)) is dense in H"P(Bg(z)).

(2) (X,v) is rectifiable. Moreover for every open subset U of X we see that H*P(U) C
I'v(U) and that

11, = (LIS + Nl 115) "
for every f € HY(U). In particular for every f € H'P(U) N LIP,.(U) we have
111, = (LI + [Tipfl[7,) .
(3) The bilinear form
| tar.dg)av
X
on HY2(X) gives a canonical Dirichlet form on L*(X) (see [Fuks80]).
(4) v(X\R)=0.
(5) The following four conditions (called noncollapsed conditions) are equivalent:
(a) The Hausdorff dimension of X is equal to n.
(b) R, # 0.
c) R; =10 for every i < n.
(d) v=H"/H"(Bi(x)).

Next we introduce a Colding-Naber’s result:
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THEOREM 2.10. [CN12] There exists a unique k such that
v(R\ Ry) =0.
We call k the dimension of X and we denote it by dim X .

By Theorem 210 with an argument similar to the proof of (2) of Theorem 2.9 we have
the following (see also [Honl1]):
e For every convergent sequence {(X;, z;,v;)} of (X;, 24, v;) € M(n, K) to (X, z,v),
there exist

— a subsequence {i(j)};,

— a rectifiable system A = {(C}, ¢;)}; satisfying that (C, ¢;) is k-dimensional
for every [,

— a collection {B,,(y;) }; of By, (y;) C X with C; C B,,(u),

— a collection {;}; of C(n, K)-Lipschitz harmonic maps h; : B, (y;) — RF
(which means that h;; is harmonic for every j, where by := (hy1,..., k)
with

hile, = ou.

. GH .
— sequences {¥i(j)}j<oot Of Yi(jya € Xij) With y(;y1 — v as j — oo and
— sequences {h;(j)} j<ocoy of C(n, K)-Lipschitz harmonic maps higj); @ By, (Vi) —
RF* satisfying that hijy, converges uniformly to h; on B, (y;) as j — oo.

A main result of [Honl4] is the following.

THEOREM 2.11. [Honld] For A as above, we see that A is a weakly second-order dif-
ferential system of (X,v). We say that A is a weakly second-order differential system of
(X, v) associated with {(X;), i), Vij)) }; or more simply, a harmonic rectifiable system
of (X, v) associated with {(X;gjy, Ti(;), Vi) }5-

2.5.2. LP-convergence. Let R > 0, let {p;}i<ec be a convergent sequence in (1,00) and
let (X, z;,v;) i (Xoos Toos Uoo) in M(n, K) with diam X, > 0. We first introduce
a generalization of the notion of the LP-convergence for functions with respect to the

Gromov-Hausdorff topology defined by Kuwae-Shioya in [KS03a), [KS08].

DEFINITION 2.12. [KS03a), [KS08,[Honl3a| Let { f;}i<o be a sequence of f; € LPi(Bg(z;)).
(1) We say that f; {LPi};-converges weakly to fo, on Bgr(rs) if the following two
conditions hold:
(a) sup; || fillri (B < o0
(b) For any convergent sequence {z; }i<oo 0f 2; € Br(x;) and r > 0 with B, (24) C
Br(zs), we have

Br(200)

71— 00 Br (Z’L)
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Moreover if p; = p, then we call this an LP-weak convergence (with respect to
the Gromov-Hausdorff topology).
(2) We say that f; {LF'};-converges strongly to fo on Bgr(r) if the following two
conditions hold:
(a) fi {LP};-converges weakly to fo on Br(%s).
(b) limsup, o [|fill2ri (Br(@)) < | fool|Lre (Br(e))-
Moreover if p; = p, then we also call this an LP-strong convergence (with respect
to the Gromov-Hausdorff topology).

Note that if p; = p, then the notions above are equivalent to that defined by Kuwae-
Shioya in [KS03al, KS08]. In particular if (X;, z;, v;) = (X, x,v), then these coincide with
that in the ordinary sense. See [Honl3al, Remark 3.77].

REMARK 2.13. Let { f;}i<o be asequence of f; € C°(Bg(x;)). Assume that sup,.. || fil|z= <
oo and that {f;}i<oo i asymptotically uniformly equicontinuous on Br(z), i.e., for ev-
ery € > 0 there exist igp € N and § > 0 such that for any i > iy and «, 5 € Bgr(x;)
with dx,(a, f) < § we have |f;(a) — fi(5)] < € (see [Honl3al Definition 3.2]). Then the
following three conditions are equivalent:

e f; converges uniformly to fo, on Br(zw).
o f; {LPi};-converges weakly to fo on Br(xs) for some convergent sequence {p;};
n (1,00).
o f; {LPi};-converges strongly to f on Br(xs) for every convergent sequence {p;};
n (1,00).
See [Honl3al, Remark 3.8 and Proposition 3.32].

Next we consider the case of tensor fields. We denote by 7, the distance function from

DEFINITION 2.14. [Honl3a] Let r,s € Zso and let {T;},<oc be a sequence of T; €
LPi(T! Bg(x;)).
(1) We say that T; {LFi};-converges weakly to Ty, on Bgr(zs) if the following two
conditions hold:
(a) sup; || T3] vi (Ba(z) < oo
(b) For any convergent sequence {z; }i<oo 0f 2; € Br(x;), sequences {2; j bi<oo,1<j<rts
of z;; € X; with z; ; Ead Zooj @8 1 — 00, and r > 0 with B,(2«) C Br(Ze),

we have
r+s r+s
lim <TZ,®V7°Z” ® ) drzm>dvz _/ < oo,(g)wzm @ ) drzm>dvoo
1= JB.(%) j=rt1 Br(z00) j=r+1

(2) We say that T; {LPi};-converges strongly to Ty, on BR(atoo) if the following two
conditions hold:
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(a) T; {LP:};-converges weakly to T, on Br(Zeo).
(b) limsup;_, o [Tl ri (B (i) < [ Tooll oo (Ba (o)

The fundamental properties of these convergence include the following (see [Honl3al):

e Every {L"'};-bounded sequence has an {L};,-weak convergent subsequence.
e [Pi-norms are lower semicontinuous with respect to the {LPi};-weak convergence.
e Every {LPi};-weak (or {LPi};-strong, respectively) convergent sequence is also an
{L%};~weak (or {LPi};-strong, respectively) convergent sequence for every conver-
gent sequence {¢; }i<eo in (1, 00) with ¢; < p; for every .
We also proved in [Honl3a] that Riemannian metrics of Ricci limit spaces behave LP-weak
continuously with respect to the Gromov-Hausdorff topology for every 1 < p < oo (see
also Remark [6.17)). As a corollary we knew the following.

THEOREM 2.15. [Honl3a] The function dim : M(n, K) — {0,1,...,n} is lower semi-
continuous, where dim X := 0 when X is a single point.

We say that a convergent sequence (X, z;, v;) <A (Xoos Too, Uso) In M (n, K) is noncol-
lapsed if
lim dim X; = dim X .

1—00
Note that this notion is well-known if (X;, z;, v;) € M(n, K) for every i < oo (see Theorem
2.9).
A main result of [Honl3a] is the following which is a Rellich type compactness for
functions with respect to the Gromov-Hausdorff topology.

THEOREM 2.16. [Hon13a] Let { f; }icoo be a sequence of fi € HYPi(Bgr(z;)) with sup, || fi|| e <
co. Then there exist foo € H'"P>(Bpr(zs)) and a subsequence {fi;)}; such that fi;
{LPiG) }j-converges strongly to fo on Br(vs) and that V fi;) {LPi9)};-converges weakly
to V foo 0n Br(Tso).

See [Honl3al, Remark 3.77 and Theorem 4.9].

2.5.3. Generalized Yamabe constants. Let (X,v) € M(n,K,d) with diam X > 0, let
2 < p<ooandlet g€ LP*(X). We define the p-Yamabe constant YI(X) of (X, v)
associated with g (in the sense of Akutagawa-Carron-Mazzeo) by

VI(X) = n}f/X (IVf1? + gl f?) dv, (2.5)

where f runs over all f € LIP(X) with || f]| 20/0-2 = 1.
Note that by definition we have the following:
e YI(X)=Y9X) (Y9(X) is defined in subsection 1.3).
e YI(X)=MN(X) if (X,v) satisfies the (2p/(p — 2), 2)-Sobolev inequality on X for
some (A, B).
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e It follows from the Holder inequality that

By Theorem 2.9 and [ACMI3|, Theorem 3.1] we have the following:

THEOREM 2.17. [ACMI13| Assume that there exist A, B > 0 such that (X,v) satisfies
the (2p/(p — 2),2)-Sobolev inequality on X for (A, B) and that
-1
YI(X) <A™
Then there exists a minimizer f € HY*(X) of (2.3).
Note that they discussed a regularity of minimizers of (2.5) in [ACMI3].

2.5.4. Gigli’s Sobolev spaces on Ricci limit spaces. Let (X,v) € M(n, K, d) with diam X >

0. We first recall Gigli’s Sobolev space W5*(TX) for vector fields on X defined in [G14]:

o Let W22(X) be the set of f € H"?(X) satisfying that there exists A € L*(T9X)
such that

2/ 9o (A, dg1 ® dga) dv
p%

= /X (=(Vf,Vg1)div'(goVg2) — (Vf, Vga)div'(90Vg1) — g0 (Vf, V(Va1, Vg))) dv
@27)

for any g; € Test F'(X). Since A is unique if it exists because

N
TestTY X = {Zgo,idgu ®dge,i; N € N, g, ; € TestF(X)}
i—1
is dense in L*(73X), we denote A by Hess}. Moreover we see that TestF(X) C
W22(X) and that W22(X) is a Hilbert space equipped with the norm

v 1/2
1 fllwee o= ([[FI[2e + |[Hessy||22) 2.

e Let W5*(TX) be the set of V € L*(TX) satisfying that there exists T € L*(T}X)
such that
/ 9o (T, Vg1 @ dgo) dv = —/ ((V, Vg1)div’(goVg2) + go <Hess’ng, V*® dg2>) dv
X X
for any g; € TestF'(X). Since T is unique if it exists, we denote it by V'V.
Moreover we see that Wé’z(TX ) is also a Hilbert space equipped with the norm

1/2

IVIlwee = (IVIIZ2 + [IV*VIIZ2)

See subsection 3.2 in [G14] for the detail. Note that as we mentioned in subsection 1.4, we
use a slight modified version of the original Gigli’s definition of Wé’z(TX ) in this paper.
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REMARK 2.18. The original definition of W5*(TX) by Cigli in [G14] is as follows: Let
W (TX) be the set of V € L*(TX) satisfying that there exists 7' € L*(T2X) such that

/Xgo@, Vg1 ® Vgg)dv = — /X ((V, Vg2)div®(9oVg1) + go(Hess;,, V* @ dgy)) dv
for any g; € TestF(X). Thus T coincides with V"V via the identification (IIT).
Forany V € WA*(TX)and W € LP(TX) we define Vi,V € L?/#+2)(T X) by satistying
(VwV.2Z) =(VV,Z @ W)
for every Z € I'y(T'X), where p € [2,00]. Compare with [G14, (3.4.6)]. For any VW €
WE(TX) we define the Lie bracket [V, W]* € L'(T'X) in Gigli’s sense by
V,W]" =V, W -V, V.
For convenience we use the following notation:
Vih:=Vh @ - @Vh, @dh11 ® - @dhys € To(Th X)

for any h; € I'1(X), where h = (hy, ..., hy1s).
We are now in a position to define the Sobolev space W&?(T7 X) for tensor fields in the
same manner of [G14] by Gigli:

DEFINITION 2.19. Let W5*(T7X) be the set of T € L*(T7X) satisfying that there

s

exists S € L*(Tr,,X) such that

r+s
/ 00 (S, V" g) dv = — / <<T, Vg0 div? (g0 grasn) + 3 g0 (T7, RY <g>>> du
X X

Jj=1

(2.8)
holds for any g; € TestF'(X), where g := (g1, -, gryst1), 97 = (g1, .., Gris),
Ri(9)=Va® @V 1®(Vy,, V) @V @ - @Vgen (29

and * is the canonical isometry:
TrX 2Ty X

Qo Q> Qs @
i=1 j=1 i=1 j=1
Since S is unique if it exists we write it by VU7

Note that if (X, v) is a smooth compact metric measure space and T' € C*(T7 X)), then
VT = VT, where VT is the covariant derivative as a smooth tensor field in the manner
of [S96].

By an argument similar to the proof of [G14, Theorem 3.4.2] we see that W5 (17 X) is

a Hilbert space equipped with the norm
" 1/2
1Tl = (171 + [[V°T|3) 2,
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that

TestT" X : {thvmk N eN, h* = (n ... bk, hfeTestF(X)}
k=1

is a linear subspace of W5*(T7X) and that {(T, V*T); T € W5*(T7X)} is a closed subset

S S

of LX(TIX) x L*(Tr,X). Let H5*(T7X) be the closure of TestT7 X in W5 (T7 X).

s

We also recall Gigli’s exterior derivative d":

o Let W2 (A" T*X) be the set of w € L*(A\*T*X) satisfying that there exists
n e LA™ T*X) such that

/ n(Vo, ..., Vi)dv = z:(—l)iJrl / wVo, .., Vi, Vieq, ... Vi)diviVido
X

X

_I_Z Z+]/ ‘/;7‘/] ‘/Oa~-'7‘/;l—la‘/i+17“‘"/j_l"/-vj"_l".."/;g)dv
1<j

(2.10)

for any V; € TestTy X . Since 7 is unique if it exists we denote it by d’w. Moreover
we see that TestForm,X C W;*(A"T*X) and that W, (A" T*X) is a Hilbert
space equipped with the norm
v 1/2
[lwllyr2 = ([lw]|Z2 + [ld"wl[Z2)

Let H;>(A"T*X) be the closure of TestForm; X in W2(\* T*X).

See subsection 1.4 for the definition of the codifferential ¢ and the Hodge Laplacian Af;
for differential k-forms. Note that o7 coincides with 0¥ introduced in subsection 2.3.2. See
[G14] (3.5.13)).

REMARK 2.20. Recall a mollified heat flow from [G14], (3.2.3)],

Pof = % /0 T hefo(seds, (2.11)

where hg is the heat flow and ¢ is a nonnegatively valued smooth function on (0, 1) with

/0 (s = 1

By using this Gigli proved an existence of the following approximation: For every f &
LIP(X) there exists a sequence {f;}; of f; € TestF'(X) such that sup, Lipf; < oo, that
fi — fin H?(X) and that AVf; € L>(X) for every i.
By using this approximation, it is not difficult to check the following:
e For every f € W?2(X), we see that (2.7) holds for any g;, g, € TestF(X) and
go € LIP(X).
e For every T € W *(TTX), we see that (Z8) holds for any {g;}i<icrisp1 C
TestF'(X) and go € LIP(X).

compact support and
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3. LP~-CONVERGENCE REVISITED

In this section we prove several new results on the LP-convergence with respect to the
Gromov-Hausdorff topology. They play crucial roles in the proofs of results introduced in
Section 1.

3.1. Stabilities of Sobolev and Poincaré inequalities. In this subsection we give
two ‘stabilities’. The first one is the following which is a stability of Sobolev inequalities
with respect to the Gromov-Hausdorff topology.

THEOREM 3.1. Let R > 0, let {q;i}i<oo and {p;}i<oo be convergent sequences in [1,00),
let {fli,Bi}Koo be bounded sequences in [0,00), and let (X, x;,v;) ot (Xoo; Toos Uso)
in M(n, K) with diam Xo, > 0. Assume that for every i < oo, (X;,v;) satisfies the
(¢, pi)-Sobolev inequality on Bg(x;) for (As, By). Then we see that (X, Vso) satisfies the
(Goo, Poo)-Sobolev inequality on Br(xs) for (liminf; . A;, liminf;_ o B,)

~

Proor. Without loss of generality we can assume that the limits lim;_, A; and lim;_, ., B;
exist.

Let fo € LIP.Bgr(rs)) and let r € (0, R) with supp foo C B.(Zs). By applying
[Hon1l, Theorem 4.2] for A; := Bg(x;) \ B,(7;) and Ay = Bgr(2s) \ B (7o) there,
without loss of generality we can assume that there exists a sequence { f;}; € LIP.(Bg(z;))
such that f;, Vf; L"-converge strongly to f.,V fo on Br(zs) for every 1 < r < oo,
respectively. Since

Pi/ai
(/ |fz'|qidUz') < Ai/ |V filPidv; + Bi/ | il dv;
Br(zi) Br(zi) Bpr(z;)

for every 1 < oo, letting ¢+ — oo completes the proof. O

See [Heb91l, [Heb96, [HV95] for the sharp Sobolev inequality on Riemannian manifolds.
Similarly, by Remark 2.6 we have the following stability of Poincaré inequalities with
respect to the Gromov-Hausdorff topology. See [Ch99| and [K03] for related works.

THEOREM 3.2. Let R > 0, let {qi}i<oo and {p;}i<oo be convergent sequences in [1,00),
let {1;}: be a bounded sequence in [0,00), and let (X, z;, v;) A (Xoo; Toos Uso) in M(n, K)
with diam X, > 0. Assume that for every i < oo, (X;,v;) satisfies the (q;, p;)-Poincaré
inequality on Br(x;) for 7;. Then we see that (Xo, Uso) satisfies the (Goo, Poo)-Poincaré

inequality on Br(xs) for iminf; . 7;.

3.2. Sobolev embeddings. The main purpose of this subsection is to introduce two
‘embedding’ theorems. In order to introduce them we first give the following:

PROPOSITION 3.3. Let r,s € Zxg, let R >0, let 1 < p < q < o0, let (X;,zi,v;) Ead

(Xoos ooy Uso) in M(n, K), and let {T;}i<oo be an LP-strong convergent sequence on Br(Tw)
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of T; € LY(TT Bg(x;)) with sup; ||T;||ze < oo. Then we see that T; L*-converges strongly
to Tw on Br(ze) for every 1 <t < gq.

