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A GENERALIZATION OF AUBIN’S RESULT FOR A YAMABE-TYPE
PROBLEM ON SMOOTH METRIC MEASURE SPACES

JHOVANNY MUNOZ POSSO ! 2

ABSTRACT. The Yamabe problem in compact closed Riemannian manifolds is concerned
with finding a metric with constant scalar curvature in the conformal class of a given
metric. This problem was solved by the combined work of Yamabe, Trudinger, Aubin,
and Schoen. In particular, Aubin solved the case when the Riemannian manifold is
compact, is nonlocally conformally flat and has a dimension equal to or greater than
6. In 2015, Case considered a Yamabe-type problem in the setting of smooth measure
space in manifolds and for a parameter m, which generalizes the original Yamabe problem
when m = 0. Additionally, Case solved this problem when the parameter m is a natural
number. In the context of the Yamabe-type problem, we generalize Aubin’s result for
nonlocally conformally flat manifolds, with dimension equal and greater than 6 and
parameter m close to nonnegative integers.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let (M™, g) be an n-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold and R, be the scalar
curvature associated with the metric g. The Yamabe problem is concerned with finding a
metric of constant scalar curvature in the conformal class of g. It is well known that the
Yamabe problem was solved by the combined work of Yamabe [11], Trudinger [10], Aubin
[1], and Schoen [9]; for a presentation of this topic, see [6]. In particular, we mention that
Aubin in [I] solved the problem under the hypothesis that the Riemannian manifold is
compact, nonlocally conformally flat and with dimension n > 6.

In [2] and [3], Case considered some geometric invariants that he called the weighted
Yamabe constants, which constitute a one-parameter family and interpolate between the
Yamabe constant and Perelman’s v-entropy when the parameter is zero and infinity,
respectively. The Yamabe constant is the curved analogue of the sharp Sobolev inequality,
and the v-entropy is the curved analogue of the sharp logarithmic Sobolev inequality. The
weighted Yamabe constants are thus curved analogues of a family of sharp Gagliardo-
Nirenberg-Sobolev inequalities.

Before we explain Case’s results, we introduce some terminology. Let us denote by dV,
the volume form induced by the metric g. Fix a function ¢ € C*°(M) and a dimensional
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parameter m € [0,00]. A smooth metric measure space is a four-tuple (M™, g, e=?dV,, m).
Let us denote by A, and V, the Laplacian and the gradient associated to the metric g,
respectively The weighted scalar curvature R’ of a smooth metric measure space for
m = 0 is = R, and for m # 0 is the functlon Ry = Ry + 24,0 — "LV, ¢[%. The
weighted Yamabe quotient is the functional Q : C*(M) — ]R defined by

2m

2(m+n—1) m— n
f (’V w‘2 MRm 2) _¢dVg <fM‘w‘ m;rn 2 e ( 1)¢dv>

4(m+n—1)

(]‘) Q(’LU) = 2m4+n—2
2(m+n) n
(fM ‘w‘ m+n—2 e_d)d‘/jg)
The weighted Yamabe constant is the number
(2) A[M™, g,e=%dV,, m] = inf{Q(w) : w € C™°(M),w # 0}.

For m = oo, Case defined the weighted Yamabe quotient as the limit of (Il) when m
goes to infinity and the weighted Yamabe constant as (2)). Note that when m = 0, the
weighted Yamabe constant coincides with the Yamabe constant, and when m = oo, if the

weighted Yamabe constant is positive, this is equivalent to Perelman’s entropy (see [§]).
By the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, it is possible to consider the functional defined in
(@) and the constant defined in (2) for (R", dz? dV,m), where dz? is the usual metric in
R? and dV is the volume form induced by this metric. We denote by A,,,, the weighted
Yamabe constant A(R", dz?,dV, m) (see Theorem [3 below).

Two smooth measure metric spaces (M", g, e=?dV,, m) and (M™, g, e~ AdVg, m) are point-
wise conformally equivalent if there is a function o € COO( ) such that g = etn=2 g and
¢ = 25 + ¢. We say that (M",g,e” ?dV,,m) and (M",g,e d’dV;],m) are conformally
equivalent if there is a diffeomorphism F : M — M such that (M "og,e d’dV}], m) is
pointwise conformally equivalent to (F~*(M), F*g, F*(e=?dV,), m).

The weighted Yamabe problem is to find a function that minimizes the weighted Yamabe
quotient. In [2], Case proved an Aubin-type criterion for the existence of a minimizer of
the weighted Yamabe quotient. The exact statement is:

Theorem 1 ([2]). Let (M, g,e?dV,, m) be a compact smooth metric measure space such
that m > 0. Then,

(3) A[Mnu g, €_¢d‘/ga m] S Am,n-

Furthermore, if the inequality ([B)) is strict, then there exists a smooth positive function
w such that

Q(w) = A[M", g, e“z’dVg, m].

Additionally, in [2], Case proved the strict inequality in (8]) when m € NU{0}, together
with a characterization for the equality in (3).
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Theorem 2 ([2]). Let (M",g,e=?dV,,m) be a compact smooth metric measure space such
that m € NU{0}. The following equality holds

(4) A[Mna g, 6_¢d‘/;]a m] = Am,n

if and only if (M™,g,e*dV,,m) is conformally equivalent to (S™,go,dV,,, m), where
(S™, go) 1is the n-dimensional sphere with a metric of constant sectional curvature and
m € {0,1}. Therefore, there exists a smooth positive function w such that

Q(w) = A[an 9, e_d)d‘/gv m]

In this paper, we prove for nonlocally conformally flat manifolds with dimension n > 6

and m € |J [i,i + ) for some § > 0 that inequality (3) is strict. By Theorem [I
1eNU{0}
the existence of a minimizer of the weighted Yamabe problem follows. This result is a

generalization of the Aubin existence theorem and a generalization of the Case existence
result for m close to the integers.

Theorem A. Let (M",g) be a compact Riemannian manifold, ¢ € C*(M), and n > 6.
If (M, g) is nonlocally conformally flat, there exist 0 < § < 1 such that for

me |J [ii+0)

1eNU{0}

we obtain
(5) A[M™, g,e”%dVy, m] < M.
Therefore, there exists a smooth positive minimizer of the weighted Yamabe quotient.

We use arguments similar to those Aubin used in [I] to prove Theorem A. These argu-
ments involve test functions in the Yamabe quotient with support in a neighborhood of a
point where the Weyl tensor is nonzero. However, when we restrict to the case m = 0, we
use different test functions from the ones used in [I]. For this reason, our proof is different
than Aubin’s Theorem for n > 7.

This paper is organized as follows. In sections [2 and [8] we present some basic concepts
about smooth metric measure spaces and the Yamabe-type problem on these spaces,
respectively. In section 4l we prove Theorem A. We complement this with an appendix
devoted to some calculus lemmas that we use in the proof of Theorem A.

2. SMOOTH METRIC MEASURE SPACE AND THE CONFORMAL LAPLACIAN

Our approach in this section is based on [2] and [3]. The first step is to introduce the
definition of a smooth metric measure space
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Definition 1. Let (M", g) be a Riemannian manifold, and let us denote by dV, the volume
form induced by g in M. Fiz a function ¢ € C>®°(M) and a dimensional parameter

m € [0,00]. When m =0, we require that ¢ = 0. A smooth metric measure space is the
four-tuple (M™, g,e=%dV,,m).

As in [2], we sometimes denote by the three-tuple (M",g,v™dV,) a smooth metric
measure space where v and ¢ are related by v™ = e~?. We denote by R,, Ric,, T, and
W, the scalar curvature, the Ricci tensor, traceless Ricci tensor and the Weyl tensor of
(M, g), respectively. In some cases, we omit the reference to the metric g and write R,
Ric, T, and W. In the following definitions, we consider the case of m = oo as the limit
case of the parameter m.

