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Lp-SOBOLEV INEQUALITIES ON EUCLIDEAN SUBMANIFOLDS

ZOLTÁN M. BALOGH, ALEXANDRU KRISTÁLY AND ÁGNES MESTER

Abstract. The paper is devoted to prove Allard–Michael–Simon-type Lp-Sobolev (p > 1) in-
equalities with explicit constants on Euclidean submanifolds of any codimension. Such inequalities
contain, beside the Dirichlet p-energy, a term involving the mean curvature of the submanifold. Our
results require separate discussions for the cases p ≥ 2 and 1 < p < 2, respectively; in particular, for
p ≥ 2, the coefficient in front of the Dirichlet p-energy is asymptotically sharp and codimension-free.
Our argument is based on optimal mass transport theory on Euclidean submanifolds and it also
provides an alternative, unified proof of the recent isoperimetric inequalities of Brendle (J. Amer.
Math. Soc., 2021) and Brendle and Eichmair (Notices Amer. Math. Soc., 2024).

1. Introduction and Results

Sobolev inequalities are of crucial importance in the theory of partial differential equations,
relating the Lebesgue norm of a function to its Dirichlet energy which measures its variation.
The most famous inequality in this direction is certainly the classical Lp-Sobolev inequality in the
Euclidean space R

n. Namely, let n ≥ 2 and p ∈ (1, n), where p′ = p
p−1 is the dual exponent of p

and p⋆ = pn
n−p is its critical Sobolev exponent. Then one has that

(
∫

Rn

|f |p⋆dx
)1/p⋆

≤ AT (n, p)

(
∫

Rn

|∇f |pdx
)1/p

, ∀f ∈ C∞
0 (Rn). (1.1)

In this inequality, the best Sobolev constant, computed first by Aubin [3] and Talenti [22], is given
by

AT (n, p) = π− 1

2n
− 1

p

(

p− 1

n− p

)1/p′
(

Γ(n2 + 1)Γ(n)

Γ(np )Γ(
n
p′ + 1)

)1/n

.

When p → 1, (1.1) reduces to the classical sharp isoperimetric inequality in functional form, namely,
(
∫

Rn

|f |
n

n−1 dx

)
n−1

n

≤ 1

nω
1/n
n

∫

Rn

|∇f |dx, ∀f ∈ C∞
0 (Rn), (1.2)

where ωn denotes the volume of the unit ball in R
n.

Motivated by various problems arising in differential geometry, analysis and PDEs on manifolds,
the theory of Sobolev inequalities on Euclidean submanifolds attracted considerable attention.
In this context, it is expected that, beside the usual terms in (1.1), the mean curvature of the
submanifold should also play a role.

To be more precise, let m,n ≥ 1 and Σ ⊂ R
n+m be a complete n-dimensional submanifold, H

the mean curvature vector of Σ, ∇Σ the gradient associated to Σ, and volΣ the natural canonical
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measure on Σ. In 1969, Bombieri, De Giorgi and Miranda [6] established the first universal Sobolev
inequality on minimal surfaces (i.e., surfaces with vanishing mean curvature), similar to (1.1).
Shortly after their work, in the early seventies, Allard [1] and Michael and Simon [20] provided the
first general Sobolev/isoperimetric inequality on Euclidean submanifolds, incorporating the mean
curvature; namely, in [20, Theorem 2.1] one has that

(
∫

Σ
|g|

n
n−1 dvolΣ

)
n−1

n

≤ 4n+1

ω
1/n
n

∫

Σ

(

|∇Σg|+ |H||g|
)

dvolΣ, ∀g ∈ C∞
0 (Σ). (1.3)

Let us note that the constant 4n+1

ω
1/n
n

in (1.3) is far from being optimal (compare (1.2)). However, its

main advantage lies in being codimension-free.
The problem of proving a Sobolev inequality of the type (1.3) with best constant remained open

until more recently when, in a series of papers, Brendle [7, 8], then Brendle and Eichmair [9, 10]
established the following Sobolev/isoperimetric inequality on Euclidean submanifolds, under the
additional assumption that Σ is compact, possibly with boundary:

(
∫

Σ
|g|

n
n−1 dvolΣ

)
n−1

n

≤ C(n,m)

∫

Σ

√

|∇Σg|2 + |H|2|g|2dvolΣ, ∀g ∈ C∞
0 (Σ), (1.4)

where

C(n,m) = max

{

1

n

(

mωm

(n+m)ωn+m

)
1

n

,
1

nω
1

n
n

}

=







1

nω
1/n
n

m ∈ {1, 2}
1
n

(

mωm
(n+m)ωn+m

)
1

n
m ≥ 3

. (1.5)

These are remarkable breakthrough results, especially in codimensions m = 1 and m = 2, when
the constant C(n,m) coincides with the best Euclidean constant (see (1.2)), therefore making
it optimal. Let us furthermore note that, although for m ≥ 3 the constant C(n,m) in (1.4) is
codimension-dependent, according to the Nash isometric embedding theorem [21], the codimension
m can be controlled from above by 3

2n(n+3) for Σ compact and n
2 (3n

2+14n+9) for Σ non-compact;

in both cases, C(n,m) still produces smaller values than 4n+1

ω
1/n
n

from (1.3).