ProOF. By [Honl3al Propositions 3.22 and 3.56] there exist a sequence {7 ; }i<oo j<oo
of T; ; € L™(T! Bgr(x;)) such that T;; L'-converges strongly to Tw,; on Br(zs) for any
t € (1,00) and j, that T ; = To in LY(T7 Br(r)), and that

sup || T} ;]| 2 < o0
A

for every j (see also [Honl3al, Proposition 3.69]). Thus there exists a subsequence {j(7)};
of N such that T} := T; jy L9-converges strongly to T, on Bgr(%s). For every i < oo, let

€; ::/ |ﬂ—j}|pdvi+i_1
Br(z:)

and let A; := {y € Br(x:);|T = T,P(y) > 6;/2}. Note that ¢; — 0 as i — oo. Then we
have
w(4) < [ =T < [ - T < 7 oo
Ai Br(w:)

as i — 0o. Therefore

| m-fpan= [ mefyans [ n- Ty
Bpg(z;) A; Br(zi)\A;
R t/q
< @@ ([ n-Tian) - aBat)d ™ -0
Br(zi)

as ¢ — oo. This completes the proof. 0J

We now recall that in [HK00] Hajlasz-Koskela gave a generalization of the Rellich-
Kondrachov compactness to the metric measure space setting in the following sense: If
a metric measure space (X, v) satisfies a doubling condition and the (g, p)-Poincaré in-
equality on a ball Bg(z) C X for some 7, then we see that H'?(Bg(x)) — LI(Bg(z))
and that the embedding H'P(Bg(z)) < L"(Bg(x)) is compact for every r < q.

We now give a generalization of this to the Gromov-Hausdorff setting which is the first
embedding theorem:

THEOREM 3.4. Let R > 0, let {q;}i<oo and {p;}i<oo be convergent sequences in (1, 00),
let (X;, x;,v;) ol (Xoos Tooy Uso) i M(n, K) with diam X, > 0, and let {fi}ico be a
sequence of f; € H'P(Bg(x;)) with sup; || fill sries (pp) < 00. Assume

sup || fill Lo (B () < 00 (3.1)
1<00
Then there exist fo € L9°(Br(v)) and a subsequence { fi;)}; such that fi; {L%};-
converges weakly to fs on Br(t) and that fijy L"-converges strongly to foo on Bp(%s)
for every 1 <r < @so-
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PROOF. It is a direct consequence of Theorem [2.16] and Proposition OJ

The following is the second embedding theorem:

THEOREM 3.5. Let {q; }i<oo and {p;}i<oo be convergent sequences in (1, 00), let (X;,v;) <A

(Xeos Voo) in M(n, K, d) with diam X, > 0, and let { f;}i<oo be a sequence of f; € H'Pi(X;)
satisfying that f; {LP'};-converges weakly to f. on X and that V f; {LPi};-converges
strongly to V foo on Xo. Assume that there exist A, B > 0 such that for every i < oo,
(Xi,v;) satisfies the (q;, pi)-Sobolev inequality on X; for (A,B). Then we see that f;
{L"};-converges strongly to fo on X, where r; = max{p;, ¢;}.

PROOF. Theorem yields that f; {LPi};-converges strongly to fo, on X,. Thus it
suffices to check that this is also an {L% };-strong convergence.

By Theorem and an argument similar to the proof of Theorem B.1] without loss
of generality we can assume that there exist sequences {f;;}i<oo j<oo Of fij € LIP(X;)
such that f; ;, Vf;; L"-converge strongly to fe j, Vfs,; on X as i — oo for any 7,7,
respectively and that fo; — foo in H'P=(X ) as j — oo.

Note

Di/q;
(/ |fi — fiil® dUz’) < A/ IV (fi = fig)I”" dvi + B/ |fi — [l dv;. (3.2)

Since the right hand side of ([B.2) goes to 0 as i — oo and j — oo, we have

lim (lim SUP/ | fi = fis" dUz’) =0.
J—© i—00 X;
This completes the proof. O

3.3. Fatou’s lemma in the Gromov-Hausdorff setting. Throughout this subsection
we always consider the following setting:

e Let R> 0.
o Let (X;, 25, 0) B (Xoo, Too, Uso) in M(n, K) with diam X > 0.
e Let {f;}i<oo be a sequence of f; € Ll (Bgr(x;)), where L (Bg(x;)) is the space of
locally L!-functions on Bg(x;).
The main purpose of this subsection is to introduce a generalization of Fatou’s lemma to
the Gromov-Hausdorff setting. In order to give the precise statement we introduce the

following.

DEFINITION 3.6. (1) We say that {fi}; is Li.-weakly lower semicontinuous at a
point zo, € Br(xs) if for every € > 0 there exist ro > 0 and a convergent sequence
{Zi}igoo of z; € BR(LL’Z) such that

lim inf <¥/ fidvi) — ;/ fooldUse > —€

imoo \ vi(By(2:)) By (z) Voo(Br(200)) By (200)

holds for every r < ry.
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(2) We say that {f;}; is L -weakly upper semicontinuous at a point zs, € Br(ws) if
for every € > 0 there exist 7o > 0 and a convergent sequence {z; };<oo 0f 2; € Br(z;)

such that

1 1
lim sup (7/ fidvi) — —/ fooldvs, < €
isoo \Vi(Br(2i)) JB,(2) Voo (Br(200)) J B, (200)

holds for every r < ry.

(3) We say that {f;}; is L -weakly continuous at a point z., € Br(r) if for every
€ > 0 there exist 7o > 0 and a convergent sequence {z;}i<oo 0f 2; € Bg(z;) such
that

1

=
Voo (B (200)) /Br(zoo)

lim sup
1—00

fidvi -

m /Brczn

holds for every r < rg.

Compare with [Honl3a, Definition 3.4].
The following is a generalization of Fatou’s lemma to the Gromov-Hausdorff setting.
The proof is essentially same to that of [Honl3a, Proposition 3.5], however we give a proof

for reader’s convenience:

PROPOSITION 3.7. Assume that f; > 0 for every i < oo and that {f;}; Li,.-weakly
lower semicontinuous at a.e. zs, € Br(To). Then we have

7% JBp(=) Br(z)

ProOF. Without loss of generality we can assume that sup;_. || fil|L1(Br () < 00

Let K be a Borel subset of Br() satisfying that ve (Br(zs) \ K) = 0 and that {f;};
is Ll -weakly lower semicontinuous at every z,, € K.

Fix € > 0. By a standard covering argument (c.f. [Sim83] or [Honlll Proposiiton 2.2])
and our assumption, there exist a pairwise disjoint countable collection {B,, (e )}
and sequences {w;j}i<oor Of wix € Bgr(x;) with w;y ot Weo, as ¢ — 0o such that
Bs,, (Woo ) C Br(s), that wey € K, that K\ Ufle B, (W k) C UZiN+1§5rk(woo7k)
for every N € N, and that

1 1
liminf | — / fidv; | > / frodvs, — €.
B <vz-<Brk<wi,k>> ey ) ) Vno(Br, (Woei)) i )

Let Ny € N with >3° v ) Voo (Bsr, (waer)) < € and let K€ := K N, By, (woo ).
Then we have

No NO
fooldvss < / fooldUss < ( /

S / fszz + 2€UZ(BR(IZ))
Br(=i)

fidUi + 2€Ui(B7"k (wuk)))

L (wi,k)
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for every sufficiently large i. Since vo(Bgr(Ts) \ K€) < €, by letting ¢ — 0o and € — 0,
the dominated convergence theorem yields the assertion. 0

Next we give a fundamental property of the L} -weak upper semicontinuity:

loc™

PROPOSITION 3.8. Assume that fo, € L'(Br(2s)), that {f;}i is Li .-weakly upper semi-
continuous at a.e. zs € Br(¥o) and that there exists p > 1 such that sup, . || fil|Lr(Bg(z:) <

lim sup / fidv; < / fooldvos.
i—00  J Bp(z;) Br(zoo)

PROOF. Let L := sup,_ || fil|zr(Br(z:)), let € > 0 and let K be a Borel subset of Br(2x)
satisfying that veo(Br(Zs) \ K) = 0 and that {f;}; is L
at every z,, € K. By an argument similar to the proof of Proposition B.7] there exist

0o. Then we have

ve-weakly upper semicontinuous

a pairwise disjoint countable collection {B,, (wa 1)} and sequences {w;x }i<oor Of Wi €
Bg(z;) such that w; o Woo xS & — 00, that Bs,, (Weor) C Br(Ts), that we € K,
that K\ UkN:1§rk(woo,k) C Ureyi1 B (oo i) for every N € N, and that

1 1
limsup | ————— / fidv; | < / fooldvUs + €.
i—00 (Ui(Brk (wi,k)) By (wi ) UOO(BTk (wm,k)) By, (Woo k)
Let Ny € N with ZI?;NOH Voo (Bsr,, (Woo ) < € and

/ foodvoo _/ foodvoo <€
Br(zs0) Ur®, Bry (woo )

Then we have

No
foodvoo 2 / foodvoo —€
/BR(-'Eoo) ; Brk (woo,k)

No
23 [ gt valBa)

for every suﬂiciently large ¢ < oo. On the other hand the Holder inequality yields

fzdvz / fzdvz < /
/BR(% Z Bry (wi,k) BR(ri)\U;j:Ol Bry (oo k)
Ny r—1)/p
< <Uz' <BR(931') \U B (wi,k)>) 1 fillzr(Br@)

k=1

|fi|dUi

< le=/ry,
for every sufficiently large ¢ < co. Thus

/ foodUoo > / fidv; — € (1 4 Voo (Br(woo ) — e?V/PL,
BR(-'EOO) BR(LEZ)
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Letting ¢ — oo and € — 0 completes the proof. O

In order to introduce another upper semicontinuity of L'-norms (Corollary B.I1]) we
also consider the following notion:

DEFINITION 3.9. We say that f; w-converges fo, on Br(zs) if for any € > 0 and subse-
quence {i(j)}, there exist a subsequence {j(k)}; of {i(j)};, and asequence {A(j(k), €) br<oo
of compact subsets A(j(k),€) of Br(z;ju)) such that the following three conditions hold:

(1) vj) (Br(zjmy) \ A(j(k),€)) < e for every k < oo.
(2) A(oo,€) C liminfy_, A(j(k),€).
(3) We have

1 / 1
szdvkl——/ foodvuss| | =0
k) (Br (210)) Sy T 0ae(Br(20)) Ui o)

for any subsequence {k(l)}; of {j(k)}, and convergent sequence {2x()}i<oo Of 2k0) €

Ak (D), ).

lim <lim sup

r—0 l—o0

A fundamental property of this convergence is the following ‘linearity’:

PROPOSITION 3.10. Let {g;}i<oo be a sequence of g; € Ll (Bgr(x;)). Then we have the
following:

(1) If f; w-converges to foo on Br(Tw), then for every subsequence {i(j)}; of N, there
exists a subsequence {j(k)}x of {i(j)}; such that fiu) Li,.-converges to f. at a.e.
Zoo € Bp(Too)-

(2) If fi, gi w-converge to fuoo, oo 0N Br(T), respectively, then we see that a; f;+b;g; w-
converges to Goo footboogoo 0 Br(Ts) for any convergent sequences {a; }i<oo, {bi }i<oo
in R.

Proor. We first check (1). Let {€¢}; be a sequence of positive numbers with ¢, — 0,
and let {i(j)}; be a subsequence of N. There exist a subsequence {i;(j)}; of {i(j)}; and a
sequence {A(i1(7), €1) }j<oo as in Definition[3.91 Applying Definition B.9for {i;(j)}; and e,
yields that there exist a subsequence {i2(j)}; of {i1(j)}; and a sequence {A(i2(7), €2) }j<co
as in Definition By iterating this argument we construct sequences of {i;(j)}, and
{A(ik(7), ) }j<oo for every k > 1.

Let us consider a subsequence {7;(1)}; and a Borel subset

A= U Ao, €).

Note that v (Bgr(rs) \ A) = 0. Since {i;({)}; is a subsequence of {i;(j)}; for every k,
(2) of Definition .9 yields

A(OO, Ek) C hlIIl inf A(Zl(l), Ek)
—00
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for every £ > 1. Thus for every z, € A there exist k& > 1 and a sequence {z;(}; of
zi,q) € A(i(l), ) such that z;q ot 2. Then (3) of Definition yields that f;
L]:.LOC

Next we prove (2).

-weakly converges to fy at a.e. 2o € Br(%s). This completes the proof of (1).

Let € > 0 and let {i(j)}; be a subsequence of N. Then there exist a subsequence
{3 (k) } of {i(j)};, and sequences {A(j(k), €) hr<icap<os Of compact subsets A(j(k), €)

of Br(xjm) such that v (Br(w;k)) \ Ai(j(k),€)) < €/4 for any k < oo and [, that
Aj(00,€) C limyoo Ai(j(k), €) for every [, and that
lim (lim sup ! / Y P — / Foodvn ) —0
r=0\ koo | Vi) (Br(Zik)) Br(zj()) Voo (Br(200)) Br(zo0)
for any [ and convergent sequence {2;()}r<oo Of 2j) € Ai(j(k),€).
Let A(j(k),€) := A1(j(k),e) N Ax(j(k), €) for every k < co. Without loss of generality
we can assume that the limit limg_, ., A(j(k), €)(C Br(rs)) exists. Note that

Vj(k) (BR(SCJ'(M) \ A(j(k), 6)) <e€/2

for every k < oo. Let

4 A(j(k),e) (k < o0)
A(j(k),e) := N .
U1 = Yl 4G, ) 1 Aoo0,€) (k= o0).
Then [Honl3al Proposition 2.3] yields
Voo (Br(2s0) \ A(00, €))

< U (FR(%O) lim A(j(k), e)) F o (FR(xoo) \ A(oo, e))

k—o0
< liminf vy (Brlzim) \ AG(k), ) +¢/2 < e

Since it is easy to check

1
lim(limsup / (ar) fea) + beygre@))dvje
r20N oo Uk (Br(26@))) J B, () I+ IR0
=y
- (Goo foo + boogoo)dvoo‘)z 0
Voo (Br(220)) Br(zoo)

for any subsequence {k(I)}; of {j(k)}r, and convergent sequence {zpu)}i<oo Of 2r1) €
A(k(1),€), this completes the proof. O

The following is a key result to prove Theorem [L.7]

COROLLARY 3.11. Let {gi}i<oo be a sequence of g; € L*(Bgr(x;)). Assume that the
following four conditions hold:
(1) fi € LY(Bg(x;)) for every i < co.
(2) fi,9; w-converge to fu, goo on Br(xs), Tespectively.
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(3) fi < gi on Br(rs) for every i < co.
(4) We have

lim gidv; = / JoodUso.
70 J Br(xi) Br(zc)

lim sup / fidv; < / fooldUso.
i—00  J Bp(z;) Br(%oo)

PROOF. Let {i(j)}; be a subsequence of N. Proposition B.I0 gives that there exists a
subsequence {j(k)}, of {i(j)}; such that gju) — fig) Lis-weakly converges go, — foo(>
0) at a.e. 2z € Bp(rw). Thus since {i(j)}; is arbitrary, applying Proposition B.7 to
{9ik) — fitk) }r<oo completes the proof. O

Then we have

The following is an important example of the w-convergence.

THEOREM 3.12. Let {¢; }i<oo and {p;}i<oo be convergent sequences in (1,00), let { fi}icoo
be a sequence of f; € H"Pi(Bg(x;)) with sup;. || fil| gie: < 00, and let fo be the {LPi};-
weak limit on Br(rs) of {fi}i. Assume that there exists T > 0 such that for every i < oo,
(X;,v;) satisfies the (q;, p;)-Poincaré inequality on Br(x;) for . Then we see that |f;|%

w-converges | foo|9° on Br(Tw).

ProOOF. We use the following notation for convenience:
e Let us denote by W(ey, €s,...,€;¢1,Co,...,¢) some positive valued function on

R’ x R’ satisfying

lim \11(61,62,...,Ek;Cl,Cg,...,Cl) =0 (33)

€1,€2,...,6—0

for fixed real numbers ¢q,co, ..., .
e For any a,b € R and € > 0,

a=bte<=la—b <e (3.4)

Note that by Theorem B.2] we see that (X, vs) satisfies the (oo, Poo)-Poincaré inequality

on Bg(z) for 7.
Let € > 0, let L := sup, || f;|| g1 and let A(i, €) be the set of w; € Bg_(z;) with

1
- - Vfi
’Ui(Br(wi>> /Br(wi) ‘ f

for every 0 < r < e. It is easy to check that A(i,¢) is compact. Then (the proof of)
[Honlll Lemma 3.1] yields

Pi dUi S €—Pi

vi(Br(z;) \ A(i,€)) < U(e;n, K,d, L, R)

for every ¢ < oo.



38 SHOUHEI HONDA

Note that the (g;, p;)-Poincaré inequality yields

T8 o = (G o

for any i < 0o, z € A(i,€) and 0 < r < e.
Let {i(j)}; be a subsequence of N. There exists a subsequence {j(k)}s of {i(j)}; such

~

that the limit limg_ . A(j(k),€) (C Br_(7o0)) exists. Let

1/qi
qidvi) + 7re !

‘ JAGE), e (k < o00)
AR = L A0, Alos,e) (k = o0).

Note that by [Honlll, Proposition 2.3] we have
Voo (ER(zm) \ A(OO, 6)) < \11(67 n, K> da La R)

Let {k(l)}; be a subsequence of {j(k)}r and let {zx() }i<eo be a convergent sequence of
ZK() € A(k(l), 6).

Note that Theorem B.4yields that f; L*-converges strongly to f., on Bgr(z,) for every
S < (oo- Thus for every r < € we have

1 1/‘100
s foo qmdvoo)
(Uoo(Br(ZOO)) /Br'(ZOO) | |
1

_ | fooldUoo £ Tre !
Uoo(B’r‘(ZOO>) /Br(zw)

1

— | ok £ 7re !
Uk(l)(Br(Zk(l))) /Br(zk(l)) " "

1 1/qr )
- | fey | %@ dogg + 27re !
(Ukm(Br(Zk(z))) /Brczk(l)) v X

for every sufficiently large [. This completes the proof. O

4. POISSON’S EQUATIONS

This section is devoted to the proofs of the results stated in subsection 1.1. We also
give related results. In order to prove Theorem [[.I] we start this section by giving the
following;:

THEOREM 4.1. Let (X;,v:) 5 (Xoo,ve0) in M(n, K,d) with diam Xoo > 0, and let

{fi}icoo be a sequence of f; € D*(AVi, X;) with

SUP/ (1f:]* 4+ |AY £;]?) dv; < o0
X

<00
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Then there exist fo € D*(A", X) and a subsequence { fij)}; such that fi;),V fis) L*-
converge strongly to foo, V foo 0n Xoo, respectively and that AViO fi;y L*-converges weakly
to A f o on X.

PRrROOF. Note that since

1/2 1/2
/va%wz ﬁNﬂMw§< \mww) </‘N”#“O |

we have sup; || fi||#,, < 00.

Thus by Theorem without loss of generality we can assume that there exists f,, €
H'Y2(X,) such that f; L?-converges strongly to f on X, and that Vf; L?-converges
weakly to Vf, on X.. Then [Honl3a, Theorem 4.1] yields that f,, € D?*(Av~, X))
and that AY f; L2-converges weakly to Av> f.o on X,.. Thus it suffices to check that V f;
L?-converges strongly to V fo on Xo.