Definition 2. Given a smooth metric measure space (M",g,e~?dV,,m), the weighted
scalar curvature Ry’ and the Bakry-Emery Ricci curvature Ricy' are the tensors

m—+1

(6) R} = Ry + 20,0 — T|vggz>|§
and

1
(7) Ricy == Ric + Hess,¢ — Edgb ® do,

where A, is the usual Laplacian, V, is the gradient, | - |, is the tensor norm, and Hess,
1s the Hessian, all of which are calculated in the metric g.

Since ¢ = —mInwv, equality (@) takes the form of

. m(1 —m)
(8) R{ =R, + —

2m
2
|V9U|g — TAgU.
Definition 3. Let (M",g,e *dV,,m) and (M", g, e‘édvg,m) be smooth metric measure
spaces. We say that they are pointwise conformally equivalent if there is a function o €
C>°(M) such that
—mo

20 A
9 0 — m+4n—2 d e —
) 9= g and ¢ m+n—2

0.

(M™, g,e=?dV,, m) and (M",g, e‘édvg,m) are conformally equivalent if there is a diffeo-
morphism F : M — M such that (F~Y(M), F*g, F*(e=?dV,), m) is pointwise conformally
equivalent to (M™, §,e=%dV,, m).

Remark 1. We will denote with a hat all quantities computed with respect to the smooth
metric measure space (M™, §,e~?dV;,m). On the other hand, equalities in (@) imply

2 m4+n
e ?dV, = emn27e"?dV,.
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Definition 4. Given a compact smooth metric measure space (M™,g,e=*dV,,m), the
weighted Laplacian Ay : C®°(M) — C*(M) is an operator defined by

Apu = Aju — Vu-V,0,
where u € C*°(M).

Definition 5. Let (M™, g,e=?dV,,m) be a smooth metric measure space. The weighted
conformal Laplacian Ly is given by the operator

m+n—2 _

IM—=_A, 4+ T2 pm
¢ ¢+4(m+n—1) ¢

Proposition 1. Let (M", g,e~%dV,,m) and (M",g, e‘édVg,m) be two pointwise confor-
20

mally equivalent smooth metric measure spaces such that § = em+n—2g and quS =5+ 0.

Let us denote by Lg' and ng their respective weighted conformal Laplacians. Then, we

o . .
have v = emtn=20, and the following transformation rules

(10) L) = e =D [ (),
N .
v Voo = (Vo g Var ).
% 2(n —1) (n—1)(n—2) )
" i A

and

> n— n— Ago n—
(13> Rij (p) = Rij o m+n2—2aij + (m+n32)2 0i0j + ((m+iL—2) - (m+n32)2 |Vg0'|£2’) Gij-

Proof. We mention that the identity (I0) appears in [2]. Equality (I2) follows from (I0)
when m = 0 and w = 1. The identity & = emt+ 20 follows from the relations o™ = e9,
v =% and ¢ = —% + ¢. The equation () follows from equalities v = emTiIY

and V; = e~ mn 2 V,. For the equation (I3)), see (1.1) in [5]. O

We denote by (w, @)y = [, wpv™dV, the inner product in L*(M,v™dV;). Addition-
ally, we denote by || - ||2.a the norm in the space L?(M,v™dV,); in some cases, we use the
notation || - || for this norm. H'(M,v™dV,) denotes the closure of C*°(M) with respect
to the norm [}, |Vw|§ + |w|§. Here and subsequently, the integrals are computed using
the measure v™dVj.
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3. YAMABE-TYPE PROBLEM

In this section, we recall some concepts necessary to study the Yamabe-type problem in
a smooth measure space (M™", g, v™dV,). In particular, we consider the weighted Yamabe
quotient, which generalizes the Sobolev quotient in the case of m = 0 and a suitable
Wh-functional. These definitions are taken from [2]. Following the presentation in [2], we
also consider the energies of these functionals and some of their properties.

3.1. The weighted Yamabe quotient. We start with the definition of the weighted
Yamabe quotient.

Definition 6. The weighted Yamabe quotient Q[M™, g,v™dV,] : C*(M) — R of a com-
pact smooth metric measure space (M", g,e~*dV,,m) is, by definition, the functional

(L7w, w) fM‘w|72%$ZL Foy2

QIM™, g, v"dVy)(w) =

2(m+n) 2m+n 2
fM |w| m+n—2

The weighted Yamabe constant A[M™, g,v"dV,] € R of( ", g,v™dVy) is defined by

A[M™, g, v™dV,] = inf{Q[M™, g, v™dV,](w) : w € H'(M,v™dV,)\ {0}}.

The weighted Yamabe problem is to find a function that minimizes the weighted Yamabe
quotient.

Remark 2. In some cases, when the context is clear, we will not write the depen-
dence of the smooth metric measure space: for example, we write @ and A instead of
QIM™, g,v™dVy| and A[M™, g,v™dV}], respectively. We note that since C>°(M) is dense
in HY(M,v™dV,) and Q(|w|) = Q(w), it is sufficient to consider the weighted Yamabe
constant by minimizing over the space of nonnegative smooth functions on M, and we will
subsequently make this assumption without further comment.

Note that the weighted Yamabe quotient is conformally invariant in the sense of def-
inition [ (see Proposition 3.3 in [2]). To simplify the computations and to avoid the
trivial noncompactness of the weighted Yamabe problem, as in [2], we consider the next
definition:

Definition 7. Let (M", g,v™dV,) be a smooth metric measure space. A smooth positive
function w is volume-normalized if
/ Wi 1,
M
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3.2. W-functional. Let us start with the definition of the W-functional considered by
Case in [2].

Definition 8. The functional W : C°(M)xR* — R of a compact smooth metric measure
space (M™, g, v™dV,) is defined by

m m _ n 2(m+n—1) 1 2(m+n)
W(UB ’7') = T m+tn (L¢ w, w) +m (7’ 2(m+n) q m+n—2 _ wm—Jrn,z)
M

when m € [0,00). We will refer to this functional as the W-functional.
Additionally, W satisfies the following conformal property; see Proposition 3.10 in [2].

Proposition 2 ([2]). Let (M™", g,v™dV}) be a compact smooth metric measure space. In
the first component, the W—functional is conformally invariant:

14 WM™, €% g, e ymaV ] (w, 7) = WM™, g, v™dV, ey 1
(14) [ g ol (w, g, f ,
for allT >0, o, and w € C®(M).

Since we are interested in minimizing the weighted Yamabe quotient, it is natural to
define the following energies as infima of the W-functional. It is also natural to relate one
of these energies with the weighted Yamabe constant.

Definition 9. Given a compact smooth metric measure space (M", g,v™dV,) and 7 > 0,
the T-energy, denoted by v[M™, g,v"dV,|(T) € R, is defined to be

v[M",g,v"dV,|(T) = inf {W(w,f) cw € HY(M, vdeg),/ Wt — 1} .
M
Define the energy v[M", g,v™dV,] € RU {—o0}, where
VM g, 0" dV,) = inf VM”90 dV;) (7).

The conformal invariance property in the WW-functional is transferred to the energies.

Proposition 3 ([2]). Let (M",g,v™dV,) be a compact smooth metric measure space.
Then

v[M", g,v"dV,)(1) = v[M",ce*g, e(m+")"vdecg] (eT),

v[M", g,v"dV,] = v[M",ce*g, e(m+")”vdeCg]
for all ¢ > 0, and for all 0 € C*°(M).
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The following proposition shows that it is equivalent to considering the energy instead
of the weighted Yamabe constant when the latter is nonnegative.