Considering (1.4), two kinds of Lp-Sobolev inequalities can be deduced in the setting of Euclidean

submanifolds when p > 1. First, similarly to Cabré and Miraglio [14], by placing g := fp⋆(1− 1

n)

with p > 1 into the slightly weaker inequality implied by (1.4), namely,

(
∫

Σ
|g|

n
n−1dvolΣ

)
n−1

n

≤ C(n,m)

∫

Σ

(

|∇Σg|+ |H||g|
)

dvolΣ,

then applying Hölder’s inequality, a simple computation yields that

(
∫

Σ
|f |p⋆dvolΣ

)
1

p⋆

≤ p⋆
n− 1

n
C(n,m)

(
∫

Σ
|∇Σf |pdvolΣ

)
1

p

+C(n,m)

(
∫

Σ
|H|p|f |pdvolΣ

)
1

p

. (1.6)

Second, if Σ is minimal, i.e., H ≡ 0, then (1.4) and (1.1) combined with a rearrangement argument
and the co-area formula imply the Lp-Sobolev inequality

(
∫

Σ
|f |p⋆dvolΣ

)1/p⋆

≤ nω
1

n
n C(n,m)AT (n, p)

(
∫

Σ
|∇Σf |pdvolΣ

)1/p

, ∀f ∈ C∞
0 (Σ). (1.7)
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When m ∈ {1, 2}, we have that C(n,m) = 1

nω
1/n
n

, thus (1.7) is sharp and we recover the optimal

constant from the Euclidean Sobolev inequality (1.1). This inequality was stated by Brendle [7,
Theorem 5.8] for minimal hypersurfaces. However, for larger codimensions m ≥ 3, (1.6) and (1.7)
is not sharp. In fact, the constants formally blow-up, since C(n,m) → ∞ when m → ∞, for every
n ∈ N (see (3.1)).

Having these facts in mind, a natural question arises: can we obtain codimension-free Lp-Sobolev
inequalities on submanifolds or inequalities which are better than (1.6) and (1.7) for large codimen-
sions? The goal of this paper is to provide results in this direction. Our first result is the following
Lp-Sobolev inequality for p ≥ 2:

Theorem 1.1. Let n ≥ 3 and m ≥ 1 be integers, 2 ≤ p < n, and let Σ be a complete n-dimensional

submanifold of Rn+m without boundary. Then, for any f ∈ C∞
0 (Σ), one has that

(
∫

Σ
|f |p⋆dvolΣ

)1/p⋆

≤ S(n, p)

(
∫

Σ
|∇Σf |pdvolΣ

)1/p

+M(n,m, p)

(
∫

Σ
|H|pfpdvolΣ

)1/p

, (1.8)

where

S(n, p) =
p⋆

n

(

1− 1

n

)

p−
1

p (2π)−
1

2

( e

n

)
1

p′
− 1

2

(

Γ(n)

Γ(n/p)

)1/n

,

M(n,m, p) = K(n,m)

(

n+m

m

)
n+m

n

(

1

p′
− 1

2

)

and K(n,m) =
1

n

(

mωm

(n+m)ωn+m

)
1

n

.

Remark 1.1. First, let us note that the constant S(n, p) above is codimension-free. Furthermore,
as expected, S(n, p) > AT (n, p). However, by using the Stirling–Lánczos approximation for the
Gamma function, one has that

lim
n→∞

S(n, p)

AT (n, p)
= 1. (1.9)

In particular, the latter limit implies that (1.8) is asymptotically sharp for minimal submanifolds
when n → ∞. After the proof of Theorem 1.1, we point out in Remark 2.1 the technical obstacle
that limits us to obtaining only the asymptotic sharp Sobolev constant S(n, p) instead of the
expected AT (n, p).

Concerning the second constant in (1.8), we observe that M(n,m, p) ≥ C(n,m) with equality if
and only if p = 2, thus the second term slightly deteriorates with respect to the one from (1.6).

As a counterpart of Theorem 1.1, we also derive an Lp-Sobolev inequality when 1 < p ≤ 2; in
this case the constants are not codimension-free, but still slightly better than those in (1.6) and
(1.7) for certain ranges of the codimension m and the value p ∈ (1, 2]. Namely, we have:

Theorem 1.2. Let n ≥ 2 and m ≥ 1 be integers, and Σ be a complete n-dimensional submanifold

of Rn+m without boundary. Let 1 < p < 2 if n = 2, and 1 < p ≤ 2 when n ≥ 3, respectively. Then

for every f ∈ C∞
0 (Σ),

(
∫

Σ
|f |p⋆dvolΣ

)1/p⋆

≤ S̃(n,m, p)

(
∫

Σ
|∇Σf |pdvolΣ

)1/p

+K(n,m)

(
∫

Σ
|H|p|f |pdvolΣ

)1/p

, (1.10)

where

S̃(n,m, p) =
p⋆

n

(

1− 1

n

)

p−
1

p p′−
1

p′

(

ωmΓ(mp′ + 1)

ωn+mΓ(n+m
p′ + 1)

Γ(n)

Γ(np )

)
1

n

,

and K(n,m) is the constant defined in Theorem 1.1.
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Remark 1.2. Comparing S̃(n,m, p) with the constants from the Sobolev inequalities (1.6) and
(1.7), one can observe that for any n ≥ 2 and m ≥ 1,

lim
p→1

p⋆
(

1− 1

n

)

C(n,m) = lim
p→1

nω
1

n
n C(n,m)AT (n, p)

= C(n,m) < lim
p→1

S̃(n,m, p) =
1

n

(

ωm

ωn+m

)
1

n

.

This shows that for small values of p close to 1, the constant S̃(n,m, p) is worse than the constants

appearing in (1.6) and (1.7). However, for larger values of p ∈ (1, 2], the constant S̃(n,m, p)
improves. For instance, if n = 3, m = 4 and p = 3/2, one has that

S̃(n,m, p) < p⋆
(

1− 1

n

)

C(n,m) and S̃(n,m, p) < nω
1

n
n C(n,m)AT (n, p).

In addition, for p = 2, a simple calculation shows that S̃(n,m, 2) = S(n, 2) for every m ≥ 1. In
fact, in the particular case when p = 2, the above two theorems coincide, which can be summarized
by the following result:

Corollary 1.1. Let n ≥ 3 and m ≥ 1 be integers and Σ be a complete n-dimensional submanifold

of Rn+m without boundary. Then for every f ∈ C∞
0 (Σ),

(
∫

Σ
|f |2⋆dvolΣ

)1/2⋆

≤ S(n, 2)

(
∫

Σ
|∇Σf |2dvolΣ

)1/2

+K(n,m)

(
∫

Σ
|H|2f2dvolΣ

)1/2

, (1.11)

where

S(n, 2) = π− 1

2
n− 1

n(n− 2)

(

Γ(n)

Γ(n/2)

)1/n

and K(n,m) =
1

n

(

mωm

(n+m)ωn+m

)1/n

.

The proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 is based on Optimal Mass Transportation (shortly, OMT)
on Euclidean submanifolds. The idea originates from the seminal paper of Cordero-Erausquin,
Nazaret and Villani [17], where sharp Lp-Sobolev inequalities are established by applying OMT
in the Euclidean space. The key tool in this context is Brenier’s theorem [11] and the resulting
Monge–Ampère equation between the normalized initial function and Talentian bubble.

Recent results have shown that the OMT approach can be efficiently used to produce sharp
Sobolev inequalities in non-Euclidean spaces as well, see e.g., Balogh and Kristály [5, 4], Brendle
and Eichmair [9, 10], Cavalletti and Mondino [12, 13], and Kristály [18]. However, in the setting of
submanifolds, the situation is more delicate, as the normalized starting function is supported on the
submanifold Σ and therefore the source measure with this density is not absolutely continuous. To
overcome this difficulty, we apply a generalized version of Brenier’s theorem from the recent work
of Balogh and Kristály [4]. In this setting, we obtain an integral version of the Monge–Ampère
equation, where the target density function should be defined in a higher dimensional space. To
address this issue, the target density function will be chosen to be a Talentian-type bubble with a
suitable exponent.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we first recall the OMT result of Balogh and
Kristály [4] which will be used in our proofs (see Theorem 2.1 below). Then, we shall focus on
the proofs of the main results, i.e., Theorems 1.1 and 1.2, respectively. Finally, based again on
Theorem 2.1, in Section 3 we provide an alternative proof for the isoperimetric inequality (1.4), see
Theorem 3.1.
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2. Proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2

In the sequel, we shall use the integration formula

∫ ∞

0
(λ+ rα)−γrβdr = λ−γ+β+1

α

Γ
(

γ − β+1
α

)

Γ
(

β+1
α

)

αΓ (γ)
, (2.1)

for every λ > 0, α > 1, β > −1 and γ > β+1
α , whose proof is elementary, based on a suitable change

of variable and basic properties of the Beta and Gamma functions, see e.g., Andrews, Askey and
Roy [2].

As we pointed out, the proofs of the main theorems are based on OMT arguments. In order to
have a self-contained presentation, we recall the main OMT result from Balogh and Kristály [4,
Theorem 2.1] that can be seen as an integral version of the Brenier–McCann theorem (see McCann
[19] and Villani [23]). A similar result has also been obtained recently by Wang [24], for compactly
supported measures.

Theorem 2.1. Let n ≥ 2 and m ≥ 1 be integers, Σ be a complete n-dimensional submanifold of

R
n+m, and Ω ⊆ R

n+m be an open set. Let µ and ν be Borel probability measures on Σ and Ω
which are absolutely continuous with respect to dvolΣ and dLn+m, respectively. Then there exist

a measurable subset A of the normal bundle T⊥Σ and a function u : Σ → R ∪ {+∞} which is

semiconvex in its effective domain and it is twice differentiable on the set PrT⊥Σ(A) ⊂ Σ, that will
give rise to a map Φ : A → Ω given by

Φ(x, v) = ∇Σu(x) + v, (x, v) ∈ A,

such that

(i) Pythagorean’s rule holds, i.e., |Φ(x, v)|2 = |∇Σu(x)|2 + |v|2 for every (x, v) ∈ A;
(ii) µ(PrT⊥Σ(A)) = ν(Φ(A)) = 1;
(iii) for every (x, v) ∈ A the n × n matrix D2

Σu(x) − 〈II(x), v〉 is symmetric and non-negative

definite, and the determinant-trace inequality holds, i.e.,

detDΦ(x, v) = det[D2
Σu(x)− 〈II(x), v〉] ≤

(

∆Σ
acu(x)− 〈H(x), v〉

n

)n

,

where II : TΣ× TΣ → T⊥Σ stands for the second fundamental form of Σ, and ∆Σ
acu is the

absolute continuous part of the distributional Laplacian ∆Σ
Du;

(iv) ∆Σ
acu(x) ≤ ∆Σ

Du(x) for every x ∈ PrT⊥Σ(A);
(v) if F and G are the density functions of the measures µ and ν with respect to the volume

measures of Σ and R
n+m, then for µ-a.e. x ∈ Σ we have the following integral version of

the Monge–Ampère equation

F (x) =

∫

A∩T⊥
x Σ

G(Φ(x, v))detDΦ(x, v)dv.

We are now ready to present the proofs of our main results.

2.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let f ∈ C∞
0 (Σ) be such that
∫

Σ
|f |p⋆dvolΣ = 1;
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for simplicity, it is enough to consider the case when f ≥ 0. Let µ and ν be probability measures
on Σ and R

n+m, defined as

dµ(x) = fp⋆(x)dvolΣ(x) and dν(y) = c−1
n,m,p(1 + |y|p′)−n−m

p′ dy. (2.2)

In particular, by (2.1), we have that

cn,m,p =

∫

Rn+m

(1 + |y|p′)−n−m
p′ dy = (n+m)ωn+m

Γ
(

n
p

)

Γ
(

n+m
p′

)

p′Γ
(

n+ m
p′

) .