Let g; := Avi f;.

CLAIM 4.2. We have

gihdv; >
X;

\Vﬁfmu—2/iwﬁma

X X

for any i < oo and h € HY?(X;).

X

It follows from the identity

By Theorem and [Honlll Theorem 4.2] without loss of generality we can assume that
there exists a sequence {h;}i<oo of h; € H“?(X;) such that h;, Vh; L*-converge strongly
t0 foo, Vfoo on X, respectively. In particular we have
tiw [ ghido, =l [ gifidvi= [ gufedn. (4.1)
71— 00 X’L 1—00 X’L o

By Claim [4.2], since

X; X; X; X;
letting ¢ — oo in (4.2)) with (4.1]) yields

lim sup |Vfi\2dvi§/ IV foo|*dse -

1—00 X; o

This completes the proof. O

We are now in a position to prove Theorem [Tl
Proof of Theorem [11
We first prove (1).
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Note that for every f € D*(AY, X) we have

/XA“de:/X(Vl,Vf)dU:O.

Thus it suffices to check ‘if” part of (1).
Let H'2(X) be the closed subspace of f € H"?(X) with

/del):().

By the (2, 2)-Poincaré inequality we have

/|f\2dv§C(n,K,d)/ |V f|*dv
X X

for every f € H'?(X). Thus we see that ||f|| 412 := ||V.f||z2 is a norm on H“(X) and
that || - ||g12 and || - || 412 are equivalent on H'“2(X). Therefore the Riesz representation
theorem yields that there exists a unique f € H“2(X) such that

/ (Vf,Vhydv = / ghdv
X X
holds for every h € H“2(X). Let h € H"2(X) and let

ﬁ::h—/hdv.
X

Then since h € H'2(X) we have

/X (Vf, Vh)dv = /X (Vf, Vhydv = /X ghdv = /X ghdv.

This completes the proof of (1). Note that the argument above also gives (2).
We next prove (3).
Let f; := (Av)"lg;. The (2,2)-Poincaré inequality yields
|fi|2dUi S C’(n, K, d) |Vf2‘2dUZ

X X

= C(n, K>d)/ figidv;
X;

1/2 1/2
< C(n, K, d) </X |fi|2dvi) (/X |gi|2dvi> | (4.3)

This gives sup; || fi|| g2 < o0.

Thus by Theorem without loss of generality we can assume that there exists foo €
H“2(X..) such that f; L2-converges strongly to fs on X and that Vf; L:-converges
weakly to V foo on X,. In particular we have

foodUoo = lim fidv; = 0.

Xoo 1—00 X;
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On the other hand, Theorem Bl yields foo € D2(A%~, X)) and Av> fo, = A¥= f... Thus
(2) yields fo = fso. This completes the proof of (3). O

We are now in a position to prove Theorem [L.TT1

Proof of Theorem [1.11]

We only check the assertion in the case that (X;,v;) € M(n, K, d) for every i < oo only
because the proof of the other case is similar.

Let € > 0 and let {fu .1, 9ot f1<i<k be a collection in Test F'(X o) with

k
lwoe = ) fooudgsollwiz(x,) <€
=1

Let {Goo1m }m be a sequence in LIP(X ) with Geg 1 — AV geo s in HY(X o) as m — 00

and
/ Goo,l,mdvoo = 0.

Let gootm = (A") 'Goym. Theorem [ with (I3) yields that gooim € TestF (X))
and that geo1m — ooy in HY*(X) as m — oc.
Note that by [Honl3al Remark 4.3] (or [G14, (2.3.13)])

5uoo(foo,ldgoo,l,m> = <dfoo,la dgoo,l,m> - foo,lAuoogoo,l,m (44)
and that [G14, Theorem 3.5.2] yields
dvoo(foo,ldgoo,l,m) = dfoo,l A dgoo,l,m~ (45)

Thus we see that foo 1dGocim = fooidgooy i W}f(T*XOO) as m — 0o.
Let m € N with

k k
1Y frordgoci = D Frotdgooiml iz x..) < €
=1 =1

By [Honlll Theorem 4.2] without loss of generality we can assume that there exist se-
quences { fi, Giim}icooa<i<k Of fi1, Giym € LIP(X;) such that the following hold:

e sup,; (Lipfi; + LipGim) < 00.

e For any 1,1,
/ Gi,l,mdvi =0.
X;

o fi1,Vfi1Giim, VGiim L*-converge strongly t0 fooi, V fooits Gootim, VGooim o0
X, respectively for every [.
Moreover by the smoothing via the heat flow (c.f. [AGS14bl |Grig09]) without loss of
generality we can assume that f;;, G;1m € C(X;).
Let gipm = (AY) 7 G € C°(X;) (note that the smoothness of g; ., follows from the
elliptic regularity theorem). Note that Theorem [[.Tlwith (L3]) implies that sup, . ; Lipgiim <
oo and that g;m, VGiim L?-converge strongly to Goo,imy Voo im O Xo, respectively.
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For i < o0, let
k
Wim = Z fi,ldgi,l,m-
=1

Then by (@A) and (&), w; m, dw; m, dw; m L*-converge strongly t0 Weo m, AV Woo 1ms 07 Woo.m
on X, respectively. This completes the proof. O
Similarly we have the following:

THEOREM 4.3. Let (X, v;) <l (Xoo, Uso) in M(n, K, d) and let wee € Hy* (A" T*Xo).
Then there exist a subsequence {i(j)}; and a sequence {w;;)}; of wijy € TestFormyX;(;)
such that wi(;y, d"@w () L2-converge strongly to wse, d">ws on Xo, respectively. More-
over if (X;,v;) € M(n,K,d) for every i < oo, then we can choose {w;;)}; as C*-
differential k-forms.

COROLLARY 4.4. Let (Xi,v;) & (Xoo, o) in M(n, K, d) with diam Xo > 0, and let

{witicoo be an L*-weak convergent sequence on X, of w; € L2(/\k T*X;). Assume that
w; € D*(6Y, X;) for every i < oo and that sup,.. ||0Vw;i||rz < oo. Then we see that
Weo € D6V, X&) and that §¥iw; L*-converges weakly to 6wy on Xoo.

PROOF. By the L?-weak compactness, for every subsequence {i(j)}; there exist a
subsequence {j(I)}; of {i(j)}; and the L2-weak limit 7., € L2*(A\* ' T*X,) on X of

Let a € TestFormy_1(Xo ). By Theorem .3 without loss of generality we can assume
that there exists a sequence {o;)}i of o) € TestFormy_; (X)) such that a;qy, d"® o
L?-converge strongly to s, d">as on X, respectively.

Since

/ (0%0w;qy, ) dvj) = / (Wi, A0 ajy)duja)
Xj Xj

for every | < oo, by letting [ — co we have

/ <n007 am>dvm = / <Woo, dvooOéoo>d'Uoo.

')

In particular we see that w., € D?*(0V~, X&) and that 6" ws = 7a. Since {i(j)}; is
arbitrary, this completes the proof. O]

In order to prove Theorem [[.2] we establish the following key result:

THEOREM 4.5. Let (X,x,v) € M(n,K), let R > 0 and let ¢ € D*(AY, Br(z)) N
LIP.(Bg(z)) with A*¢ € L*(Bgr(x)). Then for every f € D?*(AY, Bgr(z)) we see that
of € D*(AY, X) and that AY(¢f) = ¢AVf —2(Ve, Vf) + fA ¢ in L?(X).

PROOF. Let f € D*(Av, Br(x)). We first prove ¢f € H"*(X).
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Let r < R with supp¢ C B,(x), and let ¢ = 0 on X \ Bg(x). By Theorem there
exists a sequence {f;}; of f; € LIP.(Bg(z)) with f; — f in H"?(Bg(x)). Note that
¢ f; € LIP1o.(X) and that since supp (¢f;) C B,(x) we have

Lip(¢f;)(y) < |o(y)|ILipf;(y) + | f;(y)|Lipo(y)

< Bl oo (B, () LAP(f}|B. (2)) + [ fil] L (B, v)) Lip®

for every y € X. Therefore we have ¢f; € LIP(X).
Similarly we have

[ 190 Pdo < 2061wy [
X

Br(z

V1, Pdv + 2(Lipo)? / s
) Bpr(x)

In particular we have sup; ||¢ fj||m12(x) < oo. Since ¢f; — ¢f in L*(X), we have ¢f €
HY(X).
Thus it suffices to check that for every h € LIP.(X) we have
[Ty = [ honts-2vo.v) + 15%0) dv. (4.6)
X

X
Since h¢ € LIP.(Bg(z)), we have

/ hoA? fdv = / hoA® fdu
X Br(z)
_ / (V(h6), V f)dv
Br(z)

:/ ¢<Vh,Vf>du+/ h(Ve,V f)dv
Br(z)

Br(z)
= / &(Vh,V f)dv +/ h(N o,V f)dv. (4.7)
X X
We need the following elementary claim:

CLAIM 4.6. Let F' € D*(AY, Br(x)) with compact support, i.e., there exists r > 0 with
r < R such that F =0 on Bg(x)\ B.(x). Then for every G € H"*(Bg(z)) we have
/ (dG,dF)dv = / GAYFdv.
Br(x) Br(z)
The proof is as follows.
Let ¢ € LIP.(Bgr(x)) with ¢» = 1 on B,(z). Then since (dG,dF) = (d(¢G),dF') on
Bg(z), we have
/ (dG,dF)dv = / (d(vG),dF)dv = / WGAYFdv.
Br(z) Br(z) Br(z)
On the other hand, since AYF = 0 on Bg(z) \ B,(z) because F' = 0 on there, we have
/ YGAYFdv = GA"Fdv.
Br()

Bg(z)
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This completes the proof of Claim (4.0
By Claim [4.6] we have

/X FhAYddv = /B . FRAYdv

- /B DA

:/ WMV, v¢>dv+/ f(Vh,V)dv
Bg(z)

Bg(z)
- / WV f, Véydo + / F(Vh, V. (4.8)
X X
Therefore (A7) and (4L8) give
[ h(oaTs =2(97,90) + £A%) do

— [ ovn Vi [ 1 nTedo= [ (Th5@)do
X X X
This completes the proof. O

THEOREM 4.7. Let R > 0, let (X, v;) <A (Xoo, Uso) in M(n, K, d) with diam X, > 0,
let {zi}icoo be a convergent sequence of x; € X, let foo € D?(AV>~, Br(rs)) and let
{gi}icoo be an L*-weak convergent sequence on Br(zs) of g; € L*(Br(x;)) with goo =
AV foo. Then for every 0 < r < R there exist a subsequence {i(j)};, a sequence {¢i(;)};j<oo
of ¢iijy € R with ¢;ijy — 0, and a sequence { f;j)}; of fiy) € D*(AVG), By (wy(5))) such that
AV fiy = i) + Ciy on By (i) and that fi), V fij) L*-converge strongly to foo, V foo
on B.(r), respectively.

PROOF. For simplicity we only prove the assertion in the case that (X;, v;) € M(n, K, d)
for every i < oo (by using [Honl3a, Corollary 4.29] we can prove it in general case).

Let 0 < r < s < R. By [ChC96, Theorem 6.33], without loss of generality we can
assume that there exists a sequence {¢; }i<oo 0f ¢; € LIP(X;) such that the following hold:

e 0 < ¢; <1,supp¢; C By(x;) and ¢;|p,(2,) = 1 for every i < oo.

o ¢, € C°(X;) for every i < oo with sup,_., (Lip¢; + ||AV¢;||1~) < 0.

e ¢; converges uniformly to ¢, on Bgr(7s).
By Theorem 216 we see that V¢; L?-converges weakly to Vo, on Br(s). In particular
[HonT3al Proposition 3.29 and Theorem 4.1] give that ¢o, € D?*(Av~, Bp(zs)), that
AV~ ¢y, € L®(Bgr(rs)) and that Avi¢; LP-converges weakly to A~ ¢, on Bgr(rs) for
every 1 < p < o0.

On the other hand by Theorem 29, we see that f.|p,(z..) is the limit of a sequence
in LIP(B,(2s)) with respect to the HY* -norm. Thus by [HonIll Theorem 4.2], without
loss of generality we can assume that there exists a sequence {f;};co of f; € LIP(B,(x;))
such that f;, Vf; L2-converge strongly to fuo, V fso on Bs(z), respectively.
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Let
Goo = AV (0 foc) = G frg — 2V, V foo) + froA™ 6o € L2(Xo0)

and let
Gi = 019, — 2(Voi, V) + iV + ¢; € L*(X,),

X;

It is easy to check that §; — ¢; L?-converges weakly to o, on X,.. Since

/ JoodUse = 0,
we have ¢; — 0.

Let f; := (Av)71g; for every i < oo. Theorem [ yields that f;, Vf; L*-converge
strongly t0 @oo foo, V(Poo foo) 0N Xo, Tespectively. Since

where ¢; is the constant satisfying

A fil B = 9il Bo(@o)
= (6101 = 2(V ., V) + Fi" 65+ 1) |1 o
= GilB, (@) + Ci»
this completes the proof. O

We are now in a position to prove Theorem [T.2]

Proof of Theorem [1.2.

Without loss of generality we can assume that g; € L*(Bg(x;)) for every i < oo and
that {g;}i<eo is an L*-weak convergent sequence on Br(Zs)-

We use the same notation as in the proof of Theorem [£.7] for convenience. For every
sufficiently large i < oo let
_ ui(Br(xi))

vi(Xi \ Bp(x))
and let h; := 1, (z,) + a;ilx,\B,(2;).- Note

X;

Let k; := (Av)~1h;. Since h; L?-converges strongly to he, on X, Theorem [T yields
that k;, Vk; L?-converge strongly to koo, Vs on Xo, respectively. Since AVik;| Bo(z) = 1,
we see that AVi(f; — ¢iki)| @) = 9ilB.(2:) and that f; — ¢;ki, V(f; — ¢;k;) L*-converge
strongly to foo, V foo 00 B,.(7 ), respectively. This completes the proof. O

Note that Corollary is a direct consequence of Theorem [L.2]

a; =
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COROLLARY 4.8. Let 1 < p < oo, let R > 0, let (X;,v;) ey (Xoo, Uso) i M(n, K, d)

with diam Xo, > 0, let {z;}i<o be a convergent sequence of v; € X;, and let {T}}i<co
be a sequence of T; € LP(T! Br(x;)) with sup, ||T;||r < 00. Assume that for any subse-
quence {i(j)};, convergent sequence {yij)}i<oo of Yiy) € Br(wi)), ¥ > 0 with B, (yso) C
Br(2), and uniform convergent sequence {hi(;)}j<oo 0N By(Yoo) of harmonic maps h;jy :
B, (yi(j)) = R, we have

lim <Ti(j), Vghi(j)> dvi(j) = / <Too, Vghoo> dUoo
Bt(yoo)

J—roo Bt(yi(j))

for every t < r. Then we see that T; LP-converges weakly to T, on Br(Zs).

PRroOF. It follows directly from Corollary [[.3] Theorem 2. 11l and [Honl3al, Proposition
3.71]. O

From now on we turn to the proof of Theorem [1.4]

PROPOSITION 4.9. Let L, R > 0, let (X,z,v) € M(n,K) and let f € C*(Bg(z)) with

| P iampyao <t
Br(z)
Then for every r < R we have
/ (V0D 1|V |V f2*/ =Y + |Hess;|*) dv < C(n, K, 7, R, L).
Br(z

Moreover we have the following:

(1) If n > 4, then we have

/ |f12/ v < C(n, K,r, R, L).
B (x)
(2) If n =3 and 5r < R, then we have the following Trudinger inequality:

1 3 3 1
R ey O I ey I I
< Go(K, R)u(B, (). (4.9)

(3) If n =2, then for any z € B,(x), t > 0 with Bs(z) C B,(z), and o, f € By(z) we

have

(Bsi(2))

Proor. We give a proof in the case that n > 4 only because the proof of the other

1 1/3
@) = 10) < O R s (0,0 (gt [ wspan)
Bsi(2)

case is similar by using [HK00, Theorem 5.1] with the Bishop-Gromov inequality.
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By an argument similar to the proof of [Honl3a, Claim 4.24], applying Theorem 2.8 for
(¢,p) = (n/(n —1),1) to |V f|? yields

/ (IVf|*/=Y 4 |Hess;|?) dv < C(n, K, 7, R, L).
B (x
Thus applying Theorem 2.8 for (¢,p) = (2n/(n — 3),2n/(n — 1)) to f yields
/ |f1>/=3dv < C(n, K, r, R, L).
B (x)

On the other hand the Hoélder inequality gives

/ |V‘Vf‘2‘2n/(2n_1)dU
B, (z)

S/ |HeSSf|2n/(2n_l)|Vf|2n/(2n_l)dv
Br(x)

n/(2n—1) (n—1)/(2n-1)
(/ |Hessf|2dv) (/ |Vf|2"/("_1)dv)
Br(w) BT(LB)

<C(n,K,r,R,L).
L]

REMARK 4.10. Under the same notation as in Proposition we assume n = 3.
By [ChC96, Theorem 6.33] there exists ¢ € C*(X) such that supp¢ C Bg(z), that
b,y = 1, that 0 < ¢ < 1 and that |V¢| + |A¢| < C(K,r, R). By applying (2) of
Proposition to ¢of € C*(X) it is not difficult to check that for every 1 < p < oo we
have Hf”LP(BT-(x)) < C(K,r,R,L,p).

We now prove a more general result than Theorem [[L4] which means that the weakly
second-order differential structure on a Ricci limit space can be defined intrinsically:

THEOREM 4.11. Let R > 0, let (X,v) € M(n, K,d) with diam X > 0, let z € X and
let f € D*(AV, Br(x)). Then for every r < R, the following hold:
(1) f e HY»=O(B.(x)). Moreover we have the following:
(a) If n >4, then f € L*/"=3(B,(z)).
(b) If n =3 and 5r < R, then ({{.9) holds.
(¢) If n =2, then f is 1/2-Holder continuous on B,(z).
(2) f € a(Br(x)).
(3) [Vf]? € HYEr=D(B, ().
(4) Hess?* € L*(TyB,()).
(5) For every g € D*(AY, Bg(x)) we have VEV f € L*/C=D(TPB,(x)).
As a corollary of them if a rectifiable system A = {(C;, ¢:)}i of (X, v) satisfies that;
e foranyi,j, there exist z € X, s > 0 and QAS” € D*(AY, By(z)) such that C; C By(z)
and QASM|CZ. = ¢, j, where ¢; == (¢i1,...,Pix) and k = dim X,
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then A is a weakly second-order differential system of (X,v). In particular we have
Theorem [1.4.