Proposition 4 ([2]). Let (M", g,v™dV,) be a compact smooth metric measure space, and
let v and A denote the energy and the weighted Yamabe constant, respectively. Then

(a) v = —o0 if and only if A € [—0,0);
(b) v =—m if and only if A =0; and
(¢) v>—m if and only if A > 0. Moreover, in this case we obtain

14

om +n [2]\} Tmin
= — —-m

2 n

and if w is a volume-normalized function, we have that (w,T) is a minimizer of v
with

2(m+n)
2(m+n—1) _1] 2m+n

if and only if w is a minimizer of A.
Next, we consider the Euler-Lagrange equation of the W-functional.

Proposition 5 ([2]). Let (M™, g,v™dV,) be a compact smooth metric measure space
(M™, g, v™dV,). FizT > 0 and consider the map & — W(&, ), where every £ is a volume-
normalized function in H(M,v™dV,). Suppose that w € H'(M,v™dV,) is a critical point
of this map. Then, w is a weak solution of

m 1) —_m  _min_ m+n+2
(15) TmLZLw + —méﬂtzn:z—l)T 2(mtn) mtn—29 L = cwmtn-2,

for some constant c. Furthermore, if (w,T) minimizes the v-energy, then
(2m+n—2)(m+n)

= Gmrnmin—2V ™

3.3. Euclidean space as the model space for the weighted Yamabe problem. In
this subsection, we consider a family of functions together with some of its properties,
which are fundamental in our proof of the Aubin-type existence result for minimizers of
the Yamabe quotient.

We start by mentioning Del Pino and Dolbeault’s result in [4] regarding the sharp
Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev inequalities in the manner as Case presented it in [2].
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Theorem 3 ([4]). Fizm € [0,00). For allw € H'(R™) N LR

2m
2(m+n—1) n
< ([ver) ([ o)
R™ R™

nr(m+n—2)2 (2m+n— 1)\ " [ T(2zm) \ =
(2m+n —2) ((2m+n — 2)) (F(m—l—n)) '
Moreover, the equality holds in (I0)) if and only if w is a constant multiple of the function
We z, defined on R™ by

(R™), it holds that

2m4+n—2

(16) Amn < |w|iET:";>
R”

, where the constant A, ,, is given by

mn =

m+n—2
2

(1) @) = (o

€2 + |x — zo|?
where € > 0, and xy € R™.

Fix n > 3 and m > 0. Next, we consider a particular case of function in (7)) defined
by

_ (m+n-2)
n(m+n—2) 2
(18) SO-’EO,T(':C> — 7—_ 4(m+n) (1 + C(m7 n) |I o x0‘2>
T
where ¢(m,n) = %, o € R™ and 7 > 0.

We denote the normalization of ¢, ; by

_ m+4n—2

Puor =V Tmd 0y 1,

where

2(m+n) 2(m+n)
(19) V:/ o 2d:c—/ ot d;

we used the change of variables in the second equality. On the other hand, a computation
shows

_m m(m+n— 1) goﬂfn min—3 (m+n)(m+n _ 1) m+nir2
20 — m+nA 0. T i — 17:7L+7Z’L 2 .
( ) T (p(h + m_'_n_2 Tm m+n_2 ()007

The definition of ¢,, ,, the definition of V', and identity (20)) correspond to (5.1), (5.2),
and (5.3) in [2], respectively. Since @, - is a volume-normalized function and attains the




10 JHOVANNY MUNOZ POSSO ' 2

infimum of the weighted Yamabe quotient (see Theorem [3)), by Proposition @ there is
7 > 0 such that

(21)

_m ,2(—% 2(m+n—1)
_ Fm+n 2 m7 2(m+n T mFn—2
- m+n—2 fRn |V§0x0,7'| + mt+n—1 fRn goivo,T .
\%4 VvV min

m-+n

It follows that 7 = Tv—ﬁ, since @,, , satisfies the equation (IH) and ¢, . satisfies
the equation (20)), respectively.

The next result, which corresponds to Theorem 7.1 in [2], links the weighted Yamabe
constants of (M",g,v™dV,) and (M™, g,v™"dV,) with the weighted Yamabe constants
for the Euclidean space with parameters m and m + 1. This result allows us to prove the
existence of a minimizer for the weighted Yamabe constant in an inductive argument for
the parameter m.

Theorem 4 ([2]). Let (M", g,v™dV,) be a compact smooth metric measure space with a
nonnegative weighted Yamabe constant, and suppose that the weighted Yamabe constant
was minimized by a smooth positive function. Then

A[M™, g,v™d V]
AR, dz?, dV,m]

A[M™, g, 0™ dVy] < A[R", da?, dV, m + 1]

4. AN AUBIN-TYPE EXISTENCE THEOREM

In this section, we are dedicated to proving Theorem A. Briefly, the proof consists of
performing some computation with a family of test functions in the WW-functional around
a point p where the Weyl tensor is nonzero. To simplify these computations, we consider
a smooth metric measure space conformal to the original so that T'(p) = 0 and the
new density v has suitable properties. The family of functions are supported in a small
neighborhood of the point p. Such functions are of the form of a standard cutoff function
times the family of functions ¢, , defined by (I8). Then, taking the limit when the
parameter T goes to zero, we prove that the entropy is less than the entropy of Euclidean
space when m < ¢, for some § > 0. By Proposition @ and Theorem [Il, we obtain the result
for m < §. Finally, using Theorem [ in an inductive argument, we obtain the result for
me |J [i,i+0).

1€eNU{0}
In this section, on the right-hand side of every equality or inequality that involves the

terms RZL, vk, Ry, Ri;, Tij Rijr or Wiji, will be calculated in the point p and we will omit
this point from notation. We will denote A?f instead A(Af) where f € C°°(M). The
big O notation is considered when the variables involved are going to zero. Additionally,
in this section, C' is a positive constant that depends only on the smooth metric measure
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(M™, g,v™dV,) and possibly changes from line to line or within the same line. Finally, we
use the Einstein summation convention when an index variable appears twice in a single
term. In some few cases, we will write the summation notation when the indexes appear
more than twice or when the index is not over all of the values.

4.1. Suitable smooth measure space. In this subsection, we consider a suitable con-
formally smooth measure space to begin the proof of Theorem A.

Lemma 1. Let (M",g,v™dV,) be a compact smooth metric measure space. There exists
a conformal smooth metric measure space (M™,§,0"dV;) such that for p € M we have
0(p) =1, V40(p) =0, and Ricy(p) = 0.

20

Proof. If 0 € C>®(M), g = emtn—2g, by equations (II) and (IZ) we can take o and
& = emtn2v, such that we have o(p) =1, V50(p) = 0 and Ry(p) = 0. Then, we change
our original smooth metric measure space by (M",§,0™dV;). We denote with tilde all
quantities computed with respect to the smooth metric measure space (M", g, 0™dVj).

Let g = emfzﬁg and © = em =27 be such that in the point p, ¢ satisfies that 6 = 0,

Vz6 =0, and 6;; = m:{fz_zfij = m:f2_2Rij. Since Tj; is trace-free, we obtain in the point
p that Az;o = 0. We denote by a hat all quantities computed with respect to the metric g.
In p, the relation (I3) for the Ricci tensor in the metrics § and § yields Ry;(p) = 0. Given
that in p we have V0 = 0, V46 = 0, and transformation rule (Il yields V;0(p) = 0.

The smooth metric measure space requested is (M", g, 0"dVj). O

In the following lemma, we present some computation for a smooth metric measure
space which satisfies the thesis of Lemma [Il

Lemma 2. Let (M",g,v™dV,) be a compact smooth metric measure space such that for
p € M we have v(p) =1, V,o(p) =0, and Ric,(p) = 0. Then, for k € R, we have

(22) Agvt(p) = kAgv(p),

szk(P) = (Uk)ijij

g
(23) = 2k(k — 1)| Hessvf2 + k(k — 1)(A0) + kA2 + k(k — 1)(Ag0)?,
and
(24) AgRI(p) = AgRy + 2m(1 — m)|Hessv|2 — 2mA*v + 2m(Av)*.

