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LP-SOBOLEV INEQUALITIES ON EUCLIDEAN SUBMANIFOLDS

ZOLTAN M. BALOGH, ALEXANDRU KRISTALY AND AGNES 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™. Namely, let n > 2 and p € (1,n), where p’ = z% is the dual exponent of p

and p* = n"%"p is its critical Sobolev exponent. Then one has that

1/p* 1/p
(/ |f|p*dx) < AT(n,p) (/ IVfI”d:v> Ve CRRM). (1.1)
R” Rn

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

1/p' n 1/n
1 1 /p—1 I'(5+1)I'(n)
AT (n,p) =7"2n P<—> A
() n—p LT +1)
When p — 1, (1.1) reduces to the classical sharp isoperimetric inequality in functional form, namely,
n—1
_n_ o 1 00 /T T
([ 1sae) = <= [ 19slan, vr e Crme) (1.2
Rn nWn, R

where w,, denotes the volume of the unit ball in R™.

Motivated by various problems arising in differential geometry, analysis and PDEs on manifolds,
the theory of Sobolev inequalities on Fuclidean 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 ¥ C R*™ be a complete n-dimensional submanifold, H
the mean curvature vector of £, V> the gradient associated to ¥, and voly, the natural canonical
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measure on X. 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

n—1

n n 4n+1
([Lioavos) ™ <20 [ (9%l 4 g dvots, v e o). )
w

n

Let us note that the constant % in (1.3) is far from being optimal (compare (1.2)). However, its
w.

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 X is compact, possibly with boundary:

n—1
( / \grﬁdvolz) <Clum) [ IV7gP + [HPlgPdvols, Vg e CRE), (14
by by

where

C(n,m):max{l<( mem >'1L, 11}: = et (1.5)

1
n \ (n+m)wnim nws 1 < Mwm > "> 3
s — >

(n+m)wn+m

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 %n(n—i—?)) for ¥ compact and %(3712 +14n+9) for ¥ non-compact;
in both cases, C'(n,m) still produces smaller values than % from (1.3).
wr
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*(l_%)
with p > 1 into the slightly weaker inequality implied by (1.4), namely,

n—1

( / |9|"nldV012> "< Clum) [ (I9%]+ 1]g]) vl
> >

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

1

</ |f|p*dvolg>p* <o m) </ |v2f|1’dvolg>p+0(n,m) (/ |H|p|f|pdvolg>p. (1.6)
b)) n = b))

Second, if ¥ 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

1/p* 1 1/p
(/ |f|p*dV012> < nwi C(n,m)AT(n,p) </ |sz|pdvolg> , VfeCiZ). (1.7)
b b
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When m € {1,2}, we have that C(n,m) = —%~, thus (1.7) is sharp and we recover the optimal
nwy,

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) — oo when m — oo, 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. Letn > 3 and m > 1 be integers, 2 < p < n, and let X be a complete n-dimensional
submanifold of R™™ without boundary. Then, for any f € C§°(X), one has that

1/p* 1/p 1/p
(L1 avos) ™ < st ([ 95savors) "+ stnma) [ prp i) "
5 5 x
where Y
p* 1\ _1,_ _1/7eNxy3 ([ I'(n) "
s =2 (1-2) w7 en ()7 ()

M(n,m,p):K(n,m)<n+m> =3 and K(n,m)z%(%)i.

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-Lénczos approximation for the
Gamma function, one has that (n.p)
. S(n,p
nh—>Holo AT(np) 1. (1.9)
In particular, the latter limit implies that (1.8) is asymptotically sharp for minimal submanifolds
when n — oco. 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 X be a complete n-dimensional submanifold
of R"™™ without boundary. Let 1 < p <2 ifn=2, and 1 < p < 2 when n > 3, respectively. Then
for every f € C§°(X),

pr 1/p 1/p
( / |f|p*dvolz> < §(n,m, p) ( / IVEflpdvolz> T K(n,m) ( / IHI”Iprdvolz> , (1.10)
> > >

where .
= p* 1y -1, wnl'(G7 +1) T(n)\"
S(’I’L,m,p) = ? (1 - _> p pp, P ( fL—I—m ( ) )

n

and K (n,m) is the constant defined in Theorem 1.1.