According to Theorem 2.1, there exists a measurable subset A of the normal bundle T⊥Σ and a
function u : Σ → R∪{+∞}, such that the mapping Φ : A → R

n+m, Φ(x, v) = ∇Σu(x)+v, (x, v) ∈
A satisfies the properties stated in Theorem 2.1. Let us denote by Ax := A∩T⊥

x Σ, for every x ∈ Σ.
By the Monge–Ampère equation (see Theorem 2.1/(v)), one has for volΣ-a.e. x ∈ Σ that

fp⋆(x) = c−1
n,m,p

∫

Ax

(1 + |Φ(x, v)|p′)−n−m
p′ detDΦ(x, v)dv. (2.3)

Relation (2.3) raised to the power 1/n, the determinant-trace inequality (see Theorem 2.1/(iii))
and the (weighted) Minkowski inequality imply for volΣ-a.e. x ∈ Σ that

f
p⋆

n (x) = c
− 1

n
n,m,p

(
∫

Ax

(1 + |Φ(x, v)|p′)−n−m
p′ detDΦ(x, v)dv

)
1

n

≤ c
− 1

n
n,m,p

(
∫

Ax

(1 + |Φ(x, v)|p′)−n−m
p′

(

∆Σ
acu(x)− 〈H(x), v〉

n

)n

dv

)

1

n

≤ c
− 1

n
n,m,p

[

∆Σ
acu(x)

n

(
∫

Ax

(1 + |Φ(x, v)|p′)−n−m
p′ dv

)
1

n

+
|H(x)|

n

(
∫

Ax

(1 + |Φ(x, v)|p′)−n−m
p′ |v|ndv

)
1

n

]

. (2.4)

Let t ∈ (0, 1) be a parameter with value to be determined later. Since p ≥ 2, it follows that

1 < p′ = p
p−1 ≤ 2. The concavity of | · | p

′

2 combined with Pythagorean’s rule (see Theorem 2.1/(i))

give that

|Φ(x, v)|p′ =
(

|∇Σu(x)|2 + |v|2
)

p′

2 ≥ t1−
p′

2

∣

∣∇Σu(x)
∣

∣

p′
+ (1− t)1−

p′

2 |v|p′ . (2.5)

Therefore, by using the latter estimate, the integral formula (2.1) and a change of variable, one has
that

I1(x) :=

∫

Ax

(1 + |Φ(x, v)|p′)−n−m
p′ dv

≤
∫

Rm

(

1 + t1−
p′

2

∣

∣∇Σu(x)
∣

∣

p′
+ (1− t)1−

p′

2 |v|p′
)−n−m

p′

dv

= mωm

∫ ∞

0

(

1 + t1−
p′

2

∣

∣∇Σu(x)
∣

∣

p′
+ (1− t)1−

p′

2 ρp
′

)−n−m
p′

ρm−1dρ
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= mωm

∫ ∞

0

(

1 + t1−
p′

2

∣

∣∇Σu(x)
∣

∣

p′
+ rp

′

)−n−m
p′

(1− t)
( 1
2
− 1

p′
)m

rm−1dr

=

(

1 + t1−
p′

2

∣

∣∇Σu(x)
∣

∣

p′
)−n

(1− t)
( 1
2
− 1

p′
)m

mωm

Γ(n)Γ(mp′ )

p′Γ(n+ m
p′ )

.

Similarly, we can estimate

I2(x) :=

∫

Ax

(1 + |Φ(x, v)|p′)−n−m
p′ |v|ndv

≤
∫

Rm

(

1 + t1−
p′

2

∣

∣∇Σu(x)
∣

∣

p′
+ (1− t)1−

p′

2 |v|p′
)−n−m

p′

|v|ndv

= mωm

∫ ∞

0

(

1 + t1−
p′

2

∣

∣∇Σu(x)
∣

∣

p′
+ (1− t)1−

p′

2 ρp
′

)−n−m
p′

ρn+m−1dρ

= mωm

∫ ∞

0

(

1 + t1−
p′

2

∣

∣∇Σu(x)
∣

∣

p′
+ up

′

)−n−m
p′

(1− t)
( 1
2
− 1

p′
)(n+m)

rn+m−1dr

=

(

1 + t1−
p′

2

∣

∣∇Σu(x)
∣

∣

p′
)−n

p

(1− t)
( 1
2
− 1

p′
)(n+m)

mωm

Γ(np )Γ(
n+m
p′ )

p′Γ(n+ m
p′ )

.

According to these expressions, we introduce the following quantities:

C1
n,m,p,t =

(

c−1
n,m,p(1− t)

( 1
2
− 1

p′
)m

mωm

Γ(n)Γ(mp′ )

p′Γ(n+ m
p′ )

)
1

n

=

(

ωmΓ(mp′ + 1)

ωn+mΓ(n+m
p′ + 1)

Γ(n)

Γ(np )

)
1

n

(1− t)
m
n

(

1

2
− 1

p′

)

and

C2
n,m,p,t =

(

c−1
n,m,p(1− t)

( 1
2
− 1

p′
)(n+m)

mωm

Γ(np )Γ(
n+m
p′ )

p′Γ(n+ m
p′ )

)
1

n

=

(

mωm

(n+m)ωn+m

)
1

n

(1− t)
n+m

n

(

1

2
− 1

p′

)

.

Using these notations, multiplying the estimate (2.4) with fp⋆(1− 1

n
)(x)

(

1 + t1−
p′

2

∣

∣∇Σu(x)
∣

∣

p′
)

yields that for volΣ-a.e. x ∈ Σ, we have

fp⋆(x)

(

1 + t1−
p′

2

∣

∣∇Σu(x)
∣

∣

p′
)

≤
C1
n,m,p,t

n
∆Σ

acu(x)f
p⋆(1− 1

n
)(x)

+
C2
n,m,p,t

n

(

1 + t1−
p′

2

∣

∣∇Σu(x)
∣

∣

p′
)

1

p′

|H(x)|fp⋆(1− 1

n
)(x). (2.6)

In the next step we shall integrate this inequality over Σ. Having this in mind, let us consider
the integrals appearing on the right-hand side of the inequality that is obtained in this way. First,
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by Theorem 2.1/(iv), the divergence theorem and Hölder’s inequality, one has that
∫

Σ
∆Σ

acuf
p⋆(1− 1

n
)dvolΣ ≤

∫

Σ
∆Σ

Duf
p⋆(1− 1

n)dvolΣ

= −p⋆
(

1− 1

n

)
∫

Σ
fp⋆(1− 1

n
)−1〈∇Σu,∇Σf〉dvolΣ

≤ p⋆
(

1− 1

n

)(
∫

Σ
|∇Σf |pdvolΣ

)
1

p
(
∫

Σ
fp⋆|∇Σu|p′dvolΣ

)
1

p′

,

where we used the relation p′
(

p⋆(1− 1
n)− 1

)

= p⋆.
Next, another application of the Hölder inequality implies that

∫

Σ
|H|fp⋆(1− 1

n
)(1+t1−

p′

2 |∇Σu|p′)
1

p′ dvolΣ ≤
(
∫

Σ
|H|pfpdvolΣ

)
1

p
(
∫

Σ
fp⋆(1 + t1−

p′

2 |∇Σu|p′)dvolΣ
)

1

p′

.