Proof. We will consider normal coordinates around p to compute the covariant derivatives.
By hypothesis v(p) = 1 and V, v(p) = 0, we obtain
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Ao*(p) = kAgv + k(k — 1)|Vyo]2 = kAgo.

The Ricci formula implies

(25) (0%)i55(p) = (U%)ji5 = (") 55 + R (") = (0%) 55 + Rag (") = (0%) 15
and

(Uk)ijij(p) = ((Uk)iij)j = (( )7«7«] + Rsz( ) )j - ( )“]] + Rlsjl_]( ) + Rzyz( )Sj = A%P.
To compute the second equality in (23), we will use v(p) = 1, V, v(p) = 0, and (25) to
obtain
A2vF(p) = k(k—1)(k —2)(k — 3)[Vgvls + 2k(k — 1)(k — 2)|Vyv[2Agv
+4k(k — 1)(k — 2)Hess v(Vgv, Vgv) + 2k(k — 1)|Hess v|§ + k(k — 1)(A40)?
+4k(k — 1)(Vv, VAv) + kA2v + 2k(k — 1) Ricg(Vv, V)
= 2k(k — 1)|Hess v|£2, + k:A?]v + k(k — 1)(Agv)2.

(26)

Finally, by hypothesis, Ricci formula, and formula (g]) we obtain

DGR (p) = Ay(Ry + "V 0 — 22A0)
= AygR, —|—2m( —3)|Vyv[2A v + 2m(Agv)?

(27) —2m( —3)(Vgv,VAgv) — 2mA2v +6m(1 — )|ng|3
+8m(m — 1)Hess v(V, v, Vyv) +2m(1 — m)|Hess v|?
+2m(1 — m)Ricy(Vgv,Vg4v)

= AgRy+2m(1 —m)[Hess v|2 — 2mA2v + 2m(A v)?.

O

Next, we write some formulae needed in the proof of Theorem A. In g-normal coordi-
nates, it holds that

— _1lp 0 1D
dVy = (1 — gRywix; — 15 R pviwjak

28
(28) — (30 Rijet + 155 Ropigr Byutr — 75 Rij Ria)wiwjona + O(|2)*) ) dw

and
(29)
g’ ( )= 0ij — Rzkl]xkxl éRiklj,sxkxlxs - (2_10Riklj,su - %Rikerjsur>xk$lxsxu + O(|$\5),
where 1 < 4,4, k,l,r,s,u < n, we recall that the coefficients are computed in p. For
formula (28)), see Lemma 5.5 in [6], and for formula (29), see formula (5.4) in [6] and an

argument akin to Lemma 2.3 in [7].
We recall the following identities

R
(30) Tij = Rij — s
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2
(31) R RIF = W, WKL iTi.Tij + 27}29.
! ! n—2" n(n—1)

The identity (BI)) is taken from page 272 in [I].

4.2. Some estimates. The underlying idea of the proof of Theorem A is to improve
the upper bound estimated in Proposition 6.3 in [2]. For this purpose, we fix a point
p € M and let {z;} be normal coordinates in some fixed neighborhood U, centered at
p:=(0,...,0). Let 0 < e < 1 be such that By.(p) C U, where Bs.(p) is the geodesic ball
of radius 2¢ around p. Let n : M — [0,1] be a cutoff function such that n = 1 on B,
supp(n) C B and |Vn| < Ce7tin A, := By~ B.. Foreach 0 < 7 < 1, define f, : M — R
by

(32) fT(zla"'azn) :n¢O7T($1?“'7$n)7
and set
_ _min—2
(33> fT =V 2 fT
where
2(m+n)
(34) V= [ frETemdy,
M

Taking 7 = 7V "z, where V is defined by (1), the definition of W and equality (I4)
in Proposition 2 yield

(35)
5 Fmn m+n— 2
WM™, g, 0"dV,) (. 7) +m = —oy Vo Pom 4+ T pm 2y,
[ g,v 9](f T) m Vm;:zrﬁ (/Bz€| gf |gv 4(m+n_1) ¢fTU g)
A’_Q(m”—i‘,n) 2(m+n—1)
+m7'm+n71 f’r mtn—2 Um_ld‘/g.
‘/:r m+n B25

Next, we establish lemmas to estimate each term on the right-hand side of the equality
[BH). First, we estimate on the right-hand side of (B3]) the term with the Bakry-Emery
scalar curvature Rf'.

Lemma 3. Let (M",g,v™dV,) be a compact smooth metric measure space such that for
p € M, we have v(p) = 1, V,u(p) =0, and Ricy(p) = 0. If f; is defined by ([B32)), then,

n

Tm+n+1I2

n+2

/ R f20™dV, = —2mAgvﬁll + (A RT — 2m*(Agv)?)
Bae : 2ne(m,n) 2

(36)

+O(T m+n+1+% ) —+ 0(64_2m_n7m7—in+m+n774 )

)
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where

(37) L= [ @l ey
and

(38) L= [ [yP(1+y[?) """ Ddy.

R”

Proof. First, we estimate the term with the Bakry—Emery scalar curvature Rj' in the
region A.. Given that dVj, = (1 + eC)dx around p, we obtain

/Rglffvmd‘/g SC(1+€C)/ o dx

€ Ae

_n(mtn=2) , B 3
= 0(1 + EC)T 2(m+n) / (1 + Mkdz) (m+n 2)d1'
Ae T

(39) = C(1 + eC)rmtn (1 4 [y[2)- 02 gy

Ae\/c(m,n)
NG

1 1
. 2eT™ 2¢(m,n)2
er 2c¢(m,n)2

_n

< C(1 + €C)d=2mnpmia Tt 5

Next, we estimate on the right-hand side of (38) the term with the Bakry-Emery
curvature R in the region B.. For this purpose, we will use the Taylor expansion around
p of R§ and v™. Since v(p) = 1, V,u(p) = 0, Ri;(p) = 0, and R,(p) = 0, it follows by
formula (@) that Rf'(p) = —2mA,v, and the Taylor expansion of RZ’ and v™ takes the
form of

R,
(40) R}(z) = —2mAgv + (BRI + %mﬂ + O(|z?),
(41) Um(l’) =1 + (1)2)ij TiZ; + (U 6)ijll'il’jl'l + (U 2zj:ijlkl'ixjxl$k + O(|ZI§'|5)>

we recall that the coefficients were computed in p. Since R;;(p) = 0, formula (28] takes
the form

(42) dVg = (1 — %Rimxixjxk — (%R%kl + ﬁRpierpklr)xixjxkxl + O(|x\5))dx
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Using equalities (40), (1)), and (42)) and the symmetries in the ball, we have

1
/ Rgbffvmdv = —QmAgU/B <p(2J)de + 5((R$)” - 2m(vm)ijAg1})/B (pg)TIi.deI

€ €

+ [ b Ofaltyis
(43) Be 1
= —2mAgv/ va dr + Z—(AqRy—Qm(Aqvm)Aqv)/ va |x[*dx
B. n' o ‘ ‘ ’

€ €

4 /B 20 (z|*)dz.