4 ZOLTAN M. BALOGH, ALEXANDRU KRISTALY AND AGNES MESTER

Remark 1.2. Comparing S (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,

. % 1 o 1
Il)l_)nllp <1 - ;) C(n,m) = lim nwy C(n,m)AT (n,p)

p—1

1
- 1 n
= C(n,m) < lim S(n,m,p) = — < “m )
p—1 n \ Wn+m
This shows that for small values of p close to 1, the constant S (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 S(n,m,p)
improves. For instance, if n = 3, m =4 and p = 3/2, one has that

N 1
S(n,m,p) < p* <1 — %) C(n,m) and S(n,m,p) < nw;C(n,m)AT(n,p).

In addition, for p = 2, a simple calculation shows that S(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. Letn > 3 and m > 1 be integers and ¥ be a complete n-dimensional submanifold
of R"™ without boundary. Then for every f € C3°(X),

1/2* 1/2 1/2
</ \f\2*dvolg> < S(n,2) </ \vEdevolE) + K(n,m) (/ \H\2f2dvolg> . (111)
P P P

where
"Zln__lz) <F€7(:;;)>1/n and K(n’m):%<w@%>w-

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-Ampere 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 Kristaly [5, 4], Brendle
and Eichmair [9, 10], Cavalletti and Mondino [12, 13], and Kristély [18]. However, in the setting of
submanifolds, the situation is more delicate, as the normalized starting function is supported on the
submanifold ¥ 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 Kristaly [4]. In this setting, we obtain an integral version of the Monge-Ampeére
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
Kristaly [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.

[NIES

S(n,2)=mn"
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2. PROOF OF THEOREMS 1.1 AND 1.2

In the sequel, we shall use the integration formula

B+1 B+1
o (=220 (%)
al’ (v) ’

for every A >0, > 1,8 > —1 and v > %, 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 Kristaly [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.

/0 A4 r) P dr = X7 (2.1)

Theorem 2.1. Let n > 2 and m > 1 be integers, X be a complete n-dimensional submanifold of
R and Q C R"™™™ be an open set. Let p and v be Borel probability measures on ¥ and
which are absolutely continuous with respect to dvoly, and dL™™™, respectively. Then there exist
a measurable subset A of the normal bundle T+Y and a function u : ¥ — R U {400} which is
semiconvex in its effective domain and it is twice differentiable on the set Prpiv(A) C X, that will
give rise to a map P : A — € given by

®(z,v) = VZu(z) +v, (z,v) € A,
such that

(i) Pythagorean’s rule holds, i.e., |®(x,v)|? = |[V>u(z)|> + |v|? for every (z,v) € A;
(i) p(Prris(4)) = v(®(4) = 1;
(iii) for every (z,v) € A the n x n matriz D¥u(z) — (II(x),v) is symmetric and non-negative
definite, and the determinant-trace inequality holds, i.e.,

Euw o ). v n
detD®(z,v) = det[D3u(z) — (II(x),v)] < <Aac (2) n<H( ); >> 7

where IT : TY x TY — T+Y stands for the second fundamental form of ¥, and AZu is the
absolute continuous part of the distributional Laplacian A%u;

(iv) AZu(z) < AZu(x) for every x € Prypiy(A);

(v) if F and G are the density functions of the measures p and v with respect to the volume
measures of ¥ and R"™™, then for pu-a.e. v € ¥ we have the following integral version of
the Monge—Ampére equation

Flz) = / G(®(, v))det DB (z, v)dv.
ANTES
We are now ready to present the proofs of our main results.