PRrROOF. We give a proof in the case that n > 4 only.

Let r < s < R, let {(X;,v;)}; be a sequence of (X;,v;) € M(n, K,d) with (X;,v;) <l
(X,v), and let {x;}; be a sequence of x; € X; with z; Ao

Since C*°(B(x;)) N L*(Bs(x;)) is dense in L?(By(x;)), by Theorem F7] and the elliptic
regularity theorem, without loss of generality we can assume that there exists a sequence
{fi}i of fi € C®(By(x;)) such that f;, Vf;, Af; L*-converge strongly to f,Vf, Af on
Bs(x), respectively. Thus (the proof of) [Honl3al Theorem 1.3] and Proposition [4.9 yield
(1),(2),(3) and (4). Similarly by

|V9VXgi\ |Hess (Vy, )\<|Hess 1Vl (4.10)

we have (5). The final statement follows directly from (2) and an argument similar to the
proof of [Honl4, Proposition 3.25]. OJ

REMARK 4.12. Let f, g be as in Theorem LTIl Then by (£I0) if Vg € L=(T}B,(z)),
then VIV f € L*(T7 B,(x)).

Similarly by applying [Honl3al, Theorem 1.3] with Theorem [B.4] and Remark .10, we
have the following:

THEOREM 4.13. Let R > 0, let (X;,v;) ¥ (Xoo, vso) in M(n, K, d) with diam X. > 0,
let {2;}icoo be a convergent sequence of x; € X, let {fij}icoojefn2y be sequences of fi; €
D*(Avi, Br(x;)) with

sup / (|fi,j|2 + ‘Avifi,jP) dv; < 00,
Br(z:)

i1<o0,j€{1,2}

and let f ; be the L?-weak limit on Br(2s0) of {fij}i- Then for anyr < R and j € {1,2},
we have f j € D*(AY, B.(2w)). Moreover the following hold:

(1) We have the following:
(a) If n > 4, then fi; L* =% _converges weakly to f; on B,(7s). Moreover
fij LP-converges strongly to f ; on B, (z) for every 1 < p < 2n/(n — 3).
(b) If n =3, then f; ; LP-converges strongly to fs j on B,(zs) for every 1 < p <
00.
(c) If n =2, then f;; converges uniformly to fs;j on B.(Too).
(2) Vi L=V _converges weakly to V fuj on B(7s).
(3) Vfi; LP-converges strongly to V fs ; on By(2s) for every 1 < p < 2n/(n—1).
(4) V|VfZ (2 L2 =1 _converges weakly to V|V fuo j|? on Bo(7s).
(5) Hess Y L2-converges weakly to HesngC’o on B.(s).
(6) ng)} 1Vf o L2V2n=1)_converges weakly to ng}}‘j:JVfoo,g on B, (7).
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We are now in a position to prove Theorem .9

Proof of Theorem [1.9.

We first prove (1).

Let v+ € U and let » > 0 with B,(x) C U. Then Theorem E.IT] gives that f|p ) €
[o(B,(z)). Since r is arbitrary, we have f € I'y(U). Moreover if dim X = n, then [Honl3a,
Theorem 1.5] and the proof of Theorem E.IT imply (LIZ). Thus we have (1).

Next we prove (2).

By Remark we will check that

2 / gOHeSS‘;’pX (Vg1,Vgo)dv
X

= /X (=(Vf,Vg1)div'(9oVg2) — (Vf, Vg2)div'(9oVg1) — 90 (Vf,V(Vg1,Vga))) dv
(4.11)

for any g1, 92 € Test F(X) and gy € LIP(X).
We first prove the following.

CLAM 4.14. ({{.11) holds if AVf, AVg; € LIP(X) for every i € {1,2}.

The proof is as follows. By Theorem and an argument similar to the proof of
Theorem [LT1] there exist a sequence {(X;,v;)}; of (X;,v;) € M(n, K,d) and sequences
{9ij, fiticoojeton,2y of gij, fi € C°°(X;) such that the following hold:

o (X;,u) DN (X, 0).
® SUP; o je(12) (LiPgi; + LipAg; ; + Lipfi + LipAf; + Lipgi ) < oo.
® 4i;,Vaij, [i,Vfi L*-converge strongly to g;, Vg;, f, Vf on X, respectively for ev-
ery j € {0,1,2}.
e V(Vgi1,Vgiz) L =Y _converges weakly to V(Vg;, Vo) on X.
° Hess‘;];(i L?-converges weakly to Hessfcx on X.
Then since

2/ gi,OHessi]ffi(VQi,la Vgia)dv;
X.

= / (_<Vfi7 ng‘,1>diVUi (gi,ovgm) - (Vfi, Vgi,2>diVUi (gz,ovgm) — 90 (szw V<Vgi,1, ng‘,2>>) dv;
X
for every i < oo by letting i — oo we have Claim [4.141
CramM 4.15. ([{{.11) holds if AVf € LIP(X).

The proof is as follows. For every j € {1,2}, let {G;;}i<ec be a sequence of G;; €
LIP(X) with G;; — AVg; in H"?(X) and

/ Gi,jdv = 0.
X
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Put ¢;; := (AY)"'G;;. Theorem [l yields that ¢;; € TestF(X) and that g;;, Vg,
L*-converge strongly to g;, Vg; on X, respectively. By Claim E.I4] since

2/ gOHessf[X(Vgihl, Vi, 2)dv
X

= / (—(Vf,Vgi,1)div’(90V gir2) — (Vf, Vi, 2)div'(90V gi.1) — 90 (Vf, V(V i 1, Vin2))) dv
X

for any 71,75 € N, by letting i1 — oo and iy — 0o, we have Claim [£.15]
We turn to finishing the proof of (2). For every f € D?(AY, X) there exists a sequence
{F;}; in LIP(X) such that F; — AYf in L?(X) and that

/ Fidv=20
X
for every 1.

Let f; := (AY)~'F;. Note that Theorem I3 yields that Hess}* — Hess? in L*(T5X)
and that Vf; = Vf in L*(TX).

Claim T8l gives that (£I1]) holds for f = f; and every i < co. Since g; € LIP(X) and
V{(Vg1,Vgs) € L*(TX) by letting i — oo in ([@I)) for f = f; we have (2).

Finally we prove (3).

Since Gigli proved in [G14 Proposition 3.3.18] that H*?(X) is the closure of D*(AY, X)
in W22(X), it suffices to check that D?(Av, X) is closed in W2?(X).

Let {fi}i<oo be a Cauchy sequence in D?(Av, X) with respect to the W*2-norm. By (1)
and (2) we have A f; = A9 f;. In particular we have sup, ||AY fi||z2 < co. Thus Theorem
gives that there exists f,, € D*(AY, X) such that f; — f. in H?(X) and that
Hessfcf L2-converges weakly to Hessfci on X. Since {Hessfzf( }i<oo 18 a Cauchy sequence in
L*(T§X) we see that Hess%* L?-converges strongly to Hess?* on X. This completes the
proof. O

REMARK 4.16. Note that we can also give an alternative proof of (2) of Theorem
by using an approximation given in Proposition [Z.5. See for instance Theorems and
L9l

We end this section by giving the following three remarks.

REMARK 4.17. By (the proof of) Theorem and the Bochner formula, we can easily
check that D?(AY, X) is a Hilbert space equipped with the norm

v 1/2
£l = (1£1122 + 116" £1122) "
and that

w22 < Cn, K, d)|| f]]p> (4.12)
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for every f € D*(Av, X). The inequality (£I2) was already proven in [G14] on a RCD-
space. This argument gives an altenative proof on our setting via the smooth approxima-
tion.

REMARK 4.18. By Theorem [[.9 we have
[V foo: Vo] = VE}, Voo = Vir Voo = VG2 Voo = VE2 Ve = [V oo, Voo
for any fuo, goo € Test F(X ). In particular we have
[(ro0s o] ™ = [@too; Boc]
for any i, B € TextTy X oo

REMARK 4.19. We give a typical example of non-C?-functions satisfying (L.12).
Define f € I'y((—1,1)) by

—t2/2 (t>0)

0 otherwise.

ft) =

Then for every g € LIP.((—1, 1)), integration by parts gives

/_ll(Vf,Vg)dt:/O—t—dt /dt / 1jo.1y9dt.

This implies f € D2(A"", (~1,1)) and
A p = Ly = —tr(Hessf®) = AR f.
5. SCHRODINGER OPERATORS AND GENERALIZED YAMABE CONSTANTS
This section is devoted to the proofs of the results stated in subsections 1.2 and 1.3.

5.1. Schrodinger operators. In order to prove Theorem we first discuss the dis-
creteness of the spectrum of a Schrodinger operator. The following is standard, however

we give a proof for convenience.

PROPOSITION 5.1. Let ¢ > 2, let (X,v) € M(n, K,d) with dilam X > 0 and let g €
Li(X). Assume that (X,v) satisfies the (2q/(q — 2),2)-Sobolev inequality on X for some
(A, B). Then the spectrum of A¥ + g is discrete and it is bounded below.

PROOF. Let £ be the bilinear form on H'?(X) defined by
L(u,v):= / ((Vu, Vv) 4+ guv) dv.
X

By the Sobolev inequality it is not difficult to check that for every € > 0 there exists

C > 0 such that
/ lgludv < 6/ |Vu\2dv+0/ |u|?dv
X X X
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for every u € H"?(X) (c.f. [ACMI3, Remark 4.2]). Thus we have
L(u,u) = / (Vul® + gu®) dv
b

2(1—6)/X\vu|2dv—cfx|u|2dv (5.1)

for every u € H"?(X). Then by an argument similar to that in subsection 8.2 of [GT01]
with (B.0]), we have the assertion. O

Next we discuss the upper semicontinuity of eigenvalues of Schrodinger operators.

THEOREM 5.2. Let {¢;}i<oo be a convergent sequence in (2, 00), let (X;, v;) A (Xoos Voo)
in M(n, K,d) with diam X, > 0, and let {g; }i<oo be an {L9%/?};-weak convergent sequence
on Xo of g; € L%/%(X;). Assume that there exist A, B > 0 such that for every i < oo,
(X, v;) satisfies the (2q;/(q; — 2),2)-Sobolev inequality on X; for (A, B). Then for every
k > 0 we have

limsup A (X;) < AP (Xoo)-

1—00
PROOF. By min-max principle we have
ANH(X;) =inf [ sup R%(u) |,
By \ ueBi\{0}
where Fj, runs over all (k + 1)-dimensional subspaces of H'?(X;) and
Sy, (ldul? + gilul?) dv;
B in |ul*dv;

Let € > 0 and let Ex be a (k + 1)-dimensional space of H'*(X,) with

R (u) :

A (Xoo) = sup R9*(u) te.
uGEoo’k
Fix an L?-orthogonal basis foo1s -y fookt1 Of Esg . By [Honlll Theorem 4.2] without loss
of generality we can assume that there exist sequences { f;; }i<ooi<k+1 0f fiy € LIP(X;) such
that fi;, V f;; L*-converge strongly to foo 1, V foo, on X, respectively. Thus Theorem
gives that f;; {L2qi/ (qi_z)}i—converges strongly to fs; on X. In particular since f;;fin
{L%/(4=2)} _converges strongly to fooifoom 00 Xoo we have
lim
1—00 X
Let E;, = span{f;;};. Note that dim E; , = k + 1 for every sufficiently large i. By (5.2)
since it is easy to check that

gifi,lfi,mdvi:/ oo foo 1 foomdUso- (5.2)

lim sup RY%(u)= sup R%(u),
0 ueE; 1 \{0} u€Eq 1 \{0}
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we have
limsup A7 (X;) < A< (Xw) + €
1—00
Thus by letting e — 0 we have the assertion. ([

We are now in a position to prove Theorem [L.5
Proof of Theorem [1.3.
Since (1) follows directly from Theorem B}, we will check (2) by induction for k, i.e.,

it suffices to check that the following (xk) holds for every k > 0.
(xk) For every 0 <1 < k, we see that

lim A (X;) = N~(Xw)

1—>00
and that for every sequence {fi;}icoo of A'(X;)-eigenfunctions f;; € H"“*(X;)
with || f;s||z2 = 1 there exist a subsequence {i(j)},; and a A/ (X )-eigenfunction
fooy € HY} (X)) such that fi;); L*/®P=2)-converges strongly to fs,; on X and
that V f(;, L?-converges strongly to fs; on Xo.

Let {fio}icoo be a sequence of A\J'(X;)-eigenfunctions f; o with || fiol|z2 = 1. Since

l/wmwm~w %/gmam

2/p (»—2)/p
)\gz </ |g |p/2dvz) </ |fi’0|2p/(p—2)dvi)
X;

2/p
< )‘gi(Xi) + ( . ‘gi‘p/zdvi) (A/X |Vfi,0|2dvi + B) ) (5-3)

we have sup; ||V fiol|2 < o0.

Thus by Theorems and [3.4] without loss of generality we can assume that there
exists foo € HY?(X.) such that f;o L"-converges strongly to f..o on X, for every
r < 2p/(p — 2) and that Vf;o L*-converges weakly to Vf.o on X. In particular we
have

1—00

lim gi‘fi,o|2dvz‘ = / goo|f00,0|2dU00'
X; oo

Therefore we have

liminf A (X;) = hmmf/ (|Vf,~7o|2 + gi|fi,0|2) dv;

1—00 11— 00

Z/‘UV&M”ﬂQkM%@mZ%ﬂX@-

oo

Thus by Theorem [(£.2] we have
lim AG(X;) = A3 (Xoo).-
71— 00

On the other hand for every ho, € LIP(X) by [Honlll Theorem 4.2] without loss
of generality we can assume that there exists a sequence {h;}; of h; € LIP(X;) with
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sup, Liph; < oo such that h;, Vh; L*-converge strongly to heo, Vho on X, for every
1 < s < oo, respectively. Since

/ ((Vfio, Vhi) + gifioh:) dv; = X (Xz)/ fiohidv;
Xi Xi

for every i < oo, by letting ¢ — oo, we see that fu o is a A\j™(Xo)-eigenfunction of
AV + g. Then

lim / IV fiol?dv; = lim (Agi(Xi)— / gil fi,0|2dvi)
71— 00 Xi 71— 00 Xi

N (Xa) / gl frooPdvne = / 1V frol2dune.
Xoo

oo

Thus V f; o L*-converges strongly to V f. o on X.. Therefore Theorem yields that
fio L?/P=2)_converges strongly to fo on Xo. Thus we see that (x0) holds.

Next we assume (k) holds for some k > 0.

Let {fi1}icoou<kt+1 be sequences of A/*(X;)-eigenfunctions f;; with

fi,lfi,mdvi = Oim

X;
for any I,m < k + 1. By assumption without loss of generality we can assume that
for every [ < k there exists a A/ (X, )-eigenfunction fo; € H"?(X,) such that f;,
L%/P=2)_converges strongly to f; on X, and that Vf;; L*-converges strongly to V fu
on X.

On the other hand by an argument similar to that of (5.3]) without loss of generality we
can assume that there exists fo x11 € H"?*(Xw) such that f; z41 L"-converges strongly to
fooks1 on X, for every r < 2p/(p —2) and that Vf; x41 L*-converges weakly to V foo k11
on X. In particular we have

im [ gifsifsmdvi — / G oot oomdn (5.4)
X; oo

1—00
for any [,m <k + 1.

Let F; g1 := span{ fi;}i<k+1. Note that dim E; x11 = k + 2 for every sufficiently large
7 < 00. Since

fim [ (Vi V fi)dos = / (V Fots ¥ o) das

1—00 Xl

if (I,m)# (k+1,k+1), and

oo

lim inf / |V fira|*dv; > / IV fooks1*duss,

11— 00

it is easy to check that

h?_l)iglf AP (X;) =liminf max R%(u) > max R (u) > AT (X)),

1—00 UGEi7k+1 uGEoo’kJFl
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Thus by Theorem [£.2] we have
}Ego At (X)) = N3 (X o)

By an argument similar to that in the case of (x0) we see that fo ji1 is a AJ5 (Xoo)-
eigenfunction on X, that f; 41 L*/(P=2)_converges strongly to fook+1 o0 X and that
V fik+1 L*-converges strongly to V f r+1 on X,,. Thus we see that (xk + 1) holds. This
completes the proof. O

Proof of Corollary[1.8.

It follows directly from Theorems [l 2.8 3.4l and Remark 2.7 0J

COROLLARY 5.3. Let n > 3, let 0 < dy < dy < o0, let L > 0, let ¢ > n/2 and
let M be an n-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold with d; < diam M < dy and
Ricy > K(n —1). Then for any l and g € LY(M) with ||g||r« < L, we have

A/ (M)| < C(dy,do,m, K, L, 1, q).

PROOF. The proof is done by a contradiction. Assume that the assertion is false. Then
by Gromov’s compactness theorem there exist ¢ > n/2, [ > 0, a sequence {(X;, v;) }i<oo Of
(Xi,v;) € M(n, K,ds) with d; < diam X; < ds, the Gromov-Hausdorff limit (X, vs) €
m of them, and an Li-weak convergent sequence {g; }i<oo 00 X of g; € LI(X;)
such that

A" (X3)| = o0
as i — 00. Since 0 < diam X, < 0o, this contradicts Corollary OJ

REMARK 5.4. By an argument similar to the proof of Theorem (or [Honl3al, The-
orem 1.6]), we can prove continuities of (g, p)-Poincaré constants:

(Jx [V Slrdv)"”
(Jic 1f = [ lodv) "

Agp(X) = iI}f

and

1

o) g U Vo)
Agp(X) = 11}f : 77
(infeer [ |f — cl?dv)
with respect to the Gromov-Hausdorff topology on M (n, K,d) and variables p € (1,n),
q € [1,pn/(n — p)), where f run over all nonconstant f € LIP(X). Note that Theorem
[L7is related to an extremal case that p =2 and ¢ = 2n/(n — 2). See also [Honl3b| for a
related work.

5.2. Generalized Yamabe constants. We first discuss the upper semicontinuity of
generalized Yamabe constants:



56 SHOUHEI HONDA

THEOREM b5.5. Let {p;}i<oo be a convergent sequence in (2,00), let 2 < p < oo, let
(X, v;) A (Xoo, Uso) in M(n, K,d) with diam X, > 0, and let {g;}icoo be an LP/*-weak
convergent sequence on X, of gi € LP/2(X;). Then we have

limsup Y (X;) < VI~ (Xo0).
1—00

PROOF. Let fo € LIP(Xu) with ||fe||z20e/wee-2 = 1. By [Honlll Theorem 4.2]
without loss of generality we can assume that there exists a sequence { f;}; of f; € LIP(Xj;)
such that sup, Lipf; < oo and that f;, Vf; {L%};-converge strongly to fo., V foo on X,
respectively for every convergent sequence {g;}i<oo in (1, 00).