Then,
9 _n(m+n—2) C(m, n) ) _(m+n_2)
©o L dr =T 2mEn (1 + —=[z[%) dx
Be c T
_7L(m+n72)+7_L
2(m+n) 2
- ﬁ / (1+ [y~ dy
c(m,n)z B
(44) \ 7
T m+n
= ——(li - / (1+ [y]*)~ 2 dy)
c(m,n)2 R\B_
\/;
_ T I+ 0(64—2m—n7.ﬁ+m+%)
c(m,n)z

and similarly,

n(m+n—2)
[ holeftar =555 [ 0 Ly
(45) € € T

n
mfn 1 oy T n—4
__Tm nn+2 [2—|—0(66 2m n7m+n+m+ 5 )

c(m,n)
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Now, taking ¢ < min{2m+mn—6,1} and 0 < € < 1, then for |z| < € we obtain |z|? > |z|?

and
y/%mwxsfwmwwm
Be Be
n(m+n— 2+q
S T (Z(nj+n)2)/ |£L’| dx
B. (1 + C(”:n)|l.|2)m+n—2
24¢
(46) <&#ﬂ%/ 1v] y
= 5 (1 + [y]?)men2 ™Y

o0
< Oramtt (04 O / p-2m=nta=1g.)
1

< CTmin—l—l—l—%‘

Equality ([22), together with estimates ([B9), @3], (@), and (@d), leads to equality
(36). 0

The following lemma estimates the integral with the gradient term in (35])

Lemma 4. Let (M",g,v™dV,) be a compact smooth metric measure space such that for
p € M, we have v(p) =1, Vyu(p) =0, and Ricy(p) = 0. If f; is defined by [B2), then

n - 2 2
/ Vo fr 2o dV, = Vo, [2da + Tt mm +n —2) Ayl
B2€ Bs 2n C(m’ n)§
(47) Tt (m 4 n — 2)?

T IiAy + O(r ot oo
2¢(m,n)"2 n(n + 2) o ( )

+O(rmmtiHs),

where | - | is the Fuclidean norm,
(48) L= [ Jyl'(1+]y[)" "y,

Rn
(49) L= | |yl°(L+ [y)~ "y,

R
and

m(m — 1) , m(m—1) , m., AR, W[

(50) A = —?|Hessv|g — ?(Agv) — ZAgU + 109 Wg'

Proof. To estimate the gradient term in A., note that, in g-normal coordinates, the term
IV f+]2 in A satisfies the following inequality

(51) VLR < CIVEP < CWP Vool + IVnlPes ) < C(IVeo > + e %0 1)
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Additionally, we obtain

/e_ngg,TdVg §(1+6C)e_2/ o5 da
Ae

(52) ]

< (1 + 60)62—n—2m7_mL+n+m+”T*4
and

/ VeorfdVy < (1+€C) / Vo[ da

(53) A 5

<(1+ 60)62_"_27”7—%4“14-7;14—"7*4.

Then,
(54> / |Vf7—|§d.f1}'dt = 0(62—N—2m7_ﬁ+m+ 7L§4 )
Ae

Next, we estimate the integral with the gradient term in B, in equality (B5). Then,
the symmetries of the ball, equality (29), equality (42]), Taylor expansion (4I]), Taylor
expansion (40), and V0™ (p) = 0 imply that

A
/|VfT|§vde: /|w077|2d$+ g
B. B 2

= [ 190l lePds
n B.
1
_gRiklj (0i00,7)(9j0,7 ) 21dw
Be

1

_ERiklj(Um)su / (0i00,7)(0j0,7 ) TKT1 Ty d

€

1 3

— Riktjsu — _Rikerrsuj)/ (050,7) (00,7 )Tk 12 sTydx
20 45

1

+—(v")ijki / \Vgpo,Tinxjxka:ldx
24 5

(55) —(

€

R

1
Rijm + 155

_(E

+/ ]V(p077\20(]a:\6)da:.
Be

2
Rristrkls) / ‘VSDO,T‘ xixjxkxldx
Be

For the second integral in (55]), we have

n m4n— 2 —(m-+n
Voo, Plefde = 7w =27 / AL+ [Py dy
B

c(m,n)2 —
\/\/?’
L (mtn—2) 4—2m—n,_ == tm+ 2
=2 1 Oe ).

(56) Be

= T m—+n T m—+n

c(m,n)%



18 JHOVANNY MUNOZ POSSO ' 2

Using the symmetries of the ball and of the Riemann curvature tensor, we obtain
(57)
[5.(0i0,2)(95¢0,7) Riktj (0)zpa1dx / Rij i j o7
Be (14 2470 |z|2ymn

_n(m+n—-2)
(m+n —2)2¢(m,n)2r 20w 2

n n
Y Riiiiw + 'Z(Rz'z'jj + Rijij + Rijj)aia]
= = ( dx
Be (14 St g2yt
= 0.

Again, the symmetries of the ball and of the Riemann curvature tensor yield

(58) Riklj(o)(vm)su(o)/ (0ip0,r) (0500, )T T1T 5Ty d = 0
B.
and
(59) (%Riklj,su(o) - %Rzklr(O)Rrsu](O))/ (82";00,7')(aj(100,7')"Ijkxlﬂjsxudﬂj =0.

€

In order to compute the sixth integral on the right-hand side of (B3l), we obtain

\x!zxiaz]—xkxl

v"™)45%1(0 / Vo, Prizjzpmds = (V™ i'kl/
(60) ( )J (0) 5. ’ ’ J ( )J B (1+ C(Wl’n) |$|2)m+n

The symmetries of the ball, Lemma [Tl in the appendix, and (v™);;;; = (v™);s;; imply
(61)

. S (W™iiwi 4+ 30 (0 + W™)igig + (O )iggi) i
(V™) ikl (O)xzxjxk:vl B i=1 i£j
c(m n) dr = c(mn) dx
B |2|72(1 + |z[2)mtn ; (14 == |z 2)mtn 2| 2

= l ™) sii4 v ji |x
= 3(( Jiigi + (V™ )izij + (v )Uﬂ)/ (1+C(

- ((vm)iz‘ja‘+(vm)z‘jij+(vm)ijﬁ)/ |z|°
(1+

n(n+2) lmn) || 2)metn

|24

|$|2)m+n

((0™)iigg + (0™ )igig + (V™) jiji) / |z|°
(1+

n(n+2) @mz)mﬂz
Formula (23]) for £ = m implies

3rmin T (m 4+ n — 2)2A2vml
n(n+2)c(m,n)* s

+O(€6_2m nor m+n+ +"

(62) (Um)ijkl(o)/B Vo2 zizm0dr =

).
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Using a similar argument to obtain equality (62)) and the contraction of Bianchi’s iden-
tity Ry,; = 21, ;, we have

T (Riigy + Rijag + Rijji)
n(n+2)e(m,n)"z" (m+n—2)-2

Ringl(O) / |V900,T|2Ii$j$k$ldf = I4
Be

—4
+O(S-2m=np i tm gt

ormtn t(m +n — 2)2AR,

- n+2 4

n(n+ 2)c(m,n) 2

_n_

—I—O(€6_2m_n7‘ m+n+m+"774)‘

(63)

The identities R;ji RY* = 2R, ;1R and Ric,(p) = 0 yield
(64)

J—
man RT’SRT’S Rirs 'Rirs j Rirs ‘Risr j
Ryij5(0) Ryris (0) / Vo Priasoimdr = T ( - T  fhirs ])14
: n(n+2)c(m,n) = (m+n—2)2

_n

—4
+O(€6—2m—n7_m+n +m+"7>

3rmin i (m 4+ n — 2)?Rirs; Rirs 7
n+2

2n(n + 2)c(m,n) 2

P

+O(€6_2m_n7m+" +m+n774)‘

For the last integral on the right-hand side of (B53)), taking ¢ < min{2m +n — 6,1} and
€ < 1 as in (48]), we obtain

(65) ‘v¢0,7\2\$|6d$ < ‘VSOO,T‘2|$‘4+qd$ < Crmimti+d
Be B.