Note that the integral term containing |∇Σu|p′ is finite. Indeed, by the Monge–Ampère equation
(2.3) and a change of variable, it follows by (2.1) that

J :=

∫

Σ
fp⋆|∇Σu|p′dvolΣ = c−1

n,m,p

∫

Σ
|∇Σu(x)|p′

∫

Ax

(1 + |Φ(x, v)|p′)−n−m
p′ detDΦ(x, v)dvdvolΣ

≤ c−1
n,m,p

∫

Σ

∫

Ax

|Φ(x, v)|p′(1 + |Φ(x, v)|p′)−n−m
p′ detDΦ(x, v)dvdvolΣ

= c−1
n,m,p

∫

Rn+m

|y|p′(1 + |y|p′)−n−m
p′ dy =

(n+m)(p − 1)

n− p
< +∞. (2.7)

Taking into account the above estimates, integrating (2.6) on Σ yields that

1 + t1−
p′

2 J ≤ p⋆

n

(

1− 1

n

)

C1
n,m,p,t

(
∫

Σ
|∇Σf |pdvolΣ

)
1

p

J
1

p′

+
C2
n,m,p,t

n

(
∫

Σ
|H|pfpdvolΣ

)
1

p
(

1 + t1−
p′

2 J

)
1

p′

.

Equivalently, we have that

1 ≤ p⋆

n

(

1− 1

n

)

C1
n,m,p,t

(
∫

Σ
|∇Σf |pdvolΣ

)
1

p J
1

p′

1 + t1−
p′

2 J

+
C2
n,m,p,t

n

(
∫

Σ
|H|pfpdvolΣ

)
1

p 1
(

1 + t1−
p′

2 J
)

1

p

.

The maximization of the function J 7→ J
1

p′

1+t1−
p′

2 J
, 0 ≤ J ≤ (n+m)(p−1)

n−p implies that

J
1

p′

1 + t1−
p′

2 J
≤ t

1

2
− 1

p′

p
1

p p′
1

p′

. (2.8)
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Therefore, it follows that

1 ≤ Km,n,p′(t)
1

n
p⋆

n

(

1− 1

n

)

1

p
1

p p′
1

p′

(

Γ(n)

Γ(np )

)
1

n (∫

Σ
|∇Σf |pdvolΣ

)
1

p

+
C2
n,m,p,t

n

(
∫

Σ
|H|pfpdvolΣ

)
1

p

,

(2.9)
where

Km,n,p′(t) =
ωmΓ(mp′ + 1)

ωm+nΓ(
m+n
p′ + 1)

((1− t)mtn)
1

2
− 1

p′ , t ∈ (0, 1).

Now we shall focus on the first term on the right-hand side of the previous inequality. Our aim
is to provide an m-independent estimate for the term Km,n,p′(t), exploring the fact that t ∈ (0, 1)
can be chosen arbitrarily. In fact, we observe that the minimum of t 7→ Km,n,p′(t) is achieved for
t = n

n+m , thus the previous inequality implies that

1 ≤ K
1

n
m,n,p′

p⋆

n
(1− 1

n
)

1

p
1

p p′
1

p′

(

Γ(n)

Γ(np )

)
1

n (∫

Σ
|∇Σf |pdvolΣ

)
1

p

+
C2
n,m,p,t

n

(
∫

Σ
|H|pfpdvolΣ

)
1

p

, (2.10)

where

Km,n,p′ =
ωmΓ(mp′ + 1)

ωm+nΓ(
m+n
p′ + 1)

(

mmnn

(m+ n)m+n

)
1

2
− 1

p′

.

We notice that the sequence m 7→ Km,n,p′ is increasing, see Balogh and Kristály [4, Proposition
A.1.], and by the asymptotic property of the Gamma function Γ(r+α) ∼ rαΓ(r) as r → ∞ (where
α ∈ R), it follows that

lim
m→∞

Km,n,p′ = p′
n
p′ (2π)−

n
2

( e

n

)n( 1

p′
− 1

2
)
. (2.11)

Combining relations (2.10) and (2.11), it follows that

1 ≤ (2π)−
1

2 p
1

p′
n− 1

n(n− p)

( e

n

)
1

p′
− 1

2

(

Γ(n)

Γ(n/p)

)1/n (∫

Σ
|∇Σf |pdvolΣ

)
1

p

+
1

n

(

mωm

(n+m)ωn+m

)
1

n
(

n+m

m

)
n+m

n

(

1

p′
− 1

2

)

(
∫

Σ
|H|pfpdvolΣ

)
1

p

,

which is (1.8) in the normalized case
∫

Σ |f |p⋆dvolΣ = 1. The general case follows by rescaling. �

Remark 2.1. Relation (1.9) points out that the constant S(n, p) in (1.8) is asymptotically sharp.
In fact, a careful inspection of the proof of Theorem 1.1 shows that a slightly non-sharp estimate
is provided in (2.9) by means of (2.8). Indeed, the question of sharpness reduces to how accurate
estimate can be given for the value of J , defined in (2.7). Note that in the standard Euclidean
space R

n (when no codimension is present, thus formally m = 0), after a similar argument as

before, we are able to concretely compute the value of J , which is n(p−1)
n−p , providing in this way the

sharp Sobolev constant AT (n, p); this is due to the fact that J can be given as an integral of a
Talentian-type function, by using the ’pure’ Monge–Ampère equation with a change of variables.