2.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let f € C§°(X) be such that

/ | P dvolg = 1;
b
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for simplicity, it is enough to consider the case when f > 0. Let p and v be probability measures
on ¥ and R™™™_ defined as

du(z) = f7" (2)dvolg(z) and du(y) = ek, (1+ |y[) ™" ¥ dy. (2.2)

" 3)r (52)

P (s )

In particular, by (2.1), we have that

’ _n_m/
nmp = [ () Py = (0 )
Rn+m

According to Theorem 2.1, there exists a measurable subset A of the normal bundle 7% and a
function u : ¥ — RU{4o00}, such that the mapping ® : A — R"™™ &(x,v) = V>u(z)+v, (x,v) €
A satisfies the properties stated in Theorem 2.1. Let us denote by A, = ANT; ¥, for every z € X.
By the Monge-Ampere equation (see Theorem 2.1/(v)), one has for volg-a.e. x € ¥ that

n7m7p

' (2) = ! /A (14 |D(z, 0)?) " ¥ det DD (x, v)dv. (2.3)

x

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 volg-a.e. z € ¥ that

3=

p* -1

() =cnmp </ (1+ |<I>(x,v)|p,)_n_;_7detD<I>(x,v)dv>

x

< C?;J%n,p </Ax(1 + ]cp(xw)’p’)—"—;'f <A§cu($) - <H(x),fu>>"dv>vll

n
1
1 AZ I —n— n
< cudip |22 ([ (14 000y P )
n Ay
1
H ry—p—m n
O] (/ (1+ |0z, o)) )" m%) ] . (2.4)
n Ay
Let t € (0,1) be a parameter with value to be determined later. Since p > 2, it follows that
1 <p'= ;& < 2. The concavity of |- |7 combined with Pythagorean’s rule (see Theorem 2.1/(i))
give that

) = (VSul@)P + o) T = % V@) + (- ) ol (25)

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

I (x) ::/ (14 [@(z,v) )" ¥ dv

x

e’} ’ , ’ , —n—2
= mwm/ <1 +t-% ‘Vzu(xﬂp + (1=t TP > ’ P Ldp
0
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Similarly, we can estimate

B = [ 1+ @0l o

T

m

’ ’ ’ , —n——7
g/ <1+t1—%\v2u(x)|” +(1—t)1_%|v|p> " lofmd

1
T'(n)(Z n
o= (st P SN

pT'(n+ %
f wnl(ZF+1) T(n) " n(1-2
B <wn+mf(";§m +1) F(%)) (-1 )

and

1
n n+m n
2 tz(C‘l (1= pd-eem,,, TGS )>
n7m7p7 n7m7p

Using these notations, multiplying the estimate (2.4) with fp*(l_%)(a:) <1 +i7 !Vzu(x)vjl)
yields that for volg-a.e. x € ¥, we have

/ / 1
) (1 HTE qu(z)i”) < @Aiuu)ﬁ*ﬂ—%)(w)

, ' "\ P * 1
St (14 0% 9@ ) HE@I D@, o

In the next step we shall integrate this inequality over . 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,

=



8 ZOLTAN M. BALOGH, ALEXANDRU KRISTALY AND AGNES MESTER

by Theorem 2.1/(iv), the divergence theorem and Hoélder’s inequality, one has that
/ AZ ufp dvolg < / Azufp dvolg
= —p* <1 — —> / #7001 vy, VE f)dvoly,
njJs
1

P (1—%) </E\V2flpdvolg> (/ P |VEulP dvolg> ,

where we used the relation p’ (p*(l — %) — 1) =p*
Next, another application of the Holder inequality implies that

IN

S
Y

/yHyfp*<1—%>(1+t1—%\v2uyp)ﬁdvolz< (/ ]H]f”fpdvolg> </ i 1+t1__\VEu\p )dle)
% %

Note that the integral term containing \Vzulf”’ is finite. Indeed, by the Monge—Ampere equation
(2.3) and a change of variable, it follows by (2.1) that

J::/fp*yvzuyp’dvolZ = nw/yvZ yp/ (14 |®(z,v)[”) """ det DB(x, v)dvdvoly
)

< nm,p// (z,0)[P' (1 + |®(x,0) )"~ gdetDtﬁ(x,v)dvdvolz

(n+m)(p—1)
n—p

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

1
1+t1—”ngp—< )C,imp </ yvzf\pdvolz>pﬁ
n P s

02 1 ’ l/
et </ |H|pfpdvolg> (1 + tl‘%J>
Equivalently, we have that

1 1

* 1 > J_l
1< p_ <1 - _> Crlz,m,p,t </ ‘vzf’pdV012> ’ 71,1)/
n n s 1+ti-2J

2

C 7 1
p
S (/ |H |pfpdvolz> -
n > p’ D

= Gt [ Q) Py < oo (27)