Equalities [22) for k = m, &4), ©5), 66), E7), EI), GI), @2), 63), and [64) and
inequality (63]) lead to (A7) where

A?v™ AR,  RiujRinj
66 A = — g iklyZviklj
(96) ' I 70 T 6
By equality (23) for £ = m, we obtain

m(m — 1)|Hess v m(m — 1)(Agv)? mAv AR Ripij Rigaj
67 A = — 9 _ 9v)  _ g g iklj Lviklj
(67) ! 2 4 1 0 T 6o

Finally, by hypothesis Ric,(p) = 0, and formulas (30) and (BIl), we conclude that A;
takes the form of ([B0]). O

Next, we analyze the last integral on the right-hand side of (B5])
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Lemma 5. Let (M™",g,v™dV,) be a compact smooth metric measure space such that for
p € M we have v(p) =1, V,o(p) =0, Ricy(p) =0. If f; is defined by (32)), then

2(m+n—1) 2(m+n—1) Z(Tﬂn)*‘l — 1A
f‘T m—+4n—2 ,Um—ld‘/"g — / (po 777—L+7L72 dl’ + T (m n+2) gUI5
B Be 2nc(m,n) 2
(63) e
2n(n + 2)c(m,n)" s ’
FO (7T TS dm2meny 4 O (p a2
where
(69) = [ P oy g,
(70) o= [l Yy,
and
(71)
— — —1(m—2 -1 A W|?
Ag = _(m 1)2(m 2) |Hessv|§ _m L(m )(Agv)2 - (m4 )sz + —1}02 —‘ 60‘9.
Proof. In the region A., we have
2(m+n—1) 2(m+n—1)
frr o™y, <01 +eC)/ ot da
(72) A Ac

n n—2
< O(1 + eC)romsm 3" 2omn,

In order to estimate the integral on the left-hand size of (68]) in the region B, we use
equality (28), Taylor expansion around p for v™~!, Taylor expansion (@0), Vu(p) = 0,
equality ([22]) for Kk = m — 1, and the symmetries in the ball to obtain

2(m+n—1) 1 2(m+n—1) A ,Um—l 2(m+n—1)
/ fT e A dVg = / (700 T+n ’ dx + ! / (700 T+n ’ |$| dz
. B. 2n B.

1 2(m+n—1)
—1 n—2
+ﬁ(’um )ijkl/ Por " miwjrpwdy
Be

1
40

2(m+n—1)

—(—=Rijm + —Rm’strkls) o wiwjrgade
180 5.

2(m+n—1)
+/ (,0 mtn—2 O(]a;\6)da;
Be

Now, the second term on the right-hand side of ([73) takes the form

2(m+n—1) 9 T 2(m+n) +1
(74) / por " xltde = —— 15 + O(720m lamen),
Be c(m,n) 2
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For the third term on the right-hand side of (73]), a similar argument as in (60)) to (62))
using formula ([23) for £ = m — 1 yields
2(m+n—1) 3Tm+2A2vm—l
(vm_l)ijkl(())/ o7 P yrjxpdr = =16
B. n(n+2)c(m,n) =

+O(b2m=n . =D +m+_).

(75)

Using the contraction of Bianchi’s identity Ry, ¢ = 2R’ .. we obtain

'l]’
2(m+n—1) 2TW+2AR
Rij,kl(O)/ ot wiwjrpade = 21
(76) b, 1 2)c(, )

n—2

+0O(eb-2m=nr Sty T3

),
The identity R, R7* = IRZWR’”” and Ric,(p) = 0 imply

2(m+n—1) 37.2(,”71”)"‘2]% R
Rrijs(O)Rrkls(O)/ (p0¢+7l 2 xixjxkxlda; = 95 :ff
(77) Be 2n(n + 2)c(m,n) 2

7L

O (8= 2m—n 2 T

).
On the other hand, since ¢ < 1 and we choose 0 < ¢ < min{2m + n — 6, 1}, the last
term on the right-hand side of (73]) is estimated as follows

2(m+n—1) n—
[ oo alotn <o [ papra g A gy
€ B€
< Crmmm

(78)

Equality (22]) and estimates ((2) to (Z8) allow us to conclude formula (G8]), where

AZv™ AR, RipiRin;
79 Ay = — g g-lg ikljLViklj .
(79) ’ I 10 T 60
By hypothesis Ricy(p) = 0, equality (B1I]), and equality (23] for k¥ = m — 1, it follows
that A, satisfies equality (). O

_ m+4n—2 __m+4n—1
Now, we analyze the behavior of V., V; ™™ and V; ™" when 7 is near zero.

Lemma 6. Let (M",g,v™dV,) be a compact smooth metric measure space such that for
p € M we have v(p) =1, Vyu(p) =0, and Ricy(p) = 0. If V, f., and V, are defined by
@), B2), and [B4), respectively; then,

(80)

A ’[;A n .
VoV.= — ™ gUn+2 I + T I3 — +O(Tm+§€—2m—n) +O(7‘2+5),
2ne(m,n) 2 2n(n + 2)c(m,n) =
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where Ay is defined by (B0) and

(81) L= [ |yl +lyl*)~ " ™dy.
R

Additionally, we obtain the following estimates

+n—2 _
g e mm(m +n — 2)I;Agv

2n(m + n)c(m, n)nTHVzmvﬁ?:2

7'2(m +n— 2)]3141

+ n+4 2m+2n—2
(82) 2n(n + 2)(m +n)c(m,n) =V " wen
+7'2m2(m +n—2)(m+n—1)(I7)*(A,0)?

4n2(m + n)2c(m, n)”+2V3mm+i772

+O(Tm+%€—2m—n) + 0(7_24-%)

and

+n—1 —
V_ ’mmin . V_ ’m,j;t;l . Tm(m + n 1)A9/U
T - n+2 omt2n—1 47

2 V m—+n

2n(m + n)e(m, n)
2(m+n —1)13A
+ n+4 2m+42n—1
(83) on(n +2)(m+n)c(m,n)* = V" min
+7'2m2(m +n—1)(2m + 2n — 1)(A,0)*(17)?
3m+3n—1
8n2(m + n)2c(m, n)mH2V
+O(r™ 572 + O(773).

Proof. By the definitions of V' and V., we obtain
2(m+n) 2(m+n) 2(m+n)
vevim [ e e ([ et [ gy,
Rn\BQE Ae

Ae
2(m+n) 2(m+n)
m+n—2 m+4+n—2 _ M
+(/ SOO,T dl'—/ 800,7' v dv;])

For the first integral on the right-hand side of (84]) we have

(84)

2(m+n)
(85) / (poh;L:’!LfQ d!L’ S Ce—n—2m7_m+§‘
R"\BzE

Using the expansion for the volume form (28)), and the fact that v is bounded, we have
in the second integral on the right-hand side of (&) that

2(m+n) 2(m+n)

m+n—2 m+n—2 .M
| i Han | gy,
Ae Ae

2(m+n)

< (1 +€C) / ol

Ae
< O(1 4 eC)en=2mymts,

(86)
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By the expansion for the volume form (28)), the Taylor expansion around p for v and
the symmetries of the ball in the third integral on the right-hand side of (84]), we obtain
(87)

2(m+n; 2(m+n% Agvm 2(m+n% 9

m-+n— m4n—2 M — m+n—

/ ¥o,r dr — / ¥o,r v dv}] D) / ¥o,r |$| dx
Be B nJB.