Then we have

—(pi—2)/pi
VI(X;) < ( ; |fi|2”i/(pi—2>dvi) </X (IVfil? + gl i) dvi). (5.5)

Thus by letting ¢+ — oo we have
fmsup Y2 (X) < [ (91l + gl ) doe
1—00 Xoo

Since f., is arbitrary this completes the proof. O

We are now in a position to give the main result in this subsection. Note that Theorem
L7 is a corollary of Theorems 2.8 B.1], and the following. See also [BL83|, [LP&T].

THEOREM b5.6. Let {p;}i<eo be a convergent sequence in (2,00) and let (X;,v;) A

(Xoo, Uso) in M(n, K,d) with diam X, > 0. Assume that the following two conditions
hold:
(1) There exists T > 0 such that for every i < oo, (X;,v;) satisfies the (2p;/(p;—2),2)-
Poincaré inequality on X; for 7.
(2) There exist A, B > 0 such that for every i < oo, (X;,v;) satisfies the (2p;/(pi —
2),2)-Sobolev inequality on X; for (A, B).
Then for any q > ps/2 and Li-weak convergent sequence {g;}i<oo 0n Xoo of g; € LU(X;)
with

limsup V7 (X;) < A, (5.6)
1—>00
we have
Jim Y2(X) = V= (X 57

In particular

VI~ (X)) < A7
Moreover if uy is the L?-weak limit on X of a sequence {u;}icoo Of minimizers u; €
HY(X;) of Y(X;) with |[ui]| p2vi/i-» = 1, then we see that u; {L*/®=D};-converges
strongly to us on Xo, that Vu; L*-converges strongly to Vs on X and that .. is
also a minimizer of Y7 (X).



RICCI CURVATURE 57

PrOOF. By (2.6), without loss of generality we can assume that {YJ(X;)}icoo is a
convergent sequence in R. Theorem [2.17] gives that for every sufficiently large i < oo
there exists a minimizer u; € H"*(X;) of VI X;) with [|wi] pops/wi-2 = 1.

Then since

/ |V |2do; = YI(X5) —/ gi|us|*dv;
X; X;

2/p; (pi—2)/pi
pi/2dvi) < |ui|2pi/(m—2)dvi)
X;

1/q
snzmw( |gi\qdvz~) (A / |vui\2dvi+3)
X X;

<YI(X) + ( 5

X

for every sufficiently large i < oo, we have sup,_ . ||Vu;||2 < co. Thus by Theorems 2. 10l
and B4 without loss of generality we can assume that there exists uy, € HY?*(X,) such
that u; {L2pi/ (pi_z)}i—converges weakly to us on X, that u; L™-converges strongly to uq
on X, for every r < 2p./(pse — 2) and that Vu; L?-converges weakly to Ve, on X.

In particular we have ||too|| 2000 /oo —2 < liminf; oo ||wi]| f20i/0i-2 = 1 and

1—»00 X

lim [ gluPdo, = / o 1t e

By [Honlll Theorem 4.2] without loss of generality we can assume that there exist se-
quences {u; ;}ti<ooj<oo Of u;; € LIP(X;) such that sup, Lipu;; < oo for every j, that
Wi j, Vu;; {L%};-converge strongly to ue j, Vi j o0 Xoo for every convergent sequence
{4i }i<oo in (1, 00), respectively and that us, j — ue in H*?(X,,). Note that by Theorem
3.5 we see that Uy, ; — s in L2P=/P==2 (X ).

Then for every j we have

lim V7' (X;) = lim | (IVu* + gilw]?) dv;

= lim (|V’UJ¢,]‘|2 + 2(V(ul — ui,j), VUiJ) + |V(’UJZ — ui7j)|2 + gl|ul\2) dUi

1—00 Xl

> / (|Vuoo7j|2 + goo|uoo|2) dvs + 2/ (V(Uoo — Uso j)s Voo j)dUso
Xoo

oo

+ lim sup ‘V(UiJ - u2)|2dvz

1—00 X;
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Thus by letting j — oo, Theorem 5.5 yields

1—00
(Poo—2)/Poo
> Y~ (Xy) (/ \uoo|2p°°/(p°°_2)dvoo) + lim sup (lim sup | |V(w;; — ui)\2dvi)
o j—o0 1—00 X;
(Poo—2)/Poo
> lim YJ(X;) </ \uoo\2p°°/(p°°_2)dvoo) + lim sup (lim sup | |V(w;; — ui)\2dvi) ,
i—00 - Jj—00 i—00 Xi
(5.8)
ie.,
(Poc—2)/Poo
lim Y7 (X;) [ 1— </ |uoo|2p°°/(p°°_2)dvoo) > lim sup (lim sup | |V(u;; — ui)|2dvi) .
i—oo . j—o0 i—00 X;
(5.9)

Thus if lim;_, Y;,g;' (X;) <0, then Vu; L?-converges strongly to Vs, on X.. Therefore
Theorem yields that u; {L?/®=2)},_converges strongly to ., on X.. In particular,
we have ||teo| 2000 /(roo-2 = 1. Thus ([B.8) gives lim; . YJ1(X;) = VI~ (X).

Di
Next we assume lim;_, Y7/(X;) > 0. Since

(a+b)P < (14e)Pta? + (1 +1/e)P 1P
forany a > 0,5 >0, p > 1 and € > 0, we have

|u; |Pi/ P =) < (Jug; — ug] + |ui7j|)2pi/(m—2)

< (14 )Pt/ =Dy, - — gy |2Pe/Pim2) (1 4 1/6)(pi+2)/(pi—2)|ui’j|2pi/(m—2)

),

for every € > 0. Thus we have

|ui|2pi/(pi—2) _ (1 + 6)(Pi+2)/(17i—2)|u2,7j _ ui|2pi/(pi—2) < (1 + 1/6)(pi+2)/(m—2)|ui7j|2pi/(pi—2).
(5.10)

Note that by Proposition B.I0l and Theorem we see that the left hand side of (510

w-converges to

Uno 2poo/(Poo—2) __ 1 +€ (Poot2)/(Poc—2) Uoo i — Uoo 2poo [/ (Poo —2)
7-]

on X, as i — oo for every j. Since the right hand side of (5I0) w-converges to (1 +
1/6)(poo+2)/(poo_2) |uOO j|2poo/(p00_2) on XOO and

lim ((1 + 1/6)(pi+2)/(m—2) |ui7j|2pi/(pi—2)) dv;

11— 00 ){Z

— / ((1 + 1/6)(poo+2)/(poo_2)‘uoo7j‘2poo/(poo_2)) Vs,

oo
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Corollary B.11] yields

lim sup </ (|ui‘2pi/(pi—2) —(1+ 6)(pi+2)/(pi—2)|uij _ ui‘2pi/(pi—2)) dvi)
X

9
i—00

< [ (PO (14 OO D 0

[e')

ie.,

i—00

1—(1+ €>(poo+2)/(poo—2) lim inf/ | j — ui|2pi/(pi_2)dvi
X;

S/ |uoo|2p°°/(p°°_2)dvoo —(1 +€)(poo+2)/(poo—2)/ U —uoo|2p°°/(p°°_2)dvoo-

')

By letting j — oo and € — 0 we have

1 —/ |t |2/ P==D ) < lim inf (lim inf/ lu; j — ui|2pi/(pi_2)dvi) :

j—00 i—00

Thus since a? — b < (a — b)? for any @ > b > 0 and 0 < p < 1 we have

(Poo_z)/poo
1— (/ |uoo|2p°°/(p°°_2)dvoo)
(poo_2)/Poo
< (1_/ \uoo\2p°°/(p°°_2)dvoo)
(poo—z)/poo
< (lim inf (lim inf/ lu; j — ui|2pi/(pi_2)dvi))
J—00 1—00 X;

(pi—2)/pi
= liminf [ lim inf </ lu; j — ui|2pi/(p"_2)dvi) :
j—o0 i—00 X,

Therefore by (5.9)

(pi—2)/pi
(hm ng_"(Xi)> lim inf { lim inf ( / |u,~j—ui|2pi/(’”_2)dv,~)
i—oo 1 j—00 i—00 X; ’

> lim sup (lim sup/ |V (u;; — ui)|2dvi) : (5.11)
X;

Jj—00 1—00

On the other hand by assumption we have

(pi—2)/ps
(/ |Ui,j - Ui‘2pi/(pi_2)dvi) S A/ |V(ui,j - Ui)|2dU2‘ + B/ \ui,j - Ui|2dUi.

In particular

Jj—o0 1—00 j—o0 i—00 X;

(pi—2)/pi
lim sup (lim sup ( [w; j — ui\m’i/(m_mdw) ) < Alimsup (lim sup | |V(u;; — ui)\2dvi) :
X

(5.12)
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Thus (5.11) and (512) yield

1—00 j—o0 i—00 j—o0 i—00

A <11m Ygl(Xi)> lim sup (lim sup/ IV (u;; — w;)| dv,) > lim sup <1im sup/X |V (u;; — ui)|2dvi) :

Since Alim; o, YJ1(X;) < 1, we have

lim sup (lim sup/ IV (u;; — w;)l dv,) =0,
j—o0 i—00
i.e., Vu; L*-converges strongly to Vus, on X... Therefore by an argument similar to that
in the case that lim; ., Y(X;) <0 we have lim; o, Y7/(X;) = V7= (X).

The final statement on the behavior of minimizers follows dlrectly from the argument

above. O

REMARK 5.7. In Theorem [5.6] if we do not consider the extremal case, then we do not
need the assumption (5.0) in order to get (5.7)).

In fact, by an argument similar to the proof of Theorem we can prove the following:

o Let {p;}icoo be a convergent sequence in (2, 00| and let (X;,v;) A (Xoo, Uso) 1In

M(n, K,d) with diam X,, > 0. Assume that there exist A, B > 0 such that for
every i < oo, (X;,v;) satisfies the (2p;/(p; — 2),2)-Sobolev inequality on X; for
(A, B). Then for any q > poo/2, Li-weak convergent sequence {g;}i<oo on Xo of
g; € L(X;), and convergent sequence {7;};<o0 in (2,00) with ro > poo, we have

lim Y7 (X;) = V7 (X).

1—00

See Remark 5.4

We are now in a position to prove Corollary [I.8]
Proof of Corollary[1.8
It follows directly from Remark 27 Theorems [[.7, 2.8 and O

REMARK 5.8. We give remarks on generalized Yamabe constants on a noncollapsed
Ricci limit space.

Let 2 < p < o0, let {(X;,v;)}; be a sequence of (X;,v;) € M(n, K,d), let (X,v) be the
noncollapsed Gromov-Hausdorff limit of them and let g € LP/?2(X). For an open subset
U of X we define the generalized p-Yamabe constant YJ(U) of U associated with g by

V) =i [ (VS + gl o

where f runs over all f € LIP.(U) with || f|[ 20/0-2 ) = 1.
Assume that

e there exists K; > 0 such that |Ricy,| < K; for every i.
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Then Cheeger-Colding showed in [ChC96] that R is an open subset of X and is a C'°-
Riemannian manifold for every 0 < o < 1.
Moreover Cheeger-Naber proved in [ChN14]

dimy (X \ R) < n — 4,

where dimy is the Hausdorff dimension. See also [An89, BKN89, [ChCT02, [T90]. In
particular we see that the Sobolev 2-capacity of X \ R is zero (see [H95] and [KM96]
for the definition of the Sobolev capacity). Thus [ShOI, Theorem 4.8] yields that the
canonical inclusion

o

H' (R) — H"(X)

is isomorphic, where H'? (R) is the closure of LIP.(R) in H"?(X).
In particular we have

if p > n.
Moreover we assume that

e X, is an Einstein manifold for every i.

Then Cheeger-Colding proved in [ChC97] that R is also an Einstein manifold. Thus (X, v)
is a typical example of almost smooth metric measure spaces in the sense of Akutagawa-
Carron-Mazzeo introduced in [ACM14].

6. RELLICH TYPE COMPACTNESS FOR TENSOR FIELDS

In this section we establish a Rellich type compactness for tensor fields with respect to
the Gromov-Hausdorff topology. By using this we also discuss the compatibility between
two Levi-Civita connections V9%, V¥ introduced in [Honl14, [G14], respectively. The main
results of this section are Theorems [6.11], and Corollary [6.15]

6.1. A closedness of V9%. We start this subsection by giving the following lemma. Note
that by definition we have HY(Bg(z)) C H'?(Bg(z)) for every 1 < p < q < oo (see for
instance [Ch99, [H95], [Sh00]).

LEMMA 6.1. Let 1 <p < g<oo, let R>0, let (X,z,v) € M(n, K) with diam X > 0,
and let f € HY(Bg(z)). If Vf € LY(TBg(x)), then f € H“(Bg(x)).
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PROOF. By the (1, p)-Poincaré inequality and the Holder inequality we have

1 / 1
—_— f— 7/ fdv|dv
v(Br(Y)) JB,w) v(B(Y)) J,w)
1 1/p
SC’n,K,R,pr<7/ prdv>
O EAD B Sy
1 1/q
SC’n,K,R,pr<7/ qudv)
BRI B S
for any y € Bgr(z) and r > 0 with B,(y) C Bg(z). Thus by [HKT07, Theorem 1.1] we
have f € HY(Bg(z)). O

DEFINITION 6.2. Let 1 < p < o0, let r, s € Z>p, let R > 0, let (X,v) € M(n, K,d) with
diam X > 0, and let € X. We denote by W, (T7Bg(z)) the set of T' € I'y (17 Br(z))
satisfying the following three conditions:

(1) T € L*(T" Bg(z)).

(2) VT € LX(TY, , Ba(a)

(3) For any y € Bg(z), # > 0 with B;(y) C Bg(z), harmonic map h = (h;)1<i<rts :
B:(y) — R and t < 7 there exists 1 < ¢ < oo such that (T, V'h) € HY(B,(y)).

REMARK 6.3. If a Borel tensor field T' € I'g(T7 Br(x)) satisfies (3) of Definition [6.2]
then T € 'y (177 Br(x)). This follows directly from Theorems [2.9] [L11] and an argument
similar to the proof of [Honl4l Proposition 3.25] with Theorem 2.1l Note that if (X, v) €
M(n,K,d) and T' € C>(T7 Bg(x)), then T satisfies (3).

PROPOSITION 6.4. Wo, (T Br(x)) is a linear space.

PrOOF. It suffices to check that for every T € Wa, (17 Bgr(x)) we can choose ¢ as in (3)
of Definition 6.2 by 2p/(p + 1).

Let h,y and t be as in Definition Note that Corollary [L.3] yields the Lipschitz
continuity of h on By(y).

The Holder inequality, (IL4]) and Theorem 1] yield

IV (T, Vi) | L2orw0) (B ()
< |IVT|| ovswi (B, ) | VPl 2o (o)) + TV VER] | 2nrwen (8, ()
< IVT| avswen (8, () | [ Vsbl L (o)) + 1TV VAL L2/ 040 (8, (1))
< (VT pvroen o IV shl 2 (Bowy) + 1T 205 [V VR L2(80 ()
< 0.
Thus Lemma yields the assertion. 0
We define a norm || - [|w,, on Wy, (T} Br(x)) by
T |[wa, := [Tl 120 + |[VOXT|| 2.
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Let us consider the following setting throughout this subsection.

o Let R>0,let 1 <p <ooandletr,seZs.

o Let (X;,v;) & (X, vs) in M(n, K, d) with diam X > 0.

o Let {z;}i<o be a convergent sequence of x; € X.

o Let {Ti};<x be a sequence of T; € Wy, (T} Br(x;)) with sup; ||T;|[w,, < oc.
e Let T, be the L?-weak limit on Bg(zs) of {T;};.

PROPOSITION 6.5. Let {y;}i<eo be a convergent sequence of y; € Bgr(z;), let 7 > 0
with Bi(Yso) C Br(Zso), and let {h;}icoo be a uniform convergent sequence on Bi(ys) of
harmonic maps h; = (hij)i<j<r+s @ Bi(yi) = R™*. Then for every t < 7 we see that
(Tro, Vihoo) € HW2P/PTD(B,(yy.)), that (T;, Vh;) L*-converges strongly to (Ts,, Vihoo)
on Bi(Yso) that (T;,Vih;) L¥-converges strongly to (T, Viheo) on Bi(ys) for every a <
2p and that V (T, V7h;) L*/®+Y _converges weakly to V (Tse, Viheo) 0n By(Yoo)-

PRrOOF. Fixt < #. By the proof of Proposition[6.4lwe have (T}, V7h;) € HY2/PTD(B,(y;))
for every i < oo and

Sup || <2r27 Vghz> ||H1,2p/(p+1)(3t(yi)) < OQ.

1<00
Since Vih; L*-converges strongly to Vihs on By(yYso) with sup; || V5| Lo (s, () < 00, we
see that (T}, V7h;) L?-converges weakly to (T, Vihs) on Bi(y.). Thus the assertion
follows from Theorem [3.4] O

COROLLARY 6.6. We have T, € I'1(T7 Br(r)).
ProOF. It follows directly from Corollary [[.3, Remark and Proposition OJ

We are now in a position to give a closedness of V9% with respect to the Gromov-Hausdorff
topology:

THEOREM 6.7. If T; L*-converges strongly to T, on Br(7), then we see that T,, €
Wo,(TT Br(7s)) and that V9%:T; L?-converges weakly to V9%=T,, on Br(Ts).

Proor. By Corollary A8 and [Honl13a, Corollary 3.53] it suffice to check the following:

CLAIM 6.8. Let {y;}i<oo, {hi}i<oo and 7 be as in Proposition [6.3, and let {f;}i<oo be
a uniform convergent sequence on Bi(ys) of harmonic functions f; on Bi(y;). Then we

have
lim (Vo Ty, Vih) do; = / (VG T, Viheo) dvsg
By (yw)

voo B (y:)

for every t < 7.

The proof is as follow. Note

(VST Vihi) = (V £, V (T, Vihe)) — (T, Vei Vihs)



64 SHOUHEI HONDA

Corollary L3, Theorem .13 and Proposition [6.5] yield

Jim (V £,V (T3, V7)) dos — / (V foo, V (T, V7 hoo)) doe.
Bt(yw)

10 J Be(y:)

On the other hand Theorem (.13 with Remark [£.12] yields that ng)}ivghi L?-converges

9X oo

weakly to V{5 Viha, on Bi(Ys). Thus we have

lim (T3, Vo Vihi) dv; = / (Too, VT Vihoo) duss.
70 J Bi(wi) Bt (yoo)
This completes the proof. O

Next we give a sufficient condition for the L2-strong convergence of {T;},.