=

(1+6% )
%
The maximization of the function J — %, 0<J<L % implies that
1+ J
Ji 1_1
I t2 I
T 1 (2.8)
L+t=2 ] prp's
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Therefore, it follows that

1 1 1

* 1 1 r " » C2 »

1< Ky (042 (1——> ) ( / \vszpdvolz)’#—’ ( / rHrpfpdvolz)”,
n n ppp’p’ P() = n >

’ (2.9)

wmf(% +1)
wm-i-nr(m;n +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 K, , ,/(t), exploring the fact that ¢t € (0, 1)

can be chosen arbitrarily. In fact, we observe that the minimum of ¢ — K, ,, ,#(t) is achieved for
t= thus the previous inequality implies that

S
7

(1= 8)™™)27 7, ¢ e (0,1).

Ko (1) =

n+m’
Lo 11 (T » C2 ’
4 p p
1§K,¢mp,p—(1——) — (Z) (/ |V2f|pdvolg> P </ |H|pfpdvolg> , (2.10)
R n pEp’? P(E) = n >
where

[N
S

Km7n7pl =

oml(B+1) (g
T (B2 + 1) \(m o+ )

We notice that the sequence m — K, is increasing, see Balogh and Kristély [4, Proposition
A.1.], and by the asymptotic property of the Gamma function I'(r + ) ~ r®T'(r) as r — oo (where
a € R), it follows that

n(&-1)
lim Koy = p'7 (2m) 7 <§) s (2.11)

m—o0

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

<t 2L (97 << )" (i)’

1 mw. 5 n-+m (L_% %
+—< s ) < > </ \H\pfpdvolg> ,
n (n+m)wn+m m =

which is (1.8) in the normalized case [y |f|P"dvoly; = 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™ (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 %
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-Ampere equation with a change of variables.
In the case of submanifolds, when m > 1, the value of J can be only estimated as J < %,
see (2.7), derived from the involved form of the integral Monge-Ampeére 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.

, providing in this way the
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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—
Ampere equation (2.3) and the pointwise estimate (2.4) for volyg-a.e. x € X.

Now, since p < 2 (thus, p’ > 2), instead of (2.5), we can write that

, 4 / ’
1@(z,0)[P = ([VEu()]? + [v]}) 7 > |VZu(@)]” + [ofF". (2.12)
Therefore, by using the estimate (2.12) and relation (2.1), one has that

A= [ (o ol) " Vo
< /m (1 + |V2u(az)‘p/ + M;ﬂ)‘"‘% dv
= <1 + ‘Vzu(:n)‘p/>_n mwm%,

and

To(a) = /A (1+ 12 (z, 0)") "7 o] du

§/ (1 + |V2u(az)‘p, + ’U’p/)_" " | dw

L(5T (")

pTn+3)

= (1 + |V2u(:n)‘p/>_% MW,

Due to these estimates, we consider the constants

S|=
I3

P(n)r(2)

1 -1
Crmp = (Cn,m,memm) m
P

_ wn (5 ) "
B Wn-i—mr( 1% +1) P(%)

_l’_
1
n n+m n 1
62 _ c_l M, F( P )F( o’ ) _ mwm, /n .
e =\ e T g ) (n ) em

3|

and

With these notations, multiplying the estimate (2.4) with fp*(l_%)(x) (1 + ‘Vzu(xﬂpl), we obtain
for volyg-a.e. x € ¥ that

. N Chm .
17 @) (14 [VRu@)|”) < 222 A% u(a) 0 ()

2 L

!