In the case of submanifolds, when m ≥ 1, the value of J can be only estimated as J ≤ (n+m)(p−1)
n−p ,

see (2.7), derived from the involved form of the integral Monge–Ampère equation. Therefore, we
cannot substitute the latter value for J ; we can only give a generic estimate for the expression
involving J , see (2.8), where the sharpness of the Sobolev constant is slightly deteriorated.
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2.2. Proof of Theorem 1.2. The proof is similar to the one of Theorem 1.1, thus we shall focus
on the differences. As before, we consider the probability measures (2.2), having also the Monge–
Ampère equation (2.3) and the pointwise estimate (2.4) for volΣ-a.e. x ∈ Σ.

Now, since p ≤ 2 (thus, p′ ≥ 2), instead of (2.5), we can write that

|Φ(x, v)|p′ =
(

|∇Σu(x)|2 + |v|2
)

p′

2 ≥
∣

∣∇Σu(x)
∣

∣

p′
+ |v|p′ . (2.12)

Therefore, by using the estimate (2.12) and relation (2.1), one has that

Ĩ1(x) :=

∫

Ax

(1 + |Φ(x, v)|p′)−n−m
p′ dv

≤
∫

Rm

(

1 +
∣

∣∇Σu(x)
∣

∣

p′
+ |v|p′

)−n−m
p′

dv

=
(

1 +
∣

∣∇Σu(x)
∣

∣

p′
)−n

mωm

Γ(n)Γ(mp′ )

p′Γ(n+ m
p′ )

,

and

Ĩ2(x) :=

∫

Ax

(1 + |Φ(x, v)|p′)−n−m
p′ |v|ndv

≤
∫

Rm

(

1 +
∣

∣∇Σu(x)
∣

∣

p′
+ |v|p′

)−n−m
p′ |v|ndv

=
(

1 +
∣

∣∇Σu(x)
∣

∣

p′
)−n

p
mωm

Γ(np )Γ(
n+m
p′ )

p′Γ(n+ m
p′ )

.

Due to these estimates, we consider the constants

C̃1
n,m,p =

(

c−1
n,m,pmωm

Γ(n)Γ(mp′ )

p′Γ(n+ m
p′ )

)
1

n

=

(

ωmΓ(mp′ + 1)

ωn+mΓ(n+m
p′ + 1)

Γ(n)

Γ(np )

)
1

n

and

C̃2
n,m,p =

(

c−1
n,m,pmωm

Γ(np )Γ(
n+m
p′ )

p′Γ(n+ m
p′ )

)
1

n

=

(

mωm

(n+m)ωn+m

)1/n

.

With these notations, multiplying the estimate (2.4) with fp⋆(1− 1

n
)(x)

(

1 +
∣

∣∇Σu(x)
∣

∣

p′
)

, we obtain

for volΣ-a.e. x ∈ Σ that

fp⋆(x)
(

1 +
∣

∣∇Σu(x)
∣

∣

p′
)

≤
C̃1
n,m,p

n
∆Σ

acu(x)f
p⋆(1− 1

n
)(x)

+
C̃2
n,m,p

n

(

1 +
∣

∣∇Σu(x)
∣

∣

p′
)

1

p′ |H(x)|fp⋆(1− 1

n
)(x). (2.13)

Recall that

J =

∫

Σ
fp⋆|∇Σu|p′dvolΣ ≤ (n+m)

p− 1

n− p
< +∞.

Therefore, similarly to the proof of Theorem 1.1, an integration of (2.13) over Σ yields that

1 + J ≤ p⋆

n

(

1− 1

n

)

C̃1
n,m,p

(
∫

Σ
|∇Σf |pdvolΣ

)
1

p

J
1

p′ +
C̃2
n,m,p

n

(
∫

Σ
|H|pfpdvolΣ

)
1

p

(1 + J)
1

p′ ,
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which can be written equivalently as

1 ≤ p⋆

n

(

1− 1

n

)

C̃1
n,m,p

(
∫

Σ
|∇Σf |pdvolΣ

)
1

p J
1

p′

1 + J
+

C̃2
n,m,p

n

(
∫

Σ
|H|pfpdvolΣ

)
1

p 1

(1 + J)
1

p

.

We observe that the maximum of the function J 7→ J
1

p′

1+J , 0 ≤ J ≤ (n+m)(p−1)
n−p is achieved for

J = p− 1 = p
p′ , thus

J
1

p′

1 + J
≤ (p− 1)

1

p′

p
=

1

p
1

p p′
1

p′

.

Hence, it follows that

1 ≤ S̃(n,m, p)

(
∫

Σ
|∇Σf |pdvolΣ

)
1

p

+K(n,m)

(
∫

Σ
|H|pfpdvolΣ

)
1

p

,

where

S̃(n,m, p) =
p⋆

n

(

1− 1

n

)

1

p
1

p p′
1

p′

(

ωmΓ(mp′ + 1)

ωn+mΓ(n+m
p′ + 1)

Γ(n)

Γ(np )

)
1

n

and

K(n,m) =
1

n

(

mωm

(n+m)ωn+m

)1/n

.

This concludes the proof in the normalized case. �

Observe that the OMT method developed by Cordero-Erausquin, Nazaret and Villani [17] has
also been applied by Castillon [15] to establish Lp-Sobolev inequalities on submanifolds. However,
Castillon’s approach introduces certain weights in the Sobolev inequalities, which correspond to
the Jacobians of the orthogonal projection from the tangent space of the submanifold to a fixed
n-dimensional linear subspace of the ambient space R

n+m.
Before closing this section, let us note that the difference between Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 is

technical. On the one hand, when p ≥ 2 (thus p′ ≤ 2), we may use the concavity of | · |p′/2 combined
with characteristic properties of the Gamma function, which provides a codimension-free Sobolev
constant in front of the gradient term of (1.8). On the other hand, when 1 < p ≤ 2, we lose
this codimension-free character of the corresponding term but we still have an improvement of the
terms known so far. In addition, for n ≥ 3 and p = 2, the formally different results in Theorems
1.1 and 1.2 do coincide, as Corollary 1.1 shows.