THEOREM 6.9. If (X, o) is the noncollapsed limit of {( X, v;)}i, then we see that T;
L2-converges strongly to Ts, on Br(s).

PROOF. Let A := {(Cxj, ¥j)}jen be a harmonic rectifiable system of (Xo, vso),
let wy € Uj Cw,; and let € > 0. Without loss of generality we can assume that
LebCw,; = Cw,; (see for instance [Honlll Lemma 3.5]). Then there exist j, 7o > 0
and a C'(n, K)-Lipschitz harmonic map QZEOOJ- . B,y (wao) — R¥ such that wy, € Cy j, that
ngo,j|coo,jan(woo) = o j, that max{Lip¢ ;, Lip(do ;) '} < 1+ € and that

for every t < rg. Then for any ¢ < ry and [, m we have

1 o .
o (Ba(w) /Bt(wﬂ P0,31: ¥ osjin) =4
o
< Véooits Voo im) — Om| dvse + C(n, K)e
Uoo(Bt(woo)) Bt(woo)ﬂCooyjK Jil J > l | ( )
< C(n, K)e,

where ngo’j = ((]3007%1, . <;3007j,k) and k£ = dim X .

Let {w;}i<o be a convergent sequence of w; € X; and fix ¢ > 0 with ¢ < /2.
By Corollary without loss of generality we can assume that there exists a uniform
convergent sequence {¢; ;}icoo ON By, /3(ws) of C(n, K, ro)-Lipschitz harmonic maps
Gij = (Digas - s Gij) + Borgss(w;) — RE.

Then we have

1

- VAi‘,VAi‘m _5771 dUi<C7’L,K€
UZ(Bt(wZ)) Lt(wi) ‘< ¢ il ¢ 2J» > l ( )



RICCI CURVATURE 65

for every sufficiently large i. Let A; := ﬂl7m{|<ngA5i,jvl, Véijm) — Om| < €72} 0 By(w;).
Then we have

Ui(By(wi) \ Ai) e1/2 A A
aBu(w) = ui(Bilwy) %; /Az-,l,m ‘W?f’m,lav@g,m — G| du;

< C(n, K)e'?,

where A; ;= {| <qu§i,jvl, nggi,j7m> — Oim| < €2} N By(w;). It is easy to check the following
(see also [Honl13al, Proposition 2.1]):

CLAIM 6.10. Let € > 0, let V be a k-dimensional Hilbert space with the inner product
(-,+), and let {v;}1<i<k be an e-orthogonal bases of V' which means that

<UZ',U]'> = 6@']’ +e

holds for any i,j. Then for every v € V. we have

k
o] = (1 £ W(e k)) ZUU’
=1

Let A be the set of maps from {1,...,r+ s} to {1,.. k:} and let qu be the harmonic
map from By(w;) to R"* defined by QASfj = (QAS,-J,U(l), e ¢z,],a(r+s ) for every o € A. Note
that |[Vi¢7,| < C(n, K,ro,7,5) and that {Vie? () }sea is a (e n, 7, s)-orthogonal bases
of (T7),X; for any ¢ and = € A;. Then

1 / 9
_— |T;|*dv;
vi( Bi(w;)) Bi(w;)
L /\T|2d P / T3 2d
— W i dU; 4 il dv;
vi(Be(wi)) Ja, Vi(Be(wi)) J B, wina,

| m(Bt(wZ)\A))(p e ( v
< T, |*dv; + ( / TP dv;
—UZ-<Bt o)) / % or(Ba(wy) oy

/ |T5|2dv; + W¥(e;n, K, L, p) (6.1)

IA

| AN

(Bt wz
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for every sufficiently large i. Thus Proposition and Claim [6.10] give

1 / 9
— | T3["dv;
vi(Bt(wi)) By (w;)

S T:12dv; + U K, L
_Uz(Bth /| [Fdvi + (e, 7

1 \If
< st [ 5 (5.9id,) vk wan K L)

A UGA

1+ W(
- + V(e;n,r, s / Z T, V" ”> dv; + ¥ (e;n, K, L,p)
Bi(

Uz Bt UJZ t(wi) UGA

1+ Y(en,rs 2
T, V7670 N du + U(en, K, L, p). 6.2
'Uoo(Bt(woo /Bt (woo) Z < V > Voo (6 " p) ( )

On the other hand by an argument similar to (6.1]) we have

1 e
m/& (o) §<T"°’V$ oo,j> dvs

2
> E T(X”V?“ > dvoo_'_‘;[](e;anuLapv,rmTvS)'
'Uoo Bt woo Ao GA

Thus we have

D) /Btww) > (Tew Vi)

oeA
1+ Y(en,r, s)
T Voo(Bi(weo))
1+ Y(en,r,s)
Voo (Bi(wos))
for every sufficiently large i. Therefore (6.2)) and (6.3)) yield that {|T;|*}; L
semicontinuous at ws,. In particular by Proposition 3.8 we have

limsup/ |T; 2 dv; g/ 1T |?dvss.
i—00  J Bp(z;) Br(zoo)

This completes the proof. O

/ ‘T00‘2dU00+\II(€7n7 K7L7P7T07T7 8)

/ T [Pdvms + W€, K, Ly py o, 7 5) (6.3)
Bt (woo)

-weakly upper

loc™

Theorems [6.7] and the LP-weak compactness give the following Rellich type com-
pactness:

THEOREM 6.11. Let R > 0, let r,s € Zsg, let 1 < p < 00, let (X;,v1) B (Xoo, Vo) in

M(n, K,d) with dim X; = dim X, > 1 for every i, let {x;}i<oo be a convergent sequence
of z; € X; and let {T;}i< be a sequence of T; € Woy(T) Br(x;)) with sup; ||Ti||w,, < oo.
Then there exist T, € Way(T! Br(s)) and a subsequence {i(j)}; such that Ty;y L*-
converges strongly to Ts, on Br(zo) and that V¥ Ty ;) L2-converges weakly to V9% Ty,
on Br(xs).
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COROLLARY 6.12. Wo, (17 Bg(z)) is a Banach space for any R > 0, p € (1,00], 1, s €
Z>o, (X,v) € M(n,K,d) with dlam X > 0, and x € X.

PRrOOF. It suffices to check the completeness.

Let {7} }i<o0 be a Cauchy sequence in Wo, (T2 Bg(x)). Since L* (T Bg(z)) and L*(T, , Br(z))
are complete there exist the L?-strong limit T, € L*(T7 Br(x)) of {T;}; and the L*-
strong limit So, € L*(T7,Br(x)) of { V9% T;},. On the other hand, applying Theorem G.11]
to the case that (X;,v;) = (X,v) yields that T, € Wo, (17 Br(z)) and Se = V=T
This completes the proof. O

6.2. A closedness of Gigli’s Levi-Civita connection V". The main purpose of this
subsection is to introduce a generalization of the closedness of Gigli’s Levi-Civita connec-
tion [G14, Theorem 3.4.2] to the Gromov-Hausdorff setting which plays a key role in the
next section. It is the following:

THEOREM 6.13. Let (X, v;) A (Xooy Voo) in M(n, K,d) with diam X, > 0, let r,s €
Zo, let {Ti}icoo e a sequence of Ty € W5 (TI X;) with sup, ||TZ-||Wé,z < 00, and let Ty, be
the L?-strong limit on X of them. Then we see that Toy € Wé’2(T;XOO) and that VViT;
L?-converges weakly to VV=Ts on X.

The proof will be given in subsection 7.2. By Theorem we have the following:

THEOREM 6.14. Let R > 0, letr, s € Zxo, let {(X;,v;) bicoo be a sequence in M (n, K, d),
let (Xoo, Uoo) be the Gromov-Hausdorff limit of them with diam Xo, > 0, let {;}i<o0 be a
convergent sequence of x; € X;, let {T}}icoo be a sequence of T; € C™(T7 Br(z;)) with

sup (||Ti|[2 + [[VTi[|12) < oo,

1<00

and let Ty, be the L*-strong limit on Br(xs) of them. Then we have the following.

1) T, € Wgn/(n_l)(T;BR(fltoo)).
2 ‘Too|2 c Hl,2n/(2n—l)(BR(xoo)).
3) T; L>(=Y_converges weakly to T on Br(7s).

5) V|T;|? L> =V _converges weakly to V|Ts|* on Br(zs).

6) VT; L*-converges weakly to V9%=T,, on Br(Ts).

7) If R > d, i.e., X; = Bg(x;) for every i < oo, then we have Ty, € W& (T7 Xo0) and
VT, = V=T,

(

(2)

(3)

(4) T; L"-converges strongly to Ts, on Br(rs) for every 1 <r < 2n/(n —1).
()

(6)

(7)

PROOF. Since |V|T;|?| < 2|VT|T;| < |VT;|? + |T;]?, by Theorems 2.8, B.4] and
we see (1), (3), (6) and that |T;|* L"-converges strongly to |Th|?> on Bgr(zs) for every
1 <r<n/(n—1). In particular we have (4).
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On the other hand for every ¢+ < oo, Young’s inequality yields
|v|Tvi|2|2n/(2n—1) < 22n/(2n—1) |v7-vi|2n/(2n—l) |7v2|2n/(n—l)

- 22n/(2n—1) ( ) o/ (n-1)
S o1 n|VTi|* + (n — 1)|T3] )
Thus Theorem yields (2) and (5).
Finally Theorem yields (7). This completes the proof. OJ

Note that Theorem [[.13]is a direct consequence of the following:

COROLLARY 6.15. Let R > 0, let r,s € Zso, let {(Xi,vi)}icoo be a sequence in
M(n, K,d), let (X, Uso) be the noncollapsed Gromov-Hausdorff limit of them, let {x;}i<oo
be a convergent sequence of x; € X; and let {T}}i<oo be a sequence of T; € C°(T! Br(x;))
with

sup (IT:/1z2 + VT3 |z2) < oo.

1<00

Then there exist To, € Wopj—1) (T4 Br(®)) and a subsequence {i(j)}; such that the
following hold.

(1) Ty L2 =Y _converges weakly to Ty, on Br(zw).

(2) Ty L"-converges strongly to T, on Br(ws) for every 1 <r < 2n/(n —1).

(3) [T|? € H'2/Cn=V(BR(2.0)).

(4) V|T )2 L2/Cn=) _conuerges weakly to V|Tw|? on Br(Teo).

(5) V L -converges weakly to V9%=T ., on Br(Ts).
(6) IfR > d, then we have Ty, € WE(TI X o) and V9% Ty, = V=T, .

PROOF. It follows directly from Theorems [6.9 and [6.14] O

REMARK 6.16. Theorem yields that the following question is natural:

o Let {(X;,v;)}icoo be a sequence in M(n, K,d) and let (X, vs) be the Gromov-
Hausdorff limit of them with diam X, > 0. For given T,,, € L*(T7 X,) when does
there exist a sequence {7} }icoo of T; € C°(T7X;) with sup,. ||VTi||2 < 0o such
that T; L2-converges strongly to Th, on X7

We will give an answer to this question in subsection 7.2. See Remark [7.6] Corollaries

and [T.11]

Note that in general we can not prove Corollary [6.15] without the noncollapsed assump-
tion. We give such two examples.

REMARK 6.17. Let (X;,v:) & (Xuo,vso) in M(n, K, d) with diam X.o > 0, and let
{z;}i<oo be a convergent sequence of x; € X;. Then we proved in [Honl3al Theorem 1.2]
that gx, LP-converges weakly to gx. on Br(z) for any 1 < p < oo and R > 0. Moreover
it is proved that the following three conditions are equivalent:

(1) gx, LP-converges strongly to gx., on Br(z) for any 1 < p < oo and R > 0.
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(2) gx, LP-converges strongly to gx., on Bgr(z) for some 1 < p < oo and R > 0.
(3) (Xoo, Uso) s the noncollapsed Gromov-Hausdorff limit of {(X;, v;)}..

In particular if (X, Uso) is the collapsed limit of {(X;, v;)};, then although V9%igx, =0,
gx, does not L2-converge strongly to gx.. on Br(s) for any 1 < p < oo and R > 0. This
example shows that the noncollapsed assumption in Corollary [6.15] is essential.

REMARK 6.18. Let X, := S*(1) x S'(e), let w. be a harmonic 1-form on S'(e) with
lwe| = 1, and let 7, := 7w,, where S'(¢) := {z € R? |z| = €} and 7y is the projection
from X, to S'(e). Note that V. = 0 and that (X, H%/(47%)) A (S*(1), H'/(2m)) as
¢ — 0. Then it is easy to check that 1. L?-converges weakly to 0 on S'(1). However, since
Ine| = 1, n. does not L*-converge strongly to 0 on S'(1).

We end this subsection by giving the following application of Theorems [6.13] and [6.14]
It means that the noncollapsed Gromov-Hausdorff limit of a sequence of compact Kahler

manifolds is also Kahler in some weak sense:

THEOREM 6.19. Let {(X;,v;)}icoo be a sequence in M(n, K,d), let (Xoo, Vo) be the
Gromov-Hausdorff limit of them with diam X, > 0, let {J;}i<eo be a sequence of J; €
C>(T}'X;) and let Jy is the L*-weak limit on X of them. Assume that (X;, J;, gx,) is
Kahler for every i < oo, i.e., the following three conditions hold.

e VJ,=0.
o gx,(Ji(u), J;(v)) = gx,(u,v) for any z; € X; and u,v € T,,X;, where we used the

canonical identification:

o J2=—id.

Then we see that J, is the L*-strong limit on X of {Ji}i if and only if (Xeo,Uso)
is the noncollapsed Gromov-Hausdorff limit of {(Xi,v;)}i. Moreover if (Xu,Voo) is the
noncollapsed Gromov-Hausdorff limit of {(X;,vi)}i, then we have the following:

(1) Joo € WHAHT! Xoo) N W (T X o).

(2) V9% Jy = V¥ ] = 0.

(3) For a.e. Too € Xoo, gx.. (Joo (1), Ju(v)) = gx.. (u,v) for any u,v € T,  Xo.

(4) J2 = —id in L®(T} X.0).

ProoF. By Corollary [6.15] if (Xo, V) is the noncollapsed Gromov-Hausdorff limit of
{(X;,v;)}s, then J is the L?-strong limit on X, of {J;};.

Assume that J,, is the L2-strong limit on X, of {J;};. Note that |J;|*> = dim X; for
every i < oco. Thus Theorem and [Honl3a, Proposition 3.45] give (1), (2) and that
Ji, JE L?-converge strongly to J., J2 on X, respectively. In particular we have (4).

Next we prove (3).
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Let {%;;}i<cojef1,2,33 be sequences of z;; € X; with z; ; <A Teoj- Since Ji(Vry, )
L?-converges strongly to Joo(V7,. ) on X, we have

/ (o (Vs ) TV ) = lim (Vo ), Ji(Vra, ) dos
Br(moo,S) o0 Br(mi,B)

= lim (Vg s Vg, ,)dvu;

71— 00 BT' (xi,S)

= / (Vg s Vg o) dus
Br(xoo,B)

for every r > 0. Thus the Lebesgue differentiation theorem and [Honlll Theorem 3, 1]
yield (3).
Finally (3) gives |J|? = dim X,. Thus we have
lim dim X; = lim |J;|2dv; = / | Joo|?dUee = dim X,

1—>00 1—>00 X

i.e., (Xoo, Uso) is the noncollapsed Gromov-Hausdorff limit of {(X;,v;)};. This completes
the proof. O

7. DIFFERENTIAL FORMS

In this section we discuss the behavior of differential forms with respect to the Gromov-
Hausdorff topology.

7.1. Bochner inequality. The main purpose of this subsection is to establish a Bochner
inequality for 1-forms on a Ricci limit space. For that we start this subsection by giving
the following.

PROPOSITION 7.1. Let L, R > 0, let (X,z,v) € M(n,K) and let w € C®(T*Bg(x))
with

1 / 2 2 2
— |w|® + |dw|” + |dw]|?) dv < L.
B Sy | )
Then for every r < R we have
— Vwl?dv < C(n,K,r, R, L).
VBN o = )

ProOF. By [ChC96 Theorem 8.16] there exists ¢ € C*°(X) such that 0 < ¢ < 1, that
supp ¢ C Bg(z), that ¢ =1 on B,(z) and that |V¢|+ |A¢| < C(n, K,r, R). The Bochner
formula yields

S OALP 2 GIVul? — B Amw, ) + K (n — 1ol
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Integrating this on Bg(x) and Bishop-Gromov’s volume comparison theorem give

1 2
C(n,r, R, K, L) Z —m LR(m) |CU| A¢dU
L 2 _dw w)) — (dw w n— w|?) dv
> S o, AT () — (6, 8() + K = D) d
C(n,K,r, R) o — Clnr
v(B,(z)) /T.(:c) [Veldo = Cln,r 1, K, L),

where we used the inequalities
[{dw, d(¢w))| < |dg||w]ldw| + |dw|* < C(n, K,r, R)(|w]* + |dw]?)

and
(0w, 8(¢w))| < |do||w||dw| + [dw]* < C(n, K, r, R)(|w]* + |dw]?).
This completes the proof. O

THEOREM 7.2. Let R > 0, let 1 < p < oo, let (X;,v;) <A (Xoos Uso) in M(n, K,d)

with diam Xo, > 0, let {x;}i<oo be a convergent sequence of x; € X; and let {w;}i<oo be a
sequence of w; € T1(N\* T*Bgr(x;)). Assume that V9%iw; LP-converges weakly to V9% wa
on Br(zs). Then we see that dw; LP-converges weakly to dws, on Br(Z). Moreover
if (XoosVoo) 18 the moncollapsed Gromov-Hausdorff limit of {(X;,v;)}; and k = 1, then
d9%iw; LP-converges weakly to 09%~w., on Br(T).