C , .
+ 8 (19T ) @) D). 1)
Recall that
p—1
n—p
Therefore, similarly to the proof of Theorem 1.1, an integration of (2.13) over X yields that

J= / 7 192l dvolss < (n+m) 2"t < foc.
>

1

1 )

* - vo1 C2L 1

1+7< <1 ~ 1) Cl oy </ |v2f|Pdvolg> T g Zmme </ |H|pf”dvolg> “+ )
Y %

n n
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which can be written equivalently as

1 ~ 1
* 1 ~ > 7 C’?Lm > 1
1< <1 - —> Crmp </ ]VZf\pdvolg> P I7 | Cnmp (/ \H\pfpdvolg> L
n n o 5 1+J n > (1+.J)7

1
We observe that the maximum of the function J — L= 0 < J < (n+m)p=1) 5o achieved for

1+ — n—p
J=p—1=15, thus
1 1
Jr -7 1
1+J ~ p _p%p/ﬁ'

Hence, it follows that

1 < S(n,m,p) </2 ]VZf\pdvolz> ! + K(n,m) </2 ]H]pfpdvolg> ’ ,

where
1
- * 1 1 wr (2 +1 T n
S(n,m,p) = L <1 - _> T 1 - (fz-i-m ) (:)
n n prp' v’ wn+mI'( I +1) F(E)
and
1 1/n
K(nm) = - (&) -
n \ (n 4+ m)wnim
This concludes the proof in the normalized case. O

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".

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"/? 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 Kristély [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 ¥ be a complete n-dimensional submanifold of R"*™,
possibly with boundary 0X. If f is a positive smooth function on X, then

n—1

</Efﬁdvolg> < C(n,m) {/Z \/]VZf\z—Ff?]H]?dvolg—F/aE fdag},

where oy, is the surface measure on 0¥ induced by voly and

1
1 no 1
C(n,m) = max < — ( Mm > y—T -
n \ (n+ m)wnim nwi

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

Note that if f € C§°(X), 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 p : [0,00) — [0,00) be a measurable function such that
p(s) =0 for s > 1, satisfying
/_ p(ly1?) dy = 1.
Bn+m
Denoting by

opi=sup [ p(12P + Juf2)dv,
z€R™ J{veR™:|z|2+|v|2<1}

we have that

) w%, if m=1
mw .
apzmax{—m,—}: i:%’ if m=2. (3.1)
(n +m)wpim’ wn - .
(n+m)wnm’

Proof. First, we shall focus on the inequality on the left-hand side of the preceding relation. Note
that the condition | Bram P (|y|2) dy = 1 can be equivalently written as

1
(n+ m)wn+m/ P (t2) el =1,
0

Using this relation, we can write

1 1
Qp, = MWy, Sup / p (7‘2 + t2) tmde > mwm/ p (t2) tmLdt
ref0,1] Jo 0

1
mw
> mwm/ p ()t ldt = —
0 (’I’L + m)wn+m
For future reference, observe that there is no function p that attains equality in the second inequality

above. Therefore, to achieve a value of «, approaching #, p must be concentrated near
n+m
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”™ may be represented as

Brom — {(e) e R s e B, ve B VITTD),
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where B™(z,/1 — |2|2) denotes the closed ball in R™ with center z and radius /1 — |2|2. Conse-
quently, we have that

1:/ pyzdy:/ / p(|z? + |v]?)dv | dz
o P = [ ([ o )

< Wy - SUp

zepn /szﬂ/l—z?)

Note that in order to achieve the equality o, = i, p needs to be chosen with the property that
the function

p(|2)? + [v*)dv = wya,.

z p(l21 + [vf*)dv
B™(z,4/1-|2]?)
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)wp4+1 > 2w,. For m = 2,
the standard recursion formula for the Gamma function yields (n + 2)w, 2 = 27w,,. Finally, by
Cerone [16, Corollary 1, p. 79], it follows that (n + m)wp+m < Mwpw, for every m > 3. O

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Let f be a positive smooth function on ¥ such that
/ f(:L")ﬁdvolg(x) =1, (3.2)
b

and let p : [0,00) — [0,00) be a measurable function such that p(s) =0 when s > 1 and

/_ p(lylf?)dy =1, (3.3)
Bn+m

where, as before, B"™™ = {y € R*™™ . |y| < 1} is the closed unit ball in R"*™. We consider the
probability measures ;1 and v on ¥ and R™™™, respectively, defined as
du(z) = fa-1(z)dvolg(z) and dv(y) = p(|y|*)dy.