3. Unified proof of the isoperimetric inequality (1.4) via OMT

We now present an alternative proof of the Michael–Simon–Sobolev inequality (1.4), based on
Theorem 2.1 due to Balogh and Kristály [4]. Initially, (1.4) was established by Brendle [8, 7] using
the Alexandrov–Bakelman–Pucci method. Subsequently, Brendle and Eichmair [9] provided an
alternative proof applying OMT techniques (see also Brendle and Eichmair [10]). Note that both
of these approaches assumed the compactness of the minimal submanifold. By applying Theorem
2.1, we eliminate the need for this compactness assumption. For the reader’s convenience, we
restate the result here:
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Theorem 3.1. Let n ≥ 2, m ≥ 1, and Σ be a complete n-dimensional submanifold of R
n+m,

possibly with boundary ∂Σ. If f is a positive smooth function on Σ, then
(
∫

Σ
f

n
n−1 dvolΣ

)
n−1

n

≤ C(n,m)

{
∫

Σ

√

|∇Σf |2 + f2|H|2dvolΣ +

∫

∂Σ
fdσΣ

}

,

where σΣ is the surface measure on ∂Σ induced by volΣ and

C(n,m) = max

{

1

n

(

mωm

(n+m)ωn+m

)
1

n

,
1

nω
1

n
n

}

.

Moreover, the constant C(n,m) is sharp for m = 1 and m = 2.

Note that if f ∈ C∞
0 (Σ), the last term on the right-hand side of the above inequality vanishes

and we recover the version stated in (1.4).
For the proof, we first establish the following preliminary result:

Lemma 3.1. Let n ≥ 2, m ≥ 1, and ρ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) be a measurable function such that

ρ(s) = 0 for s > 1, satisfying
∫

B̄n+m

ρ
(

|y|2
)

dy = 1.

Denoting by

αρ := sup
z∈Rn

∫

{v∈Rm:|z|2+|v|2≤1}
ρ(|z|2 + |v|2)dv,

we have that

αρ ≥ max

{

mωm

(n+m)ωn+m
,
1

ωn

}

=











1
ωn

, if m = 1
1
ωn

= mωm
(n+m)ωn+m

, if m = 2
mωm

(n+m)ωn+m
, if m ≥ 3

. (3.1)

Proof. First, we shall focus on the inequality on the left-hand side of the preceding relation. Note
that the condition

∫

B̄n+m ρ
(

|y|2
)

dy = 1 can be equivalently written as

(n+m)ωn+m

∫ 1

0
ρ
(

t2
)

tn+m−1dt = 1.

Using this relation, we can write

αρ = mωm sup
r∈[0,1]

∫ 1

0
ρ
(

r2 + t2
)

tm−1dt ≥ mωm

∫ 1

0
ρ
(

t2
)

tm−1dt

≥ mωm

∫ 1

0
ρ
(

t2
)

tn+m−1dt =
mωm

(n+m)ωn+m
.

For future reference, observe that there is no function ρ that attains equality in the second inequality
above. Therefore, to achieve a value of αρ approaching mωm

(n+m)ωn+m
, ρ must be concentrated near

t = 1.
Next, in order to prove the inequality in (3.1), we shall use the fact that for every n ≥ 2 and

m ≥ 1, the closed unit ball in R
n+m may be represented as

B̄n+m =
{

(z, v) ∈ R
n+m : z ∈ B̄n, v ∈ B̄m(z,

√

1− |z|2)
}

,
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where B̄m(z,
√

1− |z|2) denotes the closed ball in R
m with center z and radius

√

1− |z|2. Conse-
quently, we have that

1 =

∫

B̄n+m

ρ(|y|2)dy =

∫

B̄n

(

∫

B̄m(z,
√

1−|z|2)
ρ(|z|2 + |v|2)dv

)

dz

≤ ωn · sup
z∈B̄n

∫

B̄m(z,
√

1−|z|2)
ρ(|z|2 + |v|2)dv = ωnαρ.

Note that in order to achieve the equality αρ = 1
ωn

, ρ needs to be chosen with the property that
the function

z 7→
∫

B̄m(z,
√

1−|z|2)
ρ(|z|2 + |v|2)dv

is constant. We will demonstrate that this choice is indeed possible in the case when m = 1.
The second part of relation (3.1) can be verified using standard properties of the Beta and

Gamma functions. Indeed, for m = 1, Gautschi’s inequality gives (n+ 1)ωn+1 > 2ωn. For m = 2,
the standard recursion formula for the Gamma function yields (n+ 2)ωn+2 = 2πωn. Finally, by
Cerone [16, Corollary 1, p. 79], it follows that (n+m)ωn+m < mωmωn for every m ≥ 3. �

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Let f be a positive smooth function on Σ such that
∫

Σ
f(x)

n
n−1 dvolΣ(x) = 1, (3.2)

and let ρ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) be a measurable function such that ρ(s) = 0 when s > 1 and
∫

B̄n+m

ρ
(

|y|2
)

dy = 1, (3.3)

where, as before, B̄n+m = {y ∈ R
n+m : |y| ≤ 1} is the closed unit ball in R

n+m. We consider the
probability measures µ and ν on Σ and R

n+m, respectively, defined as

dµ(x) = f
n

n−1 (x)dvolΣ(x) and dν(y) = ρ(|y|2)dy.
According to Theorem 2.1, there exist a measurable subset A ⊂ T⊥Σ and a function u : Σ →

R ∪ {+∞} such that the mapping Φ : A → R
n+m given by Φ(x, v) = ∇Σu(x) + v satisfies the

properties stated in Theorem 2.1. Let Ax := A ∩ T⊥
x Σ for every x ∈ Σ. By the integral version of

the Monge–Ampère equation (see Theorem 2.1/(v)), we have for volΣ-a.e. x ∈ Σ that

f
n

n−1 (x) =

∫

Ax

ρ(|Φ(x, v)|2)detDΦ(x, v)dv.