PROOF. Let {z; ;}i<oo0<j<k be sequences of z; ; € X; with z; ; <l Tooj @S & — 00, and
let {y;}i<co be a convergent sequence of y; € Br(x;). Then by (22) and the assumption
we have

lim dwi(Vre, o, -, Vg, )dv;

11— 00 B, (yz)

k
= lim (Z(—l)l / (ng}j;i’lwi)(eriyo, Y P VA P Vrmi’k)dvi>

k
E g9x
/ ( ) VVT’(:OO lwoo)(vrxoo,m st VT:L‘(X,,L,N V"ﬂxo@yprla R erooyk)dvoo
(Yoo ’

/ Awoo (VT gs -+ Ve ) dUso

for every r > 0 with B, (ys) C Br(%s). Thus we see that dw; LP-converges weakly to dwe,
on Br(zs). The last assertion is a direct consequence of [Honl3al Proposition 3.72]. O

We are now in a position to introduce a Bochner inequality for 1-forms on a Ricci limit
space and a compatibility between codifferentials ¢V, 09X for 1-forms:
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THEOREM 7.3. Let {(X;,v;)}icoo be a sequence in M(n, K,d), let (Xo, Vo) be the
Gromov-Hausdorff limit of them with diam X, > 0, let {x;}i<oo be a convergent sequence
of x; € X;, let R >0, and let {w;}i<e be a sequence of w; € C°(T*Bg(x;)) with

1<00

sup/ (Jdew;|* + |0w;|?) dv; < o0,
Br(zi)

and let we be the L2-strong limit on Br(xs) of them. Then the following hold:

(1) We see that ws € D*(6Y=, Br(1s)) and that §"~ws, is the L*-weak limit on
Br(xs) of {0w;}i. Moreover if dim X, = n, then §9%=ws = 0" We-

(2) For every r < R, we see that woe € Wapj(n—1)(T"B;(T)) and that dws, VI¥owe
are the L?-weak limits on B,(Ts) of {dw;}s, {Vw;}i, respectively.

(3) If dweo, 6V ws are the L*-strong limits on B, (1) of {dw;}i, {0w;};i for every r <
R, respectively, then we have the following;

1
D) / (dpoo, dwoo|*) dvss > / Poo| VI¥o0 Woo | *dUng
Br(zso) Br(zso)

B / (07 (Poooo )" woo + (d(Poooo ), dwoo)) dVsg
Br(zoo)
L K(n—1) / oo P
BRr(zs)

for every ¢oo € LIP(Br(2s0)) with ¢y > 0.

ProoF. By Theorems [6.14], [(.2], Proposition [(.1] and [Honl3al Theorem 4.1], we have
(1) and (2).

Assume that dws, §"ws, are L%-strong limits on B,(7s) of {dw;};, {0w;}; for every
r < R, respectively. Let ¢, € LIP.(Br(2s)) with ¢, > 0, and let r > 0 with supp ¢, C
B (o).

By an argument similar to the proof of [Hon13al, Theorem 1.4 without loss of generality
we can assume that there exists a sequence {¢; };<o of ¢; € LIP.(B,(x;)) such that ¢; > 0,
that sup, Lip¢; < oo, that supp ¢; C B,(x;) and that ¢;,d¢; LP-converge strongly to
oo, Ao 0N By(x4) for every 1 < p < oo, respectively.

Then the Bochner formula on X; yields

1
—5/ <d¢i,d|wi|2>dvi2/ o3| Vi 2du;
Br(x;) Br(x;

(3

- / (0(piw;)ow; + (d(piw;), dwy)) dvy
By (z;)

+ K(n— 1)/ 6sloos Pl (7.1)
By (z)
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for every i < co. Theorem gives
lim (do;, d|w;|*) dv; = / (dpoo, d|wso|”) dvse (7.2)
4700 Br(mz Br(woo)
and
Jim il 2dvs = / oo |20y (7.3)
1770 J Br (i) Br(%oo)
Similarly by Theorem [6.14] since (¢;)'/?Vw; L-converges weakly to (¢o)/2V9%=w,, on
B, (7)) we have
1—00

lim inf / bs| Vw; Pdv; > / Boo | VI¥2 oo |2V . (7.4)
By (z;) Br (o)

On the other hand, we can easily see that d(¢,w;), 6(¢w;) L?-converge strongly to
A(Poooo )s 0V (Poooo) ON B.(Tw), respectively. In particular we have

11— 00 BT(ZB'L)
_ / (6% (aotne )8 s + (A oot ), devrns)) . (7.5)

By (o)
Thus by letting i — oo in (1) with (7.2)), (Z.3]), (7.4) and (7.5]), this completes the
proof. O

COROLLARY 7.4. Let R > 0, let (X,v) € M(n, K,d) with diam X > 0, let v € X and
let f € D*(AV, Bg(z)). Then we have the following:

! 2 oo e
2/BR<x><d¢’d'df dv 2 /BR(MHGSSf fav | (o o ) o

+K(n— 1)/ o|df [2dv (7.6)
Br(z)
for every ¢ € LIP.(Bg(x)) with ¢ >0 on Bgr(z).

ProoOF. It follows directly from Theorems [.7 [£13] and an argument similar to the
proof of Theorem 0

Note that we showed in [Hon13a] that (7.6)) holds for most functions f € D*(AY, Bg(x)).
See [Honl13al, Theorem 1.4].

7.2. New test classes and Hodge Laplacian. In this subsection we prove the remained
results stated in subsection 1.4. Let (X,v) € M(n, K,d) with diam X > 0. We start
this section by giving the following approximation. Recall (I.I7) for the definition of
TestF(X).

PROPOSITION 7.5. Let f € LIP(X)ND?(Av, X). Then there exists a sequence {f;}; of
fi € Test F(X) such that sup, Lipf; < oo, that f; — f in HY*(X) and that AV f; — AV f
in L*(X). Moreover if f € TestF'(X) then we can assume that A f; — AV f in H"?(X).
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PROOF. Let us consider the following approximation:

hé(he(.f))

(recall (ZII) for the definition of a mollified heat flow h,). Then by [AGSI4al [G14] it is
easy to check the following:

o hs(h(f)) € rl:gs/tF(X) for any €, > 0.

® SUDs1cc1 Lilih(;(he(f)) < 00.

o hs(he(f)) = he(f) in HY*(X) as § — 0 for every € > 0.

o h(f) = fin H*2(X) as € — 0.

o A(hs(he(f))) = hs(A¥(he(f))) = AVh(f) in L3(X) as § — 0 for every e > 0.

o A(hef) = he(AYf) — AYf in L*(X) as € — 0.
Moreover if f € TestF(X), then we see that AY(hs(he(f))) = hs(he(AY(f))) = AVh(f)
in H2(X) as § — 0 for every € > 0 and that h(AVf) — AVf in H*?(X) as e — 0. This

completes the proof. O

We now define new ‘test classes’, 'fégc, as follows:

o [et

N
TestT! X := {Z hEVTRE N € Ny W* = (hE, ... BE, ) bl e fg/stF(X)} C TestT X.

k=1

o [et

e~

N
TestFormy(X) := {Z foidfiiN---Ndfyi; N eN, f;; € T/g/stF(X)} C TestFormy (X).
i=1

REMARK 7.6. We give two remarks on W;I’Q—approximations.

e In Theorem [LTT] by the proof, we can choose the W11{’2—approximation {wijy}; of
w by wi(j) € Tegt_ﬁ;ml (Xig))-

e By [G14, Proposition 3.5.12] and the proof of Theorem [LTTlwith Theorem T3], we
have the following weak type approximation: Let k > 2, let (X, v;) Ead (Xoo) Uso)
in M(n, K, d) with diam X, > 0, and let wy, € Te%mk(Xoo). Then there exist

a subsequence {i(j)}; and a sequence {w;(;y}; of wi(;) € Tegﬁ‘amk(Xi(j)) with

sup ([lwig) ||z + |[d" @ wigs)l o) < 00
j
such that wj(;), d"@w; L2-converge strongly t0 wae, "~ wse 0on X4, respectively
and that d”w;(;), Vw() L2-converge weakly to 0"~ wa,, Vs on X4, respectively.
Moreover, if (X;,v;) € M(n, K, d) for every i < oo, then we can choose w;(;y as

smooth k-forms.



RICCI CURVATURE 75

e Similarly we have the following. Let (X;,v;) <A (Xoos Uoo) In M(n, K,d) with
diam Xo, > 0, and let T € TestT, X,. Then there exists a subsequence {i(j)},
and a sequence {7T;;)}; of T;;) € TestT] X;(;) with

sup ||Tij)|| o < o0
J

such that Tj;) L*-converges strongly to T, on X and that VT L*-converges
weakly to VT, on X,. Moreover, if (X;,v;) € M(n, K,d) for every ¢ < oo, then
we can choose Tj(;) as smooth tensor fields. This gives a positive answer to the
question stated in Remark

The following is a key result to define new Sobolev spaces by using new test classes above
(however we will refine them later in Theorem [7.9]).

THEOREM 7.7. We have the following:
(1) TestF(X) is dense in H2(X). In particular it is also dense in L*(X).
(2) TestTT X is dense in L2(T"X).
(3) Tegt_ﬁ;mk(X) is dense in Hy>(N" T*X). In particular it is also dense in L*(\" T*X).

ProoOF. We first prove (1). By Proposition we see that TestF(X) is dense in
Test F(X) with respect to the H'?-norm. Since TestF/(X) is dense in H"?(X) (see Remark

2.20), we have (1).

Next we give a proof of (2) in the case that » = 1 and s = 0 only for simplicity because
the proof in the other case is similar. Since TestTX is dense in L*(TX), it suffices to
check that TestT'X is dense in TestT'X in the sense of L2.

Let V = Zf\il fl Vs € TestTX, where f; € TestTX. By Proposition [Z.5, for
any 1, j, there exists a sequence {f;7k}k<oo of f;k € T(:J/stF(X) such that sup, Lipf}k < 00
and that f7, — fi _in H"*(X) as k — oo. Let V; := SN iV in TestTX for every
k < oo. Then since Vj, — V in L*(TX) as k — oo, we have (2).

Finally we prove (3). Let

N
W= Z Jo.i00@f1i00 N+ ANdfgico € TestFormy X,
i=1

where f;; € TestF'(X). By Proposition [.5] for any 4, j there exists a sequence {f;;;}; of
fii1 € Test F'(X) such that sup, Lipf;;; < oo and that f;;; — f;; in H"*(X) as [ = oo.
For every [ < oo, let

N
wp = Z foiadfiig A=+ ANdfi i
i=1

By [G14, Theorem 3.5.2] we have

N
d'wy =Y dfosi Adfiig A Ndfia
=1
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Thus we have w; — w in W, >(\"T*X) as [ — oo. This completes the proof. O

We now define new Sobolev spaces in the same manner of [G14] by using these new
test classes, Test instead of Test as follows:

o Let Wé’z(TSTX) be the set of T € L*(TTX) satisfying that there exists S €
L*(Tr,, X) such that (2.8) holds for any g; € TestF(X). By Theorem [[7 since S
is unique if it exists, we denote it by VT It is easy to check that W5*(T7X) is

a Hilbert space equipped with the norm
2 NLLallp 1/2
Tl == (1T + V"7 )

that W5*(T7 X) is a closed subspace of Wé’z(T " X), and that VT = V*T for every

S S

T e Wé’z(Ts’" X). Thus for convenience we use the same notation: VY1 := VT
for every T € Wé’z(Ts’" X) (note that we will also use similar notation below). Let
f[é’z(T;X) be the closure of 'fe\s/tT;X in /Wvéz(TgX).

o Let W;z(/\k T*X) be the set of w € L2(A"T*X) satisfying that there exists
n € LA(A" T*X) such that (ZI0) holds for any V; € Test7T¢ X. By Theorem
[[7, since 7 is unique if it exists, we denote it by d’w. By an argument similar
to the proof of [G14, Theorem 3.5.2] we see that W;z(/\k T*X) is a Hilbert space
equipped with the norm

)1/2

)

[lwllf2 = (lwl[Z2 + lld"w]]Z:

that W, (A" T*X) is a closed subspace of W;z(/\k T*X) and that {(w,d"w);w €
W;Q(/\k T*X)} is a closed subset of L2 (A" T*X)x L2 (A" T*X). Let ffiz(/\k T*X)
be the closure of Tegﬁ‘amk(X) in W;z(/\k T*X), and let WéQ(/\k T*X) =
WEHTOX) N LA(NFT7X).

o Let W22(X) be the set of f € H"2(X) satisfying that there exists A € L2(T9X)
such that (2.7) holds for any g; € TestF° (X). By Theorem [.7] since A is unique if
it exists, we also denote it by Hess}. It is easy to check that W2’2(X ) is a Hilbert
space equipped with the norm

v 1/2
1 F 52 == (1 fl]702 + |[Hess|[72) ",

and that W22(X) is a closed subspace of W22(X) Let H22(X) be the closure of
Test F(X) in W22(X).

e Let D2(87, X) be the set of w € L2(A\*T*X) satisfying that there exists 7 €
L2(N\*"'T*X) such that (TI5) holds for every a € Tegﬁ‘amk_lX. Since 7 is
unique if it exists, we denote it by 0, w for short. It is easy to check that 152(5}5, X)
is a Hilbert space equipped with the norm

1/2
llwllsy = (llwll72 + |05w]]72)

and that D2(67, X) is a closed subset of D2(8?, X).
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o Let WAN T X) := WA T*X)ND?(67, X). Tt is easy to check that WyA(AF T X)
is a Hilbert space equipped with the norm

)

1/2
Wl = ([lwllz2 + ld" w72 + [[6°w||7>)

and that WE*(A" T*X) is a closed subspace of vaé2(/\k T*X). Let HA(N' T X)
be the closure of Tegt_l?(;”mk(X) in WIZQ(/\k T*X).

o Let 152(A}{1,k,X) be the set of w € /VV;IQ(/\'C T*X) satisfying that there exists
n € LA(A"T*X) such that (LI6) holds for every o € Tegt_l?(;"mk(X). Since 7 is
unique if it exists we denote it by A%, w. It is easy to check that 152(A”H,k, X) is
a Hilbert space equipped with the norm

1/2
eollpz i= (11l oy + 1A% 401132

and that D*(AY,, X) is a closed subset of 52(A”H,k, X).

It is important that these ‘~-versions of Gigli’s Sobolev spaces’ have closedness with
respect to the Gromov-Hausdorff topology:

THEOREM 7.8. Let (X;,0;) B (Xoo, Uno) in M(n, K, d) with diam Xo > 0, and let

k,r,s € Z>y. We have the following:

(1) Let {w;}icoo be a sequence of w; € Wdlz(/\k T*X;) with sup; . ||w2-HWd1,2 < 00,
and let ws be the L*-strong limit on X of them. Then we see that ws €
W;’z(/\k T*X.) and that d¥iw; L*-converges weakly to d">w., on X.

(2) Let {T;}icoo be a sequence of T; € Wé’z(Ts’"Xi) with sup; HTZ-HWé,z < 00, and let T
be the L*-strong limit on X of them. Then we see that Ty, € Wé’2(T§XOO) and
that VViT; L*-converges weakly to VV=Ts on Xo.

PROOF. We only prove (1) because the proof of (2) is similar.

By an argument similar to the proof of Corollary [L.4] without loss of generality we can
assume that there exists the L?-weak limit € L2 (A" T*X ) on Xoo of {d"w;};.

Let {ad }o<j<r C TestT, 5 Xoo. By Remark [T.6] without loss of generality we can assume
that there exist sequences {a }o<j<r.icoo Of a7 € TestT X; with

sup||af||Loo < 00
ji
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such that af L2-converges strongly to a?_ on X, for every j and that Vaf L?-converges
weakly to Vai_ on X, for every j. Note that

U4 0 k
/ d wz(a27 ey OKZ )dUz
%
1)+ 0 -1 141 K\ 350 (]
—E / wilag,...,a; o, o )divYi (o) du;

—I-Z Hm/ ([l o a? el ekt e ot ) dy, (7.7)
l<m Xi

for every i < oo. By Remarks {12}, .18 and Theorem EL13] since [af, a"]" L?-converges
weakly to [l ,am]"= on X, letting i — oo in (7)) with [HonI3a, Proposition 3.69]
yields n = d">*w,,. This completes the proof. ([

OO?

Let us consider the following natural question:

Question 8. Do ‘~-versions’ of Gigli’'s Sobolev spaces and the original one coincide?

The answer of this question is the following. Note that Theorems [[.I0 and 613 are
direct consequences of Theorems [T.8 and

THEOREM 7.9. The question above has a positive answer, i.e. we have the following.

(1) D*(6, X) = D2(5%, X).

(2) Hp* (N T*X) = HP*(N'T*X).
(3) HP (N TX) = H (N T X).
(4) DX (AY 4 X) = DAY, X).
(5) H*2(X) = H**(X).

(6) W22(X) = W22(X).

(7) W (N T2 X) = WA (N T X).
(8) WH(T1X) = WE (T X).

(9) HG*(T1X) = HG*(T: X).

(10) WA T*X) = WiAN T X).

ProoF. We first prove (1).
Let w € D?*(6Y, X) and let n € TestFormy,_;(X). (3) of Theorem [7.7] yields that there
exists a sequence {1; }i<co 0f 7; € TestFormy_1(X) such that n; — 7 in V[/dl’Q(/\k_1 T=X).

Since
/(w,d“m>dv:/(5gw,ni)dv
X X

for every i, by letting i — oo we have w € D?(6¥, X). This completes the proof of (1).
(2) is a direct consequence of (3) of Theorem [T.7
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We now prove (3). Let
N
W= Z foidfii A -+ Ndfy,; € TestForm; X,
i=1

where f;; € TestF(X). By Proposition for any i, j there exists a sequence {f;;:}
of fiji1 € rl/“gs/tF(X) such that sup, Lipfj;; < oo, that f;;; — f;; in HY*(X) and that
AVfii — AVf;; in L*(X) as | — oo for any i,j. In particular by Remark and
Theorem we see that [V £, Vf;:,]" = V£, VY in LH(TX) as | — oo for any
i35 Let

wp ‘= Z fO,z‘,ldfl,i,l JANREIIVAN dfk,i,l € Tegt_ﬁ;mk(X)
i=1

Then by [G14, Proposition 3.5.12] and [Honl3al Proposition 3.70] it is not difficult to
check that wy, d®w;, 6°w; L*-converge strongly to w,d"w,dw on X, respectively. This
gives (3).

(4) is a direct consequence of (3).

Next we prove (5) (note that the following argument is essentially same to the proof
of [G14, Proposition 3.3.18]). Let f € D*(AY,X). There exists a sequence {F;}; of
F, € LIP(X) such that F; — AVf in L*(X) and that

X

Let f; := (AY)~LF,. Theorem [Tl with (I3) gives that f; € TestF(X) and that f; — f
in H%2(X). Moreover Theorems and yield that Hess} L*-converges weakly to
Hess} on X. In particular f; converges weakly to f in W*?(X). Thus f is in the closure
of Test F(X) with respect to the weak topology of W22(X). Since TestF(X) is a linear
subspace in W22(X), we see that f is in the closure of TestF(X) with respect to the
strong topology of W22(X) (c.f. Mazur’s lemma), i.e., f € H*2(X). This completes the
proof of (5).