1 2(m+n)
+h—2
——(v")ijkl oo i pade
24 B. )

1
40

2(m+n) 6
+ /B 0 O] da

2(m+n)

1
+(—=Rijm + —Rm’strkls)/ oy ey de
180 Be ’

To analyze (87), we consider the first integral on its right-hand side

2(m+n) e .
(88) / Soéffin—Q |l’|2dl. — 77%[7 + 0(62—2m—n7_m+§)‘
Be c(m,n) 2

Additionally, we have

2(m+n) 7_2 -
(89) / @6”:”72 ‘J}‘|4d$ = 77%]3 + 0(64—2m—n7_m+7)'
B c(m,n)=

For the last integral on the right-hand side of (87), recalling that ¢ < min{2m—n—4,1}
and € < 1, we obtain

2(m+n)
(90) | e aan <or.
Be

Equalities (22) for k£ = m, [84), [87), ([88), and (89); inequalities (85), ([8E), and (@0);
and similar arguments like we used in ([73)) to (77) lead to formula (80).
It follows that the terms V, are uniformly bounded away from zero. Using estimate
m-+4+n—2 m+n—1

([B0) and Taylor expansion around V' for the functions ™ == and x~ =t» | we obtain
formulas (82) and (83]), respectively. O

4.3. Proof of Theorem A. In this subsection, we prove Theorem A.

Proof of Theorem A. Let (M", g,v™dV,) be a compact smooth metric measure
space, where (M, g) is nonlocally conformally flat. Then, there exist p € M such that
the Weyl tensor in p is nonzero, i.e. |W|,(p) # 0. Since |W|, is conformally invariant,
and with the equality (I4]) and Lemma [Il we can assume without loss of generality that
v(p) =1, Vyu(p) = 0, Ayu(p) = 0, and Ric,(p) = 0. Let 7 > 0 and consider f,, f, and

V., defined by [B2)), (B3), and (34]), respectively.
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Using the lemmas in subsection B2, we estimate W[M™, g, v"dV,](f,,7) where 7 =
TV "z First, we obtain

(91)

m+n / |VS00T| dl’ - &]7_‘_0( 2= 2m= n’]‘m+n+m+n)

c(mm) 2

Estimate (A7) in Lemma [ estimate (82) in Lemma[6l 7 = 7V Ztn, and equality (OT])
implies that

(92)
~_m ~_m
T m+n 9 T m+n 2
m+n—2 / |ngT|gvmd% = m+n—2 |V¢077| dx
‘Zr m—+n 326 m—+n B€

mm(m +n — 2)3(I7)?Ayv
2m +2m+2n72
2n(m + n)c(m, n)"V tdnCntn T mtn
T3 (m +n — )3[7[3/11
2n(n + 2)(m + n)c(m, n)"+1v<m+n>(2m+n> +2m
(m+n = 2) (m + n — Dm?(I1)*(Ag0)°
3m+3n—1

4n2(m+n)2 (m n) 2 V(m+n)(2m+n)+ m+n

mm(m +n — 2)2I3A v

m +n—2
an(m’ n) % v (m+n)(2m+n) +% m+n

72m2(m + n — 23 [3T2(Agv)?

4n2(m +n)c(m, n)"+1V<m+n)<2m+n>+2mﬁ2 :
_ T2 (m+n - 2)* 1A

2n(n + 2)c(m,n)" = 2 o) oy

+O(TmF 52 4+ O(72+9).

Equality 7 =7V smin | estimate [B6) in Lemma [B] and estimate (82)) in Lemma [@ yield

m

Tmin m 2 m 2rmA vl
m/ R¢ffvdVg:— 1+n2
‘/;_ m+4n Bo. C(m7 n) v (m+n)(2m+n) m+n
?m?(m +n — 2)(A v)21L I
_'_ +2m+2n 2
(93) n(m + n)c(m, n)"+1V<m+n>(2m+n> mn
7'2(A Rm — 2m (A U) )]2
+n—2

2nc(m,n) = P2/ ) Gty

+O(rm 3 e 2m=n) L O(72+1),
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Now, we obtain

2(m+n—1) Q(TnJFn) L+m+n—iz
(94) / SOO’:Hrnfz dr = 7—(7)%[84—0(62_27”_"7'2(“17”1) 5 )
where
(95) 18:/ (1_‘_|y|2)—(m+n—l)dy‘

Equality 7 =7V 27;2%“, estimative (83) in Lemma [0, and equality (©4]) imply that

2(m+n—1) 2(m+n—1)
m fT m4n—2 Um—ldvg m / QO() ’/!77—L+7L72 dx
Bae _ Be
m4+n—1 - n m4+n—1
T F3mF Y mn

n
U L S—
7—2(m+n) ‘/ mTn

Tmz(m +n— 1)[7[8Agv

- —n + 2m+2n—1
2n(m + n)c(m7 n)n"rl V (m+n)(2m+n) m—+n

sz(m +n— 1)]8]3A1

2m+2n—1
m—+n

+ —n
2n(n —+ 2)(m + n)c(m7 n)n+2v (m+n)(2m+n) +

N 2m3(m +n — 1)(2m + 2n — 1)(I7)?Is(Av)?
V (m+n)7(72lm+n) + 3":5;3;7;;1

3n+4

96

(96) 8n2(m + n)2e(m,n) 2
tm(m — 1)IsAgv

ZnC(m, n) nTH V (m+n)7(72lm+n) + "fr;tll;l

?m2(m — 1)(m +n — 1)I5I7(A4v)?

+

—n + 2m+42n—1
4n2 (m + n)c(m’ n)’ﬂ+2V (m+n)(2m+n) m+n
T2mIGA2
- m+n—1

Zn(n + 2)C(m, n) nTH V (m+n)7(72lm+n) + m+n

FO(rmHTE 2y L O(£215),
The equality (2I) and the estimates (@2)), ([@3), and (@6]) imply that (B3] takes the
following form

o) WM™, g,v™dV,|(fr,7) +m = v[R" da?, dV,m] +m+ 7As + 724,
_I_O(Tm+”7*2€—2m—n) + 0(7_2-1—%)
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where
(98)
2m m+n—2
mV T G i Ao (m+n-—2)? m—1 m+n—2
Ag = 7 Ig + I5 - 711
2c(m,n)z ne(m,n) (m+n-—1)
m(m+n— 1)[7[8 (m+n—2)3(f7)2
n(m+n)e(m,n)"= vV n(m+n)c(m,n)zV
and
(99)

m+4n—1

Ay e V G @) ':2m++n < (m+n—2)31;134; _
c(m,n)"2 2n(n + 2)(m + n)c(m,n)2V
m?(m +n — 2)°(m +n — 1)(Agv)?(I7)°
4n2(m + n)2e(m,n)"V?2
m2(m +n —2)3(Ag)2I3I;  (m+n—2)211A
- An2(m +n)e(m,n)2V - 2n(n +2)
m2(m +n — 2)2(Agv)2 L I7
dn(m +n)(m +n — 1)e(m,n)2V
(m+n—2)(AgRY — 2m2(Agv)?)1s
8n(m+n—1)
m(m+mn — 1)Igl3A;
2n(n + 2)(m + n)e(m, n)%v
m3(m +n —1)(2m + 2n — 1)(I7)?Is(A,v)?
8n?(m + n)2e(m,n)" 1?2
m2(m — 1)(m +n — 1)I5I7(A4v)? mlgAs
- 4n2(m + n)e(m, n)nTHV 2n(n+2)c(m, n)>

Using the comparisons for integrals given in Lemma [§ (see appendix below) and the
equality c(m,n) = %, it follows that
(100)

Agz

2m+n—4) n@2m+n—4)

n—2

2m m+
20<m’ n) % V (m+n)(2m+n) + m+n

m(m+n — 2)?Agl; ( n+2 4
n(

2(m — 1) m+n—2
n2m+n—4) (m—+n)2m+n—2)
2m(m +n — 1) )

n(m+n)(2m+n — 2)
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Next, we analyze A4. For this purpose, note that

m—5 o (m+n—2)
n(2m+n—4)2m+n—6) ~  2(m+n)(2m+n—2)(2m+n—4)
(101)
(n+4) )‘l‘ : m(m+n—1)

" 2n(2m+n—4)(2m+n—6 n(m+n)(2m+n—2)(2m+n—4) *

By equality (I0T]) and Lemma [, we obtain

A4 _ I7(m+n—2)2 ( n( (m—5)A1

c(m,n)"3" V Tmm @ e 2m+n—4)(2m +n —6)

m2(m+n—2)(m +n — 1)(Agv)2

4(m +n)?2(2m +n — 2)?