According to Theorem 2.1, there exist a measurable subset A € T+% and a function v : ¥ —
R U {+oc} such that the mapping ® : A — R"™ given by ®(x,v) = V>u(x) + v satisfies the
properties stated in Theorem 2.1. Let A, := ANT;}Y for every x € ¥. By the integral version of
the Monge-Ampere equation (see Theorem 2.1/(v)), we have for volg-a.e. z € ¥ that

fﬁ(x):/A o(|1B(z, v)[2)det DB (z, v)do.

Note that since v(®(A)) =1 (see Theorem 2.1/(ii)) and p(s) = 0,Vs > 1, it follows that
|®(z,0)|?> = |VZu(@)]? + [v]? <1, p—ae z€X, ve A,
thus
w2 <1—|VZu(z)?, p—ae z€X, veA,.
Therefore, applying the determinant-trace inequality from Theorem 2.1/(iii) yields that

75 () < /A A6z 0)) (Agcu(x) . <H(x)’”>)"dv

n

< [ timiso (Aiu@m |H<w>||v|>" W

n
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= (Aium) L WEU(@P)”/ p(IV=u(x)? + [v]*)dv,
n Ay

for volg-a.e. x € ¥. Similarly to Brendle and Eichmair [9], let us denote by

@y = sup p(J2P + [o)do,

zER™ /{veRmz|z|2+|v|2<l}

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

. <A§Cu<x> H@)T rvzu@c)!?)n,

[ (z) <ap-

for volg-a.e. z € ¥. Raising this estimate to the power 1/n, then multiplying by f(z) and integrating
over 3, it follows that

_1 n
nag " /Z FrTdvoly < /ZAECufdvolz + /2 HIf\/1 ~ |VZuldvoly.

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

/ AZ ufdvoly < / AZufdvoly < fdos, — / (VEf, VEu)dvolsy.
by by o% b
Therefore, by applying the elementary inequality
ab+cd < Va2 + Vb2 +d2, Va,b,c,d € R,
to the choices a = |V f|,b = |V>ul|,c = |Hf|,d = /1 — |V*ul2, and taking note of the normal-

ization (3.2), we obtain that

n—1
_1 n o
nap, " </2 fﬁdvolz> < /z \/!VZﬂQ + f2|H[*dvols + /az fdos. (3.4)

Finally, in order to recover the constant from Theorem 3.1, one needs to make a suitable choice
of the density function p. Based on Lemma 3.1, we distinguish the cases m = 1 and m > 2. Firstly,
when m =1, let p: [0,00) — [0,00) be given by

p(s) ={ i s<l 1), (3.5)

where c is a positive constant such that

2 = 22 ’U2 v zZ = 1.
ety = [ (/ I >d>d 1

For every z € B™, we have by (3.5) that

Consequently, ¢ = ﬁ On the other hand, by the previous argument, we have that

\/1—|z|2 v/ 1—]z]2
1= / / p(|z]* +v?)dv | dz = wy, - sup / p(|2]? +v?)dv = wya,,
B —+/1—z|2 zeBn J—4/1—|z|?
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thus o), = L Applying (3.4) and Lemma 3.1 completes the proof for the case m = 1.

wp,

If m > 2, let us consider the density functions p; : [0,00) — [0,00), j € N*, defined by

cjs’ s €0,1]
0 s>1

/_ pi (ly|*) dy = 1.
Brtm

2j+n+m

where ¢ = -—————
’ ! (n + m)wntm

pi(s) =

is chosen such that

In this case, we have that

Qp, = sup p;i(r? + [v*)dv = mwy, sup p;(r? + )™ Ldt

V1-r?
rel0,1] /{UER’”: r24v2<1} rel0,1] /0
VI? | .
= MwmCj sup / (r? + )7t Nt < mwpy, —2—,
ref0,1] Jo 2j+m

where we used the estimate

V1—r2 ) V1—r2 ) 2 1 1 m 1
/ (r? + 2yttt < / (P + 2 (P +t) 2 tdt < —/ w7t Ty = ——.
0 0 2 0 2] +m
Therefore, it follows that for each j € N\ {0},
MWy, 2j+n+m
Qp; S ;
(n+m)wpym 25 +m
On the other hand, considering the lower bound in (3.1), we obtain that
i MW,
ima, = ————.
j=oo P (n 4 m)wntm
This yields the desired constant in Theorem 3.1 in the case when m > 2. O

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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