We turn to the proof of (6). Let f € W??*(X) and let g; € TestF(X), where j €
{0,1,2}. By Proposition [0l for every j there exists a sequence {g;;}; of g;; € Test F(X)
such that sup, Lipg;; < oo, that g;; — g; in H"*(X) and that AVg;;, — AVg; in H“*(X).
Note that by Theorem we see that (Vg1,,Vgai) = (Vgi,Vge) in HY?(X). Then
since

2/ 9o <H€SS?, dgi; ® d92,i> dv
X

= / (_<Vf7 V91,2'>din<90,z‘Vg2,i) - <Vf7 ng,z‘>din(go,ng1,i) — 9o,i <Vf, \Y (Vgu, Vg2,i>>) dv,
X

by letting i — oo, we have f € W22(X). This completes the proof of (6).
Next we prove (7). We only give the proof in the case when k = 1 only for simplicity
because the proof in the case when k > 2 is similar.
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Let w € W;z(/\k T*X) and let

N
= oV i B= D [0V fie € TestTy (X),
=1 =1
where f]l-po € Test F'(X). By Proposition [.5, for any 7, [, there exists a sequence { f]ll},
of fl. € Tg;cF(X) such that sup, Lipf}, < oo and that f}, Afl, — fl_AVfl_in
H'2(X), respectively.
Let a; := om0 fLVfh . Bii= 0, f4.V fL; € TestTy(X). Note that

[, B =Y (VL VIOV oy = LV £, VIV I+ FLFEN £, VL)
I,m
(7.8)
By (1), Theorem and Remark T8 we see that f]; f" converges uniformly to f] . fa",
on X and that [V f},, V"] = [V f} ., V%" in L*(TX). In particular we have

i [ AL (VA VIR o = [ fofiw (Vha VAR do. (79
X X
Since
/ d’w (e, ;) dv = / (w(ay)div® () — w(By)div? () — w ([, Bi]7)) dw, (7.10)
X X

for every i < oo, by (7.8) and (7.9), letting i — oo in ((T.I0) gives

[ dtwta o = [ (wlaytiv(s) —w(a)div'(e) - w (a. 81) dv.

X

Thus we have w € W;?(A* T*X). This completes the proof of (7).
Similarly we have (8).
Next we give a proof of (9). Let

N
T:=> h{VihF € TestT! X,
k=1
where h* = (Y, ..., hl,,) and h} € TestF(X). By Proposition [Z.5 for any j, k there exists
a sequence {h%.}; of h%, € Test F(X) such that sup, Liph%, < oo and that kY, AvhY, —
h%, AVRY in H'?(X) as i — oo, respectively. Let A% := (hf,, ... h¥, ;) and let

N
Ty = hf;Vih* € TestT! X.
k=1

By Remark and Theorem [L13] it is easy to check that T; converges weakly to T
in W5*(TrX). This implies that T is in the closure of TestT, 7 X with respect to the
weak topology of W5(T7X). Since TestT "X is a linear subspace of W*(T7X), we have
T e ]?Ié’z(Ts’"X). Thus we have (9).

(10) is a direct sequence of (1) and (7) O
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COROLLARY 7.10. Let (X, v) € M(n, K, d) with diam X > 0, and letw € HS* (N T*X).
Then the same conclusion of Theorem [1.10 holds.

PrROOF. By Remark and Theorem [I.10 we see that this holds if w € Teg&‘aka )
Thus Theorem yields the assertion. 0

Similarly by Theorem and Remark [7.6] we have the following.

COROLLARY 7.11. Let (X,v) € M(n, K,d) with diam X > 0, and let T € HZ*(T' X).
Then we see that T is differentiable at a.e. x € X, that T € Wayn-1)(T7X), that
IT|? € HM>/Cn=1(X) and that VIXT = V'T.

We give another relationship between Sobolev spaces.

THEOREM 7.12. Let (X,v) € M(n, K,d) with dim X = n. Then we have Hy*(T*X) =
H(le(T*X) as sets. Moreover the identity map

id: H (T*X) — HF(T*X)
gies a homeomorphism.

PROOF. Let w; be a sequence in TestForm;X. It suffices the check that the following
are equivalent:

(1) w; is a Cauchy sequence with respect to the norm || - || "y
(2) w; is a Cauchy sequence with respect to the norm || - || 12

We first assume that (1) holds. By Theorem [7.3] since
[ 19— wpPat < [ (ldo = )P+ 15— )P = Ko = Dl - ) dB”
X X

for any i, j, we have (2).
Next we assume that (2) holds. In order to prove that dw; is a Cauchy sequence in

L?(X), we prepare the following:
CLAIM 7.13. For every n € TestForm; X, we have
dw = —tr(Vw).

The proof is as follows. By Remark with Theorem [7.9] there exist a sequence
(Xi,v;) € M(n,K,d) and a sequence w; € C®°(T*X;) such that (X;,v;) <l (X,v), that
w;, dw;, Vw; L2-converge weakly to w, dw, Vw on X, respectively.

Thus [HonI3al Proposition 3.72] yields that tr(Vw;) L?-converges weakly to tr(Vw) on
X. Since dw; = —tr(Vw;), this completes the proof of Claim [7.13]

Claim vields that dw; is a Cauchy sequence in L*(X).

On the other hand by (Z2), it is easy to check that dw; L*-converges strongly to dw on
X. This completes the proof of Proposition 0J
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REMARK 7.14. By using Proposition[TH, for any (X,v) € M(n, K,d) and f € D*(Av, X),
it is easy to check that df € Hy*(T*X).

REMARK 7.15. Let (X,v) € M(n, K,d) with dim X = n. By Theorems [[.9] [[.T0, [[.11]
and Corollary [7.4] we have the following two Bochner inequalities:

e For any f € D?(AY, X) and ¢ € LIP(X) with ¢ > 0 we have

_% /X<d¢,d|df|2>dv > /chlﬂess;\?dv +/X (—6(A"f)? + A" f(de, df)) dv

+K(n—1)/ o|df [2dv.
X
e For any w € H;*(T*X) and ¢ € LIP(X) with ¢ > 0 we have
1
I tdg dwydv > [ oVEwPdo — [ (69 (6w)dvw + (@ (6w), d'w)) d
5 [ (odul)av = [ olviubao [ (@ @05+ (@' (6w, dw)dv
—I-K(n—l)/ Plw|*dv.
X

Note that these are already proved by Gigli via different approaches on RCD(K(n —
1), 00)-spaces. See [G14] Lemma 3.6.2].

We give an application. Recall that if M is a closed nonnegatively Ricci curved Rie-
mannian manifold and w is a harmonic 1-form on M, then w is parallel, i.e.,

Vw = 0.

The following is a generalization of this to the Gromov-Hausdorff setting.

THEOREM 7.16. Let {€;}i<o0 be a sequence of €; > 0 with ¢; — 0, let {(X;, ;) bicoo be a
sequence of (X;,v;) € M(n, —¢;,d), let (Xoo, Vo) be the Gromov-Hausdorff limit of them
with diam X, > 0, let {w;}icoo be a sequence of w; € C°(T*X;) with

,hm/ (Jdwrf? + 6if?) dos = 0,

and let wyo be the L*-strong limit on Xo of them. Then we see that we € D*(AR, Xoo) N
Wé’z(T*Xoo), that A we = 0 and that dw;, dw;, Vw; L?-converge strongly to zeros on
X, respectively. In particular we have d"*ws = dwee = 0, 0" Wy = 09¥>wy, = 0 and
VVwe = V¥, = 0.

PRrROOF. The Bochner formula gives
1
_§A‘WZ|2 Z |V(A)i|2 — <AH,lwi7wi> — Ei‘wl"2.

Integrating this gives

/ |Vw,~|2dvi§/ (|dw,~|2+|5w,~|2)dvi+q/ | |2d;.
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By letting ¢ — oo we have

lim [ |Vw*dv; = 0. (7.11)
1— 00 X@
Thus the assertion follows from Corollaries .4, Theorems [6.14] [7.8 [7.9, (7.II) and
[Honl13al Proposition 3.74]. O

We now give a closedness of the Hodge Laplacian with respect to the Gromov-Hausdorff
topology:

THEOREM 7.17. Let (Xi,v:) & (Xoo, o) in M(n, K, d) with diam X > 0, and let

{witicoo be an L*-strong convergent sequence on Xo, of w; € L2(/\k T*X;). Assume that
wi € D*(AYjy, Xi) for every i < oo, that

sup/ (Id%wil® + |8V wi]® + [AF jwil?) dv; < 0. (7.12)
X

i<oo
and that one of the following two conditions holds:

(1) k=1.

(2) §Yiw; L2-converges strongly to 6Y=ws, 0n Xoo.
Then we see that wee € D*(A}, Xoo) and that Ajjw; L*-converges weakly to A5weo
on X

PROOF. We give a proof in the case when k = 1 only because by Remark [7.6] the proof
in the other case is similar. By an argument similar to the proof of Corollary [£.4] without
loss of generality we can assume that there exists the L?*-weak limit 7., € L*(T*X,,) on
X of {A}’j’lwi}i.

Let ay € Tegﬁ‘aml (Xs)- By Theorem [[.T1] and Remark [7.6, without loss of gener-
ality we can assume that there exists a sequence {«;}; of o; € Tegﬁ‘aml(Xi) such that
a;, d%a, 0V a; L?-converge strongly to g, AV lag, 6V s 0N X oo, Tespectively.

Then since

/ (s, A% i), = / (d% i, dwi) + (6% ) (6%w;)) dv
Xi Xi

by letting i — oo, Corollary [£.4], Theorems [7.8 and give that wy € W;I’Z(T*X ) and
that

(oo, Moo ) Vs = / ({d e, " Weo) + (07 o0 ) (07 W) ) AU

Xoo oo
Thus we have wy, € D*(A}, Xoo) and AJf W = 7). This completes the proof. O

We now give an L*°-estimate for an eigenform:

PROPOSITION 7.18. Let 0 < A < L, let (X,v) € M(n,K,d), and let w € C(T*X)
with ||w||2x) < L and

AHJW = \w.
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Then we have
l|lw|[ze(x) < C(n, K,d, L).
PROOF. The Bochner formula gives
LA > VP — (A, 0y + K~ 1]
9 =z H1W,

1 1
> — S| Aawf® = Sl + K(n - 1)

> 1
> =+ = — 2,
> - (G 5+ Kl = 1)) o
Thus Li-Tam’s mean value inequality [L0O8, Corolalry 3.6] yields
w| < C(n, K, d, L)/ wldv = C(n, K, d, L).
X
This completes the proof. O

REMARK 7.19. By an argument similar to the proof of Proposition [[.I8 we have the
following: Let L > 0, let (X,v) € M(n, K,d), and let w € C*(T*X) with

wllz2x) + | Am1w|[zeox) < L.

Then we have

||w] |z (x) < C(n, K, d, L).
Theorem [I.12]is a direct consequence of the following:

THEOREM 7.20. Let {\;}icoo be a bounded sequence in R, let {(X;, v;) }icoo be a sequence
in M(n, K,d), let (Xo,Vso) be the Gromov-Hausdorff limit of them with diam X, > 0, let
{witicoo be a sequence of \i-eigenforms w; € C(N\" T*X;) with |will2x,) = 1, and let
Weo e the L2-strong limit on X of them. Assume that one of the following two conditions
holds:

(1) k=1.
(2) §Yiw; L2-converges strongly to 6Y=wse 0n Xoo.
Then we see that the limit

1—00

eists and that we € D* (A, Xoo) with

AW = (lgn )\i) Woo-
’ 1—>00



RICCI CURVATURE 85

PROOF. Since

1/2 1/2
/ (\dw2|2 + |5(A)Z‘2) dUi = / wiAH,kwidvi S < |wi\2dvi) ( \AH,kwiPdvi)

for every ¢ < oo, we see that (Z.I2) holds.

Let {i(j)}; be a subsequence of N. There exist a subsequence {j({)}; of {i(j)}; and
A € [0,00) such that Aj;) — A. Theorem [ZIT yields that wy, € D*(A}%, Xoo) and
AfWeo = Aweo. Since A = [[Ajwool|z2 and {i(j)} is arbitrary, this completes the
proof. O

The following means that roughly speaking, in the Gromov-Hausdorff setting, the L*-
strong limit of a sequence of harmonic forms with uniform bounds on the L?-energies is
also harmonic:

COROLLARY 7.21. Let {(X;,v;) bicoo be a sequence in M(n, K, d), let (X, Vo) be the
Gromov-Hausdorff limit of them with diam X, > 0, let {w; }i<o0 be a sequence of harmonic
forms w; € C°(N* T*X;) with (I13), and let woo be the L?-strong limit on X of them.
Then we see that wee € D*(A, Xoo) with

A wee = 0.
PROOF. It is a direct consequence of Corollary [£.4] and Theorems [6.9, and[7.200 O

REMARK 7.22. Let {(X;,v;)}icco be a sequence in M(n, K,d), let (X, vs) be the
Gromov-Hausdorff limit of them. Define a generalized first betti number of (Xoo, Uoo) by

b1(Xoo) := dim {w € D* (A}, Xoo); Afw = 0}

Then Corollary [.21] with Theorem [L.13] yields that if dim X, = n, then we see that the
upper semicontinuity of the first betti numbers with respect to the Gromov-Hausdorff
topology:

1—00
Note that we do not know whether the equality of (TI3)) holds and b;(X) is equal to
the first betti number in Gigli’s sense, i.e.,

b1(Xs) = dim ({w € D*(AY, Xoo); Afsw = 0} N Hi (T X)) -

However it is worth pointing out that if Hy;*(T*X.) = Wi (T*X.), then the equality
above holds.

We now give a sufficient condition for the L-strong convergence of {dw;}; and {dw;};
which is a generalization of Theorem [4.1] to the case of differential forms:
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THEOREM 7.23. Let us consider the same assumption as in Theorem [7.17. Assume
that (X;,v;) € M(n,K,d) for every i < oo, that w; € C®(N\*T*X;) for every i < oo
and that ws has a smooth W}f—appmximation with respect to {(X;,v;)}i. Then dw;, dw;
L?-converge strongly to d"*ws, Vwee on Xo, respectively.

PROOF. Let {1;}; be a smooth W} *-approximation of ws, with respect to {(X;, v;)},.
We first prove the following. Compare with Claim [£.2]

CLAIM 7.24. For every 1 < oo we have

/ (Jdn:|* + [0mi|?) dv; — 2/ (Appwi, ni)dv; > /

X;

(|dcu,~|2 + |5wi|2) dv; — 2/ (A pwi, wi)dv;.
X;
(7.14)

It follows from the identity

/ (|d7]2‘2 + |57]2‘2) dUZ' - 2/ <AH7kwi, nz>dUz
X

X;

= / (|dwz|2 + |(S(.UZ|2) dUZ' — 2/ <AH7kwi,w,~>dvi + / (|d(wz - 77z)|2 + |(S(CUZ - 772)|2> dUZ'.

(2 XZ X,L

Letting ¢ — oo in (Z.14) with Theorem [T.I7 yields

limsup/ (Jdew;|* + |6w;[*) dv; < / (|d"weo|* + 6"~ weo|?) dvse.
i—oo  JX; Xoo

On the other hand, since Corollary [£.4] and Theorem [T.8 give

liminf/ |dwi|2dvi2/ |dV> Woo|2dVUss, liminf/ |5w,~|2dvi2/ 6% W |2 AU,
X; oo e JXG Xoo

71— 00
we have
lim \dwi|2dvi:/ |d7>° oo | Ao, ,hm/ \&ui\zdvi:/ 6% Weo | dVse .
71— 00 Xl oo 71— 00 ){Z Xoo
This completes the proof. O

REMARK 7.25. By Theorem [[L.TT]and the proof of Theorem [7.23], we have the following:
Let (X, v;) <l (Xeos Voo) in M(n, K, d), let {w;}i<oo be an L2-strong convergent sequence
of w; € DA(AY;,, X;) N Hy*(N*T%X;) with

sup |A§i}7kwi\2dvi < 00.
i X;
Assume that k = 1, or that §%w; L?-converges strongly to §">~ws on X,. Then we see
that dViw;, 0Vw; L2-converge strongly to d*w.,, 0"*ws on X, respectively and that
AYjwi LP-converges weakly to A7 wee on X

As a summary of this subsection we give the following two compactness for 1-forms in
noncollapsed setting:
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THEOREM 7.26. Let {(X;,v;)}icoo be a sequence in M(n, K,d), let (Xoo, Vo) be the
noncollapsed Gromov-Hausdorff limit of them, and let {w;}i<o be a sequence of w; €

C>(T*X;) with (I.14) and
sup/ |ow; |*dv; < 0.
X;

i<oo
Then there exist wo, € Wé’2(T*XOO) ﬂW}f (T* X o) N Wanjn-1)(T*Xs) and a subsequence
of {i(y)}; such that the following hold.
(1) weo is the L"-strong limit on X of {wig)}; for every 1 <r < 2n/(n—1).
(2) V9¥owy, = V¥ ws and it is the L*-weak limit on Xy of {Vwi()};.
(3) dweo = d">we and it is the L*-weak limit on X of {dw(;)};.
(4) 09%cows, = §"ws, and it is the L*-weak limit on Xo of {0w;(j};-

PRroOOF. It follows directly from Corollary [6.15] Proposition [7.1, Theorems [7.3] [7.8 and
.9l ]

THEOREM 7.27. Let {(X;,v;)}icoo be a sequence in M(n, K,d), let (Xoo, Vo) be the
noncollapsed Gromov-Hausdorff limit of them, and let {w;}i<o be a sequence of w; €
C®(T*X;) with

sup/ (|cu,~|2 + |AH71wi|2) dv; < oo.

i<oo J X;
Then there exist weo € Wé’2(T*XOO)ﬂD2(A}}°j’1, Xoo) MWoap(n-1)(T* X o) and a subsequence
{i(4)}; such that the same conclusions of Theorem[7.2 hold and that Ay} w; L*-converges
weakly to Ajiwee on Xoo.

PROOF. It is a direct consequence of Theorems [7.17 and [7.20 O

REMARK 7.28. Note that roughly speaking, most results for ‘smooth objects’ shown
in this paper are also hold for ‘objects having smooth approximations’. For example,
by Theorems [[LT1] [6.14] 73] [7.8 Corollary 4] and Proposition [II] for any (X,v) €
M(n, K,d) and w € H"*(T*X) with

/ (|&°wf? + |8°w]?) dv < L,
X

we see that w € Way (1) (T*X)NWS*(T*X), that |w|? € H"?"/Cr=D(X), that dw = d*w,
that 09%w = ¢"w, that VI*¥w = V"w and that

/ |VYw|?dv < C(n, K, d, L).
X
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