m2(m +n —2)(n + 2)(Agv)2

An(m+n)(2m +n —2)(2m +n — 4)
n m%(m +n — 2)(Ayv)?
(102 n(m+n)2m+n—2)(2m +n — 4)
| AgRI — 2m*(Agv)?
2n(2m +n —4)(2m +n — 6)

m?(m + n — 1)(2m + 2n — 1)(A4v)?
dn(m +n)2(2m +n — 2)2
m?(m — 1)(m + n — 1)(Agv)?
2n(m +n)(2m +n —2)(2m +n — 4)

+

mA2
_n(2m+n—4)(2m+n—6)> '

The definitions of A; and Ay in (50) and (71l), respectively, and equality (24]) imply
that A4 takes the form

(—%\W\f] + m(m — 1)|Hess v|§)

103 Ay = As(Av)?

(103) Y @min—DEmsn—c) BB
where

(104)

As — m(l—m) + m?(m4n—1)(m+n—2) m2(m+n—2)(n+2)
5 7 an(2m+n—4)(2m+n—6) 4(m+n)2(2m+n—2)2 4An(m+n)(2m+n—2)(2m+n—4)
+ m?(m4n—2) + m3(m4n—1)(2m+2n—1) m?(m—1)(m+n—1)
n(m+n)(2m+n—2)(2m+n—4) An(m+n)2(2m+n—2)2 2n(m+n)(2m+n—2)(2m+n—4)

Since the problem coincides with the Yamabe problem when m = 0, we analyze the
term on the right-hand side of (I03) for m > 0. Note that m(m—1)|Hess v|? is nonpositive
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if 0 <m < 1. For n > 7, we have lim0 As = 0, and for n = 6, the term Ajs is bounded and
m—

. —sIWl(p)
lim
m—=02n(2m +n —4)(2m +n — 6)
Then, for n > 6 there exists 0 < ¢ < 1 such that A; < 0 for m < 4.
For 0 < m < 9, using A3 = 0 and A; < 0, taking € as small and fixed, and after
choosing a sufficiently small 7, equality (@7 yields

(105) v[M™, g,v™dV,] < v[R™, dx?, dV,m].

= —OQ.

Proposition [l implies
(106) AM™, g,v™dV,] < A[R", dz?,dV, m].

Theorem [I] concludes the proof for 0 < m < ¢. Finally, Theorem M| and an inductive
argument imply that

A[M™, g, v™dV]
A M™ m+1dV I g
(107) M, 9,0 i < A[R", dz2, dV, m]

< A[R", dz?, dV,m + 1],

AR", dx?, dV,m + 1]

which leads to our result for every m € |J [i,i+9). O
1€NU{0}

Remark 3. Note that the proof works if As < 0, which is false for a general m > 0.

5. APPENDIX

In this section, we show some calculus lemmas that we used in the proof of Theorem

A.

Lemma 7. Letting 1 < i,7 < n with i # j, then
41 .1 1'2;132 l’l
B, (14 <mnd |2y B, (1+ <mn) |z j2)k

3 / |£L’|4+l
= x
n(n+2) Jp 1+ C("lm ||2)*

(108)

Proof. We will use the formula
2

p
S — A
/Sgl qd5p d(d+n—2) /5 qdSp,

where Sg_l is the sphere of radius p and ¢ is a homogeneous polynomial of degree d. Then

3
145 :3/ 2,205 :74/ ds. .
/Sgl x,; p S;Hl xzib’] P n(n_'_2)p S;“l p
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Using the last equality and polar coordinates, we obtain the result. O

Next, we compare the integrals I, Io, I3, 14, I5, I, I7, Is and V' considered in the above
section. This kind of comparison appeared, for example, in [I] and [5].

Lemma 8. We obtain the following equalities

4m+n—1)(m+n—2) dm+n—1)(m+n—2)

I = I I, =
! n(2m+n —4) TR 2mAn—HC2m+n—6)"
Lo 2 B (n+2)(n+4)
T oman—4" T Cm+n—02m+n—06)"
I _Q(m—l—n—l)l I 2(m+n—1)(n+2) I
T 2m+n—4" T Cm+n—9H2m+n—6)"
1822(m+n—1)j77 and I _ nc(m,n)E'
n Vo 2m+4+n-—2

Proof. Using polar coordinates, we obtain

00 n—1
1 — n—1 r
(109) I = wvol(S™ 1) /0 15 2y dr,
e8] n+1
11 —vol($"Y) [ —
(110) I, = wvol(S™ 1) /0 5 12y dr,
Tn+3

(111) I :UOZ(Sn—l)/OO(

1 + r2)mn dr,

(112) I = vol(S™1) /Ooo #dr,
(113) Is = vol(S™1) /000 %dr,
(114) I = vol(S™1) /OOO (1+Zz—;i+Mdr
(115) I; = vol(S™1) /000 %dr,

,,,.n—l

(116) Ig = vol(S™1) /OO (—dr

1+ r2)m+n—l ’
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and
’UOZ(Sn_l) /oo 7ﬂn—l
117 V=—— ————dr
o ) Sy Ty
Integrating by parts, we obtain for every £ > 1,1 > 1, and k > [
e8] T’l+1 l o] T’l_l
118 dr = d
e | ot men ) mree
which implies that I = 5515, I3 = %731[5 and [, = %7141[6. To compare I
with I7, we write
[e'e) Tn+1 00 Tn+1 00 ,,,n+3
119 — dr = 7d7“—|-/ —————dr
( ) A (1 +r2)m+n—l /0 (1 _I_T2)m+n 0 (1 +r2)m+n
Using equality (I18)) in (I19) yields
2m4+n—4 [ rntl o rntl
120 dr = —d
( ) 2(m+n _ 1) / (1 +r2)m+n—1 r /(; (1 +r2)m+n r
Hence, I5 = %’“1} and I3 = +2_4I7. Similarly
0o ,rn+3 00 ,rn+3 0o ,r,n+5
121 — —dr = 7d7“—|-/ ——————dr
( ) A (1 +r2)m+n—l /0 (1 _I_T2)m+n 0 (1 +r2)m+n
Using equality (II8)) in (I21]) yields
2 _ 6 o] n+3 [e’e) n+3
(122) mn g/n r dr::J/ S I—;
2(m+n—1) J, (14 r2)mtn-d o (14 r2)mtn
_ 2(m4n—=1) 7 2(m+n—1)(n+2) _ (n+2)(n+4)
Then’ I = 2m+n—6 I3 = (2m+n—4)(2m+n—6) Iy and Iy = (2m+n—4)(2m+n—6) 17’

To compare I; with V', we write

123 L S AYTRNY (
( ) /0 (1+r2)m+n—l T_/O (1+T2)m+n T‘l‘/o (1+r2)m+n r

Using equality (I18)) in equality above, we obtain
2m+n—2 [ rntl 00 yn—1
2\m+n dr = 2\m+n dr
n o (14712 o (14712

I nc(m,n):
Voo 2m+n-—2
Now, we compare I; with I7; for this purpose, observe that

oo ,r,n—l d o] ,,,.n—l d oo ,r,n—l—l d
125 —  dr= - @ -
( ) /0 (1 + T2)m+n—2 r /; (1 + r2)m+n—l T+ /; (1 + r2)m+n—l r

Therefore,

(124)
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Hence, Iy = Ig + I5. Therefore, I; = 4(m2&;13r(::7)‘_2) I7. It remains to compare I, with
I;. We have

o] ,r,n—l—l 00 ,,,.n—l—l o] ,r,n+3
126 ————dr = ——d ————dr.
( ) /0 (1 _I_T2)m+n—2 r /0 (1 +r2)m+n—l r +/0 (1 +r2)m+n—l r
It follows from equalities (126)) and (II8) that /> = 57— 15 + Is. As a consequence,
I, = 4(m+n—1)(m+n—2) I. |

— (2m+n—4)(2m+n—6)
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