Note that since ν(Φ(A)) = 1 (see Theorem 2.1/(ii)) and ρ(s) = 0,∀s > 1, it follows that

|Φ(x, v)|2 = |∇Σu(x)|2 + |v|2 ≤ 1, µ− a.e. x ∈ Σ, v ∈ Ax,

thus
|v|2 ≤ 1− |∇Σu(x)|2, µ− a.e. x ∈ Σ, v ∈ Ax.

Therefore, applying the determinant-trace inequality from Theorem 2.1/(iii) yields that

f
n

n−1 (x) ≤
∫

Ax

ρ(|Φ(x, v)|2)
(

∆Σ
acu(x)− 〈H(x), v〉

n

)n

dv

≤
∫

Ax

ρ(|Φ(x, v)|2)
(

∆Σ
acu(x) + |H(x)||v|

n

)n

dv
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≤
(

∆Σ
acu(x) + |H(x)|

√

1− |∇Σu(x)|2
n

)n
∫

Ax

ρ(|∇Σu(x)|2 + |v|2)dv,

for volΣ-a.e. x ∈ Σ. Similarly to Brendle and Eichmair [9], let us denote by

αρ := sup
z∈Rn

∫

{v∈Rm:|z|2+|v|2≤1}
ρ(|z|2 + |v|2)dv,

which is a positive number depending on the density ρ. Hence, it follows that

f
n

n−1 (x) ≤ αρ ·
(

∆Σ
acu(x) + |H(x)|

√

1− |∇Σu(x)|2
n

)n

,

for volΣ-a.e. x ∈ Σ. Raising this estimate to the power 1/n, then multiplying by f(x) and integrating
over Σ, it follows that

nα
− 1

n
ρ

∫

Σ
f

n
n−1 dvolΣ ≤

∫

Σ
∆Σ

acufdvolΣ +

∫

Σ
|H|f

√

1− |∇Σu|2dvolΣ.

Now, the divergence theorem together with property (iv) from Theorem 2.1 yields that
∫

Σ
∆Σ

acufdvolΣ ≤
∫

Σ
∆Σ

DufdvolΣ ≤
∫

∂Σ
fdσΣ −

∫

Σ
〈∇Σf,∇Σu〉dvolΣ.

Therefore, by applying the elementary inequality

ab+ cd ≤
√

a2 + c2
√

b2 + d2, ∀a, b, c, d ∈ R,

to the choices a = |∇Σf |, b = |∇Σu|, c = |Hf |, d =
√

1− |∇Σu|2, and taking note of the normal-
ization (3.2), we obtain that

nα
− 1

n
ρ

(
∫

Σ
f

n
n−1 dvolΣ

)
n−1

n

≤
∫

Σ

√

|∇Σf |2 + f2|H|2dvolΣ +

∫

∂Σ
fdσΣ. (3.4)

Finally, in order to recover the constant from Theorem 3.1, one needs to make a suitable choice
of the density function ρ. Based on Lemma 3.1, we distinguish the cases m = 1 and m ≥ 2. Firstly,
when m = 1, let ρ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) be given by

ρ(s) =

{

c√
1−s

s ∈ [0, 1)

0 s ≥ 1
, (3.5)

where c is a positive constant such that
∫

B̄n+1

ρ(|y|2)dy =

∫

B̄n

(

∫

√
1−|z|2

−
√

1−|z|2
ρ(|z|2 + v2)dv

)

dz = 1.

For every z ∈ Bn, we have by (3.5) that

1

c

∫

√
1−|z|2

−
√

1−|z|2
ρ
(

|z|2 + v2
)

dv = π.

Consequently, c = 1
πωn

. On the other hand, by the previous argument, we have that

1 =

∫

B̄n

(

∫

√
1−|z|2

−
√

1−|z|2
ρ(|z|2 + v2)dv

)

dz = ωn · sup
z∈B̄n

∫

√
1−|z|2

−
√

1−|z|2
ρ(|z|2 + v2)dv = ωnαρ,
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thus αρ = 1
ωn

. Applying (3.4) and Lemma 3.1 completes the proof for the case m = 1.

If m ≥ 2, let us consider the density functions ρj : [0,∞) → [0,∞), j ∈ N
∗, defined by

ρj(s) =

{

cjs
j s ∈ [0, 1]

0 s > 1
, where cj =

2j + n+m

(n +m)ωn+m

is chosen such that
∫

B̄n+m

ρj
(

|y|2
)

dy = 1.

In this case, we have that

αρj = sup
r∈[0,1]

∫

{v∈Rm: r2+|v|2≤1}
ρj(r

2 + |v|2)dv = mωm sup
r∈[0,1]

∫

√
1−r2

0
ρj(r

2 + t2)tm−1dt

= mωmcj sup
r∈[0,1]

∫

√
1−r2

0
(r2 + t2)jtm−1dt ≤ mωm

cj
2j +m

,

where we used the estimate
∫

√
1−r2

0
(r2 + t2)jtm−1dt ≤

∫

√
1−r2

0
(r2 + t2)j(r2 + t2)

m−2

2 t dt ≤ 1

2

∫ 1

0
uj+

m
2
−1du =

1

2j +m
.

Therefore, it follows that for each j ∈ N \ {0},

αρj ≤
mωm

(n +m)ωn+m

2j + n+m

2j +m
.

On the other hand, considering the lower bound in (3.1), we obtain that

lim
j→∞

αρj =
mωm

(n+m)ωn+m
.

This yields the desired constant in Theorem 3.1 in the case when m ≥ 2. �

Remark 3.1. Considering the inequality (3.4) and the lower bound (3.1), the best constant at-
tainable by this method is indeed the value appearing in Theorem 3.1. Due to Lemma 3.1, this
yields the optimal isoperimetric constant when m = 1 or m = 2. However, when m ≥ 3, a sharp
isoperimetric inequality cannot be achieved by this construction.
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